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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

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

 The Family  Independence Program (FIP) was established pursuant to the Personal 
Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996, Public Law 104-193, 
42 USC 601, et seq.  The Department (formerly known as the Family Independence 
Agency) administers FIP pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and Mich Admin Code, R 
400.3101 through R 400.3131.  FIP replaced the Aid to Dependent Children (ADC) 
program effective October 1, 1996.   
 

 The Food Assistance Program (FAP) [formerly known as the Food Stamp (FS) 
program] is established by the Food Stamp Act of 1977, as amended, and is 
implemented by the federal regulations contained in Title 7 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR).  The Department (formerly known as the Family Independence 
Agency) administers FAP pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and Mich Admin Code, R 
400.3001 through R 400.3015. 
 

 The Medical Assistance (MA) program is established by the Title XIX of the Social 
Security Act and is implemented by Title 42 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).  
The Department of Human Services (formerly known as the Family Independence 
Agency) administers the MA program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MCL 
400.105.   
 

 The Adult Medical Program (AMP) is established by 42 USC 1315, and is 
administered by the Department pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq.   
 

 The State Disability Assistance (SDA) program, which provides financial assistance 
for disabled persons, is established by 2004 PA 344.  The Department of Human 
Services (formerly known as the Family Independence Agency) administers the SDA 
program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and 2000 AACS, R 400.3151 through R 
400.3180.   
 

 The Child Development and Care (CDC) 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 provides services to adults and children pursuant to MCL 
400.14(1) and Mich Admin Code, R 400.5001 through R 400.5015.  
 
In this case, the Claimant testified that she moved from one county to another and that 
she had two case workers in her previous county and three different case workers in her 
current county.  The Department testified that her new income was prospected and her 
group composition was reduced by one.  The Claimant testified that after her income 
was verified, in November and December 1, 2012, she called her workers to report that 
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her hours were less than 40 hours a week.   The Claimant testified that she continued to 
call in December and then in January and in February of 2013 as well.  The Department 
testified that the Claimant has had three different workers in their county and that her 
verification of income was received on or about January 10, 2013 and that the 
Claimant’s income has not decreased as the Claimant has asserted.  The Claimant 
contested that her income has not decreased.   
 
There is no current verification of the Claimant’s earned income in the record and how 
much the Claimant is currently earning and has earned in November, December and 
January is a contested fact.  Furthermore, the uncontested testimony of the Claimant is 
that she has been attempting to report a reduction in income since November, but could 
not get return calls from any of the different workers she has had until recently.  
Furthermore, the Administrative Law Judge questioned why the Claimant’s gross 
income was listed under the net earned income column in the budget and the 
Department could not answer that question.  Therefore, the evidence is found to be 
insufficient to establish that the Department was acting in accordance with their policy 
when taking action to reduce the Claimant’s monthly FAP allotment.  
 

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 when      .   did not act properly when taking action to 
reduce the Claimant’s monthly FAP allotment. 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s  AMP  FIP  FAP  MA  SDA  CDC decision 
is  AFFIRMED  REVERSED for the reasons stated on the record. 
 

 THE DEPARTMENT IS ORDERED TO DO THE FOLLOWING WITHIN 10 DAYS OF 
THE DATE OF MAILING OF THIS DECISION AND ORDER: 
 

1. Initiate action to re-determine the Claimant’s eligibility for FAP based on all 
current and past check stubs back to November 1, 2012. 

 
2. Initiate action to issue the Claimant any supplements that she may thereafter be 

due.  
 

 
__________________________ 

Susanne E. Harris 
Administrative Law Judge 

for Maura Corrigan, Director 
Department of Human Services 

Date Signed:  3/22/13 
Date Mailed:  3/22/13 






