STATE OF MICHIGAN
MICHIGAN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING SYSTEM
ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS FOR THE
DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES

IN THE MATTER OF:

Reg. No.: 2014-16926
Issue No(s).: 6046

Case No.: H
Hearing Date: ebruary 6, 2014

County: St Joseph

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE: Michael S. Newell

HEARING DECISION

Following Claimant’s request for a hearing, this matter is before the undersigned
Administrative Law Judge pursuant to MCL 400.9 and 400.37; 7 CFR 273.15 to 273.18;
42 CFR 431.200 to 431.250; 45 CFR 99. 1 to 99.33; and 45 CFR 205.10. After due
notice, a telephone hearing wa s held on February 6, 2014, fr om Lansing, Michigan.
Participants on behalf of Claimant included Claimant. Participants on behalf of the
Department of Human Servic  es (Departm ent) included _ Elig ibility
Specialist.

ISSUE

Did the Department properly deny claimant DSS application?

FINDINGS OF FACT

The Administrative Law Judge, based on t he competent, material, and substantial
evidence on the whole record, finds as material fact:

1. In 2012, Claimant purchased a vehicle with S funds provided by the PATH
program through Work First.

2. On Septe mber 25, 2013, Claimantf illed out a Vehicle Re  quest form for
assistance with a vehicle purchase through direct support services. (Exhibit 2).

3. On November 15, 2013t he Department i ssued a Benefit Notice stating that
Claimant was not eligible for assist ance with a vehic le purchase because th e
Department made a prior purchase for Claimant in 2011 an d BEM 232 limit ed
vehicle purchases to once per lifetime. (Exhibit 1).

4. On December 16, 2013, the Department received Claimant’s hearing request.
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Department policies are contained in the Department of Human Service s Bridges
Administrative Manual (BAM), Department of Human Services Bridges Eligibility Manual
(BEM), D epartment of Human Servic  es Reference Tables Manual (RFT), and
Department of Human Services Emergency Relief Manual (ERM).

Direct Support Services (DSS) is establis hed by the Social Welfare Act, MCL 400.1-
.119b. The program is administered by the Departm ent pursuant to MCL 400.10 and
400.57a and Mich Admin Code R 400.3603.

Additionally, BEM 232, p 16 states in that the Department may:

Authorize up to $2,000 to pur chase, not lease, a vehicle to be used as a
participant’s primary means of transportati on for work or employment-
related activities. For FIP recipient s, refer to Clients Served by PAT H
earlier in this item. Vehicle purchase is limited to once in a client’s lifetime.
Prior approval through Bridges is required for this service.

Here, Claimant acknowledges that the Department had prev iously assisted her with a
vehicle purchase in 2011. Therefore, the Department acted in accordance with policy.

Claimant also argued that she reasonably relied on st atements for the Department that
she was or would be approved. The Administrative Law Judge does not have equitable
powers and is limited to det ermining whether the Departm ent followed polic y when it
issued the decision at issue. Thus, this issue is not addressed. The Department acted in
accordance with policy.

The Administrative Law Judge, based on the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of
Law, and for the reasons stated on the record, if any, finds that the Department acted in
accordance with Department policy when it denied Claimant’s DSS application.

DECISION AND ORDER

Accordingly, the Department’s decision is AFFIRMED.

sz

Michael S. Newell
Administrative Law Judge

for Maura Corrigan, Director
Department of Human Services

Date Signed: February 28, 2014

Date Mailed: February 28, 2014

NOTICE OF APPEAL: The claimant may appeal the Decision and Order to Circuit Court within 30 days
of the receipt of the Deci sion and Order or, if a ti mely Reque st for Re hearing or Recon sideration was
made, within 30 days of the re ceipt date of the Decision and Order of Rec onsideration or Rehearing
Decision.
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Michigan Administrative Hearing System (MAHS) may order a rehe aring or reconsideration on either its
own motion or at the req uest of a p arty within 30 days of the mailing date of this De cision and Order.
MAHS will not order a rehearing or reconsideration on the Department's motion where the final deci sion
cannot be implemented within 90 days of the filing of the original request (60 days for FAP cases).

A Request for Rehearing or Reconsideration may be granted when one of the following exists:

* Newly discovered evidence that existe d at the ti me of the o riginal hearing that could affect the
outcome of the original hearing decision;
Misapplication of manual policy or law in the hearing decision which led to a wrong conclusion;
Typographical, mathematical or other obvious error in the hearing decision that affects the rights
of the client;

e Failure of th e ALJ to a ddress i n the heari ng d ecision relevant issu es raised in the hearing
request.

The Department, AHR or the claimant must specify all reasons for the request. MAHS will not review any
response to a request for rehearing/reconsideration. A request must be received in MAHS within 30 days
of the date the hearing decision is mailed.
The written request must be faxed to (517) 335-6088 and be labeled as follows:

Attention: MAHS Rehearing/Reconsideration Request
If submitted by mail, the written request must be addressed as follows:

Michigan Administrative Hearings
Reconsideration/Rehearing Request

P.O. Box 30639
Lansing, Michigan 48909-07322

MSN/hj

CC:






