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The Claimant’s net income of $  was determined by subtracting the Claimant’s 
excess shelter deduction from his adjusted gross income.  A group of one with a net 
income of $  is entitled to a $  monthly allotment of FAP benefits.  Department of 
Health and Human Services Reference Table Manual (RFT) 260 (October 1, 2015), p 8. 

The Claimant argued that as a diabetic, he requires a special diet and that he required 
additional food assistance benefits. 

This Administrative Law Judge finds that the Department determined the Claimant in 
accordance with Department policy and was unable to consider his special 
circumstances when determining his benefit level.  Although he may be deserving of 
additional benefits, the claimant’s request is not within the scope of authority delegated 
to this Administrative Law Judge.  Administrative Law Judges have no authority to make 
exceptions to the department policy set out in the program manuals.  Furthermore, 
administrative adjudication is an exercise of executive power rather than judicial power, 
and restricts the granting of equitable remedies.  Michigan Mutual Liability Co. v Baker, 
295 Mich 237; 294 NW 168 (1940). 

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 acted in 
accordance with Department policy when it determined the Claimant’s eligibility for Food 
Assistance Program (FAP) benefits as of October 1, 2015. 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s decision is AFFIRMED.  
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