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any deductions.  Department of Human Services Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) 500 
(July 1, 2015). 

All income is converted to a standard monthly amount.  If the client is paid weekly, the 
Department multiplies the average weekly amount by 4.3.  If the client is paid every 
other week, the Department multiplies the average bi-weekly amount by 2.15.  
Department of Human Services Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) 505 (July 1, 2014), pp 
7-8. 

The Department will use the average of child support payments made over the previous 
3 months unless those payments are not expected to continue.  BEM 505, pp 3-4. 

In this case, the Claimant is an ongoing FAP recipient as a group of seven.  The 
Claimant requested a hearing protesting how the Department is determining her 
monthly income and monthly expenses when determining her eligibility for FAP benefits. 

On August 3, 2015, the Department initiated a routine redetermination of the Claimant’s 
eligibility for FAP benefits based on the completed Redetermination (DHS-1010) form 
and copies of paycheck stubs she submitted to the Department.  The Department 
determined that a member of the Claimant’s household receives earned income in the 
gross monthly amount of $ , which was determined by multiplying the average of 
the four weekly paychecks received in July by the 4.3 conversion factor. 

This Administrative Law Judge finds that the Department properly determined the 
Claimant’s countable income. 

The Claimant is entitled to a 20% earned income deduction, a $  standard deduction, 
and a deduction for child support payments made.  No evidence was presented on the 
record that anyone in the Claimant’s FAP group is considered a senior/disabled/veteran 
group member. 

The Department determined that the Claimant’s child support expenses were $  
for August, $  for July, $  for June, $  for May, and $  for April.  
These monthly totals are supported by the listing of individual payments verified by the 
Claimant.  The Department’s representative testified that the Claimant was given credit 
for the average monthly totals over a three month period as directed by BEM 505. 

However, for her June FAP benefits, the Claimant was given a $  credit for child 
support expenses. 

This Administrative Law Judge finds that the Department failed to establish that the 
Department properly determined the Claimant’s child support expenses of $  in 
June of 2015 based on the monthly total child support expense determinations. 
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It should be noted that the Department also gave the Claimant a $  child support 
credit for September of 2015 as well.   

Clients have the right to contest a department decision affecting eligibility or benefit 
levels whenever it is believed that the decision is incorrect.  The Michigan 
Administrative Hearing System (MAHS) will provide an administrative hearing to review 
the decision and determine the appropriateness.  MAHS may grant a hearing for any of 
the following: 

 Denial of an application and/or supplemental payments. 

 Reduction in the amount of program benefits or service. 

 Suspension or termination of program benefits or service. 

 Restrictions under which benefits or services are provided. 

 Delay of any action beyond standards of promptness. 

 For FAP only, the current level of benefits or denial of expedited service.  
Department of Human Services Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM) 600 
(April 1, 2015), pp 3-4. 

A request for hearing must be in writing and signed by the claimant, petitioner, or 
authorized representative.  Rule 400.904(1).  Moreover, the Department of Human 
Services Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM) 600 (April 1, 2015), p. 6, provides in 
relevant part as follows:   

The client or authorized hearing representative has 90 calendar days from 
the date of the written notice of case action to request a hearing. The 
request must be received anywhere in DHS within the 90 days. 

The Claimant’s hearing request was received by the Department on October 16, 2015.  
This Administrative Law Judge finds that the Claimant has a right to protest her current 
level of FAP benefits through July 1, 2015. 

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 failed to 
satisfy its burden of showing that it acted in accordance with Department policy when it 
applied the Claimant’s child support expenses to her eligibility for Food Assistance 
Program (FAP) benefits. 
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DECISION AND ORDER 

Accordingly, the Department’s decision is REVERSED. 

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. Initiate a determination of the Claimant’s eligibility for Food Assistance Program 
(FAP) benefits as of July 1, 2015. 

2. Provide the Claimant with a Notice of Case Action (DHS-1605) describing the 
Department’s revised eligibility determination. 

3. Issue the Claimant any retroactive benefits she may be eligible to receive, if any. 

 
 
  

 

 Kevin Scully
 
 
 
Date Signed:  12/30/2015 
 
Date Mailed:   12/30/2015 
 
KS  

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; 






