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HEARING DECISION 

This matter is before the undersigned Admini strative Law Judge pursuant to MCL 400. 9 
and MCL 400.37 following Claim ant’s request for a hearing.  After due notice, a 
telephone hearing was held on J uly 17, 2013 from Lansing, Michigan.  Participants on 
behalf of Claimant inc luded   Participants on behalf of the Department 
of Human Services (Department) included and  
 

ISSUE 

Did the Department properly close the Claimant’s F ood Assistance Program (FAP)  
case?    
 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

I find as material fact, based upon the com petent, material and substantial ev idence on 
the whole record: 
 

1. As of October 25, 2012, the Claimant was receiving FAP benefits. 
 

2. On October 25, 2012, the Office of Inspector General (OIG) was sent a 
FEE referral regarding   and the possibility   was living 
at the Claimant’s address.   

 
3. The OIG Agent assigned to the Fee investigation discovered  was 

using the Claimant’s address on his v ehicle registra tion, driver’s  license 
and with his employer.  The OIG Agent concluded based upon those 
verifications that  was living with the Claimant.   

 
4. From October 25, 2012 through May 9, 2013, the Department received 

fraud complaints alleging  was living with the Claimant.   
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5. On or around May 18, 2013, the Department added   to the 
Claimant’s case. 
 

6. On May 18, 2013,  the Department sent the Claimant a v erification 
checklist requesting verifications of   income and assets.   

 
7. As of June 3, 2013, the Cla imant had not produced the requested 

verifications. 
 

8. On June 3, 2013, the Department sent t he Clai mant a notic e of case 
action.  The notice indicated the Claimant’s FAP benefits were being 
closed for failure to verify information.  

 
9. On June 7, 2013, the Claimant r equested a hearing to protest the F AP 

closure.    
 
10.  is the father of one of the Claimant’s children.   
 
11. On or around June 14,  2013,   cha nged his address with his  

employer and with the State of Michigan.   
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 
The regulations governing the hearing and a ppeal process for applicants and recipients 
of public assistance in Michigan are found in  the Michigan Administrative Code, MAC R  
400.901-400.951.  An oppor tunity for a hearing shall be granted to an ap plicant wh o 
requests a hearing because his claim for assistance is denied.  MAC R 400.903(1).   
 
Clients have the right to contest a Departm ent decis ion affecting eligibility or benefit  
levels whenever it is believed that the decision is incorrect.  The Department will provide 
an administrative hearing to rev iew the de cision and determine the appropriateness of  
that decision.  BAM 600.   
 
The FAP (formerly known as the Food Stam p (FS) program) was established by the 
Food Stamp Act of 1977, as amended, and is implem ented by  the federal regulations  
contained in T itle 7 of t he Code of Federal Regulations  (CF R).  The Department  
administers the FAP program pursuant  to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MAC R 
400.3001-3015.  Department policies are f ound in the Bridges Admi nistrative Manual 
(BAM), the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the Bridges Reference Manual (BRM).   
 
Department policy indicates th at clients must cooperate with the loca l office in 
determining initial and ongoing eligibility with all progr ams.  (BAM 105).  This inc ludes 
completion of the necessary forms.  Clie nts who are able to but refuse to provide 
necessary information or take a required action are subject to penalties.  BAM 105. 
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Bridges assists the Department in determini ng who must be included in the FAP group.  
The FAP group composition is established by determining BEM 212: 
 

 Who lives together. 
 The relationship(s) of the people who live together. 
 Whether the people living together purchase and pr epare food together or 

separately. 
 Whether the person(s) reside in an eligible living situation.   

 
The relationship(s) of the people who liv e together affects whether they must be 
included or excluded from the group.  Spouses who are legally married and live together 
must be in the same group.  Parents and their children under 22 years of age who liv e 
together must be in the same group regardle ss of whether the ch ild has his/her own 
spouse or child who lives with the group.  BEM 212.   
 
Verification of address includes but is not limit ed to, driver’s licenses, Id’s, rent receipts,  
utility bills and collateral contacts.  BEM 220.   
 
Based upon the ev idence presented during the hearing, I fi nd that more likely  than not , 

  was living and residing with the Cla imant during the time periods in question 
and therefore, his inco me and assets wer e needed t o veri fy ongoing eligibility.  And  
because the Claimant did not verify the info rmation as requested, the Department acted 
accordingly in closing the Claimant’s FAP case.   
 
Accordingly, I affirm the Agency’s actions in this matter.   

 
DECISION AND ORDER 

 
I find, based upon the above findings  of fact  and conclusions of law, the Department 
properly determined the Claimant’s FAP eligibility.   
 
Accordingly, the Department’s actions are AFFIRMED. 
 
   
 

  
      Corey A. Arendt 

 Administrative Law Judge 
 for Maura D. Corrigan, Director 
 Department of Human Services 

Date Signed: July 18, 2013 
 
Date Mailed: July 18, 2013  
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NOTICE:  Administrative Hearings may or der a rehearing or  reconsideration on either  
its own motion or at t he request  of a party wit hin 30 days of the ma iling date of this 
Decision and Order.  Administrative Hear ings will not orde r a rehearing or  
reconsideration on the Department's mo tion where the final decis ion cannot be 
implemented within 60 days of the filing of the original request.   
 
The Claimant may appeal the Decision and Order  to Circuit Court within 30 days of the 
receipt of the Dec ision and Order or, if a ti mely request for rehea ring was made, within 
30 days of the receipt date of the rehearing decision. 
 
CAA/las 
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