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4. Claimant filed a request for hearing, contesting the Department's denial of 

her applications for FAP benefits. (Claimant's hearing request, dated June 
28, 2011.) 

 
5. Claimant again applied for FAP benefits on June 29, 2011. This 

application included herself, her fiancée, and two minor children.1  
(Department's hearing summary, dated July 1, 2011.) 

 
6. Again, Claimant's application for FAP benefits was denied due to excess 

income. She was notified of this action on July 1, 2011. (Department's 
Exhibit 1, pp. 1-4.) 

 
7. There was no evidence presented indicating that Claimant filed a request 

for hearing to contest the Department's denial of her second FAP benefit 
application. 

 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
The hearing and appeals process for applicants and recipients of public assistance in 
Michigan is governed by 1999 AC, R 400.901 through 400.951, in accordance with 
federal law. An opportunity for hearing must be granted to an applicant who requests a 
hearing because his claim for assistance is denied or not acted on with reasonable 
promptness, and to any recipient who is aggrieved by Department action resulting in 
suspension, reduction, discontinuance, or termination of assistance.  Rule 400.903(1). 
An applicant or recipient holds the right to contest an agency decision affecting eligibility 
or benefit levels whenever it is believed that the decision is incorrect. The Department 
must provide an administrative hearing to review the decision and determine its 
appropriateness. Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM) 600, p. 1.  
 
Here, using income information provided through verification, the Department computed 
Claimant's FAP budget determining that the group had excess income and was 
therefore ineligible to receive benefits. From this determination, Claimant filed a request 
for hearing.  She then submitted a second application for FAP benefits that was also 
denied for the same reasons. There was no evidence that Claimant filed a request for 
hearing to contest the agency's second denial. 
 
FAP – formerly known as the Food Stamp Program – was established by the Food 
Stamp Act of 1977, 7 USC 2011, et seq., as amended, and is implemented through 
federal regulations found in 7 CFR 273.1 et seq.  The Department administers the FAP 
under MCL 400.10, et seq., and Rules 400.3001 through 400.3015. Agency policies 
pertaining to the FAP are found in the BAM, Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), and 

                                                 
1 It is noted that at some point prior to the hearing in this matter, Claimant and her 
fiancée were married. 
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Date Signed: ________________ 
 
Date Mailed: ________________ 
 
NOTICE:  Administrative Hearings may order a rehearing or reconsideration on either 
its own motion or at the request of a party within 30 days of the mailing date of this 
Decision and Order. Administrative Hearings will not order a rehearing or 
reconsideration on the Department's motion where the final decision cannot be 
implemented within 60 days of the filing of the original request.   
 
Claimant may appeal this Decision and Order to the Circuit Court for the county in which 
he/she resides within 30 days of the mailing of this Decision and Order or, if a timely 
request for rehearing was made, within 30 days of the receipt date of the rehearing 
decision. 
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cc: Katrina Wood Skelton 
 Tuscola County DHS 
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