STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re ) Fair Hearing No. 9505
)
Appeal of )
| NTRODUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals the closure of his ANFC grant due

t o excess incone.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

The petitioner filed an appeal via tel ephone on Novenber
7, 1989, of the departnent's closure of his ANFC grant due to
"excess incone". A hearing was schedul ed for Novenber 22 but
continued at the petitioner's request until Decenber 13, 1989.
On Decenber 12, 1989, the departnent filed a Motion to
Dismiss the matter based on its belief that the petitioner's
appeal was based on the departnent's use of a standard
di sregard for enploynment rel ated expenses rather than actual
enpl oynment rel ated expenses to calculate the petitioner's
eligibility. That issue, the departnent contended, was res
judicata as it had been litigated in federal court with this
petitioner and had been decided in favor of the departnment on

January 13, 1986. Steven Dale and Mary Ann Dale vs. State of

Vernont, et al, US. Dist. Court, District of Vernont #82-252,

January 13, 1986. At the petitioner's request, the matter was
agai n continued so he could respond to the departnent's

notion. The matter was reschedul ed for January 16, 1990 and
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the petitioner who appeared pro se was given 10 days to
respond to the Motion. He failed to do so. On January 16,
1990, the petitioner and the departnent appeared at the
hearing at which tinme the petitioner was asked, prior to going
on the record, to clarify the basis for his appeal, so a
ruling could be nade on the departnent's Mdition. The
petitioner said the basis was "everything the departnent had
ever done wong." The hearing officer told the petitioner
that his grounds needed to be nore specific so the departnent
could prepare for the hearing and so she could rule on the
Motion. The petitioner refused to give any nore information
saying only that he had a right to a hearing. The hearing
of ficer thereupon turned on the tape recording and started the
hearing record. The petitioner refused to |let the hearing
of fi cer speak on the record, and began shouting that he was
t aki ng everyone to court and left the room
ORDER

The petitioner's appeal is dismssed for failure to
state the basis for his claim failure to answer the
departnment's Mdtion to Dismiss, disruption of his hearing

and apparent abandonment of his appeal.



