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STATEMENT OF THE CASE:

On June 23, 2021, the claimant, Erika Larronda, filed an appeal from the June 1, 2021,
(reference 02) unemployment insurance decision that denied benefits based on the
determination that the employer, Tyson Fresh Meats, Inc., discharged claimant for excessive,
unexcused absenteeism. The parties were properly notified about the hearing. A telephone
hearing was held on August 19, 2021. Claimant participated personally. The employer
participated through Breanna Cook. Department’s Exhibit D-1 was received.

ISSUES:

Is the claimant’s appeal timely?
Was the claimant discharged for disqualifying job-related misconduct?

FINDINGS OF FACT:

Having reviewed all of the evidence in the record, the administrative law judge finds: The
claimant was employed full-time as a “no jobber” beginning on September 28, 2020, and was
separated from employment on March 11, 2021, when she was discharged.

At the end of February 2021, there had been a misunderstanding between claimant and her
supervisor. Claimant called out absent around February 24, 2021, at which time her supervisor
told her not to bother returning because of her absences. Claimant did not return for the
following days. However, at some point, it was determined that claimant had not been
discharged and she was recalled to work. Attendance points were removed from her
attendance record. Claimant’s supervisor told her that she was giving claimant one final chance
regarding her attendance.

On March 4, 2021, claimant called out sick. She provided the employer with proper notice of
her absence. This final absence put claimant back over the maximum number of points allowed
by the employer, and she was terminated from employment on March 11, 2021.
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A disqualifying decision was mailed to claimant on June 1, 2021. Claimant did not receive the
decision until June 23, 2021, at which time she promptly filed her appeal. She testified that, on
the same day she received the decision, she went to the local lowa Workforce Development
office and faxed her appeal to the Appeals Bureau.

REASONING AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW:

For the reasons that follow, the administrative law judge concludes the claimant was discharged
from employment for no disqualifying reason.

The first issue to be considered in this appeal is whether the appellant's appeal is timely. The
administrative law judge determines it is.

lowa Code 8 96.6(2) provides, in pertinent part: “[u]nless the claimant or other interested party,
after notification or within ten calendar days after notification was mailed to the claimant's last
known address, files an appeal from the decision, the decision is final and benefits shall be paid
or denied in accordance with the decision.”

lowa Admin. Code r. 871—24.35(1) provides:

1. Except as otherwise provided by statute or by division rule, any payment,
appeal, application, request, notice, objection, petition, report or other information
or document submitted to the division shall be considered received by and filed
with the division:

(a) If transmitted via the United States Postal Service on the date it is mailed as
shown by the postmark, or in the absence of a postmark the postage meter mark
of the envelope in which it is received; or if not postmarked or postage meter
marked or if the mark is illegible, on the date entered on the document as the
date of completion.

(b) If transmitted via the State ldentification Date Exchange System (SIDES),
maintained by the United States Department of Labor, on the date it was
submitted to SIDES.

(c) If transmitted by any means other than [United States Postal Service or the
State Identification Data Exchange System (SIDES)], on the date it is received by
the division.

lowa Admin. Code r. 871—24.35(2) provides:

2. The submission of any payment, appeal, application, request, notice,
objection, petition, report or other information or document not within the
specified statutory or regulatory period shall be considered timely if it is
established to the satisfaction of the division that the delay in submission was
due to division error or misinformation or to delay or other action of the United
States postal service.

The lowa Supreme Court has declared that there is a mandatory duty to file appeals from
representatives' decisions within the time allotted by statute, and that the administrative law
judge has no authority to change the decision of a representative if a timely appeal is not filed.
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Franklin v. lowa Dep’t of Job Serv., 277 N.W.2d 877, 881 (lowa 1979). Compliance with appeal
notice provisions is jurisdictional unless the facts of a case show that the notice was invalid.
Beardslee v. lowa Dep’t of Job Serv., 276 N.W.2d 373, 377 (lowa 1979); see also In re Appeal
of Elliott 319 N.W.2d 244, 247 (lowa 1982).

