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STATEMENT OF THE CASE: 
 
Ngor M. Kuanj filed an appeal from the June 9, 2016, (reference 01) unemployment insurance 
decision that denied benefits based upon the determination he voluntarily quit his employment 
with Packers Sanitation Services, Inc. (employer) when he failed to report to work or notify the 
employer of his absence for three consecutive days.  The parties were properly notified about 
the hearing.  A telephone hearing was held on August 22, 2016.  The claimant participated 
personally and with the assistance of Interpreter Moni (employer number 5133) from CTS 
Language Link.  The employer participated through Employee Retention Program Manager Dan 
Heggebo.  Claimant’s Exhibit A was received.  The employer did not submit the documents in its 
possession prior to the start of the hearing, so it had no documentary evidence to offer.   
 
ISSUE: 
 
Did the claimant voluntarily leave the employment with good cause attributable to the employer 
or did the employer discharge the claimant for reasons related to job misconduct sufficient to 
warrant a denial of benefits? 
 
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 Laborer beginning on October 22, 2015, and was 
separated from employment on May 24, 2016.  The claimant worked third shift from 11:00 p.m. 
to 7:00 a.m. and reported to Kill Floor Foreman Ruben Amaya.  The claimant had medically 
related absences in March 2016.  He would miss work and supply a doctor’s note the following 
day to Amaya.  The absence would be counted as excused.   
 
On May 7, 2016, the claimant notified Amaya that he would not be at work on the night of 
May 9, 2016 as he had surgery scheduled for the following morning.  He also told Amaya his 
doctor thought he would need to be off for two weeks.  Amaya said that was fine and told him to 
bring in a doctor’s note.   
 



Page 2 
Appeal 16R-UI-08358-SC-T 

 
On May 12, 2016, the claimant brought the employer a doctor’s note stating he could return to 
work on May 24, 2016.  He delivered it to the receptionist who made a copy.  When the claimant 
attempted to return to work, he was told that his employment had ended due to three no-call/no-
show absences, specifically May 11 through May 13, 2016.   
 
REASONING AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW: 
 
For the reasons that follow, the administrative law judge concludes the claimant did not 
voluntarily quit his employment but was discharged for no disqualifying reason.  Benefits are 
allowed. 
 
When the record is composed solely of hearsay evidence, that evidence must be examined 
closely in light of the entire record.  Schmitz v. Iowa Dep’t Human Servs., 461 N.W.2d 603, 607 
(Iowa Ct. App. 1990).  Both the quality and the quantity of the evidence must be evaluated to 
see whether it rises to the necessary levels of trustworthiness, credibility, and accuracy required 
by a reasonably prudent person in the conduct of serious affairs.  See, Iowa Code § 17A.14 (1).  
In making the evaluation, the fact-finder should conduct a common sense evaluation of (1) the 
nature of the hearsay; (2) the availability of better evidence; (3) the cost of acquiring better 
information; (4) the need for precision; and (5) the administrative policy to be fulfilled.  Schmitz, 
461 N.W.2d at 608.  The Iowa Supreme Court has ruled that if a party has the power to produce 
more explicit and direct evidence than it chooses to present, the administrative law judge may 
infer that evidence not presented would reveal deficiencies in the party’s case.  Crosser v. Iowa 
Dep’t of Pub. Safety, 240 N.W.2d 682 (Iowa 1976).   
 
The decision in this case rests, at least in part, upon the credibility of the parties.  The employer 
did not present a witness with direct knowledge of the situation.  No request to continue the 
hearing was made and no written statement of the individual was offered.  Mindful of the ruling 
in Crosser, id., and noting that the claimant presented direct, first-hand testimony while the 
employer relied upon second-hand reports, the administrative law judge concludes that the 
claimant’s recollection of the events is more credible than that of the employer.   
 
Iowa Code §96.5(1) provides:   
 

An individual shall be disqualified for benefits:  
 
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. 

 
Iowa Admin. Code r. 871-24.25(4) provides:   
 

Voluntary quit without good cause.  In general, a voluntary quit means 
discontinuing the employment because the employee no longer desires to remain 
in the relationship of an employee with the employer from whom the employee 
has separated.  The employer has the burden of proving that the claimant is 
disqualified for benefits pursuant to Iowa Code § 96.5.  However, the claimant 
has the initial burden to produce evidence that the claimant is not disqualified for 
benefits in cases involving Iowa Code § 96.5, subsection (1), paragraphs "a" 
through "i," and subsection 10.  The following reasons for a voluntary quit shall 
be presumed to be without good cause attributable to the employer: 
 
