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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

Department policies are contained in the Department of Human Services Bridges 
Administrative Manual (BAM), Department of Human Services Bridges Eligibility Manual 
(BEM), Department of Human Services Reference Tables Manual (RFT), and 
Department of Human Services Emergency Relief Manual (ERM).   
 
The Child Development and Care (CDC) program is established by Titles IVA, IVE and 
XX of the Social Security Act, 42 USC 601-619, 670-679c, and 1397-1397m-5; the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant of 1990, PL 101-508, 42 USC 9858 to 9858q; and 
the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996, PL 104-
193.  The program is implemented by 45 CFR 98.1-99.33.  The Department administers 
the program pursuant to MCL 400.10 and provides services to adults and children 
pursuant to MCL 400.14(1) and Mich Admin Code, R 400.5001-.5020.  
 
Additionally, parents have a responsibility to meet their children's needs by providing 
support and/or cooperating with the department, including the Office of Child Support 
(OCS), the Friend of the Court (FOC) and the prosecuting attorney to establish paternity 
and/or obtain support from an absent parent.  The custodial parent or alternative 
caretaker of children must com-ply with all requests for action or information needed to 
establish paternity and/or obtain child support on behalf of children for whom they 
receive assistance, unless a claim of good cause for not cooperating has been granted 
or is pending.  BEM 255, 1-1-2014, p. 1. 
 
Cooperation is a condition of eligibility for CDC.  The following individuals who receive 
assistance on behalf of a child are required to cooperate in establishing paternity and 
obtaining support, unless good cause has been granted or is pending: grantee (head of 
household) and spouse, specified relative/individual acting as a parent and spouse, 
parent of the child for whom paternity and/or support action is required. BEM 255, p. 9. 
 
Cooperation is assumed until negative action is applied as a result of non-cooperation 
being entered. The non-cooperation continues until a comply date is entered by the 
primary support specialist or cooperation is no longer an eligibility factor.  BEM 255, p. 
10. 
 
In this case, the Senior Child Support Specialist testified that as a foster care case it 
should not have been in non-cooperation.  The Senior Child Support Specialist further 
testified this needed to be corrected. 
 
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 did not 
act in accordance with Department policy when it determined Claimant’s CDC eligibility. 
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DECISION AND ORDER 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s decision is REVERSED. 
 

THE DEPARTMENT IS ORDERED TO BEGIN DOING THE FOLLOWING, IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH DEPARTMENT POLICY AND CONSISTENT WITH THIS 
HEARING DECISION, WITHIN 10 DAYS OF THE DATE OF MAILING OF THIS 
DECISION AND ORDER: 

 
1. Re-determine Claimant’s eligibility for CDC, to include any allowed retroactive 

periods, for the July 21, 2014, application in accordance with Department policy. 

2. Issue written notice of the determination in accordance with Department policy. 

3. The Department shall supplement for lost benefits (if any) that Claimant was 
entitled to receive, if otherwise eligible and qualified in accordance with 
Department policy. 

 
  

 

 Colleen Lack 
 
 
 
Date Signed:  2/17/2015 
 
Date Mailed:   2/17/2015 
 
CL/hj 

Administrative Law Judge
for Nick Lyon, Interim Director

Department of Human Services

 
NOTICE OF APPEAL:  A party may appeal this Hearing Decision in the circuit court in the county in 
which he/she resides, 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; 






