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CLAIMANT

Whether the cl-aimant _l-eft work
or valid circumstancesr within
the faw.

voluntarily, without good cause
the meaning of Section 6 (a) of

――NOTICE OF RIGHT OF APPEAL TO CouRT―
YOU MAY FILE AN APPEAL FROM THiS DECiS10N:N ACCORDANCE VVTH THE LAVVS OF MARYLAND THE APPEAL MAY BE TAKEN IN PERSON

OR THROUGH AN AttORNEY IN THE CIRCUIT cOuRT OF BALTIMoRE CiTY,lF YOU RESIDE IN BALTIMORE CITγ
,oR THE CIRCUIT COuRT OFTHE COUNTY IN MARYLAND IN WHICH YOU RESIDE

THE PER10D FOR FILING AN APPEAL EXPIRES AT MIDNIGHT ON
September 12′  1991

FOR THE CLAIMANT

― APPEARANCES―
FOR THE EMPLOYER:

Upon review
modifies the

REVIEW oN THE RECORD

of the recOrd in  this case′   the Bttard Of
decisiOn of the Hearing Examiner. Appeals



The Board adopts the Hearing Examiner's findings of fact. The
Board agrees that the cl-aimant's reason for quitti-ng was not
good cause within the meaning of Section 6(a) of the Law.
However, since the cl-aimant quit in order to help his parents
due to a family emergency, the Board concl-udes that he had
compelling personal reasons. The claimant testified that
there was no one el-se who could take care of his parents.
Therefore, the Board finds that he had no reasonable alter-
native other than to l-eave. This amounts to val-1d
circumstances under Section 6 (a) ,
maximum disqualification.

warranting l-ess than the

DECISION

The cl-aj-mant l-eft work vo]untariJ-y, without gtood cause but forval-id circumstances, within t.he meaning of Section 6(a) of theMary]and unemployment rnsurance Law. He is disqualified fromreceiving benefits from the week beglnning Apri_1 J , 1997 andthe nine weeks immediately following:

The decision of the Hearing Examiner is modified.

HW:W
COPIES MAILED TO:

CLAIMANT

EMPLOYER

OUT― OF― STATE CLAIMS



一 DEC

Claimant: Terry E. Py1es

Jems Contracting, Inc

Whether the cfaimant l-eft
cause/ within the meaning
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Claimant

Employer:

ISION
Date:

Appeal No.:

S. S. No.:

LO No:

Appellant

work voluntarily,
of Section 6 (a)

without good
of the Law.

一 NOTiCE OF R:GHT To PET:T:ON FOR REViEW―
ANY INTERESTED PARry To rHls DEclsloN MAY REQUEST A REVIEW AND sucH PETiTtoN FoR REVTEW MAy BE FTLED tN ANy oFFtcE oF THEDEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC AND EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT, OR WITH THE APPEALS DIVISION, ROOM 515, 11OO NORTH EUTAW STREET,BALTIMORE, MARYLANO 21201, EITHER IN PERSON OR BY MAIL.

THE PER10D FOR FiLING A PETIT10N FOR ttVIEW EXPIRES AT MIDNIGHT ON 」uly 25′  1991

― APPEARA

FOR

― v■ a telephOne NOT REPRESENTED

NCES―
THE EMPLOYER:

FOR THE CLAIMANT:

Present.

EINDINGS OE FACT

The cl-aimant w3_s employed as a fuel- truck driver f rom oct.ober g,1990 untiJ- April 15, rggr. The claimant worked ful-l-time and waspaid at a rate of $9.00 an hour.

The cl-aimant voJ-untarily resigned his position with Jems

DEED/ BOA 371-8 (Revised 6-89)

lssue:
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Contracting, Incorporated, in order to move to West Virginia to
help take care of his father's property.

The, record contained the doctor,s statement dated May 13, l99l
which verifi-ed that the cl-aimant's father suffers from chronic
back probfems. The cl-aimant's father has been di-agnosed as having
arachnoiditis of the lumbar spine. The cl-a j-mant' s father is
unable to do any type of labor. The claimant cut the rawn and
does other work around the house that his father is unabl-e to do.

The cl-aimant's father's wj-fe resj-des with them in wesL virginia.
The claimant's father j-s not totally bedridden.

CONCLUSIONS OE LAW

Although the c]aimant, s father is iIl and is not abre to do anymanual- 1abor. he is not bedridden and does not require constantcare. The cl-aimant does rabor around the househo.l-d, but does notcare for his father as required by section 6 (a) of the MarylandUnemployment Insurance Law.

The claimant did not move to west. virginia, based upon the adviceof a physj_cian.

Article 95A, sectlon G (a) provides no disqualification fromunemployment insurance benefit,s where a claimant reavesemployment. with good cause attributable to the actions of theemployer or the conditions of employment. The facts establ_ishedin the instant _case wir-r support a f inding that the cr_almant, sleaving the empi-oyment was foi good cause within the meaning ofArticl-e 95A, Section 6 (a) .

DECI S ION

The cl-aimant left work voluntarily, without good cause, withinthe meaning of secti-on 6 (a) of th; Law. Benefits are denied forthe week beginni-ng April i, rggr and untir_ he becomesre-employed, earns at least ten times his weekry beneiit amount($1800), and thereafter becomes unemproyed through no faur-t ofhis own.

The determination of the c.r-aims Examiner is affirmed.

ceraIainffiIItffi?
Hearing Examiner
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Date of Hear■ ng: 7/8/91
cd/Cassette #6183
Specialist ID: 50520

COPIES MAILED ON 7/10/91 TO:

Cl-aimant
Employer
Out of State Cl_aims - (MABS)


