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CLAIMANT

lssue:

NOTICE OF RIGHT OF APPEAL TO COURT -
YOU MAY FILE AN APPEAL FROM THIS DECISION IN ACCOROANCE WITH THE LAWS OF MARYLANO. THE APPEAL MAY BE TAKEN IN PERSON

OR THROUGH AN ATTOBNEY IN THE CIRCUIT COUBT OF BALTIMORE CIW. IF YOU RESIDE IN BALTIMORE CIW, OR THE CIRCUIT COUBT OF

THE COUNW IN MAHYI.ANO IN WHICH YOU RESIDE.

THE PERIOD FOR FILING AN APPEAL EXPIRES May 25, 1991-

Eniployment Development

FOR THE CLAIMANT:

-APPEARANCES-
FOR THE EMPLOYER:

REVIEW ON THE RECORD

of the record in this case, the Board of Appeals
decision of the Hearing Examiner.

Upon review
reverses the



The Board adopts the findings of fact 9I the Hearing Examiner'

However, the Board "in"f"dt=- 
tf''^t these facts warrant a

different decision '

The claimant had no one to
evening hours. As it turned
and a half months.

care for his daughter during the-""t, fri= fiancee $'as sick for two

The Board has held in the past that quittino one's job due to
child care probJ-ems i"-"i,t good cause, 6ut can be valid
;fi;;=;;;..i-ioi q"itilt's, -ir-ti't situation is comperrins or

necessitgus and there i; no reasonable alternative to

IiiIii"il--tn!'--.rui*uit'I- siluation T9e!' these standards'
s=;;;'il;h""; v. Bata shoe companv' 2005-sE-83'

DECISION

The claimant Ieft work voluntarily, without qood cause but for
val-id circumstances, iiiir.i""i["-*6a"ing of s6ction 5(a) of the

Marvland Unemplolrnent 
'i"""it"tt r'"'' fre is disqualified from

;;:i;il"";;:i;i;-;;'-i;;-;;;k besinnins Ausust s' 1ee0 and

Itr. fo.rr-r."ks immediately folLowing '

The decision of the Hearing
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Clai.nant Hilliam R. Norman

Em'to,er 
EsskaY, 1nc.

ilhether the
voluntariIY,
5(a) of the

unemployment ol
without good

the clai:nant vras
cause, lrithin the

o"t"' 

".rr..d, 
OZ / 23 /gl

Appeal No.:

s. s. No.:

Willian Donotd khnefer' Glxaan

l. Ro oll Ew*' ktcbrl

lf ittian R. Meimon. Chbl Huing Ennrur

l,ov* Wn. Skinuvlel, Dtfu$ Het*ry Eunim

1100 Norlh Ettlau Slrat

Bclti nore, M orY latd 2 1 2 (t I

TelePhou: 333'5(t4a

-DECISION-

LO. No..

Appellant

9101605

AO

C 1ai-mant

due to leaving work
meaniog of Section

_ HOTrcE OF RIGHT TO PETITION FOR REVIEW -
ANYINTESESTEDPARTYToTHISoEcISIoNMAYFEoUESTAREVIEwANoSucHPETITIoNFoRHEVI€WMAYEEFIL€DINANYoFFIcEoFIHE
oEPABTMENToFEco*o*.co*o,,,.o"MENTDEvELoPMENT.oBwlTHTHEAPPEALsolvlsloN.RooM5l5.llooNoRTHEUTAWSlF€.7
BALTIMORE. MANYLANO 21201' EITIIER IN PERSON OR BY MAIL

THE PEBIOO FOR FILING A PETITION FOR BEVI€W EXPIRES AT MIONIGHT ON March 12 1991

-AP RANCES_
FOR THE EMPLOYER:

FOR THE CLAIMANT:

Clairant-Pre sent Not Represented

F]NDINGS OF FACT

fhe claj.mant was employed by Esskay.'. Inc' as a machine oPeratol

from August of f988 'ntif f'L guit his iob Augrust I0' 1990' He

was earning $6.6;- p-"i--r]o"i "t 
tI': tim" of separation f rom

employment. ,r'," 
'"'f uii""t"ilt his j.ou in order to look f or work

etsewhere. *r" Ji^1',i"]i'i a=ia-n"[ like workins the night shi'ft'
rhe clairant *t"- "liil;; fG nisht shift' but was experiencins
Droblems r,', ntouif,i'ni-' E tJ- t"i- t'i.= daudhter ' 'The ' clajmant' s

ii"rr"." who had '#-"^n, 
"Jii"g f or - them wal experiencing medical

problems ana tne"liai;;i";Jt;d davlisht work' The clalmant

oEEo/9OA 37!-6 (F.sr.d 6'a!ll
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be home ln the evening' wlth his
wanted daYlig:t work so he could

daughter.

Claima-t
EmploIer
unlmPicnnent Insurance

,)

The claimant a|-tempted. t':-q:t davlight
because the e:pitvl' wtrere -he attempted

did wish to .i'"''f'ttn !9c3y=" thev had

liir"ii.ii"l:e- tor daYlisht work'

The claimant. did not ha-ve a job at the

.*pf"Vto.nt vr:--h EsskaY' Inc'

work but was unsuccessful*Io^oll-trre aaYrignl "9lIJ-="'ins shift and he was

time that he $lit his

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The claimanr 6rit his j^ob in order to try to find work-during the

daylight ho*=l--H" aii .''":.h:;;;;k 
*ri"o-}tu q"it and the prace

that he tnougat fre miqht !3"-aie to -oet 
'vlolX'ata 

-"91 hire him

because r,u ,.r"o;i; ;;irarie ?# aavriqrrt"io"'" and thev work a

swing shift..,,i].i,"''",. n""^ij. *.._.ti.;;e." of provlng that

he had gooc 
- 

cause- I?',..'&]iiting- !i= 
-ii-b-'---ot that varid

circurnstances. t*i"t"a to'":iJi#';:t"gi:-"d'plnaltv-' B'ecause he

has not *". -ilT,iia-.rr, i1" li"*rminatio"*of litt iruims Exasfner

under sectic:'ii"i-"i-the Law-*'=t be aff lrmed'

DECISION

The claimac-- voluntarily Ief t his' employment ' without a good

cause, con-n?:t"f,-;-th 
--r'1=--'iiix 

'"-'itt'i;- 
i;;- ,oeaninq of Sectlon

6 ( a ) of t:e Maryland -, ,'.""if 
ity"tnt 

- 
Insurance Law ' He ls

disgualifi.g from ieceivlng"-G;i,ioyment"i"=*"tt"t 
benef its for

theweek=eginningo..''n'''3t*'il--iteo-'anauntllhebecomes
re-employed ^na 

eains at'ieaJi ttn tii.t hi; weeklv benefit

"^"""t 
(-$r,a;-o)'

The deterrn'-'--ion of the Clairns Examiner is af f irmed'

Date of He-rng: 02/.\2/^2L
d.ma/SPeciai:st ID: 4uJzb
c.t=ui.tu N", 1381
;;;i;; mailad on o2/25/eL to:

A. Fefra-s
Examiner

EastPoint (}4ABS)


