STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re ) Fair Hearing No. 15, 397
g
)
Appeal of )
| NTRODUCTI ON

The petitioners appeal the decision by the Departnent
denying his application for Food Stanps. The issue is the
effect that the value of a car owned by the petitioners has
on their countable resources for Food Stanp eligibility
under the pertinent regulations. The facts are not in

di sput e.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. The petitioners own a |ate nodel O dsnobile
Bravura that was recently appraised for $9,100. They owe
about $8,200 on it.

2. They al so own two ot her ol der vehicles worth a
total of about $1, 200.

3. The petitioners are presently unenpl oyed. None of
t he vehi cl es has been used for enploynment other than
comut i ng.

4. The Departnent denied the petitioners' application
for Food Stanps based on these vehicles constituting

resources in excess of the program maxi num
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ORDER

The Departnent's decision is affirned.

REASONS
The Food Stanp regul ations regarding the treatnent of
motor vehicles is summarized in F.S.M > 273.8(h)(6) as

foll ows:

In summary, each |icensed vehicle shall be handl ed as
follows: First it will be evaluated to determne if it

i's exenpt as an inconme producer or as a honme. |If not
exenpt, it will be evaluated to determne if its fair
mar ket val ue exceeds $4,650. |f worth nore than

$4, 650, the portion in excess of $4,650 for each

vehicle will be counted as a resource. The vehicle

wll also be evaluated to see if it is equity exenpt as

t he household' s only vehicle or necessary for

enpl oynment reasons. |f not equity exenpt, the equity

value will be counted as a resource. |If the vehicle

has a countabl e nmarket value of nore than $4, 650 and

al so has a countable equity value, only the greater of

the two anmounts shall be counted as a resource.

The sanme regul ation al so provides that only househol ds
receiving ANFC as a G oup 2 or Goup 3 household are
eligible for the one-vehicl e-per-household equity excl usion
and that only vehicles used "for inconme producing purposes”
or essential for enploynent "other than daily comuting"
(such as for a "travelling salesman or of a m grant
farmwrker follow ng the workstreant) are |ikew se excl uded
from consi deration

The Departnent, in applying the above provisions to the
petitioners' situation, correctly determned that their

A dsnmobile is not exenpt. Even w thout counting the val ue
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of the petitioners' other two vehicles, because the anpunt
by which the O dsnobile's value of $9,100 exceeds $4,650 is
nore than $2,000, which is the Food Stanp resource nmaxinmm
(see F.S.M > 273.8[b]), the Departnent is correct in
determ ning that the petitioners are ineligible for Food

St anps.

The Departnent's decision is clearly in accord with the
appl i cabl e regul ati ons, and nust, therefore, be affirmed. 3
V.S. A 3091(d) and Fair Hearing Rule No. 17.

# # #



