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People convicted of certain crimes, fugitive  felons, and probation or parole violators are 
not eligible for assistance. 
 
An individual convicted of a felony for the use, possession, or distribution of controlled 
substances two or more times will be permanent ly disqualified if both offenses occurred 
after August 22, 1996.  (BEM 203).   
 
Based on the testimony and the exhibits prov ided, I find the Claimant has at least two 
separate drug related felony conv ictions that arose after August 22, 1996.  T herefore, I 
find the Department properly denied the Claimant’s FAP application.    
 

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 reco rd, finds that the Department did act 
properly.  
 
Accordingly, the Department’s FAP decision is AFFIRMED.    

 
 
 

/s/__________________________ 
Corey A. Arendt 

Administrative Law Judge 
For Maura Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 
Date Signed:  September 28, 2012 
 
Date Mailed:   September 28, 2012 
 
NOTICE:  Michigan Administrative Hearing Syst em (MAHS) may order a rehearing or  
reconsideration on either its own motion or at the request of a par ty within 30 days  of 
the mailing date of this Dec ision and Order .  MAHS will not or der 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.  (60 days for FAP cases) 
 
The Claimant may appeal the Decision and Order  to Circuit Court within 30 days of the 
receipt of the Dec ision and Order or, if a timely request for r ehearing was made, within 
30 days of the receipt date of the rehearing decision. 
 
Claimant may request a rehearing or reconsideration for the following reasons: 
 

 A rehearing MAY be granted if there is newly discovered evidence that could  affect the 
outcome of the original hearing decision. 

 A reconsideration MAY be granted for any of the following reasons: 
 misapplication of manual policy or law in the hearing decision,  
 typographical errors, math ematical error, or other obvious errors in the he aring decision 

that effect the substantial rights of the claimant: 
 the failure of the ALJ to address other relevant issues in the hearing decision. 
 






