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4. On December 28, 2012 (FAP); October 1,  2012 (MA), the Department sent notice of  

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

 
5. On February 1, 2013, 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 St amp 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 2004  PA 344.  The Depart ment (formerly known  
as the F amily Independence Agency) administ ers 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 Fede ral 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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Additionally, in this case the Department denied the Claimant's applic ation for FAP and 
MA due to verification issues.  Department policy provides the following: 
 

Send a negative action notice when: 
The client indicates refusal to provide a verification, or 
The time period giv en has elaps ed and the client has  not 
made a reasonable effort to provide it.  BAM 130 pp 5 
(January 1, 2012). 

 
The evidence presented established that  Claimant provided respons es to the 
Department’s verification request s and prov ided proof of employ ment.  App arently the 
Claimant did not prov ide a verification of loss of employment because sam e was  not  
requested.  The form sent was an employ ment verification which was c hanged and 
completed by the current empl oyer and re turned timely.  Additionally, the Claimant 
provided proof of rental of  the home she resides in and proof of another home her  
husband owns and t he rent re ceived.  The Depar tment wanted information regardin g 
another property that it did not advise the Claimant about ( ) which the 
Claimant credibly test ified was not owned by her h usband but was rented by him  
previously as part of a business  which c losed well before the current applic ation.  If the 
Department wanted specific inf ormation about this property, it should have asked 
specifically about that property .  As is demonstrated above, the Claimant did not fail to 
verify a pr operty as an owned property as her hus band did no t own it.  Further the 
Claimant provided the best available information regarding the sale of her car as no bill 
of sale was drafted as her husband receiv ed cash and signed over the title to the new 
owner.  As  regards the car sale,  Claimant w ent to the Secretary of State and testified 
she could no longer obtain a co py of the title as her hus band no longer owned the car.  
As the Claimant has testifi ed credibly under oath that the car was sold and the sale 
price, this is the best available information regarding the sale of the car. 
 
After review of the entire re cord presented and the testim ony of the witn esses, it is  
determined that the Department  incorrectly denied the Claim ant's application for failure 
to verify information. 
 
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. 
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Accordingly, the Depar tment’s 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. The Department shall re register the Claimant’s December 28, 2012 application for 

FAP and MA and shall process the applicat ion to determine eligibility.  The 
Department, if it deems that further information is required, shall issue a request for 
verification as appropriate.  

 
2. The Depar tment shall issue a supplem ent for FAP benefits t he Claimant is  

otherwise entitled to receive in accordance with Department policy. 
 
 

__________________________ 
Lynn M. Ferris 

Administrative Law Judge 
for Maura Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 
Date Signed:  March 21, 2013 
 
Date Mailed:   March 21, 2013 
 
NOTICE:  Michigan Administrative Hearing S ystem (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 order 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 i s 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, mathematical error, or other obvious errors in the hearing decision that 

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

 
Request must be submitted through the local DHS office or directly to MAHS by mail at  
 Michigan Administrative Hearings 
 Re consideration/Rehearing Request 
 P. O. Box 30639 
 Lansing, Michigan 48909-07322 

 4






