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6. On June 23, 2011, DHS received Claimant’s hearing request, which was initially 

received at the Michigan Department of Community Health on May 25, 2011.    
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

FAP was established by the U.S. Food Stamp Act of 1977 and is implemented by 
Federal regulations contained in Title 7 of the Code of Federal Regulations.  DHS 
administers FAP pursuant to MCL 400.10 et seq. and Michigan Administrative Code 
Rules 400.3001-400.3015.  DHS’ policies are found in the Bridges Administrative 
Manual (BAM), the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the Reference Tables (RFT).  
These manuals are available online at www.michigan.gov/dhs-manuals.   
 
The DHS manuals contain the policies and procedures DHS officially created for its own 
use.  While the DHS policies and procedures are not laws created by the U.S. Congress 
or the Michigan Legislature, they constitute legal authority which DHS must follow.  The 
manuals must be consulted in order to see what policies apply in this case.  After setting 
forth what the applicable policies are, an analysis as to how they apply to the facts of 
this case will be presented.   
 
BEM 212, “Food Assistance Program Group Composition,” BEM 503, “Income, 
Unearned,” BEM 550, “FAP Income Budgeting,” and BEM 554, “FAP Allowable 
Expenses and Expense Budgeting,” and RFT 260, “Food Assistance Issuance Tables,”  
are the DHS manual Items which provide the procedures for DHS’ action in this case.   
 
At the Administrative Hearing in this case, DHS did not present any evidence as to how 
the medical expense deduction of $157 was calculated.  Claimant, on the other hand, 
testified she submitted medical bills showing expenses in excess of that amount.  Based 
on the record in this case, it is concluded and determined that DHS erred in its 
calculation of Claimant’s medical expense deduction.  DHS’ calculation must be 
REVERSED and recalculated giving full consideration to Claimant’s actual medical 
expenses prior to March 1, 2011.    
 
In conclusion, based on the findings of fact and conclusions of law above, it is 
concluded and decided that DHS is REVERSED in this case.  DHS shall recalculate 
Claimant’s FAP budget and provide any supplemental retroactive benefits appropriate 
to restore Claimant to the benefit level to which she is entitled.   
 






