STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re ) Fair Hearing No. 17,460
g
)
Appeal of )
| NTRODUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals a decision of the Departnent of
PATH term nating her Food Stanp benefits. The issue is
whet her the petitioner's household' s gross inconme exceeds the

program maxi mum The facts are not in dispute.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. The petitioner receives Food Stanps as a househol d
of three persons. At a periodic review of the household' s
eligibility in Novenber 2001 the petitioner reported an
i ncrease in conbi ned gross household incone to a total of
$2,028.08. This was wel|l above the nmaxi num gross incone
[imtation of $1,585 a nonth for a household of three. (See
infra.)

2. On Novenber 21, 2001 the Departnent notified the
petitioner that she would not be eligible for any Food Stanps
as of Decenber 1, 2001 based on this increase in household
i ncomne.

3. The petitioner appeal ed because she felt that her
househol d's i ncone woul d decrease in the near future. At the
heari ng, held on January 24, 2002, the petitioner reported

t hat her household' s income had, in fact, recently decreased.
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The petitioner was advised to i Mmediately reapply for Food

St anps based on this change.

CRDER

The decision of the Departnent is affirned.

REASONS

Under the Food Stanp regul ations, all earned and unearned
income is countable as gross incone. F.S.M 8 273.9(b). That
total gross inconme is then subjected to an initial gross
i ncome test (presently 130 percent of federal income poverty
levels) to determine eligibility. F.S.M § 273.9(a). The
gross inconme eligibility standard at present is $1,585 for a
househol d of three. Procedures Manual § P-2590 C

As noted above, as of the date of the Departnent's
actions in this nmatter, the petitioner's household s gross
income totaled $2,021 a nmonth, which is higher than the
maxi mum gross i ncone allowed under the regulations. |nasmnmuch
as the Departnent's action term nating her Food Stanp benefits
was in accord with the regulations, the Board is bound to
uphold it. 3 V.S. A § 3091(d), Fair Hearing Rule No. 17. As
al so noted above, the petitioner was advised to reapply on the
basis of a nore-recent change in circunstances.
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