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5. DHS determined Claimant’s FAP benefit  eligibility for 4/2011 by exc luding 

 as a group member. 
 

6. On 4/11/11, Claimant requested a hearing to dis pute the 2/2011-4/2011 FAP 
benefit issuances by DHS, specifically, objec ting to the exclus ion of her children 
as group members. 

  
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
The Food Assistanc e Program (formerly known as the Food Stamp Program) is  
established by the Food Stam p Act of 1977, as amended, and is implem ented by the 
federal regulations contained in  Title 7 of the Code of Feder al Regulations (CFR). DHS 
(formerly known as the Fam ily Independence Agency) administers the FAP p ursuant to 
Michigan Compiled Laws 400. 10, et seq. , and Michigan Administrative Code R 
400.3001-3015. DHS regulations are found in the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), 
the Bridges Eligibility Manual  (BEM) and the Referenc e Tables Manual (RFT). Updates 
to DHS regulations are found in the Bridges Policy Bulletin (BPB). 
 
The undersigned will refer to the DHS regulations in ef fect as of 2/2011 and 3/2011, the 
months of the DHS decision which Claimant is disputing. Current DHS manuals may be 
found online at the following URL: http://www.mfia.state.mi.us/olmweb/ex/html/. 
 
In the present case, Claimant disputed her FAP benefit issuances for 2/2011 and 
3/2011 because DHS excluded one of her children from the FAP benefit d etermination. 
Claimant disputed her  4/2011 F AP benefit is suance because DHS excluded a different 
child from the FAP benefit determination. Claimant did not object to her 5/2011 or  
ongoing F AP benefit s and testified that s he was satisfied with the DHS group 
composition concerning her ongoing FAP benefits. 
 
In determining a client ’s eligibility for FAP benefits, DHS must determine wit h whom a 
client lives and the relationship of the client to the other household members. Part of the 
relationship analysis involves whether t he client and other household memb ers share 
food. 
 
DHS testified that Claimant ’s F AP benefit  group c omposition f or 2/2011- 4/2011 was 
based on Claimant’s own statem ents. DHS submitted a Redet ermination in support of  
their determination. The Redet ermination lists the names of household members 
factored into the F AP benefit  determination. The Redete rmination section c oncerning 
household members provides the following directions t o clients, “Below are the names  
of people we show living in your household. Cross out incorrect information and writ e 
the correct information in the space prov ided. Add names and information about peopl e 
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duress or threats. Clients have the burden o f completing their own documents. There is  
no best way to com plete a form other than to  be f orthcoming. DHS should not be  
assessed the responsibility for how clients answer questions about their own household. 
 
Claimant did not clarif y why she called DHS to assist he r with how to ans wer questions 
about her household or what DHS  stated in response to her questions about who to lis t 
as household members. Based on Claimant’s  testimony, it appear ed that Claimant was  
trying to lis t her hous ehold members in acc ordance with DHS regulations. Clients are 
not expected to know DHS regulations and should not base any  answers on trying to 
guess at what they ar e. Clients are expected to know their own household members. If 
there is any doubt about a response, a clarifying statement is appropriate. In the present 
case, Claimant needed to only look at the questions  a little more closely to see that how 
many days a person slept in the home was a question on the Redetermination. In other 
words, the undersigned is troub led that Claimant sought hel p fr om DHS in submitting 
information she should know better than DHS. 
 
The undersigned is also troubl ed that Claimant sought co mpensation after complying  
with the DHS responses. If Claimant knew she was given poor advice by DHS, then she 
should not have complied with the advic e that she sought. Claimant should have known 
the consequences of not listing  two of her children in the home would result in a benefit  
determination that excluded the childr en. Though the undersigned found all of  
Claimant’s testimony to be cr edible and there i s plenty of  faul t by D HS for gi ving bad 
advice, the undersigned finds t hat Claimant ultimately bears the responsibility of her 
own statements. It is found t hat DHS properly believ ed that Claimant’s child, 
was out of Claimant’s  household for 2/2011 and 3/2011 and that was out of  
the household effective 4/2011. It is al so found that DHS properly determined 
Claimant’s FAP benefit gr oup composition for 2/2011-4/ 2011 based on Claimant’s  
written statements. 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
The Administrative Law Judge, based upon t he above findings of fact and conclusion s 
of law, finds that DHS pr operly determined Claimant’s FAP benefit eligibility for 2/2011-
4/2011. The actions taken by DHS are AFFIRMED. 
 
 

___________________________ 
Christian Gardocki 

Administrative Law Judge  
For Maura Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 
 
 






