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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 
The FAP [formerly known as the Food Stamp (FS) program] was 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 administers the FAP in 
accordance with MCL 400.10, et seq., and 1997 AACS, R 400.3001 through R 400.3015.  
Agency policies pertaining to this program are found in the BAM, BEM, and RFT. 
 
Claimant admitted during the hearing that she moved back in with her husband and son on 
October 17, 2011.  The department explained that based on her move, her FAP benefits 
were increased from   (See 2012-24516).  However, when Bridges added 
Claimant to her and her son’s case, it neglected to count the SSI and RSDI income.  
Therefore, the Department mailed out a Notice of Case Action on October 26, 2011, notifying 
Claimant of the reduction in FAP benefits from $367.00 to $271.00.  Then in December 2011, 
as a result of an increase in Claimant’s RSDI and SSI income, Claimant’s FAP benefit was 
reduced from $  a month. 
 
Claimant does not contest the amount of SSI or RSDI, or that she received a raise in 
December 2011 in SSI and RSDI.  Claimant contends that the department should not be 
receiving information from the Social Security Administration regarding what benefits they 
may be receiving.  Furthermore, Claimant argued that the department was biased against her 
and her family because they owed back taxes. 
 
However, according to Federal regulations at 7 CFR 273.10, which provides the standards for 
income and the amount of household benefits, the department properly found that a 
household size of three with a net income of is entitled to an  FAP allotment.  
RFT 260.  Therefore, the department’s FAP eligibility determination was correct based on 
Claimant’s uncontested income. 
 
As a result, the Department properly reduced Claimant’s benefits for FAP.  
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 

Based on the above findings of fact and conclusions of law, and for the reasons stated on the 
record, the Administrative Law Judge finds that the Department did act properly.  
 
Accordingly, the Department’s decision is AFFIRMED. 
 
It is SO ORDERED. 
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