The appellant did not have an opportunity to appeal the fact-finder's decision because the
decision was not received. Without notice of a disqualification, no meaningful opportunity for
appeal exists. See Smith v. lowa Emp’t Sec. Comm’n, 212 N.\W.2d 471, 472 (lowa 1973). The
claimant filed an appeal within a reasonable period of time after discovering the disqualification.
Therefore, the appeal shall be accepted as timely.

lowa Code § 96.5(2)a provides:
An individual shall be disqualified for benefits:

2. Discharge for misconduct. If the department finds that the individual has been
discharged for misconduct in connection with the individual's employment:

a. The individual shall be disqualified for benefits until the individual has worked
in and has been paid wages for insured work equal to ten times the individual's
weekly benefit amount, provided the individual is otherwise eligible.

lowa Admin. Code r. 871—24.32(7) provides:

(7) Excessive unexcused absenteeism. Excessive unexcused absenteeism is
an intentional disregard of the duty owed by the claimant to the employer and
shall be considered misconduct except for illness or other reasonable grounds for
which the employee was absent and that were properly reported to the employer.

The employer has the burden to prove the claimant was discharged for work-connected
misconduct as defined by the unemployment insurance law. Cosper v. lowa Dep't of Job Serv.,
321 N.W.2d 6 (lowa 1982). The issue is not whether the employer made a correct decision in
separating claimant, but whether the claimant is entitled to unemployment insurance benefits.
Infante v. lowa Dep'’t of Job Serv., 364 N.W.2d 262 (lowa Ct. App. 1984). What constitutes
misconduct justifying termination of an employee and what misconduct warrants denial of
unemployment insurance benefits are two separate decisions. Piercev. lowa Dep’t of Job
Serv., 425 N.W.2d 679 (lowa Ct. App. 1988).

Excessive absences are not considered misconduct unless unexcused. Absences due to
properly reported illness cannot constitute work-connected misconduct since they are not
volitional, even if the employer was fully within its rights to assess points or impose discipline up
to or including discharge for the absence under its attendance policy. lowa Admin. Code r. 871-
24.32(7); Cosper, 321 N.W.2d at 6; Gaboritv. Emp’t Appeal Bd., 734 N.W.2d 554 (lowa Ct.
App. 2007). Medical documentation is not essential to a determination that an absence due to
illness should be treated as excused. Gaborit, 734 N.W.2d at 554. Excessive unexcused
absenteeism is an intentional disregard of the duty owed by the claimant to the employer and
shall be considered misconduct except for illness or other reasonable grounds for which the
employee was absent and that were properly reported to the employer. lowa Admin. Code
r. 871—24.32(7) (emphasis added); see Higgins v. lowa Dep’t of Job Serv., 350 N.W.2d 187,
190, n.1 (lowa 1984) (holding “rule [2]4.32(7)...accurately states the law”).
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The requirements for a finding of misconduct based on absences are therefore twofold. First,
the absences must be excessive. Sallis v. Emp’t Appeal Bd., 437 N.W.2d 895 (lowa 1989).
The determination of whether unexcused absenteeism is excessive necessarily requires
consideration of past acts and warnings. Higgins, 350 N.W.2d at 192. Second, the absences
must be unexcused. Cosper, 321 N.W.2d at 10. The requirement of “unexcused” can be
satisfied in two ways. An absence can be unexcused either because it was not for “reasonable
grounds,” Higgins, 350 N.W.2d at 191, or because it was not “properly reported,” holding
excused absences are those “with appropriate notice.” Cosper, 321 N.W.2d at 10.

An employer’s no-fault absenteeism policy or point system is not dispositive of the issue of
gualification for unemployment insurance benefits. A properly reported absence related to
illness or injury is excused for the purpose of lowa Employment Security Law because it is not
volitional. Excessive absences are not necessarily unexcused. Absences must be both
excessive and unexcused to result in a finding of misconduct.

The employer has not established that claimant had excessive absences which would be
considered unexcused for purposes of unemployment insurance eligibility. Because claimant’s
last absence was related to properly reported illness or other reasonable grounds, no final or
current incident of unexcused absenteeism occurred which establishes work-connected
misconduct. Since the employer has not established a current or final act of misconduct,
without such, the history of other incidents need not be examined. Accordingly, benefits are
allowed.

DECISION:
The June 1, 2021, (reference 02) unemployment insurance decision is reversed. The claimant’s

appeal is timely. The claimant was discharged from employment for no disqualifying reason.
Benefits are allowed, provided the claimant is otherwise eligible.

MDY

Alexis D. Rowe
Administrative Law Judge

August 24, 2021
Decision Dated and Mailed
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