STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re ) Fair Hearing No. 10,616
g
)
Appeal of )
| NTRODUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals the decision by the Departnent
of Social Wl fare term nating her food stanps and
suppl emental fuel benefits. The issue is whether the
petitioner's resources are in excess of the nmaxi mum for

t hese programs.1

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

The petitioner owms two house trailers that are | ocated
on the I and where she lives. The trailers are unoccupied
and are in disrepair. The town listers have appraised the
value of the trailers at $2,922.00 and $1, 980. 00
respectively. The petitioner, despite being given several
weeks to do so, presented no evidence to rebut the above
val uations of the trailers or that she was free to sel

them2

ORDER
The Departnent's decision is affirned.
REASONS

The maxi num al | owabl e resources for food stanps and

fuel assistance is $2,000.00 per household. F.S M >

273.8(b), WA M 5 2903.1. An individual's equity in the

mar ket val ue of unoccupi ed nobile hones is included in the
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definition of a resource under both prograns. F.SSM >

273.8(c)(2), WA M > 2903.2. Inasnuch as unrebutted

evi dence establishes that the trailers have a conbi ned
mar ket val ue of al nost $5, 000.00, the Departnent's decision
is affirned.

FOOTNOTES

lCriginaIIy, t he Departnent determ ned that the
petitioner had failed to cooperate in providing verification
of the value of the trailers. A hearing was schedul ed on
July 29, 1991, at which tine it was agreed by the parties
that the petitioner woul d seek an appraisal of the trailers
by the town listers and that the Departnent woul d abi de by
t hose appraisals in determning the petitioner's
eligibility. The hearing was continued until Septenber 24,
1991, at which time the petitioner provided the appraisals
that are the basis of this decision

2The petitioner was advised, however, that if she could
produce further evidence that the trailers are unsal eable or
that they are worth |l ess than their apprai sed val ue, she can
offer this evidence to the Departnment at any tine and have
her eligibility for food stanps and fuel assistance re-
eval uated on this basis. The petitioner was al so advi sed
that if and when she sells the trailers and has spent al
but $2000. 00 of her resources, she would again be eligible
for these progranms. The hearing officer advised both
parties that if the petitioner nade a bona fide attenpt to
sell the trailers but, after a reasonable anount of tine,
could not do so, this fact could be considered evidence that
the market value of the trailers is substantially |ess than
their appraised value. To date, however, the petitioner has
made no serious attenpts to sell the trailers.
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