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graduates from high school or turns 19, whichever 
occurs first.  BEM 240, p.1 (emphasis supplied). 

The Department correctly closed the Petitioner’s son Christopher’s case when he turned 
 because although he would not complete high school until 2016 in June, the son 

turned age  first; and thus, the case closed.  Based upon BEM 240 and the specific 
policy cited above, the Department correctly closed the FIP case eligibility for the 
Petitioner’s son.  This Administrative Law Judge has no equity jurisdiction, and thus, 
must follow policy and apply it without regard to equitable principles.   

As regards the Petitioner’s hearing request regarding FAP benefits, the Petitioner asserted 
at the hearing that his son had been removed from the FAP group.  This contention was not 
supported by the evidence presented by the Department.  The Petitioner’s son remained in 
the FAP group throughout the period of September and November 2015, and the FAP 
benefits for the group went up due to the income from the son’s FIP benefit being removed 
from the FAP group income.  This action was based upon a Notice of Case Action dated 
October 8, 2015, which increased the FAP benefits to $  per month based upon a 
household size of four(4) members, which included the Petitioner’s son.  Exhibit 1.  Thus, 
the Department clearly established that the Petitioner’s son remained eligible for FAP 
benefits ongoing based upon the evidence at the hearing.   

The Petitioner also sought a hearing regarding the Petitioner’s son’s application for 
State Disability Assistance (SDA) as a caretaker of his two disabled parents.  At the 
time of the hearing, the Department had not yet acted to either approve or deny the 
application; thus, there was no issue to be determined at the time of the hearing 
regarding the Department’s determination.  Depending upon the Department’s decision, 
the Petitioner’s son may request a hearing regarding the Department’s actions.   

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 closed the Petitioner’s son’s FIP benefits due to 
his age when he turned  years old; and there was no issue to be determined with regard 
to the Department’s actions and Petitioner’s son remaining in the FAP group.   
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s decision is AFFIRMED.   
  

 
 

 Lynn M. Ferris  
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Administrative Law Judge 
for Nick Lyon, Director 
Department of Health and 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 






