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HEARING DECISION 
 

 This matter is before the undersigned Administrative Law Judge pursuant to MCL 

400.9 and MCL 400.37 upon the Claimant’s  request for hearing submitted on July 28,  

2010.  After due notice, a telephone heari ng was  conducted in Oakland County,  

Michigan on April 25,  2011 .  The Claimant was present and testified.   

Case Manager, and  Family Independence Manager appeared on 

behalf of the Department. 

ISSUE 

 Whether the Department properly clos ed t he Claimant’s Family Independence 

Program (“FIP”) due to excess income. 

 Whether the Department properly denied the Claimant’s Food As sistance (FAP) 

application as she and her two children were already active in another group. 

 Whether the Department properly deni ed the Claimant’s CDC application for 

refusal to cooperate and respond to the request for verification by the due date. 
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FINDINGS OF FACT 

 The Administrative Law Judge, based on the competent, material and substantial 

evidence on the whole record, finds as material fact: 

1. The Claimant applied, on May 13, 2010, for FIP Cash Assistance, Food 

Assistance (FAP), Medical Assistance, and Child Development and Care 

(CDC) benefits. 

2. The Department denied the Claimant’s FAP application on May 13, 2010, 

because the Claimant and her children were already included in an open 

case at the time of her application.  The Claimant was included in the 

Claimant’s husband, case. Exhibits 1 and 4. 

3. The Department granted the Claimant FIP Cash Assistance in June 2010 

and reduced the Claimant’s Cash assistance, July 1, 2010, to $10 per 

month because the Claimant began working.  Exhibits 2 and 4.  

4. The pay stubs submitted by the Claimant indicate that she began working 

in mid July 2010 but did not receive any income until August 2010.  Exhibit 

3. 

5. The Claimant reported to the Department, on June 30, 2010, that she was 

to begin working in mid July 2010. 

6. The Claimant began working two jobs in July, but the Department could 

not verify at the hearing when the Claimant began to receive income from 

her employment.  Exhibit 3. 

7. The Department agreed to recalculate the Claimant’s FIP benefits for the 

month of July 2010 to determine whether the Claimant’s FIP should have 

been reduced in July or August 2010. 
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8. The Claimant’s CDC application was denied as the verification information 

that was received from the Claimant’s with regard to her children was not 

complete and the provider information was incomplete causing the 

Claimant’s CDC application to be denied.   Based on this explanation, the 

Claimant agreed that she no longer wished to proceed with a hearing 

regarding this issue.  Exhibit 2, 4, and  5. 

9. The Claimant requested a hearing on July 28, 2010, protesting the denial 

of her food assistance and CDC denial and the reduction of her FIP cash 

assistance benefits.   

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The Family  Independence Pr ogram (FIP) was established pursuant to  the 

Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996, Public L aw 

104-193, 8 USC 601, et seq.  The Department of Human Services (formerly known as 

the Family  Independence Agency) administers  the FIP program pursuant to MCL 

400.10, et seq. , and MAC R 400.3101-3131.  The FIP program replaced the Aid t o 

Dependent Children (ADC) program effective October 1, 1996.  Department policies are 

found in the Program Administrative Manual  (PAM ), the Program  Eligibility Manual 

(PEM) and the Program Reference Manual (PRM.   

Under Bridges Adm inistrative Manual Item 600, client s have the right to contest 

any agenc y decision affecting eligibility or benefit levels whenever they believe the 

decision is  illegal.  The ag ency provides  an Administrati ve Hearing to review the 

decision and determine if it is  appropriate.  Agency policy includes procedures to meet 

the minimal requirements for a fair hearing.  Efforts to cl arify and resolve the client’s 
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concerns start when the agency receives a hearing request and c ontinues through the 

day of the hearing. 

In this case, the Department agreed to review whether it properly reduced the 

Claimant’s FIP benefits in July 2010 instead of August 2010. The Department agreed to 

determine, based on the time the Claimant reported the beginning of her employment 

and actually received employment earnings, whether it may have improperly 

(prematurely) reduced the Claimant’s benefits in July 2010.  The Department agreed 

that it would review when the Claimant began receiving income from her two jobs, which 

she began in July 2010 and make a determination as to whether the reduction of the 

Claimant’s FIP benefits should have begun in August 2010 instead of July 2010 and if 

so to issue a supplement to the Claimant for FIP benefits she was otherwise entitled to 

receive.  

The Claimant indicated that this was acceptable and that she no longer wished to 

proceed with the hearing.  Since the Cla imant and the Department have come to an 

agreement, it is unnecessary for this Admi nistrative Law Judge to make a decision 

regarding the facts and issues in this case. 

