
$100,000 Recovery After Witnesses Contradicted a Tennessee Highway 
Patrol Crash Report 

Four Independent Witnesses Helped Eric Beasley Prove the Government’s 
Version of the Crash Was Wrong 

Manchester, Tennessee, is a small Middle Tennessee community, but traffic changes 
dramatically when Bonnaroo comes to town. Festival traffic can crowd local roads and the 
interstate around Manchester, putting residents and visitors into unusually congested 
conditions. 

One of attorney Eric Beasley’s clients lived in Manchester and was driving through the area 
when a Tennessee Highway Patrol vehicle pulled out of a parking lot and into her lane of travel. 
She struck the patrol car. 

The collision itself was only the beginning of the problem. The official crash report said the 
patrol vehicle’s emergency lights were on. The client said they weren’t. 

Attorney Beasley believed her, but he also understood what the case would look like if it stayed 
that way: one injured driver’s account against a state trooper and an official report. For a 
difficult Tennessee car accident claim, belief wasn’t enough. He needed independent evidence. 

“I believe you, but the only way you’re going to be able to succeed in a case like this is to find 
witnesses that aren’t you,” Attorney Beasley recalled telling his client. 

A Difficult Case Started With One Critical Dispute 

The central dispute was simple enough to describe. The patrol car had pulled into the client’s 
lane. The question was whether its emergency lights were activated when it did. 

That detail mattered because the written record already supported the government’s version. A 
Tennessee traffic crash report can contain important information about the vehicles, 
statements, roadway conditions, contributing factors, and an officer’s narrative. But the report 
is still a record of an investigation. When a client says a critical detail is wrong, the answer isn’t 
to argue harder about the paperwork. It’s to look for evidence that can independently establish 
what happened. 

Attorney Beasley knew the strongest way to test the report was to find people who had actually 
seen the collision and had no connection to his client. 

https://www.bonnaroo.com/
https://www.tennesseeinjuryattorney.com/car-accidents
https://www.tennesseeinjuryattorney.com/car-accidents/accident-report


The Investigation Went Beyond the Crash Report 

The crash happened near an interstate exit where several convenience stores and businesses 
served festival traffic. Beasley and his team began looking for people who had been nearby 
when the collision occurred. 

That search paid off. They located four convenience store employees who had seen what 
happened. Each gave the same critical account: the Tennessee Highway Patrol vehicle did not 
have its emergency lights on when it pulled into traffic. 

The case was no longer only the client saying the accident report was wrong. Four independent 
witnesses supported her version of the event. 

Those witnesses could help establish facts that mattered to the liability dispute: 

• Whether The Emergency Lights Were Activated: All four witnesses supported the 
client’s account that the patrol car’s emergency lights were not on. 

• How The Patrol Vehicle Entered Traffic: Independent observers could describe the 
cruiser pulling from the parking lot into the client’s lane of travel. 

• What Happened Immediately Before Impact: Witnesses who were watching from 
outside the vehicles had a different perspective from either driver involved in the 
collision. 

• Whether The Client’s Account Was Corroborated: Multiple unrelated witnesses gave 
Attorney Beasley evidence that did not depend solely on his client’s memory or 
credibility. 

That changed the evidentiary picture of the case. 

Why Four Independent Witnesses Mattered So Much 

When two people give conflicting accounts of a crash, the dispute can turn into a credibility 
contest. Independent witnesses can break that stalemate because they generally don’t have a 
financial stake in the outcome and may have viewed the event from a location neither driver 
could. 

One witness can be important. Four witnesses describing the same critical fact can be much 
harder to dismiss. 

The point wasn’t that witnesses are automatically correct or that an official report should be 
ignored. The point was that Attorney Beasley found outside evidence strong enough to 
challenge a key statement in the government’s own record. That was the leverage the case 
needed. 



A Claim Against the Tennessee Highway Patrol Follows a Different Path 

There was another complication. A negligence claim arising from the operation of a Tennessee 
Highway Patrol vehicle isn’t handled exactly like an ordinary lawsuit against a private driver. 

