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FINAL DECISION 

 

Petitioner seeks administrative review of the Respondent’s decision to terminate his 

Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (“SNAP”) benefits. A hearing in this matter was held 

on November 13, 2023, at the Crisp County Courthouse. Caseworker Wanda Smith appeared on 

behalf of Respondent, and Petitioner represented himself. For the reasons stated below, the 

Respondent’s decision to terminate Petitioner’s SNAP benefits is AFFIRMED.  

I. Findings of Fact 

1. Petitioner has been receiving benefits under the Food Stamp Program since at least September 

2022. He submitted a renewal application in August 2023, which was denied by Respondent 

the following month. The reason for the denial was that Petitioner did not meet the “Able-

Bodied Adult Without Dependents” (“ABAWD”) requirement of working an average of 20 

hours per week. (Due Process Hearing Request; Testimony of Paula Jones).   

2. Petitioner explained that in 2019, he pulled a muscle in his chest while working in a physically 

demanding role as a correctional officer at  prison. Petitioner’s doctor told him 

that he needed to be moved to a less strenuous work assignment, but his employer refused to 



accommodate him. Shortly thereafter, Petitioner left his position at  Prison.1 

(Testimony of Petitioner).  

3. Petitioner filed a worker’s compensation claim, which was denied in September 2020 

following a hearing before the Worker’s Compensation Board. He testified that he is still in 

the process of appealing that denial in Macon County Superior Court. (Testimony of Petitioner; 

Petitioner’s Exhibit 2).  

4. Petitioner argued that he should not qualify as an ABAWD because, as a result of his injury, 

he is physically unfit for employment. Petitioner did not provide any medical documentation 

at the hearing. He says that he is not currently seeing a doctor because he cannot afford to do 

so. (Testimony of Petitioner).  

II. Conclusions of Law 

1. Because this matter concerns the denial of an application for benefits, Petitioner bears the 

burden of proof. Ga. Comp. R. & Regs. 616-1-2-.07(1)(d). The standard of proof is a 

preponderance of the evidence. Ga. Comp. R. & Regs. 616-1-2-.21(4).  

2. The Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (“SNAP”) (also referred to as the “Food 

Stamp Program”) is governed by the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008. 7 U.S.C. § 2011 through 

7 U.S.C. § 2036(d); 7 C.F.R. § 271.1 through 7 C.F.R. § 285.5. Respondent has issued 

guidelines for the Food Stamp in its Food Stamp (SNAP) Policy Manual [hereinafter Food 

Stamp Manual].2  

3. According to the Respondent’s program guidelines, an “Able-Bodied Adult Without 

Dependents” (“ABAWD”) is an individual aged 18 through 52 who is not pregnant, is not 

 
1 It is unclear whether Petitioner quit his job or was terminated.  
2 The Food Stamp Manual can be found online at: https://odis.dhs.ga.gov/General/Home/DhsManuals?id=813. At 

that web address, the Food Stamp Manual can be accessed by clicking the link “MAN3420 – Food Stamps.”  



physically or mentally unfit for employment, and does not have a child under age 18 in their 

Food Stamp Household. Food Stamp Manual, Section 3355, p. 3355-1. An ABAWD who is 

subject to the ABAWD Time Limit3 cannot receive benefits for more than three months out of 

a 36-month period unless he is meeting the ABAWD work requirement. Id.; 7 C.F.R. § 

273.7(a), (b). Participants may meet the work requirement by participating in either paid or 

volunteer work for an average of 20 hours per week. Food Stamp Manual, Section 3355, p. 

3355-5.  

4. An individual may be deemed unfit for employment based either on “temporary incapacity” or 

“permanent disability.” An applicant must provide verification from a “medical source” in 

order to be registered as physically unfit for employment. Food Stamp Manual, Section 3350, 

p. 3350-2.  

5. Starting July 1, 2020, the ABAWD work requirement was temporarily suspended due to the 

Federal Public Health Emergency. ABAWD work requirements were reinstated on July 1, 

2023. Food Stamp Manual, Section 3355, p. 3355-3. 

6. Petitioner failed to provide any evidence that he is currently physically unfit for employment. 

Although Petitioner currently may  have access to a physician through regular health insurance 

or the federal Medicare or Medicaid programs, there is no indication that he has sought a 

review of his fitness to work from an alternative source, such as a county health department or 

indigent health services provider as suggested by DFCS’ representative at the hearing. As there 

is no evidence that he cannot work at least 20 hours per week,  Respondent appropriately 

denied his renewal application.   

 

 

 
3 As of July 1, 2023, all counties in Georgia are subject to the ABAWD Time Limit. Food Stamp Manual, Section 

3355, p. 3355-3.   



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

III. Decision 

 

 In accordance with the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, Respondent’s 

decision to deny Petitioner’s application for Food Stamp benefits is AFFIRMED.  

 

 

 

 

SO ORDERED, this   12th    day of December, 2023. 

 

 

 

 
M. Patrick Woodard 

Administrative Law Judge 
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ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 

The Petitioner has moved for reconsideration of the Final Decision entered in this matter 

which affirmed Respondent’s decision that Petitioner is not exempt from the work requirements as an 

able-bodied adult without dependents, or “ABAWD.”   

In determining whether to grant a motion for reconsideration, the Court must consider 

whether the movant has set forth facts or law showing the discovery of new evidence, an intervening 

development or change in the controlling law, or the need to correct a clear error or prevent a 

manifest injustice.  Ga. Comp. R. & Regs. 616-1-2-.28(4); see also Patel v. Epps, 317 Ga. App. 214, 

218 (2012) (citing Ga. Ct. App. R. 37(e)); Pres. Endangered Areas of Cobb’s History v. U.S. Army 

Corps of Eng’rs, 916 F. Supp. 1557, 1560 (N.D. Ga. 1995) (reconsideration granted “in certain 

limited situations, namely the discovery of new evidence, an intervening development or change in 

the controlling law, or the need to correct a clear error or prevent a manifest injustice”).  

In this case, the motion does not set forth adequate grounds for reconsideration, only 

insubstantial errors such as incorrect identification of the DFCS’ representative at the hearing or a 

difference between the date of signing of the Final Decision and its filing and/or mailing to the 

parties.  Therefore, the motion is DENIED.  

 

 



SO ORDERED, this   3rd    day of January, 2024. 

 

 
M. Patrick Woodard 

Administrative Law Judge 
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