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RULING AND ORDER UPON RECONSIDERATION

On March 5, 2013, Petitioner Floyd A. Crisp ("Petitioner") filed a letter with this Office.
This letter is deemed to be a Motion for Reconsideration of the Decision and Order in In re

Floyd A. Crisp, HUDOHANo. 13-AM-0049-AG-015 (February 20, 2013) ("Decision"). In the
Decision, the Court found that a 15% wage garnishment would not create a substantial financial
hardship for Petitioner. (Decision, at 3.) The Court ruled that the subject debt was due and
payable, and that the Secretary of the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development was
authorized to seek administrative garnishment of up to 15% of Petitioner's wages in order to
satisfy the debt. {Id. at 3-4.)

Reconsideration of a prior decision is within the discretion of the administrative judge
and will not be granted "in the absence of compelling reasons, e.g., newly discovered material
evidence or clear error of fact or law." See Paul Dolman, HUDBCA No. 99-A-NY-Y41 (Nov. 4,
1999); AnthonyMesker, HUDBCA No. 94-C-CH-S379 (May 10,1995); William G Grammer,
HUDBCA No. 88-3092-H607 (Mar. 7,1988). Further, "it is not the purpose of reconsiderations
to afford a party the opportunity to reassert contentions that have been fully considered and
determined." See Seyedahma Mirhosseini, HUDBCA No. 95-A-SE-2615 (Jan. 13, 1995);
Charles Waltman, HUDBCA No. 97-A-NY-W196 (Sept. 21,1999).

In the Motion for Reconsideration of March 5,2013, Petitioner alleges that the
garnishment amount authorized in the Decision is "too much" and that it will cause financial
hardship. Moreover, Petitioner respectfully requests the Court to revisit its financial hardship
analysis because the amount in question was "based on [his] gross income." Petitioner, who
concedes that he initially failed to file documentation that would have allowed the Court to
determine his disposable income prior to issuing the Decision, has filed several pay statements.
This new evidence is crucial in accurately determining whether any garnishment would create a
substantial financial hardship on Petitioner. As a result, the Court will reconsider Petitioner's
case in light of the several pay statements that Petitioner filed. See 31 C.F.R. §285.1 l(k).






