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A faitr hesaring =as held at Mauppauge, New York, on September 13, 1982,
befoce Seredict Schiraldi, Administraciye Law Judge, at whfch the appellant,
the sppellsnt’s rerresentative and represencatives of the agency appeared,

The appesl is from a determination by the agency relating to the discontinuance
of a grant of A{d to Dependent Children and s Food Stamp Aucthorization, An
opportunity to be hesrd having Been accorded 2ll {nterested parties and the
evidence having heen taken and dus deliberation having been had, it fa here~
by found:

Q1) Appellant, thirty=four vears of age, and three minor children, in-
cluding L, are currently in veceipt of a grant of Aid to Dependent Children
and Food Stamps, Also in the houselold iz the {ather of appellent’s minor
deughter, L , He is not marrfed to the appellant.

(2) On July 28, 1982, the agency determined to discontinue appellant's
ass{stance and Yood Stamp Authorizatfon for the reason "per specisl iavestigation
request”, No other informatfon was provided in the notice or with the notice
for the discoutinuance,

(3] The agency has continued to provide assistance unchaamged through the
date of this .r,e-ing,

Sect.on !53.%(a) of the Regulations of the State Department of Social
Servicas provides that in cases of any proposed action to discontinue or reduce
assistance payments, timely snd adegquate advanca notice thereof detailing the
reasong for tlie proposed action shall be sent to the recipienc.

The agency’s action appears to Be besed on sppellant's faflure to report
chanze {n lwuiehold .ompostcion, dut fts Notice of Discontinuance 15 entizaly
silent asx to the reasons {or the proposed action.

The llew York Stare Departsent of Social Servicen, in Admisisczative Directive
81 ADM-35, isuued on Decenher 9, 1931, vequived that recuonputatiun of Foud Stawmp
eligibility Se nade and required that copies of bLudgets be sent with the Noticen,

The record in 2his case establishes that the sgency faileq tu provide the

appellant with adequate naotice Jetailins che ressons for the proposed Jfscoptinuence



af her grant of assistance and Food Stamps. In addition, the agency fgilad to
comply with the aforeci-ed directive in that eligidbilicyv for Food Stamps was
not mede. The Adeterazination of the sgency to Jiscontinue sppellant's sssis-
tance and 7nod Stamo Authorization i3 not correct, Th~ agency is directed

to contiisue tu provide sssisvance and Food Stamp Authurizations to the asppel-
lanc. Tt is ncted that should the sgeucy determine to implement {tr previous
action, 8 Notice of Intent détailing the reason for the proposed action is
required.

DECISION: The determination of the agency {2 not correct and is reversed.
The ageuncy must fmmediately comply with the directives set forth above as
required by Section 358.22 of the Dapartment’'s Regulations.
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