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	In the First-tier Tribunal
(Social Entitlement Chamber)

	Tribunal Ref: [COMPLETE THIS]


BETWEEN
	[TITLE] [FIRST NAME] [LAST NAME]
	Appellant

	-and-
	

	Secretary of State for Work and Pensions
	Respondent


_______________

Reply for appellant
_______________

1. [FIRST NAME] [LAST NAME] (‘A’) appeals against the decision of the Secretary of State for Work and Pensions (‘SSWP’) dated [DECISION DATE] on the basis that the housing costs used to calculate A’s Universal Credit (‘UC’) award are incorrect.
Relevant facts
2. [DATE]: A claimed UC.  A incorrectly stated, as part of their claim, that they paid rent of [INCORRECT FIGURE] per month.  In fact, their rent was [CORRECT FIGURE] per month.
3. [DATE]: A was awarded UC, the UC award was calculated using the incorrect rent figure.  This meant that A’s UC was [INCORRECT UC AWARD] rather than the amount it would have been had the correct rent figure been used – [CORRECT UC AWARD].
4. [DATE]: A provided the correct rent figure and, within 13 months of the date of the original decision, applied for a revision of the original decision awarding UC.

5. [DATE]: DWP refused to revise the original decision, instead superseding the award to include the correct rent figure from the Assessment Period (‘AP’) dated [AP DATES] but leaving all the preceding APs unchanged.
Representations

6. At the date of the original decision A had rent of [CORRECT FIGURE].  The award was calculated using a rent of [INCORRECT FIGURE].  A’s UC entitlement was calculated using the incorrect rent figure, the original decision was therefore wrong.
7. A applied for a revision within 13 months of the date of the original decision.  The appropriate means of changing the award was by an any grounds revision under reg.5 of the Universal Credit, Personal Independence Payment, Jobseeker’s Allowance and Employment and Support Allowance (Decisions and Appeals) Regulations 2013 (‘the D&A Regs’).

8. Instead of carrying out a revision the SSWP superseded the award to include the correct rent in the UC entitlement calculation from the AP dated [AP DATES].  Superseding the award rather than revising it was incorrect, reg.32 of the D&A Regs states that a decision which may be revised may not be superseded.

Disposal
9. The tribunal must now revise the original decision on the grounds that A’s entitlement had been calculated based on an incorrect rent figure and that A’s entitlement at the date of the decision should have been [CORRECT UC AWARD].
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