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Claimant testified that he should receive more than $16/month in FAP benefits. 
Claimant could not state why he should receive more benefits. DHHS testimony noted 
that Claimant received more FAP benefits in the past, but that was before Claimant was 
approved for RSDI benefits.  
 
To determine whether DHHS properly determined Claimant’s FAP eligibility, Claimant’s 
FAP budget must be considered. BEM 556 outlines how to determine FAP eligibility. 
 
Claimant testified that his spouse receives $500 in gross employment income. Claimant 
provided no proof of his spouse’s income.  
 
DHHS provided testimony that Claimant’s spouse’s income was based on the following 
biweekly gross pay amounts: $320.46 on , and $256.32 on 

 DHHS converts bi-weekly non-child support income into a 30 day 
period by multiplying the income by 2.15. BEM 505 (July 2013), pp. 7-8. 
 
Claimant’s spouse’s gross pays average $288.39. Multiplying the average pays by 2.15 
results in $620 in budgetable earned income. DHHS inexplicably calculated $628 in 
earned income. Thus, there may be a potential error in Claimant’s FAP benefit 
issuance; it is also possible that the FAP issuance is unaffected. 
 
DHHS counts 80% of a FAP member’s timely reported monthly gross employment 
income in determining FAP benefits. Applying the 20% deduction to the employment 
income creates a countable monthly employment income of $496. 
 
Claimant testimony conceded that DHHS properly counted $1435 in unearned income. 
Adding Claimant’s household’s unearned income and countable employment income 
results in a running income total of $1931. 
 
DHHS uses certain expenses to determine net income for FAP eligibility and benefit 
levels. BEM 554 (November 2012), p. 1. For groups without a senior (over 60 years 
old), disabled or disabled veteran (SDV) member, DHHS considers the following 
expenses: child care, excess shelter (housing and utilities) up to a capped amount and 
court-ordered child support and arrearages paid to non-household members. For 
groups containing SDV members, DHHS also considers the medical expenses for the 
SDV group member(s) and an uncapped excess shelter expense. It was not disputed 
that Claimant is disabled. 
 
Verified medical expenses for SDV groups, child support and day care expenses are 
subtracted from a client’s monthly countable income. It was not disputed that Claimant 
had no day care, medical, or child support expenses.  
 
Claimant’s FAP benefit group receives a standard deduction of $154. RFT 255 (October 
2014), p. 1. The standard deduction is given to all FAP benefit groups, though the 
amount varies based on the benefit group size. The standard deduction is subtracted 
from the countable monthly income to calculate the group’s adjusted gross income. The 
adjusted gross income amount is found to be $1777. 
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It was not disputed that Claimant’s housing costs were $800/month as of December 
2014. DHHS credited Claimant with the standard maximum utility credit of $553. 
Claimant’s total shelter obligation is $1353/month. 
 
DHHS only credits FAP benefit groups with what DHHS calls an “excess shelter” 
expense. This expense is calculated by taking Claimant’s total shelter obligation and 
subtracting half of Claimant’s adjusted gross income. Claimant’s excess shelter amount 
is found to be $387 (dropping cents). 
 
The FAP benefit group’s net income is determined by taking the group’s adjusted gross 
income and subtracting the allowable excess shelter expense. The FAP benefit group’s 
net income is found to be $1390. A chart listed in RFT 260 is used to determine the 
proper FAP benefit issuance. Based on Claimant’s group size and net income, 
Claimant’s proper FAP benefit issuance for December 2014 is found to be $16, the 
same amount calculated by DHHS.  
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above findings of fact and conclusions 
of law, finds that DHHS resolved Claimant’s original MA benefit dispute and that 
Clamant is not entitled to an administrative hearing for an action taken after his hearing 
request. Claimant’s hearing request is PARTIALLY DISMISSED. 
 
The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above findings of fact and conclusions 
of law, finds that DHHS properly determined Claimant’s FAP eligibility to be $16/month, 
effective December 2014. The actions of DHHS are AFFIRMED. 
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NOTICE OF APPEAL:  A party may appeal this Hearing Decision in the circuit court in 
the county in which he/she resides, or the circuit court in Ingham County, within 30 days 
of the receipt date.  A copy of the claim or application for appeal must be filed with the 
Michigan Administrative Hearing System (MAHS).   