The Tennessee Claims Commission has jurisdiction over certain monetary claims alleging 
negligence by state officials or agencies, including the negligent operation or maintenance of a 
motor vehicle. Tennessee Code Annotated § 9-8-307 identifies negligent operation of a motor 
vehicle as one of the categories within the Commission’s jurisdiction. 

That meant Attorney Beasley wasn’t simply negotiating a routine auto claim. His client was 
pursuing compensation from the State of Tennessee through the state claims process while 
facing an official crash report that backed the trooper’s account. 

That’s why independent corroboration mattered so much. The evidence had to be strong 
enough to overcome the version already written into the record. 

An Official Accident Report Isn’t the Final Word 

Crash reports matter, but this case shows why personal injury attorneys still investigate the facts 
for themselves. A report may be based on statements, observations, and information available 
at the scene. It may also contain a disputed detail that becomes extremely important later. 

When that happens, the rest of the evidence matters. Nearby businesses may have surveillance 
cameras. Employees may have seen the crash. Other motorists may have dashcam footage. 
Physical evidence may tell a different story than the narrative in the report. 

Our firm’s guidance on reading a Tennessee car accident report emphasizes reviewing the 
report for accuracy. This case shows what can happen when the investigation doesn’t stop 
there. 

Finding Witnesses Early Can Change a Case 

Independent witnesses aren’t always listed on the crash report. Sometimes finding them 
requires going back to the area, identifying businesses, talking with employees, and asking who 
was present at the time. 

That investigative work is especially time-sensitive because evidence can become harder to 
locate as the weeks and months pass: 

• Employees Change Jobs: A person who witnessed the crash from a nearby business may 
no longer work there when someone finally starts looking. 

• Video Can Be Overwritten: Business surveillance systems may retain footage for only a 
limited period depending on the system and storage settings. 

https://treasury.tn.gov/Explore-Treasury/About-the-Treasury/Claims-Commission
https://law.justia.com/codes/tennessee/title-9/chapter-8/part-3/section-9-8-307/
https://www.tennesseeinjuryattorney.com/car-accidents/accident-report


• Memories Fade: A witness who remembers the event clearly soon afterward may lose 
important details over time. 

• Contact Information Gets Harder To Find: Even when someone is identified, locating 
that witness later can become more difficult. 

In this case, Attorney Beasley found the people who mattered. Their accounts gave the claim 
evidence it didn’t have at the beginning. 

The Claim Resulted in a $100,000 Recovery 

Attorney Beasley ultimately succeeded in the claim against the State of Tennessee. His client 
suffered soft-tissue injuries, and the case resulted in a $100,000 recovery. 

The significance of the result wasn’t tied only to the dollar amount. The harder part was 
establishing responsibility when the government’s own documentation said something different 
from what Attorney Beasley’s client had told him. 

He did that by finding four independent people who had witnessed the collision and could 
corroborate the critical fact in dispute. 

“The Victory There Was Winning Against the Government” 

“The victory there was winning against the government,” Attorney Beasley said when discussing 
the case. “When a government official says one thing and you prove that it’s the opposite, that’s 
the victory there.” 

That gets to the heart of the result. The client came to our law firm with a difficult factual 
problem. The report supported the trooper. Her own account said the opposite. Rather than 
accept that conflict as the end of the case, Attorney Beasley scoured for evidence beyond the 
accident report. 

Four independent witnesses changed what could be proven. 

Straight Talk. Hard Work. Real Results. 

Our firm’s case results reflect a simple approach: difficult cases require work. Sometimes that 
means reconstructing a serious crash. Sometimes it means challenging an insurance company’s 
valuation. In this case, it meant finding four people who could verify that an official account of 
the collision was wrong. 

The Law Office of Eric Beasley represents people injured in car accidents throughout Nashville, 
Manchester, and communities across Middle Tennessee. If you were hurt in a crash and the 
other side’s version of what happened doesn’t match the facts, an early investigation can help 
identify evidence before it disappears. 

https://www.tennesseeinjuryattorney.com/case-results
https://www.tennesseeinjuryattorney.com/


Contact us today for a free consultation to discuss what happened and the evidence that may 
be available. 

https://www.tennesseeinjuryattorney.com/contact-us

