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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

The Food Assistance Program (FAP) (formerly known as the Food Stamp (FS) 
program) is established by the Food Stamp Act of 1977, as amended, and is 
implemented by the federal regulations contained in Title 7 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR).  The Department of Human Services (DHS or department) 
administers the FAP program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MAC R 400.3001-
3015.  Department policies are found in the Program Administrative Manual (PAM), the 
Program Eligibility Manual (PEM) and the Program Reference Manual (PRM).   
 
The department’s FAP policy manual requires FAP applicants to meet the gross income 
test in order to qualify for benefits.  See BEM 500, page 2. 
 
In this case, claimant argued that her FAP budget for January 2010 was incorrect 
because the department budgeted her earned income, when she was a disqualified 
Food Stamp group member.  Claimant also argued that the department incorrectly 
included her husband’s earned income because he was subject to a non-payment of 
support garnishment in January 2010.   
 
It is undisputed that claimant’s gross earned income, for FAP eligibility purposes, in 
January 2011 was $2,435.  Likewise, it is undisputed that the FAP gross income limit for 
Group 3 in January 2011 was $1,984.  Claimant’s gross income from January 2011 
exceeded the DHS gross income limit for FAP eligibility for a household size of three.   
 
The department has established, by competent, material and substantial evidence on 
the record that it acted in compliance with department policy when it decided that 
claimant was not eligible for FAP benefits in January 2011, due to excess gross income.  
Furthermore, claimant did not meet her burden of proof to show that the department’s 
denial of her FAP application was reversible error.   
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above findings of fact and conclusions 
of  law, decides that the department correctly denied claimant’s FAP application, due to 
excess gross income in January 2011. 
 
Accordingly, the department’s action is, hereby, AFFIRMED. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 






