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Petitioner challenges the Respondent Agency's denial of her application for Supplemental Nutrilion 
Assistance Program ("SNAP") benefits, on recertification. The Agency denied Petitioner SNAP he.nefits 
on recertification because Petitioner's countable household income exceeded the maximum permissible 
level tor receipt ot said benefits. l:3ecause f-'etItIoner appealed, the matter was transmitted to the Office 
of Aciministrative. I aw for a hearing A telephonic pie.nary hearing was sche.ciule.ci for Augw,t ?fi, ?0?O, 
before the Honorable Leslie Z. Celentano, Administrative Law Judge ("ALJ"). Also on August 25, 2020, 
the ALJ issued an Initial Decision, dismissing Petitioner's appeal. 

No Exceptions to the lnltlal Decision were received. 

As Assislalll Go1r11 riissio1 ,er, Oivisio11 or rarnily Oeveloprnenl, Oeparlrne.nt of I lltmfln HeNices, I have 
reviewed the ALJ's Initial Uecision and the record, and I hereby AUOf-' I the ALJ's Initial Uecision and 
AFFIRM the Agency's denial of SNAP benefits. 

Regulatory authority applicable to SNAP benefit cases, defines income as "all income from whatever 
source unless such income is specifically excluded." See N.J.A.C. 10:87-5.3. Additionally, for SNAP 
benefits cases, unearned income includes suNivors, disability, and Social Security benefits for both 
auulls a11u d1ilurell ill llie l1ouseliol<J. See N.J.A.C. 10.87-5.5(a)(2). 

Tile re<..:uru ill lliis mailer rerle<..:ls l11al, Oil Auyusl 25, 2020, Pelilioner and lhe Agency's representative 
appeared for the scheduled hearing via telephone due to the COVID pandemic and applicable 
restrictions. See Initial Decision at 2. Following an extensive discussion of the applicable regulatory 
authority, which was the legal basis for Petitioner's denial of SNAP benefits, on recertification, and 
after a lengthy presentation of her case by Petitioner, Petitioner abandoned her hearing and hung up. 
Ibid. Based upon Petitioner's failure to remain on the phone to conduct the hearing, the ALJ determined 
that Petitioner had abandoned her request for a hearing In the matter and dismissed the case. Ibid. 
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Based on the foregoing, I find that Petitioner abandoned her appeal in this matter and, therefore, I 
affirm the Agency's denial of Petitioner's application for SNAP benefits, on recertification, and dismiss 
the case. 

Accordingly, the Initial Decision is hereby ADOPTED, the Agency's determination is AFFIRMED, and 
the case is dismissed. 

Officially approved final version. 

Natasha Johnson 
Assistant Commissioner 
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