STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re ) Fair Hearing No. 11,517
g
)
Appeal of )
| NTRODUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals the decision by the Departnent of
Social Welfare termnating his food stanp benefits. The issue
is whether the petitioner has resources in excess of the
program maxi mum

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

The facts are not in dispute. |In February, 1992, the
petitioner purchased a 1989 GVC pi ckup truck. The purchase
pri ce was about $12,000. The petitioner received a $1, 600
trade-in allowance on his old truck and financed the bal ance.

The | owest "bl ue-book" value of the truck is about $8, 200.
The petitioner does not dispute this val uation.

The petitioner has other resources including about $600
in a savings account and a 1984 Ford Escort (unregistered)
that the petitioner believes is worth about $1, 000.

The petitioner does not use the truck for enploynment or
di sability-rel ated reasons.

ORDER

The Departnent's decision is affirned.
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REASONS

The regul ati ons governing the treatnment of "licensed

vehicl es" are set forth in Food Stanp Manual >3 273.8(g) and

(h). They provide that, unless specifically "exenpt"l, t he
portion of a car's nmarket val ue, regardless of the
petitioner's "equity", in excess of $4,500.00 will be

counted as a resource. The resource maxi mum under the food
stanp regulations is $2,000.00. F.S .M > 273.8(b). The
petitioner readily concedes that the market value of the car
is well in excess of $6,500. Thus, it nust be concl uded
that the petitioner has resources under the regulations in
excess of the program maxi mum I nasnuch as the Departnent's
decision is in accord with the regulations, the Board is
bound by lawto affirmit. 3 V.S. A > 3091(d); Food Stanp
Fair Hearing Rule No. 17.

FOOTNOTES

1The petitioner concedes he does not neet any of the
criteria for exenption. See F.S.M > 273.8(h)(1).
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