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The Board finds that the claimant,s medical condition does not
so severely restrict his availability for work as to make him
unavailable for work, within the meaning of S8-903 of the
Labor and Employnent Article. The claimant was seeking full
tirne work in the Annapol is/ Parole area, as an auto mechanic.
His credible testimony, that there is a substantial nurnber of
mechanic jobs in that geographic area, is supported by the
fact that he had already obtained a job within approxirnately
one month from the time he filed for benefits.

In cases where the geographic area in which a claimant can
search for e/ork is limited by the fact that he does not own an
automobile or have a drivers license, the Board has long held
that a claimant is not disqualified frorn benefits, provided he
is naking a reasonable and active search for r^rork under the
circumstances. E€-9, e.9., Taylor, 796-BR-81; see also, the
Court of Appeals decision j-n E.S.A. Board of Appeals v. Smith,
2A2 Md. 267, 383 A. 2d 1,1-08 (1978),

The Board concLudes that sirnilar reasoning should be applied
here, where the fimitations are the result of a documented
nedical condition, that does not otherwise prevent the
clairnant frorn working full tirne. For these reasons, the
decision of the Hearing Examiner wiII be reversed.
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precipitated panic attacks if he had to leave the Annapol i s/Parol e area to
work.' The claimant submjtted a physician's statement to the Agency attesting
to the claimant,s Agroaphobia which was to be limited to a geographical area
of work.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAI{

The Code of Maryland, Labor and Employnent Article, Title 8, Section 903 and

904 provides th;t a ;laimant for unemploynent insurance benefits must be (1)
able and available for work and (2) actively seeking work without restrictions
upon his/her availability for work. In Robinson v. EmPlovment Segufitv.Board
(202 ttld. 515), the Court of Appeals upheld the principle that a claimant may

not impose restrictions upon his/her wi)lingness to work and stjll be

"avaiIable" as the Statute requires.

In the instant case, the testimony of the claimant set forth that he did
suffer from panic attacks and that travel ing out of the Annapol i s/Parol e area
could cause the same to occur. The claimant's testimony was that there are
plenty of auto repair facil ities 'in the Annapo) i s/Parol e area, but 1imjting
him."lt to that area could have caused him to turn down employrnent in other
locations within a short distance of Annapolis. The claimant testified that
he did have a driver's license.

As a result, it will be held by this Examiner that the claimant had placed
restrictions upon his availabi lity for work within the ttlD Code, Labor and

Employnent Article, Title 8, Section 903-

DECI SION

The benefit determ.ination of the claims Examiner is affirmed. The claimant
was not able, available and actively seeking work, without restrictions,
within the meaning of MD Code, Labor and Ernpl oynent Article, Title 8, Sect'ion
903. Benefits ire denied the week beginning November 8, 1992 and untjl he

meets the requirements of the Law.
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