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been making efforts to have  enrolled in school including contact with the 
homeless liason with the Ypsilanti public school system. Claimant argued that the 
portion of BEM 245 that references periods of extended illness should apply to  
and that she should be considered as meeting the school attendance requirement 
despite not being enrolled in school. 

 
This Administration Law Judge finds that Department policy explicitly requires school 
enrollment for eligibility. BEM 245 The exception for “periods of extended illness” 
potentially covers the attendance requirement but not the enrollment requirement. This 
Administrative Law Judge is sympathetic to the extenuating circumstances caused by 
Claimant’s child’s health problems. Claimant’s testimony regarding her efforts to have 
her child enrolled in school was credible. However, pursuant to Department policy 
enrollment is required and the Department’s denial for not being enrolled was proper 
and correct.  
 
 
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 FIP 
application because her daughter was not enrolled in school. 

 
DECISION AND ORDER 

 
Accordingly, the Department’s decision is  
 

 AFFIRMED.  
 

__________________________ 
Aaron McClintic 

Administrative Law Judge 
for Maura Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 
Date Signed:  June 20, 2014 
 
Date Mailed:   June 20, 2014 
 
NOTICE OF APPEAL:  A party may appeal this Hearing Decision in the circuit court in the county in 
which he/she resides or has its principal place of business in the State, or the circuit court in Ingham 
County, within 30 days of the receipt date. 
 
A party may request a rehearing or reconsideration of this Hearing Decision from the Michigan 
Administrative Hearing System (MAHS) within 30 days of the mailing date of this Hearing Decision, or 
MAHS may order a rehearing or reconsideration on its own motion.   
 
MAHS may grant a party’s Request for Rehearing or Reconsideration when one of the following exists: 
 

 Newly discovered evidence that existed at the time of the original 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; 






