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 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. 
 

 The Medical Assistance (MA) program is established by the Title XIX of the Social 
Security Act and is implemented by Title 42 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).  
The Department of Human Services (formerly known as the Family Independence 
Agency) administers the MA program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MCL 
400.105.   
 

 The Adult Medical Program (AMP) is established by 42 USC 1315, and is 
administered by the Department pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq.   
 
At the hearing, Claimant testified that she had applied for MA and, as part of that 
application, provided the Department with income documentation that resulted in the 
Department reducing her FAP benefits and denying her application for MA and AMP. 
 
Testimony also revealed that Claimant had provided new income documentation to the 
Department on June 7, 2013.  This fact was recognized by the Department, but 
Claimant believed that the Department had not adjusted her June FAP benefits 
correctly.  Because Claimant’s notification to the Department about her income change 
happened after she requested a hearing on the issues covered here, this Administrative 
Law Judge is not able to resolve the issue of the correct amount of Claimant’s June 
FAP in this decision. 
 
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 denied Claimant’s MA application because Claimant was not eligible for MA 
and had excess income to qualify for AMP at the time of application.  BEM 105 (October 
2010). 
 
and 
 

 properly calculated the Claimant’s FAP benefits using the income information 
supplied at the time.   
 

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.   did not act properly. 
 






