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28. Goldberg v. Kelly
397 U.S. 254 (1970)
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( Welfare benefits are a matter of statutory entitlement for persons
qualified to receive them and their termination involves state action
that adjudicates important rights, and procedural due process is
applicable to termination of welfare benefits. Extent to which
procedural due process must be afforded welfare recipient is influenced
by extent to which he may be condemned to suffer grievous loss and
depends on whether recipient’s interest in avoiding that loss outweighs
governmental interest in summary adjudication. Fundamental
requisite of due process of law is opportunity to be heard and hearing
must be at meaningful time and in meaningful manner. Due process
requirement of opportunity to be heard must be tailored to capacities
and circumstances of those who are to be heard. )
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( Decisionmaker’s conclusion as to welfare recipient’s eligibility to
public assistance payments must rest solely on legal rules and evidence
adduced at pre-termination hearing. And, to demonstrate compliance
with that requirement, decisionmaker should state reasons for his
determination and indicate evidence he relied on, though his statement
need not amount to full opinion or even formal findings of fact and

conclusions of law. )
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