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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’s hearing request indicates that she has telephoned and 
telephoned the OCS and cannot reach anyone and when she leaves messages, no one 
returns her telephone calls.  The statements contained in the hearing request were 
supported by the testimony of the Department’s ES at the hearing.  The ES testified that 
the Claimant has always cooperated with him, that he has no problem reaching the 
Claimant and that the Claimant has reported her ongoing problems reaching anyone at 
OCS to the ES for the last year.  The ES testified that the OCS has only recently 
returned the Claimant’s telephone calls and that there finally appears to be some 
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progress with the OCS and the Claimant possibly establishing her cooperation.  When 
asked directly by the Administrative Law Judge, the ES could not testify what the 
Claimant did or failed to do that constitutes her non-cooperation. 
 
Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) 255 (2011) p. 7, 8, provides that cooperation with OCS 
in the process of establishing paternity is a condition of eligibility for FAP and MA.  Not 
contacting the OCS Support Specialist can constitute non-cooperation.  In this case, 
however, the evidence indicates that the Claimant has been repeatedly telephoning the 
OCS and that she receives no return telephone call.  There is no other evidence in the 
record as to what would constitute her non-cooperation.  As such, the Administrative 
Law Judge determines that the evidence is insufficient to establish that the Department 
was acting in accordance with its policy when taking action to close the Claimant’s MA 
case and sanction the Claimant’s FAP case. 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions 
of Law finds that the Department  did act properly.   did not act properly when 
closing the Claimant’s MA case and sanctioning the Claimant’s FAP case. 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s  AMP  FIP  FAP  MA  SDA  CDC decision 
is  AFFIRMED  REVERSED. 
 

 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 reinstate the Claimant’s MA case back to May 1, 2013 
and remove the Claimant’s FAP sanction back to May 1, 2013, and 
 

2.  Initiate action to issue the Claimant any supplement she may thereafter be 
due. 

 
 

/s/         
Susanne E. Harris 

Administrative Law Judge 
for Maura Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 
Date Signed:  7/1/13 
 
Date Mailed:  7/1/13 
 






