STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re Fair Hearing No. 18, 147

)
)
Appeal of )

| NTRCDUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals a decision by the Departnent of
Prevention, Assistance, Transition, and Health Access (PATH)
reducing his nmonthly benefits under Food Stanps. The issue is
whet her the Departnment correctly calculated the petitioner's
i ncome and expenses.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. As of October 2002 the petitioner was receiving $140
a nonth in Food Stanps. Sonetinme that nmonth the Departnent
di scovered that it had nade an error in calculating the
petitioner's inconme, which consists of nonthly paynents from
Soci al Security and SSI.

2. On Cctober 31, 2002 the Departnent mailed the
petitioner a notice stating that his Food Stanps woul d be
reduced to $55 a nonth effective Decenber 1, 2002. The

petitioner appeal ed this decision Novenber 12, 2002.1!

! The Departnent agrees that the petitioner is entitled to continuing
benefits at the rate of $140 a month until this appeal is decided by the
Human Servi ces Board.
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3. On Novenber 22, 2002 the Departnment mailed the
petitioner a notice that due to the Departnent’'s error the
petitioner had been overpaid $888 in Food Stanps from Decenber
2001 t hrough Novenber 2002. The petitioner filed a separate
appeal of this decision, which is still pending (see Fair
Hearing No. 18, 194).

4. At a hearing held on Decenber 19, 2002, the
petitioner did not dispute that as of Decenber 1, 2002 the
Departnment had correctly determ ned that his incone is $624. 04
a nonth and that the Departnment has correctly calculated his
nmont hl y expenses.

ORDER

The Departnent's decision is affirned.
REASONS
Food Stanmp Manual 8§ 273.9(a) provides that all unearned
i ncone to a household is counted in determ ning a household's

eligibility for Food Stanps. As noted above, the petitioner



Fair Hearing No. 18, 147 Page 3

does not dispute the Departnent’'s cal cul ation of his ongoi ng
i ncome and expenses as of Decenber 1, 2002 (and that any

i ssues surroundi ng his overpaynent shall be the subjects of a
separate fair hearing). Inasnuch as there is no dispute that
the Departnent's decision regarding the petitioner's ongoi ng
benefits is in accord with the pertinent regul ations, that
deci sion nust be affirmed. 3 V.S A § 3091(d), Fair Hearing
Rul e No. 17.
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