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| NTRODUCTI ON

The petitioner requested a fair hearing to present both
new and | ong-standi ng gri evances agai nst the Departnent of
Social Welfare and other state and | ocal agencies, including
t he Human Services Board. The petitioner's grievances agai nst
t he Departnent include the recent denial of energency fuel
assi stance (Fair Hearing No. 10, 025).

DI SCUSSI ON

The petitioner and his famly receive ANFC and disability
benefits. In md-Septenber, when the weather began turning
col der, the petitioner requested additional assistance to
purchase fuel oil. The Departnent's supplenmental and
energency fuel prograns are not scheduled to start up until
Novenber 1, 1990. The petitioner admtted he had fuel on hand
but was afraid of running out if the weather remained col d.

The district director was willing to nake an exception in
the petitioner's case, and grant him G A. for fuel if the
petitioner was willing to set aside $150.00 per nmonth of his
ANFC check to cover his projected share of his nmonthly fuel
costs (i.e., the cost of fuel that would exceed the

petitioner's fuel assistance benefits). The petitioner did



Fair Hearing No. 9244 Page 2

not think he could afford to nmake this commtnment. Thus, the
Department denied his request for G A benefits.

The petitioner also used his fair hearing to air |ong-
standi ng conpl aints against officials in his town who the
petitioner charges have harassed and sl andered him The
petitioner feels it is the state's responsibility to pursue
hi s conpl ai nts agai nst these individuals.

Al so, the petitioner conplains that the Departnent and
the board's delay in resolving a prior fair hearing has
caused himfinancial injury. |In that case (Fair Hearing No.
9244) the petitioner clained Medicaid should cover treatnent
he received at an out-of-state facility. After the
petitioner requested the hearing, the Departnent notified
the board that the facility in question had not yet billed
Medi caid, and that it was working to resolve the matter.

The Departnent now i nforms the board that the bill was
eventual |y paid. However, the petitioner nmaintains that the
del ay caused the facility to bill himdirectly and to report
hi s non-paynent to various credit agencies, thus adversely
affecting the petitioner's credit.

The petitioner also used the recent fair hearing to
protest the treatnent he received at yet another fair
heari ng he had two years ago. At that hearing held, the
hearing officer called the police after the petitioner
becanme boi st erous and uncooperative. Wen the police

arrived, an altercation ensued resulting in the petitioner's
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arrest and the filing of crimnal charges against him The
petitioner blanes the Departnment and the hearing officer for
this clainmed injustice. The benefits in question at that
heari ng, however, were paid and the appeal was di sm ssed.
ORDER
The Departnent's decision regarding fuel assistance,
Fair Hearing No. 10,025, is affirned. The petitioner's
appeal in Fair Hearing No. 9244 is disnm ssed as noot. The
board does not have subject matter jurisdiction to consider
the petitioner's other conplaints.
REASONS
In view of the fact that the Departnent's fue
assi stance progranms were not available in Septenber, the
only way the petitioner woul d have qualified for energency
assi stance to purchase fuel was through the general
assi stance program However, the petitioner does not
qualify for G A for several reasons. First, the
petitioner's inconme is in excess of the Departnent's
standards. Also, the petitioner was not actually out of
fuel on the day he applied for assistance. The petitioner
does not allege that anyone in his famly has a nedi cal
condition that would be jeopardized in an intermttently
chilly house in early autum. Thus, it cannot be concl uded
that the petitioner had an energency need for fuel. Since
this is the only way he would be eligible for GA., the

Departnent's decision is affirned. See WA M > 2600 and

2602.
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As to the petitioner's other conplaints, the board does
not have jurisdiction to consider clains for nonetary
damages agai nst town officials, individuals enployed by the
Department, or its own hearing officers. The petitioner is
correct that he has a constitutional right to pursue these
gri evances and that the state has an obligation to provide
himwith a forumin which to do so. That forum however, is

a court of law, not the Human Services Board. The board can

consi der only casework decisions by the Departnent of Social

Wl fare. 3 V.S.A > 3091(a).

Since the issue in Fair Hearing No. 9244 has been
resol ved--the Departnent has paid the nedical bill in
guestion--that appeal is dismssed.
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