(4)  The claimant was absent for three days without giving notice to employer in 
violation of company rule. 
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Iowa unemployment insurance law disqualifies claimants who voluntarily quit employment 
without good cause attributable to the employer or who are discharged for work-connected 
misconduct.  Iowa Code §§ 96.5(1) and 96.5(2)a.  The burden of proof rests with the employer 
to show that the claimant voluntarily left her employment.  Irving v. Empl. App. Bd., 15-0104, 
2016 WL 3125854, (Iowa June 3, 2016).  A voluntary quitting of employment requires that an 
employee exercise a voluntary choice between remaining employed or terminating the 
employment relationship.  Wills v. Emp’t Appeal Bd., 447 N.W.2d 137, 138 (Iowa 1989); Peck v. 
Emp’t Appeal Bd., 492 N.W.2d 438, 440 (Iowa Ct. App. 1992).  A voluntary leaving of 
employment requires an intention to terminate the employment relationship accompanied by an 
overt act of carrying out that intention.  Local Lodge #1426 v. Wilson Trailer, 289 N.W.2d 608, 
612 (Iowa 1980).  Where there is no expressed intention or act to sever the relationship, the 
case must be analyzed as a discharge from employment.  Peck v. Emp’t Appeal Bd., 492 
N.W.2d 438 (Iowa Ct. App. 1992).   
 
In this case, the employer has not met its burden to show the claimant voluntarily quit his 
position by failing to report or notify the employer of his absences for three days.  The claimant 
spoke with his supervisor prior to his absence and was directed to turn in a doctor’s note.  
Amaya did not give him a deadline.  Additionally, the claimant turned in the doctor’s note two 
days after his surgery.  The claimant did not have three days of no-call/no-show absences as 
required by the regulations.  Therefore, his separation will be analyzed as a discharge. 
 
Iowa 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.  

 
Iowa 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. Iowa Dep’t of Job Serv., 
321 N.W.2d 6 (Iowa 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. Iowa Dep’t of Job Serv., 364 N.W.2d 262 (Iowa Ct. App. 1984).  What constitutes 
misconduct justifying termination of an employee and what misconduct warrants denial of 
unemployment insurance benefits are two separate decisions.  Pierce v. Iowa Dep’t of Job 
Serv., 425 N.W.2d 679 (Iowa Ct. App. 1988).  The law limits disqualifying misconduct to 
substantial and willful wrongdoing or repeated carelessness or negligence that equals willful 
misconduct in culpability.  Lee v. Emp’t Appeal Bd., 616 N.W.2d 661 (Iowa 2000).  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 
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which the employee was absent and that were properly reported to the employer.  Iowa Admin. 
Code r. 871-24.32(7); see Higgins v. Iowa Dep’t of Job Serv., 350 N.W.2d 187, 190, n. 1 (Iowa 
1984) holding “rule [2]4.32(7)…accurately states the law.”   
 
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 (Iowa 1989).  
The determination of whether unexcused absenteeism is excessive necessarily requires 
consideration of past acts and warnings.  Higgins at 192.  Second, the absences must be 
unexcused.  Cosper 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 at 191, 
or because it was not “properly reported,” holding excused absences are those “with appropriate 
notice.”  Cosper at 10.  The term “absenteeism” also encompasses conduct that is more 
accurately referred to as “tardiness.”  An absence is an extended tardiness, and an incident of 
tardiness is a limited absence.  Absences related to issues of personal responsibility such as 
transportation, lack of childcare, and oversleeping are not considered excused.  Higgins, supra.   
 
An employer’s attendance policy is not dispositive of the issue of qualification for unemployment 
insurance benefits.  A properly reported absence related to illness or injury is excused for the 
purpose of the Iowa Employment Security Act.  Excessive absences are not necessarily 
unexcused.  Absences must be both excessive and unexcused to result in a finding of 
misconduct.   
 
In this case, the claimant notified his supervisor prior to his absence and obtained approval for a 
prolonged absence.  Amaya did not direct the claimant to call in each day of his absence.  The 
cliamant provided a doctor’s note as Amaya requested.  Because his 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, and, without such, the history 
of other incidents need not be examined.  Accordingly, benefits are allowed.   
 
DECISION: 
 
The June 9, 2016, (reference 01) unemployment insurance decision is reversed.  The claimant 
was discharged from employment for no disqualifying reason.  Benefits are allowed, provided 
the claimant is otherwise eligible.  Any benefits claimed and withheld on this basis shall be paid.   
 
 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Stephanie R. Callahan 
Administrative Law Judge 
 
 
______________________ 
Decision Dated and Mailed 
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