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CLAIMANT

Whet,her the claimant was able
actively seeking work, within
the Iaw.

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

and
of

- NOTICE OF RIGHT OF APPEAL TO COURT _
YOU MAY FILE AN APPEAL FROM THIS DECISION IN ACCORDANCE WTH THE LAWS OF MARYLAND. 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

THE COUNW IN MARYLAND IN WHICH YOU RESIDE.

June 22, 1989
THE PERIOD FOR FILING AN APPEAL EXPIRES AT MIDNIGHT ON

FOR THE CLAIMANT:

_APPEARANCES_
FOR THE EMPLOYER:

REVIEW ON THE RECORD

Upon review of the record in this case, the Board of Appeals
reverses the decision of the Hearing Examiner and concfudes
that the cl-aimant was able to work, effective December 26,
1988, the date she was released by her physician to return to
fuIl-ti-me work.

lssue:



The Hearing Examiner's continuation of the disqualification
until January 26, 1989, when the release was recelved by the
agency, is incorrect. The disqualification under Section 41gy
should end when the claimant is released and not when the
agency learns of this release. Further, the Board notes that
the record contains physicians' statements releasing the
claimant, that were written prior to J arrn)ary 26, 1989.

DECISION

The claimant is not disqualified from receiwing benefits from
the week beginning Decem.ber 25, 7988, within-the meaning of
Section 4(c) of the Maryland Unemplo)ment fnsurance Law.

The decision of the Hearing Examiner is reversed-
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CLATMANT

EMPLOYER

Rj-chard Sargent, Esq.

I]NEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE - ANNAPOLTS

Associate Member
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tlf; High's of Baltj-more, Inc. LCE' 8

ts'- cl-aimant

h: whether the claimant was able, avail-abl-e and act ively
seeking work, within the meaning of Section 4(c) of t.he Law.
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Nikki Gladding,
Local- Office,

Other: Unemployment
Insurance,
Supervisor

FINDINGS OF FACT

The cl-aimant filed a claim for unemployment insurance benefits at
the Annapolis l-ocal office establishing a benefit year beginning
December 25, 1988. Benefits were denied the claimant for a week,
beginning December 25, 1988, then until- she met the requirements
of the Law. She had a disability/handicap which may have
restricted her ability to work.
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Medical testimony presented indicated that the claimant was
refeased to return to work on a fu]I-time basis, on Decernlf,er 26,
1988. This information was received at the Annapolis locaf
office on January L6, L989.

Because the signatures on two medical statements furnished to
t.he Ioca] office did not seem to be the same, the claimant was
given until February 27, L989 to furnish additional medical
testimony. This was received by the undersigned Hearings
Examiner within the time frame established.

The claimant is presently working part-t.ime.

CONCLUS ]ONS OF LAVN

Section 4 (c) of Law provides that an unemployed indiwi-dua} is
eligible to recelve benefits, onty if it is determined that she
is able to work, and acLively seeking work. Based upon the
medical testj-mony presented, it is concluded that the claimant
was released by her doctor to return to fuIl-time work as of
December 26, L988. However, the information was not received by
the Agency untif January 26, L989. Based upon this information
it is concluded that the claimant will be eligibfe for benefits
when the release j-nformation was received by the Agency and the
claimant wilI be disqualified until thaE time. Benef it.s are
denied for the period-beginning December 25, 1988 until .fanuary
28, 1989. Benefits are allowed after t.hat. time, j"f the claimant
is otherwise eligible under the Law. The determination of the
local office is modified.

DECrS rON

The claimant ls dlsqualified under Section 4 (c) of the Maryland
UnemploymenE Insurance taw for the period beginning Decernber 25,
1988, until ,fanuary 28, L989. Benefits are aflowed for the week
beginning ,fanuary 29, 1989, if the claimant is otherwise eligible
under the lar^r.

The determination of the Claims Examine
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