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SDA, MA, AMP, and/or TMAP are not active. The packet is sent to the mailing address 
in Bridges. The packet is sent to the physical address when there is no mailing address. 
The packet is also sent to the MA authorized representative on file. 

Redetermination/review forms may include: 

 DHS-574, Redetermination Telephone Interview (FIP and FAP). 
 DHS-1010, Redetermination (all programs). 
 DHS-1046, Semi-Annual Contact Report (FAP). 
 DHS-1171, Assistance Application (all programs). 
 DHS-2240-A, Mid-Certification Contact Notice (MA and FAP). 
 DHS-2063-B, Continuing Your Food Assistance Benefits (FAP). 
 DHS-4574, Medicaid Application for Long-Term Care. 
 DCH-0373-D, MI Child and Healthy Kids Application. 

The packet includes the following as determined by the TOA to be 
redetermined: 

 Redetermination/review form indicated above. 
 Notice of review as determined by policy.  
 Interview date. 
 Interview type. 
 Place and time. 
 Required verifications. 
 Due date. 
 Return envelope. 

FAP Only 

If the DHS-1171 and the DHS-2063-B must be manually sent, mail them no later than 
two workdays before the first day of the redetermination month. If the forms are not 
mailed within that time period, adjust the timely filing date; see FAP Timely And 
Untimely Filing Date in this item. 

Clients may be, but are not required to be, interviewed before the timely filing date. 
BAM, Item 210, pages 6-7. 

 DHS-4574, Medicaid Application for Long-Term Care. 
 DCH-0373-D, MI Child and Healthy Kids Application. 

The packet includes the following as determined by the TOA to be redetermined: 

 Redetermination/review form indicated above. 
 Notice of review as determined by policy.  
 Interview date. 
 Interview type. 
 Place and time. 
 Required verifications. 
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 Due date. 
 Return envelope. 

FAP Only 

If the DHS-1171 and the DHS-2063-B must be manually sent, mail them no later than 
two workdays before the first day of the redetermination month. If the forms are not 
mailed within that time period, adjust the timely filing date; see FAP Timely and 
Untimely Filing Date in this item. 

Clients may be, but are not required to be, interviewed before the timely filing date. 

In order to receive uninterrupted benefits, (benefits available on his/her scheduled 
issuance date) the client must file the redetermination through MI Bridges or file either a 
DHS-1010, Redetermination, DHS-1171, Assistance Application, or a DHS-2063B, 
Continuing Food Assistance Benefits, by the 15th of the redetermination month. 

Verifications are due the same date as the redetermination/review interview. When an 
interview is not required, verifications are due the date the packet is due. 

Bridges allows clients a full 10 calendar days from the date the verification is requested 
(date of request is not counted) to provide all documents and information. If the 10th 
day falls on a weekend or holiday, the verification would not be due until the next 
business day. 

Bridges gives timely notice of the negative action if the time limit is not met. 

Verifications must be provided by the end of the current benefit period or within 10 days 
after they are requested, whichever allows more time. If the 10th day falls on a weekend 
or holiday, the verification will not be due until the next business day. BEM, Item 210, 
page 14 

The group loses its right to uninterrupted FAP benefits if it fails to do any of the 
following: 

 File the FAP redetermination by the timely filing date. 
 Participate in the scheduled interview. 
 Submit verifications timely, provided the requested submittal date is 

after the timely filing date. 

Any of these reasons can cause a delay in processing the redetermination. When    
the group is at fault for the delay, the redetermination must be completed in 30 
days. 

If there is no refusal to cooperate and the group complies by the 30th day, issue 
benefits within 30 days. Benefits are not prorated. BEM, Item 210, page 17 
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It should be noted for the record that Claimant requested an adjournment of this 
hearing, in her own handwriting, on January 21, 2014, stating that she was recovering 
from surgery. The request indicates that Claimant is able to read and write sufficiently to 
communicate effectively. There was no evidence presented on the record beyond 
Claimant’s bald testimony that her disability is related to her inability to read and write.  
 
