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6. Claimant credibly argued that she has not had significant month to month 
changes in her income/deductions that would explain the significant 
changes in her MA deduction and FAP allotment.  

 
7. DHS misunderstood the scope of claimant’s dispute and was not prepared 

to review claimant’s budgets. 
 
8. The hearing summary indicates that claimant refused a prehearing 

conference. Unrefuted evidence on the record is that none was offered.  
  

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

MCL 24.278(2) allows for disposition to be made of a contested case hearing by 
stipulation or agreed upon settlement. Claimant and the agency’s representative 
reached an agreed upon settlement during the July 6, 2011 evidentiary hearing. The 
terms of the settlement are set forth as follows: 
 

The department agreed to review claimant’s MA and FAP budgets from 
March 11, 2011 and ongoing. The DHS agreed to prepare a statement 
indicating the income and deductions used each month in each budget. 
The department indicated that it expected to contact claimant and arrange 
an in-person meeting to review the statement. 
 
The Administrative Law Judge orders the department to give claimant a 
copy of the statement with a date. Claimant shall retain a right to hearing 
for 90 days from the date of the statement should she dispute the 
calculation.   
 
The department agreed to give claimant a copy of the MA deduction 
budget for her review. 

 
DECISION AND ORDER 

 
The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the agree settlement as specified herein, 
ORDERS the department to initiate the actions as set forth herein. 
 

 
 

                                                        __/S/_______________________ 
      Janice G. Spodarek 

 Administrative Law Judge 
 for Maura D. Corrigan, Director 
 Department of Human Services 

Date Signed:_ July 13, 2011  __   
 
Date Mailed:_   July 18, 2011    _ 






