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PER CURIAM

Claimant Herbert L. Beckwith, Jr., appeais from the district court order
affirming the decision of the appeal board denying unemployment benefits.
Claimant contends the district court erred in affirming the agency, contending
(1) we should find as a matter of law he quit for good cause, and (2) there is
not substantial evidence to support the agency's decision. We affirm.

The issue before us is whether there is substantial evidence to support

the agency decision. Deaver v. Armstrong Robber Co., 170 N.W.2d 454, 455

(lowa 1969).

The lowa Administrative Procedure Act, lowa Code §17A.19(8)(f) (1985),
provides in a contested case the court shall grant relief from an agency decision
which is not supported by substantial evidence in the record made before the
agency when that record is viewed as a whole. Myers v. jowa Department of
Job Service, 373 N.W.2d 507, 509 (lowa App. 1985). Evidence is substential
when a reasonable person would accept it as adequate to reach a conclusion.
Gipson v. Iowa Department of Job Service, 315 N.W.2d 834, 837 (lowa App.
1981). The question is not whether the evidence might support a different finding
but whether the evidence supports the findings ectually made. Boyd v. Iowa
Department of Job Service, 377 N.W.2d 1, 2 (lowa App. 1985). The possibility
that two inconsistent conclusions cen be drawn from the evidence does not
mean that the agency's finding is unsupported by substantial evidence. Myers,
373 N.w.2d at 509.

There is substantial evidence in the record to support the decision of the
agency.

AFFIRMED.



