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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
Department policies are contained in the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), the 
Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), and the Reference Tables Manual (RFT).   
 

 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 (formerly known as the Family Independence 
Agency) administers FAP pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and Mich Admin Code, R 
400.3001 through R 400.3015. 
 
Claimant requested a hearing to dispute a FAP benefit determination for 1/2012. 
Claimant raised two specific issues in the dispute. 
 
Claimant testified that he paid $545/month in rent. Based on a budget summary 
presented as part of a Notice of Case Action (Exhibit 1), it was established that DHS 
budgeted only $495 in rent for the FAP benefit determination. Claimant conceded that 
he had yet to report the rent increase to DHS following a move at his previous address 
which fell through.  
 
DHS is to verify shelter expenses at application and when a change is reported. BEM 
554 at 11. If the client fails to verify a reported change in shelter, DHS is to remove the 
old expense until the new expense is verified. Id. 
 
DHS can not be faulted for failing to factor a rent obligation amount which Claimant 
failed to report. The only error made by DHS concerning the 1/2012 FAP benefit 
determination was perhaps a failure to remove the obsolete rental expense obligation 
from the budget. It is found that Claimant is not entitled to a $545/month obligation in 
the 1/2012 benefit determination due to Claimant’s failure to report the obligation. 
 
Claimant also contended that DHS failed to give credits for individual utility obligations. 
DHS gives a flat utility standard to all clients. BPB 2010-008. The utility standard of 
$553 (see RFT 255) encompasses all utilities (water, gas, electric, telephone) and is 
unchanged, even if a client’s monthly utility expenses exceed the $553 amount. The 
budget summary noted that Claimant received the flat $553 utility credit. Claimant is 
entitled to no further utility credits. It is found that DHS properly factored Claimant’s 
utility obligation in the 1/2012 benefit determination. 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions 
of Law, and for the reasons stated on the record, finds that the Department  

 did act properly when determining Claimant’s FAP benefit eligibility for 1/2012 
 did not act properly when 








