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NOTICE OF RIGHT OF APPEAL TO COURT _
yOU MAy F|LE AN APPEAL FROII THIS DECISION lN ACCORDANCE WTH THE LAWS OF I\,IARYLAND. THE APPEAL IIIAY BE TAKEN lN PERSON

OR THROUGH AN ATTORNEY IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTIIVORE CITY, IF YOU RESIDE IN BALTII'ORE CITY, OR THE CIRCUIT COURT OF

THE COUNry IN MARYLAND IN WlICH YOU RESIDE.

THE PERIOD FOR FILING AN APPEAL EXPIRES AT MIDNIGHT ON

october 25, L989

FOR THE CLAI[4ANT]

-APPEARANCES_
FOR THE EN'PLOYER:

REVIEW ON THE RECORD

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

Upon review
reverses the

Appeal s



The Board adopts the findings of fact of che Hearing Examiner.
since Ehe claimant was engaged in self-employment for approxi-
mately two hours per day but was simuftaneously searching {o.
ful1-time empfol.ment, this case should be adjudicated under
the same standards as those cases in which a claimant accepts
a part-time job but continues a search for fufl-time employ-
.ent. The Board has ruled in the past that the Unemployment
Insurance Law did not intend to punish people who accept
part-Eime work rather than remain idle. Helmstet:ter v' U'S:
'PosLal Service (1507-BR-82), as fong as they cont'j-nue to seek
f,ia-1E--ElTaf r e for full-rime work. Moyer (205-BR-82),
Bigger v. EEox Ce-rporalien (590-BR-82) and Verdier v. Kellv
Services (2246-BR-83) .

Under the standards set by these cases, this claimant met
requirements of Section a (c) of the 1aw.

the

DECIS ION

The ctaimant was able to h'ork, avaifable for work and actively
seeking work within the meaning of Section 4(c) of the Law'
No dis"qualif ication is imposed under this section of the law'

The decision of the Hearing Examiner is reversed'
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. NOTICE OF RIGHT TO PETITION FOR REVIEW -

ANY INTERESTED PARTY TO THIS DECISION MAY REQUEST A REVIEW ANO SUCH PETITION FOR

ANY EMPLOYIUENT SECURITY OFFICE OR WITH THE APPEALS DIVISION ROOM 515, 'I1OO

BALTTMORE MARYLAND 21201. EITHER lN PERSON OR BY lVlAlL 8/r7 /Bg
THE PERIOD FOR FILING A PETITION FOR REVIEW EXP'RES AT N4IDNIGHT ON
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NORTH EUTAW STR EET

.APPEARANCES-

FOR THE CLAIMANT:

Claimant - Present

FOR THE EMPLOYER:

FINDINGS OF FACT

Rather than colfect unempfoyment insurance benefits the claimant
began work on a contraatutl basis with the Dorchester county
Department of Social Services as a Home Helper, at the pay raEe
of $5 per hour, on a specific job where she earned $15 per day by
working three hours per day, six days a week and two hours on
Sunday morning. She started at 9:OO a.m. and worked until she had
completed care for tshe client which could hawe been 10:00 a.m. or
later. she then worked from 6:30 p.m. until the cfienL's needs
were met. During chis time the claimant continued to look for
full-time employment, but was not offered work by any
employers.
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The claimant reopened her cLaim on l4ay 27, 1989. She continued
the home care services as above described until the client died
on July 5, 1989. Slnce that time Ehe claimanE has conElnued to be
physicafly able, actively seeking fulf-time empf o)ment. From that
tlme she has been avaiLable for all hours of work.

CONCLUS ]ONS OE LAW

In order to be eligibfe for Unemployment Insurance benefits a
claimant must simultaneously be ab1e, actively seeking and
avail,able for full-time employment. without undue rest.rictions
Failure Eo meet one or more of these criteria is disqual-ifying.

In the presenL case the cl-aimant's contractual duties for the
Dorchester County Department of Sociaf Services restricted her
avaj-1abi1ity for ful,I-Eime emplo).ment and is disgualifying uncle r
Section a (c) of the Law. She will be disqualified under this
prowision of the Statute. The determination of the Claims
Examiner is warrant.ed and will be af f i-rmed-

DEC] S ION

The claimant has not met the eligibility requirements of Section
4 (c) of the Law. Benefits are denied from the week beginning May
2L, 1989, when she reopened her claim, until she meets the
requirements of the Law.

The determination of the Claims Examiner is hereby.affirmed.

Hearing Examiner

Date of hearing: 7 /27 /89
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