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maintaining, increasing or preventing reduc tion of program benefits or eligibility.  BAM  
720. 
 
The Department’s OIG requests IPV hearings for cases when: 
 

 benefit over-issuanc e are not forwarded to the 
prosecutor. 

 prosecution of welfare fraud is declined by the prosecutor 
for a reason other than lack of evidence, and  

 the total over-issuance amount is $1000 or more, or 
 the total over-issuance amount is less than $1000, and 
 the group has a previ ous intentional program 

violation, or 
 the alleged IPV involves FAP trafficking, or 
 the alleged fraud involves  c oncurrent receipt of  

assistance, 
 the alleged fraud is  committed by a state/government 

employee. 
 
A court or hearing decision that  finds a client committed IPV di squalifies that client from 
receiving program benefits.  A disqualified recipient r emains a member of an active 
group as long as he lives with  them.  Other eligible gr oup members may continue to 
receive benefits.  BAM 720. 
 
Clients who commit an IPV are disqualified for a standard di squalification period except 
when a court orders a different period, or except when the over-issuance relates to MA .  
Refusal to repay will not cause denial of  current or future MA if the client is otherwis e 
eligible.  BAM 710. Clients are disqualified for periods of one year fo r the first IPV, two 
years for the second IPV, lifet ime disqualification for the th ird IPV, and ten years for a 
concurrent receipt of benefits.  BAM 720. An individual convicted of a felony for the use, 
possession, or distribution of controlled s ubstances two or more times in separate 
periods will be permanently disqualified if both offenses occurred after August 22, 1996.  
BEM, Item 203, page 2. 
 
In the instant case, th e department OIG ha s established that the Respondent received 
an over issuance of FAP benefit s. Respondent failed to repor t that he was incarcerated 
and continued to rec eive F AP benefits from  3/29/07-11/27/07 and 10 /08/10-3/06/11. 
Respondent received a FAP over-issuanc e in the amount of $  from 9/01/10-
3/31/12, $  from 11/01/07 th rough 8/30/10 and $  from 4/01/07 through 8/30/01 
for a total over-issuance of $  for the time period 1/10/10-8/31/10. 
The department OIG has established by  t he necessary competent, substantial and 
material evidence on the record that cl aimant committed an Intentional Program 
Violation for the Food Assistanc e Program for whic h respondent  must be permanently  
disqualified. 
 

 
 
 






