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Federal regulations at 7 CFR 273.10 provide standards for income and the amount of 
household benefits.  In accordance with the federal regulations, the department has 
prepared income and issuance tables which can be found at RFT 260.  This issuance 
table provides that a household size of one with net income of $876.00 is entitled to a 
$16.00 FAP allotment.  Therefore, the department’s FAP eligibility determination was 
correct based on Claimant’s RSDI and unemployment income. 
 
Claimant objects to the decrease in FAP benefits.  Claimant credibly testified that she 
cannot afford to pay her creditors and live comfortably on $16.00 a month.   
 
While this Administrative Law Judge acknowledges Claimant’s concern of not being 
able to afford to pay her current creditors, she is bound by the laws and regulations 
governing the issuance of FAP benefits, on which the department’s policies are based.  
An extensive review of Claimant’s disputed budgets by this Administrative Law Judge 
before rendering this Hearing Decision shows that all calculations were properly made 
at review, and all FAP issuance/budgeting rules were properly applied.  
 
Claimant’s grievance centers on dissatisfaction with the department’s current policy.  
Claimant’s request that her FAP benefits be increased is not within the scope of 
authority delegated to this Administrative Law Judge.  Administrative Law Judges have 
no authority to make decisions on constitutional grounds, overrule statutes, overrule 
promulgated regulations, or make exceptions to the department policy set out in the 
program manuals.  Furthermore, administrative adjudication is an exercise of executive 
power rather than judicial power, and restricts the granting of equitable remedies.  
Michigan Mutual Liability Co. v Baker, 295 Mich 237; 294 NW 168 (1940).  As such, the 
department’s reduction of Claimant’s FAP allotment must be upheld. 

 
DECISION AND ORDER 

 
The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above findings of fact and conclusions 
of law, decides that the department acted in accordance with policy in determining 
Claimant’s FAP eligibility. 
 
The department’s FAP eligibility determination is AFFIRMED.   
 
It is SO ORDERED. 
 
 

 __/s/___________________________ 
               Vicki L. Armstrong 
          Administrative Law Judge 
          for Maura D. Corrigan, Director 
          Department of Human Services 
Date Signed:   8/2/11               _                    
 
Date Mailed:    8/2/11                              






