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5. On 4/11/12, Claimant requested a hearing to dispute the FAP benefit termination. 

 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
The Food Assistance Program (formerly known as the Food Stamp 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). DHS 
administers the FAP pursuant to Michigan Compiled Laws 400.10, et seq., and 
Michigan Administrative Code R 400.3001-3015. DHS regulations are found in the 
Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the 
Reference Tables Manual (RFT). Updates to DHS regulations are found in the Bridges 
Policy Bulletin (BPB). 
 
DHS must periodically redetermine an individual’s eligibility for benefit programs. BAM 
210 at 1. A complete redetermination is required at least every 12 months. Id. 
 
The redetermination process begins with DHS mailing a redetermination packet in the 
month prior to the end of the benefit period. Id at 4. The packet consists of forms and 
requests for verification that are necessary for DHS to process the redetermination. 
Groups assigned a 24-month benefit period must submit a complete DHS-2240-A, Mid-
Certification Contact Notice. Id. at 7. If the DHS-2240A is not entered in Bridges as 
completed, Bridges automatically generates a redetermination packet and shortens the 
FAP benefit period. Id. at 9. If the redetermination packet is not logged in by the last 
working day of the redetermination month, Bridges automatically closes the FAP 
benefits. Id.  
 
In the present case, it was not disputed that DHS properly mailed Claimant a Mid-
Certification Contact Notice (Exhibit 1) to Claimant’s last reported address. It was not 
disputed that Claimant failed to return the form to DHS.  
 
Claimant testified that he did not receive the Mid-Certification Contact Notice because 
he has had ongoing financial difficulties and changed addresses multiple times over the 
last several months. Though Claimant’s circumstances are sympathetic, Claimant’s 
excuse does not change the fact that DHS met their procedural requirements and that 
Claimant did not. The proper remedy for Claimant is to reapply for FAP benefits.  
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above findings of fact and conclusions 
of law, finds that DHS properly terminated Claimant’s FAP benefit eligibility effective 
4/2012 due to Claimant’s failure to return a required redetermination form.  
 
 
 
 






