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(4) On April 26, 2013, Claimant submitted a request for hearing. 
 

(5) On May 10, 2013, Claimant participated in a prehearing conference at the 
DHS local office. Claimant reported that he made a mistake on the 
application because he and his father do not purchase and prepare food 
together. Claimant was sent a Notice of Case Action (DHS-1605) which 
stated his Food Assistance Program (FAP) benefits would increase to 
$200.00 per month beginning June 1, 2013. 
 

(6) On May 23, 2013, Claimant submitted a request for hearing based on his 
assertion he should get the $200.00 retroactive to the date of his 
application, March 15, 2013.   

 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
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 (PRM). 
 
During this hearing, the March 15, 2013 online application was reviewed. 
Claimant does not dispute that he filled out the application to show that he and 
his father buy food and eat meals together. Claimant asserts he should receive 
$200.00 back to the March 15, 2013 application date in spite of the fact that the 
only information he gave the Department prior to May 10, 2013 was that he and 
his father buy food and eat meals together. 
 
Department of Human Services Bridges Administration Manual (BAM) 115 
Application Processing and BAM 220 Case Actions were applied to the facts of 
this case. In accordance with BAM 115, Claimant’s March 15, 2013 application 
was complete and fully processed on April 23, 2013 when he was sent notice of 
being eligible for $16.00 per month. The Department made the April 23, 2013 
eligibility determination based on the information provided by Claimant which 
they had no reason to doubt.  In accordance with BAM 220, when Claimant 
provided different information on May 10, 2013, he was reporting a change 
because Claimant had previously told the Department he and his father bought 
food and ate together. That reported change was properly processed in 
accordance with BAM 220.        
 

 
 
 