CHILD DEVELOPMENT AND CARE 

The Child Development and Care program is established by Titles IVA, IVE and 

XX of the Social Security Act, the Child Care and Development Block Grant of 1990, 

and the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996.  The 

program is implemented by Title 45 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Parts 98 and 

99.  The Department of Human Services (formerly known as the Family Independence 

Agency) provides services to adults and children pursuant to MCL 400.14(1) and MAC 

R 400.5001-5015.  Department policies are contained in the Bridges Administrative 



  201122515/LMF 

5 

Manual (BAM), the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the Bridges Program 

Reference Manual (PRM).  

 At the hearing, the Department explained that the Claimant’s application for CDC 

was denied due to the provid er information not being veri fied in a timely m anner and 

verification information regardi ng the Claimant’s children was not timely  provided .  

Exhibits 4 and 5.  Based upon the explanation received and the document ary evidence 

provided by the Department, the Claimant  i ndicated that she was satisfied with the 

explanation and no longer wis hed to proc eed with t he hearing regarding the CDC 

application denial.  

FOOD ASSISTANCE 

The Food Assistance Program (FAP) (formerly known as the Food Stamp (FS) 

program) is establis hed by  the Food St amp Act of 1977, as amended, and  is  

implemented by the federal r egulations contained in Title 7 of the Code of Federal 

Regulations (CFR).  The Department of Human Services (formerly known as the Family 

Independence Agency) administers the FA P program pursuant  to CML 400.10 et seq., 

and MAC R 400.3001-3015.   Department policies are found in the Bridges  

Administrative Manua l (BAM), the Bridges  Elig ibility Manual (B EM) and the Bridges  

Reference Manual (BRM). 

 In this instance the Department denied  the Claimant’s  FAP application bec ause 

the Claimant and her two childr en where al ready open in another FAP group a s 

members with her husband.  Exhibit 1.  The Department policy provides: 

A person cannot be a member of more than one FAP 
Certified Group (CG) in any month. BEM 222, page 2.  
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Based upon the foregoing policy,  the Department correctly denied the Claimant’s 

FAP application, as she was already receiving benefits as a result of her membership in 

her husband’s group, and its determination is affirmed.  

DECISION AND ORDER 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon  the findings of fact and conc lusions 

of law, finds that the D epartment and Claimant have come to a settlement regarding 

claimant’s request for a hearing regarding  the reduction of her FIP benefits and the 

Department has agreed to review the issue to determine whether it correctly reduced 

the FIP benefits in July 2010 ins tead of August 2010 based on income received an d 

therefore it is unnecessary to render a decision.    

The Administrative Law Judge based upon the findings of fact and conclusions of 

law finds that the Departm ent correctly denied the Cla imant’s May 13, 2010 Food 

Assistance Application and its determination is AFFIRMED.  

The Claimant’s request for hearing regarding the Department’s denial of her CDC 

application is DISMISSED, as  the Claimant agreed after th e explanation giv en by the 

Department and review of the documentary evidence that the verifications regarding the 

CDC provider and her children we re not received by the Department by the verification 

checklist due date.  

Accordingly, it is ORDERED 

1. The Department shall determine whether it correctly reduced the 
Claimant’s FIP benefits in July 2010, or whether the FIP benefits should 
have been reduced beginning August 2010 based upon income 
verification regarding when the Claimant received income from her 
employment in July 2010.  

 
2. The Department shall supplement the Claimant for any FIP benefits she 

was otherwise entitled to receive in July 2010, if any, based upon the 
Department’s determination in paragraph 1 of this order.  
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3. The Claimant’s request for hearing, regarding the denial of her CDC 
application, is hereby dismissed as the Claimant, at the hearing, indicated 
that she understood the reason for the denial and was satisfied with the 
Department’s determination and no longer wished to proceed with the 
hearing.  

 
 
 

________________________________ 
     Lynn M. Ferris 

     Administrative Law Judge 
     for Maura Corrigan, Director  

     Department of Human Services 
 

Date Signed:  05/18/11 
  
Date Mailed:  05/20/11 
 
NOTICE:  Administrative Hearings may or der a rehearing or  reconsideration on either  
its own motion or at t he request  of a party within 30 days of the mailing date of this 
Decision and Order.  Administrative Hear ings will not orde r a rehearing or  
reconsideration on the Department's mo tion where the final decis ion cannot be 
implemented within 90 days of the filing of the original request.   
 
The Claimant may appeal the Decision and Order  to Circuit Court within 30 days of the 
mailing of the Decis ion and Order or, if a ti mely request for rehearing was made, within  
30 days of the receipt date of the rehearing decision. 
 
LMF/dj 
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