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5. On April 30, 2012, the Department sent notice of the  
 denial of Claimant’s application.  
 closure of Claimant’s case. 
 reduction of Claimant’s benefits. 

 
6. On May 9, 2012, Claimant filed a hearing request, protesting the  

 denial of claimant’s application.      
 closure of Claimant’s case.      
 reduction of Claimant’s benefits.  

 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
Department policies are found in the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), the Bridges 
Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the Reference Tables Manual (RFT).   
 

 The Family Independence Progr am (FIP) was established pursuant to  the Personal 
Responsibility and W ork Opportunity Reconc iliation Act of 1996, Public Law 104-193,  
42 USC 601, et seq .  The Department (formerly k nown as the Family Independence  
Agency) administers FIP pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and 1997 AACS R 400.3101-
3131.  FI P replac ed the Aid to Depe ndent Children (ADC) program effective 
October 1, 1996.   
 

 The Food Assistanc e Program (FAP) [fo rmerly known as the Food Sta mp (FS) 
program] is establis hed by  the Food Stamp Act of 1977, as amend ed, and is  
implemented by the federal r egulations contained in Title 7 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR).  The Department (formerly known as the Family Independenc e 
Agency) administers FAP pur suant to MCL 400. 10, et seq ., and 1997 AACS R 
400.3001-3015  
 

 The Medical Ass istance (MA) program is es tablished by the Title XIX of the Soc ial 
Security Act and is im plemented by Title 42 of  the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).   
The Department (formerly known as the F amily Independence Agency)  administers the 
MA program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MCL 400.105.   
 

 The State Disability Assistance (SDA) progr am which provides financial as sistance 
for disabled persons is established by 20 04 PA 344.  The Depar tment (formerly known  
as the F amily Independence Agency) admini sters the SDA program pursuant to M CL 
400.10, et seq., and 1998-2000 AACS R 400.3151-400.3180.   
 

 The Child Development and Care  (CDC) program is establis hed by Titles IVA, IVE 
and XX of  the Soc ial Security Act, the Ch ild Care and Developm ent 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 F ederal Regulations, Parts 98 
and 99.  T he Department provides servic es to adult s and children pursuant to MCL 
400.14(1) and 1997 AACS R 400.5001-5015.   
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The Department denied Claimant’s applicat ion for failure to comply with th e 
requirements of two VCL’s, (Exhibits A and B).  Exhibit  A reques ted general financial 
eligibility information and Exhibit B was a M edical Determination Verifi cation Checklist.  
Claimant also missed scheduled appointments fo r a face to face interview for whic h 
notice was  provided. The Notice of Cas e Acti on (Exhibit E) confi rms that Claimant’s 
application was denied for failure to verify.  
 
At the hear ing, Claimant did not dispute rec eipt of the appointment notice(s).  Claimant 
testified that he is on parole a nd as a condit ion of release he wear s a tether.  He is not  
able to leave the home unless  his destination has been approved by his  parole officer 
and is on “the list.” He was not able to contac t his parole office in order to secure 
permission to attend the appoint ment(s).  In addition, Claimant test ified that he did not 
telephone the Department, but focused on attempts to contact his parole officer. 
 
Claimant did not as sert that  he attempted to provide any of the documentation 
requested by the VCLs.   
 
The ev idence is uncontrover ted that Claim ant did not  provide the required information 
identified on the VCL that would allow the Department to make a determination 
regarding eligibility for benefits. 
 
The Department’s author ization to request verificati on of information is found in 
Department of Human Services  Bridges Ad ministrative Manual (BAM) 130 (May 1, 
2012).  Policy governing the scheduling of interviews is found at BAM 115. 
 
In the instant case, Claimant failed to veri fy the requested information and attend the 
face to face appointm ent.  Thus, the Depar tment acted properly in denying Claimant’s 
application for benefits. 
 
Based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and for the reasons 
stated on the record, the Administrative Law Judge concludes that the Department  

 properly      improperly 
 

 closed Claimant’s case. 
 denied Claimant’s application. 
 reduced Claimant’s benefits. 

 
DECISION AND ORDER 

 
The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions 
of Law, and for the reasons stated on the record, finds that the Department  

 did act properly   did not act properly. 
 
 
 






