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ctaimanr Vicki Lil ler

Whether the clairnant was abLe
actively seeking work wj.thin
the 1aw.

Employer: L. O. No.

Appellanl:

3

CLAIMANT

lssuei

NOTICE OF RIGHT OF APPEAL TO COURT _
YOU MAY FILE AN APPEAL FROM THIS DECISION IN ACCORDANCE WTH THE LAWS OF MARYLANO. THE APPEAL MAYBE TAKEN IN PERSON

OR THROUGH AN ATTORNEY IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTIMORE CITY, IF YOU RESIDE IN BALTIMORE CITY, OR THE CIRCUIT COURT OF

to work, available for work, and
the meaning of Section 4 (c) of

THE COUNry IN MARYLAND IN WHICH YOU RESIDE.

THE PERIOO FOR FILING AN APPEAL EXPIRES April 13, 19 91

FOR THE CLAIMANT:

_APPEARANCES_
FOR THE EMPLOYER:

REVIEW ON THE RECORD

of the record in this case, the Board of
decision of the Hearing Examiner.

Upon review
reverses the

Appeals



During the week ending November Lo, 1990, the cLaimant made

one contacL for work, The pxospecEive employer offered her a
job, and lhe parties immediatety began negot.iations about the
details of €tre emplol.ment. These negoEiation6 proceeded
quickly, and the claimanE began fulI-Eime emplo)rmenE En:
following week. Under all of these circumsbances, the Board
concludes lhats the claimant's pursuing this job wa6
reasonable course of acEion more fikely t.o bear fruit Ehan
making anoEher contact' The claimant was actively seeking
work within the meaning of secEion 4(c) of the 1aw.

DECISION

The claimant wa6 actsively seeking work, within the meaning of
sectj,on 4 (c) of the Maryland unemplolment Insurance Law. No
disqualification from benefits is imposed for the week ending
November 10, 1990.

The decision of the Hearing Examiner is reversed.
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vicki J. Liner

claimant was
the meaning of

- NOTICE OF RIGHT TO PETITION FOR REVIEW _
ANy TNTERESTEO PARTY TO THtS OECISION MAY REOUEST A REVIEWAND St CH PETITION FOR REVIEW MAYBE FILEO lN ANY oFFICE OF THE

OEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC ANO EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT, OR WTH THE APPEALS DIVISION, ROOI\,I 515,1100 NORTH EUTAW STREET'

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21201, EITHER IN PERSON OR BY MAIL

THE PERIOD FOR FILING A PETITION FOR REVIEW EXPIRES AT MIDNIGHT ON February 4, L99l

FOR THE CLAIMANT:

_APPEARANCES_
FOR THE EMPLOYER:

claimanE-Present

FINDINGS OF FACT

The claimant filed a claim for unemplol'ment insurance benefits
establishing a benefit year beginning September 2' ]-990 al:.d a
;;;ki;-l;;Zril a-mo-unt 'ot $138: oo ' - rhe- craimant wa6 denied
beneflts for her failure to make the required number o-f job
.orrt".c" for the period beginning - November 4, 19-90 EhroPgh

November L7 , rg!0.- 
-- -dne timely - filed an appeal on that

determination.

AtanintervievrirttheCumberlandlocaloffice'theclaimanL

oEEITBO 37l.a (Rdi!.d &3e)
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indicated thaE she reported for work with Carl BeIE, fncorporaEed
on November 26, f990. She wa6 paid benefils for the week endj-ng
Novernber 24, L990.

On Novernber 5, 1990, the claimant was contacted by carl BeIL,
Incorporated concerning employmenE. Negotiations startsed and
final]y a contracE of employments was sigrred on the 15th of
NoverTu3er. This conEracE eElablished the claimant's rate of pay,
hours of v/ork and other benefits. Because of the Thanksgiving
holiday, the claimant was scheduled and did actually sEarU work
on Novem.lcer 25, L990.

During the course of the negotiations, the claj-mant was not
contacting any other employers for lvork because she had found a
job that she wanted and it was a matter of time for the contract
to be establighed.

She is stiLl employed there.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Article 95A, section 4 (c) provides that a claimant for
unemploymenE insurance benefit6 must be (1) able and available
for work and (2) actsively seeking work vrithout resErictions upon
his/her availabilit.y for work. rn Robinson v. Emplovment securitv
frg (202 Md. 515) . The CourE of Appeats upheJ.d the principle
tshat a claimant may not impoee restricEions upon his/her
wilJ-ingness to work 'and st.j-11'be "availabIe" as 'the Statute
requires.

The Agency has long reguired two, in-person, job contacts each
week as a condition for eligibiliEy for unemployment. insurance
benefits. Here, during the weeks in question. the claimanE had
only one job contact and Ehat was v/iEh the firm for which she
eventually accepted emplolment. Even though she was negotlating
the contract of emplol,ment with this employer from November 5,
1990 through Novendcer 16, 1990, the claimant did not make the
reguired number of job conEacts as est.ablished by the Agency.
Therefore, the determination of the claims Examiner which denied
her benefits for the period beginning November 4, 1990 Ehrough
Nove[ieer 17, 1990 wi]-l be affirmed.

DEC]STON

The claimant was noE actively seeking work,
section 4 (c) of the Maryland Unemployment
Benefits are denied for the period beginning
through Novernber l7 , 1990.

as required by
Insurance Law.

November 4, 1990
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The determination of the C1aims Examiner is affirmed'
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