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The claimant timely appealed a Tribunal decision mailed May 8, 2014, that modified a determination dated March 12, 2014. The determination denied benefits under AS 23.20 378 for the claimant not being available for work during a period of travel, and under AS 23.20 375 for the claimant failing to register for work and meet the reporting requirements of the agent state in which he was living. It also denied benefits under AS 23.20.387 and held the claimant liable to repay benefits, including penalties, under AS 23.20.390, on the ground that the claimant knowingly provided false information regarding his travel and residency on his claim forms. 
We have reviewed the entire record in this case, including the audio recording. In his appeal to the Department, the claimant states: 

It is amazing how much info you folks get to use when 
doing what you do. Likewise, how little info I get to use 
or have privy to... I am trying to get someone to agree 
with me on a couple points that seem to be one in the same. 

The hearing file was lengthy, but the documents, including the agency screen prints, were adequately explained and the claimant was given ample opportunity to ask any questions regarding the exhibits. He was also given the opportunity to provide any additional documents of his own, which we note he chose not to do. Therefore, we find no merit to his argument that he was prevented from fully presenting his case and hold he was given a fair hearing. 

We accept the findings of the Tribunal with some additions and clarifications. The claimant worked in Skagway, Alaska during the summers of 2008 and 2009. After each work season ended, the claimant returned to his mother’s home in Florida and filed for unemployment insurance benefits with Alaska, and provided solely Alaska addresses on his claims. Throughout all his interactions with the division, he never divulged that he was living in Florida, and was not completely forthright regarding his travel. 
After the claimant’s first lay off, he reported to the unemployment insurance claim center that he traveled from Skagway on September 29, 2008 and returned to Skagway on October 11, 2008. A determination was issued by the unemployment insurance claim center on October 21, 2008, denying weeks ending October 4, 2008 and October 11, 2008 under AS 23.20.378. That decision is final and we point out that the Tribunal made a clerical error in issuing a second denial of those two weeks. However, we agree with the Tribunal that the claimant was no longer in travel status for week ending October 18, 2008, and that the denial of benefits for not being available for work during a period of travel under AS 23.20.378 is rightfully replaced with a disqualification under AS 23.20.375 for not being registered for work as required. 
The unemployment insurance claim center did not issue a determination regarding the claimant’s travel for weeks ending September 26, 2009 and October 3, 2009. When the agency investigator obtained the travel information, he subsequently denied the two weeks under AS 23.20.378 and it is this determination that was before the Tribunal, which we will now address.
The claimant left Skagway on September 25 or 26, 2009 and returned to Pensacola, Florida, between October 3 and 5, 2009. Because September 25, 2009 was a Friday, and the claimant would have been available for work for five days of the workweek as a tour guide/driver, benefits are allowed for week ending September 26, 2009. However, for week ending October 3, 2009, the claimant was in travel status the entire week without a documented work search. Therefore, benefits are denied for that week.
We agree with the Tribunal’s conclusion both to allow benefits under 
AS 20.23.378 for weeks ending October 10 and 17, 2009, as the claimant was no longer in travel status, and to deny benefits under AS 23.20.375 for those weeks, as the claimant did not meet reporting requirements.

We take official notice that the Florida Department of Economic Opportunity requires claimants filing for unemployment benefits to register for work and conduct five work searches for each week claimed. The claimant never registered for work with the Florida Department of Economic Opportunity. Also, he did not conduct five work searches per week for any of the weeks in which he filed for benefits while living in Florida.

Under AS 23.20.375, neither the claimant’s opinion of his availability to work nor any independent work searches he may have made is controlling in this matter. The provisions of 8 AAC 85.110(b) specify that an interstate claimant shall register for work in the agent state as required by the laws, regulations and procedures of the agent state. Thus, we agree with the Tribunal’s conclusion that the claimant was not available for work during the time period under appeal, as he was not properly registered for work or in compliance with the requirements of Florida. Benefits will remain denied. However, we find the period of disqualification requires more precision in the decision and will therefore limit the weeks being denied to those addressed by the agency and specifically before the Tribunal on appeal. 
8 AAC 85.104(a) specifies that “a claimant shall provide the division with timely, accurate and complete information to determine or reexamine the claimant’s eligibility for any claim under this chapter…” In the absence of any reasonable explanation for not disclosing the material fact of his actual residency, the Tribunal concluded, and we agree, that the claimant knowingly withheld material facts in order to receive benefits he was not entitled to receive. He is liable for the repayment of benefits, including penalties. However, we will again adjust the Tribunal’s decision to limit the weeks being denied to those addressed by the agency and specifically before the Tribunal on appeal.
The decision of the Employment Security Division Appeal Tribunal entered in this matter is MODIFIED. 
Under AS 23.20.378, the Tribunal is AFFIRMED, with the addition of benefits being ALLOWED for week ending 9/26/2009 and DENIED for week ending 10/3/2009.

Under AS 23.20.375, the Tribunal is AFFIRMED, and the following weeks specific to the appeal are DENIED: weeks ending October 18, 2008 through November 8, 2008, November 22, 2008 through March 21, 2009, April 11, 2009 through May 2, 2009, October 10, 2009 through October 16, 2010, and December 4, 2010 through December 11, 2010.

Under AS 23.20.387, the Tribunal is AFFIRMED, and benefits are DENIED for the specific weeks in the investigator’s original determination, along with penalties. 
FURTHER APPEAL may be had from this decision by filing a Notice of Appeal in Superior Court for the State of Alaska within 30 days from the date of mailing of this decision as provided in AS 23.20.445, AS 44.62.560-570 and the Rules of Appellate Procedure of the State of Alaska. Unless an appeal is filed within the 30‑day period, this decision is final.

Dated and Mailed in Juneau, Alaska, on August 5, 2014.
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