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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
Department policies are contained in the Br idges Administrative  Manual (BAM), the 
Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), and the Reference Tables Manual (RFT).   
 
The FAP [formerly known as the Food Stamp (F S) program] is estab lished by the Food 
Stamp Act of 1977, as amended, and is impl emented by the federal regulations  
contained in T itle 7 of t he Code of Federal Regulations  (CF R).  The Department  
(formerly known as the Fa mily Independence Agenc y) admin isters FAP pursuant to 
MCL 400.10, et seq., and 1999 AC, R 400.3001 through Rule 400.3015. 
 
The SDA program, which pr ovides financia l assistance for disabled persons, is 
established by 2004 PA 344.  The Department of Human Services (formerly known as 
the Family  Independence Agency) administe rs the SDA progr am pursuant to MCL 
400.10, et seq., and 2000 AACS, R 400.3151 through Rule 400.3180.   
 
The MA program is established by the Titl e XIX of the Social Security Act and is  
implemented by T itle 42 of t he Code of F ederal Regulations  (CFR).  The Department 
(formerly known as the Fa mily Independence Agenc y) admin isters the MA program  
pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MCL 400.105.   
 
In this case, the Department completely missed the boat with the hearing s ummary and 
documentation submitted into the record.  T he real issue and sole issue in dispute was 
the Department’s clos ure of the Claimant’s FAP,  SDA and MA benefits on October 31, 
2012.  The Department after r ealizing the correct issue provided only s mall bits and 
pieces related to the original c losure and did not prov ide any documents to corroborate 
their claims.  The Claimant on the other hand disputed the pos sibility of any closures 
going out regarding the original closure  
 
Accordingly, I find evidence to reverse the Department in this matter.  
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 

I find, based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and for the 
reasons stated on the record, find the Department improperly closed the Claimant’s 
FAP, SDA and MA cases.    
 
Accordingly, the Department’s decision is REVERSED. 
 
THE DEPARTMENT IS ORDERED TO DO THE FOLLOWING WITHIN 10 DAYS OF  
THE DATE OF MAILING OF THIS DECISION AND ORDER: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 






