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CLAIMANT

t{hether the claimant failed, without qood cause, to accept
available, suitable work withj-n the meaning of 56(d) of the
law.

―‐NOTiCE OF R:GHT OF APPEAL TO COURT

YOU MAY FILE AN APPEAL FROM TH:S DECiSiON:N ACCORDANCE WITH THE LAWS OF
TAKENIN PERSON OR THROuGH AN ATTORNEYIN THE CIRCU:T COURT OF 8ALTIMORE
THE COUNTγ :N MARYLANDIN WHICH YOU RESIDE

MARYLAND THE APPEAL MAY BE
CITY,OR THE CiRCUIT COURT OF

THE PER10D FOR FILING AN APPEAL EXPIRES AT M:DN:GHT ON November 9, 198 5

―‐APPEARANCES‐―

FOR THE CしへlMANT: FOR THE EMPLOYER:

REVIEw ON THE RECORD

Upon review of the record in this case, the Board of Appealsreverses the decision of the Hearing Examiner and reinstatesthe decision of the Claims Examiner.
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The claj,mant was hired, but he never actually beqan work, and
he informed his employer prior to the scheduled first day of
work that he was not going to take the job. The Board concludes
that this case is better considered as a job refusal under
56(d) of the law rather than a voluntary quit under 56(a) of
the law. This decision, however, has no effect on the penalty
imposed, as the clalmant still had the burden of showing good
cause for the job refusal and still failed to meet hls burden.

DECI SION

The claimant failed, without good cause, to accept available,
suitable work within the meaning of S6(d) of the Maryland Unem-
ployment Insurance Law. He is disqualified from receiving bene-
flts from the week beginning January 27, 1985 and until he
becomes reemployed, earns at least ten times his weekly benefit
amount ($560.oo) and thereafter becomes unemployment through
no fault of his own.

The decision of the Hearing Examiner is reversed.
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― NOT:CE OF RIGHT OF FURTHER APPEAL―

ANYINTERESTED PARTY TO THIS DECiSiON MAY REOuEST A FURTHER APPEAL AND SuCH APPEAL MAY BE FILEDIN ANY
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―‐APPEARANCES‐―

claimant failed, w ithout good cause, to accepE
available, suitable work within the meaning of

of the Lar^, .

FOR THE CLAIMANT:

Robert G. Spiker - Claimant
(Present for Telephonic Hearing
on March 7, 1985 - Maryland)

FOR THE EMPLOYER

Don Gester -
Ordner
(PresenE for Telephonic
Hearing on March 7, 1985
- Maryland )

FINDINGS OF FACT

The claimant, through the Job Service, was referred to employ-
ment wlth Dry Wood. The employer accepted the claimant for- this
employment, and he was to report to work on January 31, 1985.
However, because of the weather, the clalmant reportlng for work
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was ,delayed until February 5, 1985. The
,was to report for work, the empLoyer
inquire whether he would be at work the
the claimanE replied he would not.

01799

day before the cla■ mant
called the claimant to
following day, to which

As of Ehe Eime of the hearing, the claimant was employed.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

As the claimant had already been accepted for this employment,
the claimantrs failure to report for work was a volunEary quiE,
without good cause, within the meaning of the Maryland
Unemployment Insurance Law. Therefore, the determination of the
Claims Examiner will be reversed.

There are no serious, valid circumstances present in this case
to warrant the imposition of less than the maximum disqual-
ification allowed by Law.

DECISION

The unemployment of the claimant hras due to leaving work
voluntarily, without good cause, within the meaning of Section
6(a) of the Maryland Unemployment Insurance taw. He is
disqualified from receiving benefits for the week beginning
February 3, 1985 and until the claimanE becomes reemployed and
earns at least ten times his weekly benefit amount ($560) and
thereafEer becomes unemployed through no faulE of his own.

The determination of the Claims Exmainer is reversed.
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