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

THE PERIOD FOR FILING AN APPEAL EXPIRES February 76, 7992

FOR THE CLAIMANT:
-APPEARANCES-

FOR THE EMPLOYER:

REVIEW ON THE RECORD

Upon revi-ew of the record i-n this case, the Board of Appeals
modifies the decision of the Hearing Examiner with respect to
the claimant's eligibility for benefj-ts for the week ending
February 23, 199L -



The cfaimant submltted a form for the weeks ending February 16
and February 23, 1991 on February 23, L99t. He indicated on
the card that he had worked the week ending February tG, 1991
and earned over his weekly benefit amount. The card itselfinstructed him to flle it on Eebruary 23, fggl. He filed it onthat date.

Later, when the claimant received no response, he calfed theIocaf office and was told to wait for claih forms in the mail.Later, when they did not come in the mail, he calted again on
March 17, and was told to come in.
The claimant is not disqualified for the week ending February23, 1991. He folfowed the specific directions o, i-ri= ciaimcard. Specific directions glven to a claimant on his p"r_ticular case override any contra.y generaf instructions in thepamphl-et.. since the claimant followed the specific instructionsin his case, he cannot be penalized for doi-ng this.
This same. reasoning might apply also to the claims for theweeks ending March 2, S ana ig, 1991. The cfaimant," 

"ria.rr".regarding these weeks, however, was vague, and the cfaimanE
llo,l:f tl::rry_yl:tr rhe office abour ihese ctaim" ,r,tir J,lry()r ryyt. to.r these reasons, he will remain di squalified forthese weeks.

DECI S ION

The claimant filed a timely and vafid cfaim for the weekendi-ng February 23, rggr within the meaning of section 8_901of the Labor and Empfoyment Articfe.
The claimant failed to file timely cla.ims for benefits withinthe meaning of Section B_901 

"f tn" Labor 
""j-- S*pf;yr""ra

*:r:r"". . SS" 
i" disquatif ied for rhe weeks ending March 2, e

The decision of the Hearing Examiner is modified.
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- NOTICE OF RIGHT TO PETITION FOR REVIEW -
ANY INTERESTED PARTY TO THIS DECISION MAY REQUEST A REVIEWAND SUCH PETITION FOR REVIEW MAY BE FILED IN ANY OFFICE OF THE

DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC AND EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT, OR WITH THE APPEALS DIVISION, ROOM 51 5, 1 l OO NORTH EUTAW STREET,

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21201 , EITHER IN PERSON OR BY MAIL.

THE PERTOp FOR FTL|NG A PET|T|ON FOR REVTEW EXP|RES AT MtDNtcHT ON 
November 5, 1g91

.APPEARANCES-
FOR THE CLAIMANT FOR THE EMPLOYER.

Cl_aimant - Present

FINDINGS OF FACT

The claimant filed a claim for unemployment insurance benefits,
effective November 7L, 1,990. The claimant had been employed at A
Surveys, Inc. from August of L987 to November L, l-990 as a civil
engineer. When the claimant filed his claim in November of 1,990,
the claimant was given a pamphlet called "What You Shou1d Know
About Unemployment fnsurance In Maryland. "

OEED/BOA 371-8 (Revised 6-89)
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The cfaimant, on February L6 , 1991 earned $375 .50 . The
claimant's weekly benefit amount was det.ermined to be $215. The
pamphlet given to the claimant cal}ed t'What. You Should Know About
Unemployment Insurance In MaryLand" informed the claimant Ehat if
he earned wages greater than his weekly benefit amount, that the
claimant must report in person to his focaf office immediatsely in
order to begin receiving benefits again. However, afthough the
claimant earned wages over his benefit amount for the week ending
February L6, f991 , the claimant did not report immediately, in
person, to his local office. The claimant submiLted a claim for
the week ending February 23, 1991 to the State of Maryland on
Eebruary 23, 1,991,. In March of l99l , the claimant telephoned the
locaf off.ice in Prince Frederick, Maryland,' the claimant Lras
advised t.hat. he must report in person to continue to file claims.
The claimanL submitted claims for the weeks ending March 2, 9, L6
and 23, ]-99L when he was at the focal office on ,JuIy 24, 199L.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Code of Maryland, Labor and Emplolment Article, Tltle 8,
Section 901, provides that an unemployed individuaf is eligible
to receive benefits only if it is established that he/she has
fifed claims in accordance with rel-evant provisions of the Code
of Maryland Regulations (CoMAR).

COMAR at Title 24.02.02.04 B provides, in essence, that upon
filing an initial or reopened cfaim a claimant "shal1 file
continued cfaims by mailing the prescribed forms on the Sunday
immediately following the close of the wee or weeks for which
benefits are claimed. If the claimant does not receive a claim
form t.hrough the mail, the claimant shall report to the focaf
office within one week of the date on which the ( claim
certification) form is required to be f j.l-ed.

Further, COMAR at Titfe 24.02.02.048 provides that to be vafid a
claim certificat.ion form mus! be "compfeted and correct. r' An
incomplete or incorrect claim certification form shall be
returned to Che claimant for completion or correction and may not
be consj,dered "received" until such time as it is complet.e and
correct.

The above-cited
their provisions
these provisions
at issue.

portions of the Law and COMAR are specific in
and cfaims must be filed in accordance with

if benefits are to be paid for the clalm period

For the week ending February 76, L99L, the cfaimanE. earned
$375.50. The cfaimant failed to report in person to file the
cfaim for the week ending February 23, 1-991. Since tshe cfaimant
did not report in person to file-the" cfaim for the week ending
February 23, 1991, it will be held that the claimant did not file
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a proper claim for the cl-aim week ending February 23, L99L, under
the Maryland Code, Labor and Employment Article, Title 8, Section
901. Further, the cl-aimant submitted c1aims for the weeks ending
March 2, 9, 1,5 and 23, L99L when he was at the local office on
July 24, L99L. It will be held that the claimant did not file
proper c1aims for the weeks ending March 2 through March 23,
L99L under the Maryland Code, Labor and Employment Article, Title
8, Section 901.

DECISION

The claimant did not fi-Ie proper claims for the week ending
February 23, 7991, March 2, 9, L6 and 23, 1997 under the Maryland
Code, Labor and Employment Article, Title 8, Section 901.
Benefits are denied from February L7,1991 to March 23, L99L.

The determination of t.he Claims Examiner is affirmed.
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