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(Ms. Il is 2 50-year-old female who was employed by
Professional Hair Dresser (PHD) through August of 2022. She was employed as an
outside sales consultant and educator. The company selis hair care products to salons.
PHD was owned by Michael Reuter (Mr. Reuter) until his death on or about August 15,
2022.

Testimony of [ |

The claimant testified she was paid a salary, and a car allowance weekly, plus
commissions once a month. The claimant testified that she understood the car
allowance was to cover maintenance, gas, and mileage because she used her own
vehicle. The claimant testified that she did not have a written agreement with the
employer.

The claimant testified that following Mr. Reuter’s death she worked for about
three weeks without pay before resigning. The claimant further testified that she was
eventually paid the salary and commission she was owed.

The claimant submitted copies of checks from the business signed by Mr. Reuter
dated May 1, 2022, July 17, 2022 and July 24, 2022 which all say “Car Allowance” in
the memo. The claimant testified that she also presented these check copies to the
employer to prove she was still owed money to no avail. The claimant testified that she
repeatedly asked for her car allowance beginning in August of 2022 but kept getting
different excuses from Mr. Reuter's widow and daughter.

The claimant further testified that she had been told by former clients that stock
was being sold off by Mr. Reuter's widow and daughter at heavily discounted prices
during the last few months of 2022. The claimant testified that despite this she was
refused pay for her car allowance for her final three weeks.

The claimant testified that she had miscalculated her mileage and was owed for
832 miles not 843. The claimant testified her calculations were based on a rate of 55
cents per mile. This would reduce her total claim from $463.65 to $457.60. Ms. |||
has not been paid her car allowance to date.

Testimony of Marsha Hardy:

Marsha Hardy (Ms. Hardy) is Mr. Reuter’s widow, they also have a daughter,
Danielle. Ms. Hardy testified she was never employed by PHD. Ms. Hardy further
testified that she has a probate lawyer working on the personal estate, but Mr. Reuter
kept his business completely separate from their personal affairs. Ms. Hardy testified
that as a result of this separation, neither she nor her daughter can legally sign checks
on behalf of the company.

Ms. Hardy testified that following Mr. Reuter's death she re-hired a former
employee who was still listed as an authorized signatory on the company bank
accounts. Ms. Hardy further testified that this employee allegedly embezzled $80,000











