STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re Fair Hearing No. 19,229

)
)
Appeal of )

| NTRCDUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals the decision by the Departnent for
Children and Fam lies (DCF) closing her Food Stanps grant.
The issue is whether the petitioner's incone is greater than
t he maxi mum gross i ncone test established by the regul ations

for this program

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. The facts are not in dispute. The petitioner, who
lives in a household of four persons, currently has gross
income fromchild support and unenpl oynent benefits of
$2,724.90 a nont h.

2. The petitioner began receiving Food Stanps in June
2004 of $270 a nonth based on her sole incone at that tineg,
whi ch was child support. Wen she al so began receiving
unenpl oynent benefits the Departnment notified her on July 20,
2004 that her Food Stanps would end on July 31 due to her no

| onger neeting the gross incone test.
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3. The petitioner appeal ed because the Departnent did
not consi der her expenses in determ ning her continuing
eligibility. At the hearing in this matter (held on COctober
5, 2004) the petitioner also noted that $300 of her child
support is "earmarked" for one of her children's ongoing

medi cal needs.

CRDER

The Departnent's decision is affirned.

REASONS

Fam lies and individuals who are not receiving public
assi stance (RUFA) and whose househol ds do not contain at |east
one elderly or disabled nenber qualify for Food Stanps only if
their gross nonthly income is below the standards set by the
Departnment in its regulations. See Food Stanp Manual (FSM 8§
273.9(a). The maxi mum gross inconme for a household of four
persons is $1,994 a nonth. See Procedures Manual § P-2590 C.
Unfortunately, there are no deductions of any sort all owed
before application of the gross incone test.

As noted above, the petitioner does not dispute the
Departnment's cal cul ati ons of her incone. Even if she could
fully deduct the anmount of her child support earmarked for her

child s nedical needs, her "net gross" incone would still be
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well in excess of the program maxi num |nasnuch as the

Departnment's decision regarding the petitioner's Food Stanps
is in accord with the regulations, the Board is bound by | aw
to affirmit. 3 V.S.A 8§ 3091(d), Fair Hearing Rule No. 17.
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