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4. At the hearing the Depar tment acknowledged that th e Claimant  did not re ceive 
her full FAP benefits for t he months beginning June 1, 2012 through March 31, 
2013 due to the fact that the Claimant’s cooperation status was not put i n the 
system.  

 
5. The Claimant requested a hearing on February 11, 2013 protesting the reduction 

of her FAP benefits and the clos ure of her  Medical As sistance case due to non-
cooperation with child support.  

  
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
 The Food Assistanc e Program (FAP) [form erly known as the Food Stamp (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 pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq ., and 1999 AC, Rule 
400.3001 through Rule 400.3015. 
 

The Medical Ass istance (MA) program is est ablished by the Title XIX of th e Social 
Security Act and is im plemented by Title 42 of  the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).   
The Department of Human Services (formerly known as the Family Independ ence 
Agency) administers the MA program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq ., and MC L 
400.105.  Department polic ies are found in the Bri dges Administrative Manual (BAM), 
the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the Program Reference Manual (PRM). 
 

 The Family  Independence Program (FIP) was established purs uant 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 1999 AC, Rule 400.3101 
through Rule 400.3131.  FIP replaced the Aid to Dependent Children (ADC) program 
effective October 1, 1996.   
 

The Child Development and Care program is established by Titles IVA, IVE and XX 
of the Social Security  Act, the Child Ca re and Development Bloc k Grant of 1990, and 
the Personal Responsibility and Work Opport unity Reconciliation Act of 1996.  The 
program is implement ed by Title 45 of the Code of F ederal Regulations, Parts 98 and 
99.  The Department of Hum an Services (formerly known as the Family Independe nce 
Agency) provides services to adults and  children pursuant to  MCL 400.14(1) and 
Michigan Administrative Code Rules R 400.5001-5015.  Depar tment polic ies ar e 
contained in the Bridges Administrative Ma nual (BAM ), the Bridges  Eligibility Manua l 
(BEM) and the Bridges Reference Manual (BRM). 
 
In the record presented, the D epartment and the Office of Child Support (“OCS”)  
acknowledged and agreed that the Claimant had provided information to the OCS which 
caused the OCS to fi nd Claimant in cooper ation as of January 3, 2012.  Based upon 
this stipulation it is determined that the cooperation s tatus date is undisput ed and th e 
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Claimant should hav e been included as a me mber of her FAP group and her medical 
assistance should have been reinstated once  her cooperation was establis hed.  T he 
fact that the OCS did not provide proper information to the Department or input the 
cooperation date to t he Bridges System to advise the Department does not change the 
facts.  At the hearing the D epartment indicated that as of  June 1, 2012 through Marc h 
31, 2013 the Claimant had been removed fr om her FAP group due to non cooperation 
and that her removal was not correct.   
 
Based upon the record as a whole, it is determined that the Claimant was in cooperation 
as of January 3, 2012 and was entitled to be restored to her FAP group and her Medical 
Assistance case should have been reins tated as of June 1, 2012.   Therefore the 
Department’s action is  reversed and the Claimant’s should be  reinstated in a ccordance 
with Department policy.   
 
Based upon the information that  has been provided  by the Claimant, and the testimony 
of the parti es, it is determined that the Claimant has cooperated with the OCS as of  
January 3, 2012. Thus, the Department improperly failed to reinstate the Claimant to her 
FAP group and reinstate the Claimant’s Medical Assistance. 
  

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
The Administrative Law Judge, based on the above findings of fact and conclusions of 
law, finds the Department improperly cl osed the Claimant’s Medical Ass istance and 
Child Development and Care case and improperly removed the Claimant from her FAP 
group for non cooperation wit h child support.  The De partment’s actions  are 
REVERSED. 
 
Accordingly it is ORDERED: 
 

1. The Department shall reinstate the Claimant to her FAP group based on the date 
of cooperation January 3, 2012 and re instate the MA case based on  the 
cooperation date of January 3, 2012 in accordance with Department policy.  

 
2. The Department shall issue a supplem ent to the Claimant for FAP benefit s she 

was otherwise entitled to re ceive beginning June 1, 2012 remo val date th rough 
March 31, 2013 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 






