STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re ) Fair Hearing No. 17,016
g

)

Appeal of )

| NTRODUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals the decision by the Departnent of
PATH denying her application for General Assistance (GA). The
i ssue is whether the petitioner was eligible for GA and

whet her she had an energency need.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. The petitioner is a single woman w t hout dependents.
Her income is $200 a nonth in spousal maintenance paynents.

2. The petitioner applied for GA on March 30, 2001 for
housi ng and prescriptions claimng that she was bei ng evicted.
At the tine she had a statenent from her doctor saying that
she woul d be unable to work for two weeks foll ow ng sone
surgery she had had on April 25, 2001.

3. The petitioner was living with a roommate and had
received a notice to vacate her apartnment by March 31.
However, as of the tinme of her application for GA and
continuing through the hearing in this matter on May 3, 2001,

the landl ord had not instituted eviction proceedi ngs.
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4. The Departnent granted the petitioner GA for her
prescription, but it denied her application for housing. The
Departnment al so confirned that even if the petitioner was
facing an i nmedi ate eviction there was roomfor her at the

| ocal honel ess shel ter.

ORDER

The Departnent's decision is affirned.

REASONS

As an adult w thout m nor dependents the petitioner
qualifies for GAonly if she can show that she is not "abl e-
bodi ed” or is facing a "catastrophic situation". WAM § 2601
defi nes not abl e-bodi ed as being unable to work for a period
of at least 30 days. As noted above, the petitioner's doctor
certified only that she was only disabled for tw weeks.

WAM § 2602 defines "catastrophic situation” as an
energency need attributable to one of four causes: death of a
spouse or child, a court-ordered or constructive eviction, a
natural disaster, or an energency nedi cal need. As noted
above, the Departnment granted GA to the petitioner for
prescription drugs. However, it determ ned that the

petitioner was not facing a court-ordered eviction.
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Further, the Departnment determ ned that even if the
petitioner was facing an imm nent eviction, space was
avai l abl e for her in the |ocal homeless shelter. WAM § 2613. 2
provi des that tenporary housing is available under GA only
where "alternative arrangenents are not inmediately
avai l abl e". The Board has repeatedly held that the
avai lability of a homel ess shelter constitutes an alternative
housi ng arrangenent unless the applicant can show that the
shelter in question is not suitable as a matter of health or
for sone other conpelling personal reason

In this case, the Departnent's denial of GA for tenporary
housi ng appears to have been fully in accord with the
pertinent regulations. Therefore, the Board is bound by | aw
to affirmthat decision. 3 V.S.A 8§ 3091(d) and Fair Hearing

Rul e No. 17.



