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STATEMENT OF THE CASE:

The claimant filed an appeal from the November 14, 2018, (reference 07) unemployment
insurance decision that denied benefits based upon voluntarily quitting the employment. The
parties were properly notified about the hearing. A telephone hearing was held on
December 10, 2018. Claimant participated. Employer participated through Jim Robertson,
Operations Manager. Employer’s Exhibits 1-3 were received.

ISSUES:

Did the claimant quit temporary assignment for good cause reasons related to the employment
and did he quit by not reporting for additional work assignments within three business days of
the end of the last assignment?

REASONING AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW:

For the reasons that follow, the administrative law judge concludes the claimant quit the
assignment and was separated from the employment for no disqualifying reasons.

lowa Code section 96.5(1) provides:
An individual shall be disqualified for benefits, regardless of the source of
the individual's wage credits:
1. Voluntary quitting. If the individual has left work voluntarily without
good cause attributable to the individual's employer, if so found by the
department.

lowa Admin. Code r. 871-24.26(6)b provides:

Voluntary quit with good cause attributable to the employer and
separations not considered to be voluntary quits. The following are reasons
for a claimant leaving employment with good cause attributable to the employer:

(6) Separation because of illness, injury, or pregnancy.

b. Employment related separation. The claimant was compelled to leave
employment because of an illness, injury, or allergy condition that was
attributable to the employment. Factors and circumstances directly connected
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with the employment which caused or aggravated the illness, injury, allergy, or
disease to the employee which made it impossible for the employee to continue
in employment because of serious danger to the employee's health may be held
to be an involuntary termination of employment and constitute good cause
attributable to the employer. The claimant will be eligible for benefits if compelled
to leave employment as a result of an injury suffered on the job.

In order to be eligible under this paragraph "b" an individual must present
competent evidence showing adequate health reasons to justify termination;
before quitting have informed the employer of the work-related health problem
and inform the employer that the individual intends to quit unless the problem is
corrected or the individual is reasonably accommodated. Reasonable
accommodation includes other comparable work which is not injurious to the
claimant's health and for which the claimant must remain available.

A notice of an intent to quit had been required by Cobb v. Emp’t Appeal Bd., 506 N.W.2d 445,
447-78 (lowa 1993), Sulukiv. Emp’t Appeal Bd., 503 N.W.2d 402, 405 (lowa 1993), and
Swansonv. Emp’'t Appeal Bd., 554 N.W.2d 294, 296 (lowa Ct. App. 1996). Those cases
required an employee to give an employer notice of intent to quit, thus giving the employer an
opportunity to cure working conditions. However, in 1995, the lowa Administrative Code was
amended to include an intent-to-quit requirement. The requirement was only added to rule 871-
24.26(6)(b), the provision addressing work-related health problems. No intent-to-quit
requirement was added to rule 871-24.26(4), the intolerable working conditions provision. Our
supreme court recently concluded that, because the intent-to-quit requirement was added to
rule 871-24.26(6)(b) but not 871-24.26(4), notice of intent to quit is not required for intolerable
working conditions. Hy-Vee, Inc. v. Emp’t Appeal Bd., 710 N.W.2d 1 (lowa 2005).

The claimant had been allowed to sit at times during her prior assignments. Claimant was not
able to sit at all during her last assignment, which caused her to perform duties that were
outside her medical restrictions. Claimant was unable to continue working at her assignment,
and she had a written document from her physician which excluded her from working for that
employer.

The next question is whether claimant’'s separation from the temporary agency employer is
disqualifying.

lowa Code section 96.5(1)j provides:

An individual shall be disqualified for benefits, regardless of the source of the
individual's wage credits:

1. Voluntary quitting. If the individual has left work voluntarily without
good cause attributable to the individual's employer, if so found by the
department. But the individual shall not be disqualified if the department finds
that:

J- (1) The individual is a temporary employee of a temporary employment
firm who notifies the temporary employment firm of completion of an employment
assignment and who seeks reassignment. Failure of the individual to notify the
temporary employment firm of completion of an employment assignment within
three working days of the completion of each employment assignment under a
contract of hire shall be deemed a voluntary quit unless the individual was not
advised in writing of the duty to notify the temporary employment firm upon
completion of an employment assignment or the individual had good cause for
not contacting the temporary employment firm within three working days and
notified the firm at the first reasonable opportunity thereafter.

(2) To show that the employee was advised in writing of the notification
requirement of this paragraph, the temporary employment firm shall advise the
temporary employee by requiring the temporary employee, at the time of
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employment with the temporary employment firm, to read and sign a document
that provides a clear and concise explanation of the notification requirement and
the consequences of a failure to notify. The document shall be separate from
any contract of employment and a copy of the signed document shall be provided
to the temporary employee.

(3) For the purposes of this paragraph:

(a) "Temporary employee" means an individual who is employed by a
temporary employment firm to provide services to clients to supplement their
workforce during absences, seasonal workloads, temporary skill or labor market
shortages, and for special assignments and projects.

(b) "Temporary employment firm" means a person engaged in the
business of employing temporary employees.

lowa Admin. Code r. 871-24.26(19) provides:

Voluntary quit with good cause attributable to the employer and
separations not considered to be voluntary quits. The following are reasons
for a claimant leaving employment with good cause attributable to the employer:

(19) The claimant was employed on a temporary basis for assignment to
spot jobs or casual labor work and fulfilled the contract of hire when each of the
jobs was completed. An election not to report for a new assignment to work shall
not be construed as a voluntary leaving of employment. The issue of a refusal of
an offer of suitable work shall be adjudicated when an offer of work is made by
the former employer. The provisions of lowa Code section 96.5(3) and rule
24.24(96) are controlling in the determination of suitability of work. However, this
subrule shall not apply to substitute school employees who are subject to the
provisions of lowa Code section 96.4(5) which denies benefits that are based on
service in an educational institution when the individual declines or refuses to
accept a new contract or reasonable assurance of continued employment status.
Under this circumstance, the substitute school employee shall be considered to
have voluntarily quit employment.

The purpose of the statute is to provide notice to the temporary agency employer that the
claimant is available for and seeking work at the end of the temporary assignment.
claimant contacted the employer within three working days of the notification of the end of the
assignment, indicated availability for work, requested reassignment, and there was no work

availab

le, benefits are allowed, provided she is otherwise eligible.

DECISION:

Since

The November 14, 2018, (reference 07) unemployment insurance decision is reversed. The
claimant’s separation from the assignment was not disqualifying and because she had adequate
contact with the employer about her availability and requested further work as required by
statute, the separation from the employment is also not disqualifying. Benefits are allowed,
provided the claimant is otherwise eligible.
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