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The following Decision is distributed for your information. This Decision has been made in consideration of the specific
facts of this case. This Decision is not o be interpreled as establishing any new mandalory policy or procedure otherwise
officially promulgated.

STATE OF NEW JERSEY
DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES

FINAL DECISION
OAL DKT. NO. HPW 1576917 R.B.

AGENCY DKT. NO. C054788018 (SOMERSET COUNTY BOARD OF SOC. S8VCS.)

Petitioner appeals from Respondent Agency's termination of Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program ("SNAP")
benefits, on recertification. Upon recertification, the Agency terminated Petitioner's SNAP benefits contending that
Petitioner's monthly household income exceeds the eligibility limits for said benefits. Because Pelilioner appealed, the
matter was transmitled to lhe Office of Administralive Law for a hearing. A hearing was initially scheduled for November
21, 2017, but was adjourned at Petitioner’s request. The matier was then rescheduled for December 19, 2017, and
again adjourned. On January 30, 2018, the Honorable David M. Fritch, Administrative Law Judge ("ALJ"), held a plenary
heanng, took testimony, and admilled documents into evidence.

On February 13, 2018, the ALJ issued an Inilial Decision, affirming the Agency's lermination of SNAP benefits. Upon
recertification for continued receipt of SNAP benefits, the Agency delermined that Pelitioner, his fiancé, and their two
foster children functioned as one economic unil, and therefore, both Petitioner and his fiancé's income were laken into
account for purposes of SNAP eligibility, resulling in Petilioner's nel household income of $3.566 exceeding the eligibility
criteria for receipt of SNAP benefits for a household of four. See Initial Decision at 2-3; see also Exhibits R-1, R-8, R-9,
R-12, R-13, R-14, R-17, R-18, R-19, R-20, and N.J.A.C, 10:87-6.16, and Division of Family Development Instruction
("DFDI") 17-02-02 at 13. Petitioner does nol contest thal their combined ncome makes the household ineligible for SNAP
benefils, but rather, that his {iancé is nol a member of his household for purposes of calculaling his eligibility for SNAP
benefils because she prepares and eals her meals elsewhere. See Inilial Decision at 4-5; see also Exhibit P-1.

Based on the record presenled, the ALJ found that when Petitioner's fiancé is not al work, she consumes her meals

with the household, and that she and Petitioner funclion as a single economic unit for SNAP eligibilily purposes. See
Initial Becision al 5, 7-8. Notably, Petitioner and his fiancé had recently held lhemselves out to another Slale agency

as one financial unit for eligibility purposes with that other State agency. Id. at 7-8; see also Exhibits R-10 through

R-12. Therefore, the ALJ concluded that the totalily of the evidence presented supporied the Agency's determination
that Pelitioner was not a separale household for SNAP eligibilily purposes, and as such, thal the combined househoid
income renders Pelitioner ineligible for SNAP benefits. See Initial Decision at 8. Accordingly, the ALJ concluded thal the
Agency's termination of Petitioner's SNAP benefits was proper and must stand. Ibid.; see also Exhibil R-7, and N J.A.C.
10:87-2.2(c)(4), -6.16, and DFD! 17-02-02 at 13. | agree.

No Exceptions 1o the Initial Decision were filed.

As Director of the DFD, Department of Human Services, | have reviewed the record for this matter and the ALJ's Initial
Decision. Following an independent evaluation of the record, | concur with the ALJ's decision in this matter and | hereby
adopl the Findings of Facl and Conclusions of Law as conlained in the Initial Decision.
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By way of comment, only one adjournment of a SNAP case is permissible pursuant to applicable regulatory authority.
See N.JA.C. 1:10-9 1(a), N J.A.C. 10:87-8.6(a}4)(i) and 7 C.F.R. 273.15(c){4).

Accordingly, the Initial Decision in this matier is ADOPTED, and lhe Agency's determination is hereby AFFIRMED.
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