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 closed Claimant’s case 
 reduced Claimant’s benefits  

for failure to submit verification in a timely manner. 
 
5. On March 13, 2013,  the Department sent notice of the  

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

 
6. On April 11, 2013, Claimant filed a hearing request, protesting the  

 denial.      closure.      reduction.  
 

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 1999 AC, R 400.3101 
through Rule 400.3131.  FIP replaced the Aid to Dependent  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 pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and 1999 AC, R 400.3001 
through Rule 400.3015.  
 

 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 2000 AACS, R 400.3151 through Rule 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 1999 AC, R 400.5001 through Rule 400.5015.   
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 The State Emergency Relief  (SER) program is establ ished by 2 004 PA 344.  The 
SER progr am is administer ed pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq ., and by, 1999 AC, R 
400.7001 through Rule 400.7049.   Department polic ies are found in the State 
Emergency Relief Manual (ERM).   
 
Additionally, the depar tment caseworker testified that the clai mant failed to turn in her 
required verification of Semi-Annual Contact R eport, DHS 1046, to ve rify eligibility by  
the due date, which resulted in her case bei ng closed.  The department caseworker did 
receive her employment verification  on Fe bruary 5, 2013, but not  her DHS 1046.  The 
department caseworker then sent  the claimant a Notice of  Potential Food Assistanc e 
(FAP) clos ure, DHS 1046-A on March 10, 2013 stating that the claimant was still 
missing her DHS 1046 and that  her FAP woul d be c losed effec tive March 31, 2013.  
BEM 130, 400, and 500.   
 
Subsequently, the claimant and the department case worker had tele phone 
conversations and communicated by email.   The department caseworker  told the 
claimant that she was  recertifying her F AP.  The claimant mistakenly thought that the 
department casework er had found the DHS 104 6 and was r ecertifying her case.  
However, the department caseworker was recertifying her employment income only and 
still had not received the DHS 10 46-A.  The claimant stated that she turned in her DHS 
1046-A at the same time as her employment verification, but only listed what was on top 
when she signed in to the log sheet.   
 
This Adminstrative Law Judge finds the claim ant to be credible that she did t urn in her  
DHS 1046-A even though the department ca seworker did not receive it.  The 
department is ordered to redetermine the cl aimant’s eligibility retroactive to 
April 1, 2013. 
 
Based upon the abov e Findings of Fact and Conclus ions 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. 
 
Accordingly, the Depar tment’s decision is  AFFIRMED  REVERSED for the  
reasons stated on the record. 
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 THE DEPARTMENT IS ORDERED TO DO THE FOLLOWING WITHIN 10 DAYS OF 
THE DATE OF MAILING OF THIS DECISION AND ORDER: 
 
1. Initiate a redetermination of the Claimant’s eligibility for FAP by sending a 

verification checklist for the DHS-1046 A. 
 
2. Provide the Claimant with written notification of the Department’s revised eligibility 

determination. 
 
3. Issue the Claimant any retroactive benefits she/he may be eligible to receive, if any. 
 
 

/s/__________________________ 
Carmen G. Fahie 

Administrative Law Judge 
For Maura Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 
Date Signed:  May 21, 2013 
 
Date Mailed:   May 21, 2013 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 






