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Office of Appeals
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development

Washington, D.C. 20410-0001

In the Matter of:

Janice Erickson,

Petitioner

Janice Erickson

8301 Maynard Avenue
West Hills. CA 01304

James W. Webster. Esq.
US Department of Housing and

Urban Development
Office of Assistant General Counsel

for Midwest Field Offices

77 W;est Jackson Boulevard

Chicago. IL 60604

HUDOA No.

Claim No.

Pro:sc

12-M-CH-AWG08

7708X0315-OA

For the Secretary

DECISION AND ORDER

On October I I. 2011. Petitioner filed a hearing request concerning a proposed
administrative wage garnishment action by the U.S. Department ofHousing and Urban
Development ("HUD") tocollect an alleged debt against Petitioner. The Debt Collection
Improvement Act of !<)%. as amended, 31 U.S.C. §3720D. authorizes federal agencies to use
administrative wage garnishment as a mechanism for the collection ofdebts owed to the 1mited
Stales government.

The administrative judges of this Office have been designated to determine whether the
alleged debt in contested administrative wage garnishment proceedings is enforceable aiiainst the
debtor. This hearing isconducted in accordance with the procedures set forth at 3I ( l\R.
$285.11, as authorized by 24 C.F.R. §17.170. The Secretary has the initial burden ofproof to
show the existence and amount of the debt. 31 C.F.R. jf 285.1 l(f)(X)(i). Petitioner thereafter
must show bya preponderance of theevidence that no debt exists or that the amount of thedebt
is incorrect. 31 C.F.R. $ 285.1 l(f)(X)(ii). In addition. Petitioner may present evidence that the
terms ofthe repayment schedule are unlawful, would cause an undue financial hardship to