In addition, Claimant’s , affirmed that he is able to read and write. 
The redetermination notice clearly states the Claimant could renew her benefits online 
or by mail. She was to complete all pages, fine and date the form and return the 
redetermination documents with copies of all proofs. The proofs could be taken to the 
local DHS office, returned by mail or uploaded online of the October 1, 2013 due date. 
The Department caseworker gave Claimant the opportunity to turn in the completed 
redetermination paperwork, which she did not do.  did not complete the 
documents for her before October 31, 2013 and in fact, turned the incomplete 
documents in to the Department in November 2013. Even after the Department 
caseworker notified  that the recertification forms had not been completed and 
returned, the documents were never completed in the proofs submitted to the 
Department. Claimant and her advocate, , had ample opportunity between 
October 2, 2013 and October 31, 2013 to complete the redetermination documents and 
turn them in to the Department. Claimant’s testimony she was unable to understand or 
read the documents is not credible under the circumstances. Even assuming Claimant’s 
testimony was credible and she was unable to understand or read the documents, her 
advocate , did testify on the record that he was able to read and write 
sufficiently to complete the redetermination documents. 
 
Evidence on the record shows that this was a redetermination, which necessarily 
establishes that Claimant has filled out an application or had someone assist her in 
filling out applications in the past for benefits. Evidence on the record also indicates that 
Claimant has since filed an application and had her Food Assistance Program benefits 
reinstated, which indicates that she or someone who assists her knows how to fill out 
applications. Claimant also testified that in the past she’s been allowed to write “no 
change” on the redetermination documents and turn them back into the Department. 
Claimant’s allegation that she has been allowed to put “no change” on her 
redetermination forms in the past somehow binds the Department to continue to excuse 
her from Department policy is an equitable argument to excuse Claimant from having to 
comply with the Department policy requirements.   
 
The Claimant’s grievance centers on dissatisfaction with the Department’s current 
policy. The Claimant’s request is not within the scope of authority delegated to this 
Administrative Law Judge pursuant to a written directive signed by the Department of 
Human Services Director, which states: 

 
Administrative Law Judges have no authority to make decisions on 
constitutional grounds, overrule statutes, and overrule promulgated 
regulations or overrule or make exceptions to the Department 
policy set out in the program manuals. 
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Furthermore, administrative adjudication is an exercise of executive power rather than 
judicial power, and restricts the granting of equitable remedies.  Michigan Mutual 
Liability Co. v Baker, 295 Mich 237; 294 NW 168 (1940). 
 
The Administrative Law Judge has no equity powers.  Therefore, the Administrative Law 
Judge finds that the Department has established by the necessary competent, material 
and substantial evidence on the record that it was acting in compliance with Department 
policy when it allowed Claimant’s food assistance program benefit certification period to 
expire and benefits to close based upon its determination that Claimant failed to provide 
redetermination information. 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
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 allowed Claimant’s Food Assistance 
Program benefits to expire in close under the circumstances. The Department has 
established its case by a preponderance of the evidence. 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s decision is AFFIRMED.  
 

 
Landis Y. Lain 

Administrative Law Judge 
for Maura Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 
Date Signed:  3/10/14 
 
Date Mailed:  3/10/14 
 
NOTICE OF APPEAL:  The Claimant may appeal the Decision and Order to Circuit 
Court within 30 days of the receipt of the Decision and Order or, if a timely Request for 
Rehearing or Reconsideration was made, within 30 days of the receipt date of the 
Decision and Order of Reconsideration or Rehearing Decision. 
 
Michigan Administrative Hearing System (MAHS) may order a rehearing or 
reconsideration on either its own motion or at the request of a party within 30 days of 
the mailing date of this Decision and Order.  MAHS will not order a rehearing or 
reconsideration on the Department's motion where the final decision 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: 
 






