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6. On April 3, 2012, the Department received Claimant’s request for hearing 
challenging the Department’s determination of her FAP allotment for April, 2012. 

 
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 client has the right to request a hearing for any action, failure to act or undue delay 
by the department.  BAM 105.  The department provides an administrative hearing to 
review the decision and determine its appropriateness.  BAM 600. 
 
The regulations that govern the hearing and appeal process for applicants and 
recipients of public assistance in Michigan are contained in the Michigan Administrative 
Code (Mich Admin Code) Rules 400.901 through 400.951.  An opportunity for a hearing 
shall be granted to a recipient who is aggrieved by an agency action resulting in 
suspension, reduction, discontinuance, or termination of assistance. Mich Admin Code 
400.903(1). 
 
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 of Human Services (DHS or department) 
administers the FAP program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MAC R 400.3001-
3015.  Department policies are found in the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), the 
Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the Program Reference Manual (BRM).   
 
In the instant matter, Claimant challenges the department’s FAP calculations for April, 
2012. Claimant believes that her monthly FAP should have increased more than it did. 
Claimant’s FAP increased from . During this time period, Claimant added a 
group member to the household, but the Department produced documentation at the 
hearing which showed that one of Claimant’s group members receives child support 
income. Although Claimant states that she does not actually receive the child support, 
Claimant did not provide any verification to contradict the Department’s documentation. 
Based on the evidence, the Department did not violate policy when it calculated 
Claimant’s FAP benefits for the months of March, April and May, 2012.  
 
Based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and for the reasons 
stated on the record, the Administrative Law Judge concludes that the Department 
properly determined Claimant’s FAP allotment for March, April and May, 2012.  
 

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. 
 






