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must be recalculated.  The Department improperly used a FAP group size of 5 instead 
of 4 members when calculating July 2015 benefits even though the Petitioner’s 
daughter had been removed from the FAP group as of June 2015 based upon a prior 
Notice of case action dated May 14, 2015.  Exhibit A.  Thus, the group size used for the 
July 2015 FAP group was incorrect and requires that the July FAP budget be 
recalculated.  Exhibit F.  The Department also included the incorrect unearned income 
as the Petitioner’s income and quarterly supplement should have been $   The 
Department erroneously included the removed daughter’s income incorrectly in the FAP 
group total because the Petitioner’s daughter had been previously removed from the 
FAP group.  Exhibit B.  The Petitioner emailed the Department a copy of the lease in 
August because the Department said it did not receive it and that she had provided the 
lease document prior to August.  This testimony was consistent with the fact that the 
Department included rent of $  for July 2015, which the Department did not 
dispute as incorrect for July 2015.  (See also Department Hearing Summary.) 
 
August 2015 FAP budget 
The FAP budget for August 2015 was reviewed at the hearing; and it was determined 
that the Department used the correct group size of 4 and did not include rent of 
$  which was incorrect.  The obvious lack of attention to detail is apparent as the 
Department included a shelter allowance of $  but no rent.  The Petitioner credibly 
testified that she reported a contribution of unexpected income in the amount of 
$  which she received from her daughter in a timely manner and credibly testified 
that she informed her caseworker at that time that she did not expect or could not 
anticipate further receipt of this contribution from her daughter.  This income was 
reported by Petitioner in July and thus, was properly included in the August 2015 
budget.  This testimony is found credible and was not rebutted by the Department.  The 
Department properly included the $  payment in the August 2015 FAP budget but 
cannot include this income as ongoing.  The Petitioner’s testimony was found credible 
as to the reporting of the income and that it would not be ongoing.   
 
Based upon the foregoing evidence and testimony, it is determined that the Department 
incorrectly determined the Petitioner’s FAP benefits for July and August 2015 and must 
recalculate the FAP benefits for these months.   
 
The Administrative Law Judge, based on the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of 
Law, and for the reasons stated on the record, if any, finds that the Department did not act 
in accordance with Department policy when it failed to include $  rent in the August 
2015 budget and incorrectly calculated income for July 2015, because the incorrect group 
size of 5 was used and a non-group member’s income; the Petitioner’s daughter’s income 
was included when it should not have been.  The Department failed to satisfy its burden of 
showing that it acted in accordance with Department policy when it did not include rent for 
August because it was not timely reported and verified by the Petitioner. 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s decision is REVERSED. 
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THE DEPARTMENT IS ORDERED TO BEGIN DOING THE FOLLOWING, IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH DEPARTMENT POLICY AND CONSISTENT WITH THIS 
HEARING DECISION, WITHIN 10 DAYS OF THE DATE OF MAILING OF THIS 
DECISION AND ORDER: 
 

1. The Department shall recalculate the Petitioner’s FAP budget for July 2015 and 
shall include the unearned correct income of $  and group size of 4.   

2. The Department shall recalculate the Petitioner’s FAP budget for August 2015 
and shall include rent of $  

3. The Department shall issue a FAP supplement to the Petitioner if otherwise 
eligible in accordance with Department policy.  

  
 
 

 Lynn M. Ferris  
 
Date Mailed:  11/4/2015 
 
LMF/jaf 

Administrative Law Judge 
for Nick Lyon, Director 
Department of Health and Human Services 

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).   
 
A party may request a rehearing or reconsideration of this Hearing Decision from MAHS 
within 30 days of the mailing date of this Hearing Decision, or MAHS MAY order a 
rehearing or reconsideration on its own motion.  MAHS MAY grant a party’s Request for 
Rehearing or Reconsideration when one of the following exists: 
 

 Newly discovered evidence that existed at the time of the original hearing that 
could affect the outcome of the original hearing decision; 

 Misapplication of manual policy or law in the hearing decision which led to a 
wrong conclusion; 

 Typographical, mathematical or other obvious error in the hearing decision that 
affects the rights of the client; 

 Failure of the ALJ to address in the hearing decision relevant issues raised in the 
hearing request. 

 
The party requesting a rehearing or reconsideration must specify all reasons for the 
request.  MAHS will not review any response to a request for rehearing/reconsideration.  
A request must be received in MAHS within 30 days of the date this Hearing Decision is 
mailed. 






