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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The regulations governing the hearing and appeal process for applicants and recipients 
of public assistance in Michigan are found in the Michigan Administrative Code, MAC R 
400.901-400.951.  An opportunity for a hearing shall be granted to an applicant who 
requests a hearing because his claim for assistance is denied.  MAC R 400.903(1).  The 
department will provide an administrative hearing to review the decision and determine 
the appropriateness.  BAM 600.   
 
The Family Independence Program (FIP) was established pursuant to the Personal 
Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996, Public Law 104-193, 8 
USC 601, et seq.  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 FIP and FAP programs pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MAC R 
400.3101-3131 and MCL 400.10, et seq., and MAC R 400.3001-3015 respectively.  The 
FIP program replaced the Aid to Dependent Children (ADC) program effective October 
1, 1996.  Department policies are found in the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), 
the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), and the Reference Tables Manual (RFT). 
 
The Medical Assistance (MA) program is established by Title XIX of the Social Security 
Act and is implemented by Title 42 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).  The 
Department of Human Services (DHS or department) administers the MA program 
pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MCL 400.105.  Department policies are found in 
the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the 
Reference Tables Manual (RFT).   
 
In this case, Claimant requested a hearing regarding his MA deductible and FIP and 
FAP benefits.  Specifically, Claimant wanted to know why he had been changed to an 
MA deductible when his income had not changed, why his FIP benefits reflected a 
group of four when he had a household of six, and why his FAP benefits for a group of 
six had decreased. 
 
The department provided a JET worker to conduct the hearing.  The Hearing Summary, 
Notice of Case Action, FIP and MA deductible budgets were not in the file.  A recess 
was granted while the JET worker went in search of a supervisor.  The JET worker 
returned after ten minutes reporting he and his supervisor were unable to find the 
current Hearing Summary.  The JET worker borrowed Claimant’s copy of the Hearing 
Summary and the hearing proceeded.   
 
However, the JET worker had no personal knowledge of the case and without the 
missing documentation, could not answer Claimant’s questions or show how Claimant 
had now been determined to have an MA deductible.  The JET worker was instructed to 
fax over the FIP and MA deductible budgets at the close of the hearing and failed to do 
so. 






