STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re Fair Hearing No. 17,117

)
)
Appeal of )
| NTRODUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals the decisions by the Departnent of
PATH term nati ng her ANFC and Food Stanp benefits. The issues
are whether the father of the petitioner's child nust be
i ncluded as a nenber of the petitioner's household and whet her
his i ncome nust be considered in determ ning the household' s

eligibility for these prograns.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. The pertinent facts are not in dispute. The petitioner
lives with her boyfriend, who is enployed. Prior to March 2001
the petitioner, who was pregnant and unenpl oyed, received ANFC
and Food Stanps as a househol d of one person.

2. In March 2001 the petitioner gave birth to her and her
boyfriend' s child. The Departnent notified her that effective
April 1, 2001 she and her boyfriend woul d have to be consi dered
as a single household consisting of thenmselves and their child.

3. The boyfriend has gross incone of $2,035 a nonth.

Because his income is well in excess of the gross incone
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al l owabl e for a three-person household for both the ANFC and
Food Stamp prograns (see infra) the Departnent determ ned that
t he household was no |onger eligible for benefits under those
pr ogr ans.

4. The petitioner believes the maxi mum i nconme guidelines
for both prograns are too |ow and that her boyfriend s incone

alone is insufficient to neet the famly's needs.

CORDER

The Departnent's decisions are affirned.

REASONS

Bot h the ANFC and Food Stanp prograns conformto the
federal requirenent that a recipient household must include al
parents and children who |live together, and that the inconme of
every househol d nenber nust be considered in determ ning the
househol d's eligibility. WAM § 2242 (ANFC) and FSM § 273. 1(a)
(Food Stanps). For ANFC the maxi mum standard of need and
housi ng al l owance is $1,211 a nonth. WAM § 2245. For Food
Stanps the gross incone test for a household of three is $1, 533.
FSM § 273.9(a). As noted above the petitioner's boyfriend' s
income ($2,035 a nonth) is well in excess of both program

maxi muns. Therefore, the Board is bound by lawto affirmthe
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Departnment's decisions. 3 V.S. A 8 3091(d) and Fair Hearing
Rul e No. 17
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