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because was 18 years old at the time of application and no longer attending 
high school, he was not a dependent child for FIP purposes and would not be a 
mandatory member of Claimant’s FIP group.  BEM 210 (January 2013), pp. 1, 4.  
Because would not be considered in determining Claimant’s FIP eligibility, the 
Department’s error concerning school attendance is harmless in this case.   
 
The Department also testified that it denied Claimant’s application because she 
identified and school enrollment as “half-time.”  As a condition of 
FIP eligibility, dependent children ages 6 through 17 must attend school full time.  BEM 
245 (June 2013), pp. 1, 2.  Although Claimant denied identifying her children in her 
application as being enrolled half time, a review of the June 24, 2013, online application 
shows that Claimant listed the children as being enrolled half time.  Although Claimant 
may have erred in identifying the children’s enrollment, through her electronic signature 
she certified that she understood the questions and statements on the application form 
and swore that her answers were correct and complete to the best of her knowledge.  
Thus, the Department could properly rely on Claimant’s responses in her application in 
assessing her FIP eligibility.   
 
It is noted that Department policy provides that schools determine the level of 
enrollment (such as full-time, half-time, or part-time) and attendance compliance and 
that the Department must verify school enrollment and attendance at application 
beginning at age 7 through a DHS-3380 (Verification of Student Information), telephone 
contact with the school, or other acceptable documentation that is on official business 
letterhead.  BEM 245, pp. 4-5, 7-8.  However, the Department may deny a FIP 
application if it is clear from the application or other sources that the group is ineligible.  
BAM 115 (July 2013), p. 15.  Verification is not required when the client is clearly 
ineligible.  BAM 130 (May 2012), p. 1.  Because Claimant identified her two minor 
children ages 9 and 12 as not attending school full time on her application, the 
Department acted in accordance with Department policy when it denied the FIP 
application without seeking further verification.   
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
With respect to Claimant’s August 14, 2013, request for hearing concerning her SDA 
application, because the Department has not acted on the SDA application, Claimant’s 
request for hearing concerning the SDA application is DISMISSED.   
 
With respect to Claimant’s August 14, 2013, request for hearing concerning the 
Department’s denial of her FIP application, the Department’s FIP decision is 
AFFIRMED.  
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