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2. On January 1, 2013, the Department   denied Claimant’s application  
 closed Claimant’s case   reduced Claimant’s benefits  

due to excess income. 
 
3. On December 8, 2012, the Department sent  

 Claimant    Claimant’s Authorized Representative (AR) 
notice of the   denial.      closure.      reduction. 

 
4. On December 18, 2012, Claimant or Claimant’s AHR filed a hearing request, 

protesting the  
 denial of the application.      closure of the case.      reduction of benefits.  

 
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 1999 AC, Rule 
400.3001 through Rule 400.3015. 
 
Additionally, the Department's Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) 500 (2012), "Income 
Overview," requires the Department to base benefit amounts on all earned and 
unearned income of the client minus deductions for proper expenses.  Department of 
Human Services Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) 500 (2012).  Thus, when a client's 
income increases, the Department is required to recalculate the client's FAP allotment.  
This policy is applicable in this case. 
 
In this case Claimant's Social Security benefit increased from $1,156 to $1,175.  It is 
found and determined that the Department took correct notice of this increase and 
recalculated Claimant's FAP allotment.   It is further found and determined that the FAP 
benefit of $16 is also required by the Department's Reference Table (RFT) 260 (2012), 
which states that a client with a countable net income of $649 is entitled to $16 FAP per 
month.  Department of Human Services Reference Tables (RFT) 260 (2012), p. 6. 
 
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, due to excess 
income, the Department   properly   improperly 
 

 denied Claimant’s application 
 reduced Claimant’s benefits 
 closed Claimant’s case 

 
for:    AMP  FIP  FAP  MA  SDA  CDC.  
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