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April 2, 2015 

 
The Honorable Leslie Rutledge 
Attorney General of Arkansas 
323 Center Street, Suite 200 
Little Rock AR 72201  
 
Dear Madam Attorney General: 
 
 I write to respectfully request that your office investigate the recently publicized 
issues with bridge construction in Washington County.  Considering the nature of the 
issues and the allegations, I believe that your office is best suited and has the right 
resources, experience, and expertise to investigate these issues, which are of great 
interest to the taxpayers and citizens of Washington County. 
 
 To give you some background on the issues, Washington County is a defendant 
in a whistleblower lawsuit filed by a current employee of the Washington County Road 
Department, Mr. George Braswell.  See Braswell v. Washington County, Case No. 14-5387, 
U.S. District Court, Western District of Arkansas.  Mr. Braswell alleges that he 
complained to his superiors in the Road Department and the County that two bridges, 
the Harvey Dowell and Stonewall Bridges, were not being built according to the 
engineering plans and that they were structurally deficient.  Mr. Braswell informed the 
Quorum Court at a meeting on March 30, 2015, that his complaints were made as early 
as October 2013 when he met with County Judge Marilyn Edwards and her Chief of 
Staff, Dan Short, to complain about the Harvey Dowell Bridge.  He says his concerns 
were ignored, and the Harvey Dowell Bridge was thereafter opened to the public.  He 
alleges that he raised concerns about the Stonewall Bridge in the fall of 2014, first to his 
supervisor, Jeff Crowder, and the Road Department Superintendent, Donnie Coleman, 
and ultimately in a letter to the Quorum Court in late November.  He ultimately filed 
suit in late December 2014, and his allegations of retaliatory harassment are best left to 
Washington County’s attorneys in his lawsuit. 
 
 What is concerning from the public’s perspective is that, despite disputes of fact 
concerning when Mr. Braswell first complained, there is no question he made his 
concerns known to numerous County officials in November 2014.  In response, the 
County Judge, who oversees the Road Department, assured the Quorum Court and the 
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public that the bridges were safe.  In fact, it was reported in an article in the Northwest 
Arkansas Democrat-Gazette on January 12, 2015, that the former County Attorney 
stated, “the bridges are safe even if all [of Mr. Braswell’s] allegations are true.”  Then, in 
an article on January 18, 2015, it was reported that the County Judge did not deem Mr. 
Braswell’s letter worthy of a response. Quorum Court members attempted to ask 
questions and obtain information about the investigation into Mr. Braswell’s 
allegations, but no information was forthcoming.  The County Judge still refuses to 
answer questions about the bridges. 
 
 Then, in mid-March 2015, videos were produced to the County in discovery in 
the whistleblower lawsuit documenting some of the very concerns Mr. Braswell had 
raised earlier.  The County Judge responded by raising the issue at the March 19, 2015, 
Quorum Court meeting.  She advised that the construction of the bridges “should never 
have been done that way” and that she was lowering the weight limit on the completed 
Harvey Dowell Bridge to three tons – which I understand to be the minimum to keep 
the bridge open – and was ordering that the incomplete Stonewall Bridge would be torn 
down and rebuilt.  Demolition at the Stonewall Bridge began immediately without, to 
my knowledge, any documentation of any problems that may have been uncovered.  
Then, at the meeting on March 30, Judge Edwards advised the Quorum Court, “there’s 
so much of this I did not know about.” 
 
 Obviously, there are critical public safety issues with the bridges that the County 
must investigate locally, on its own, with the assistance of engineers and other 
professionals, but in my view, we need an outside investigation into the public trust 
issues and the misspending of taxpayer dollars – who knew what when?  Why was 
action not taken to correct the problems sooner?  Why were Mr. Braswell’s concerns 
ignored?  Why did the County Judge repeatedly assure the public the bridges were safe 
when she has since admitted they are not?  Why were the bridges not built according to 
plan?  Were Road Department employees properly trained to build bridges?  I believe 
your office is best suited to investigate and attempt to answer these questions. 
 
 Another critical question involves the issue of the information given to the State’s 
engineers who inspect our bridges.  It is my understanding, for bridges built by the 
County with County funds, that the State inspects them only upon conclusion of 
construction.  State engineers have advised individuals who have inquired that, once a 
bridge is complete, the only way the State engineers can inspect the bridge is to go by 
the plans.  The engineers therefore need “as-built” plans.  The County Judge’s office has 
admitted that bridges were not built to plan, yet none of the deviations from the plans 
were documented.  As reported in the January 18 Democrat-Gazette article, a FOIA 
request for changes to the bridges turned up only two slight changes, nothing to do 
with the changes that have now been acknowledged, primarily involving rebar.  In an 
article on December 23, 2014, Assistant Road Superintendent Shawn Shrum was quoted 
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as saying, “The county can build a bridge however they want. . . . A set of plans is just 
something to go by.  We’re going by them, but we always make choices.”  Can the 
County really build a bridge however it wants? Were the State’s engineers given false 
information?  If so, by whom and why? 
  
 In addition, the ordering of the demolition of the Stonewall Bridge before the 
Quorum Court and the public had been informed of the issues is troubling.  The public 
may never know the full extent of the construction defects because the evidence may 
have been destroyed.  Was the demolition of the bridges in this manner proper? 
 
 At our meeting on March 30, the County Judge advised that she had asked our 
Prosecuting Attorney, Matt Durrett, to investigate the situation.  To my knowledge, Mr. 
Durrett has not made a decision on whether it would be appropriate for his office to 
investigate.  With all due respect to Mr. Durrett and the fine attorneys in his office, this 
investigation is outside of the scope of his responsibilities and his resources.  Therefore, 
at our meeting, I raised the possibility of your office conducting the investigation, and 
that possibility was well received by members of the Court.  Moreover, since then, I 
have received several calls and comments from concerned citizens encouraging me to 
pursue an independent investigation.   
 
 I want to assure you this is not a partisan political issue.  I am a Democrat, and 
this issue transcends partisan politics because it involves public safety, public trust, and 
the misspending of taxpayer dollars.  I believe several of my Republican colleagues are 
interested in joining in this request, if they have not contacted your office already. 
 
 I very much appreciate your consideration of this request.  If you need the 
Quorum Court to take formal action to initiate an investigation, our next meeting is on 
April 19, and I will be happy to do whatever is necessary to facilitate your investigation, 
as I certainly hope you will be able to help us. 
 

I am ready and willing to assist in any way I can.  My cell number is 
479.283.9229.  My email is eva@evamadison.com.  Please contact me should you need 
any additional information.   
 

Sincerely yours, 

 
Eva Madison 
 


