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Petitioner’s FAP benefits for the period February 20, 2015, through March 31, 
2015, and also issued a $  supplement to the Petitioner.  Exhibit 1.   

4. The Petitioner requested a hearing on October 21, 2015, protesting that her 
FAP benefits ended.   

 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
Department policies are contained in the Department of Health and Human Services 
Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), Department of Health and Human Services 
Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), Department of Health and Human Services Reference 
Tables Manual (RFT), and Department of Health and Human Services Emergency 
Relief Manual (ERM).   
 
The Food Assistance Program (FAP) [formerly known as the Food Stamp program] is 
established by the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008, as amended, 7 USC 2011 to 2036a 
and is implemented by the federal regulations contained in 7 CFR 273.  The 
Department (formerly known as the Department of Human Services) administers FAP 
pursuant to MCL 400.10, the Social Welfare Act, MCL 400.1-.119b, and Mich Admin 
Code, R 400.3001-.3011. 
 
In this case, the Petitioner requested a hearing on October 21, 2015, protesting the fact that 
she did not receive FAP benefits after April 1, 2015, and received no notice with regard to 
why her FAP benefits closed.  The Notice of Case Action issued February 27, 2015, did not 
close the Petitioner’s FAP case.  The Notice supplemented her for an underpayment and 
increased the benefits to $  for the period February 1, 2015, through March 31, 2015.  
Exhibit 1.  At the hearing, the Department did not present any information to indicate that 
there was a no problem with the Petitioner’s completion of her February 2015 
redetermination.  The Notice the Department presented dated February 27, 2015, did not 
indicate that the case closed.  The eligibility summary indicated that the Petitioner’s case 
closed as of April 1, 2015.  There was no Notice of Case Action presented which was sent 
to the Petitioner that advised her with regard to the Department‘s closure of her FAP case.  
BAM 220 provides with respect to providing notice: 
 

Negative Actions 

A negative action is identified in Bridges with notice 
reason(s) in eligibility results. Negative actions include: 

 Decrease in program benefits, including case or EDG 
closure. 

 Special living arrangement client pay increase. 

 Inactivation of an eligible group member. 
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 Inactivation resulting in a FAP benefit increase is not an 

FAP negative action.  BAM 220 (October 1, 2015), p. 
10-11. 

In this case, none of the above conditions were noted in the only notice sent to the 
Petitioner.  Exhibit 1.  The Notice the Department sent advised the Petitioner that it 
increased FAP benefits and supplemented benefits; it did not close the case.  Because 
no evidence was presented in this case that a Notice was sent to the Petitioner advising 
her of the closing of her FAP case, the Petitioner’s request for hearing in this case is 
timely as the Department presented no evidence that it processed a closure of the FAP 
case.  In addition, the Department did not act in accordance with BAM 220 when it 
closed the Petitioner’s FAP case without a Notice of Case Action.   

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 
stopped the Petitioner’s FAP benefits without a Notice of case action informing the 
Petitioner of its action closing her FAP benefits and the reasons for closure.   
 

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. The Department shall reinstate the Petitioner’s FAP case as of April 1, 2015. 

2. The Department shall supplement the Petitioner for FAP benefits, if any, the 
Petitioner was otherwise entitled to receive in accordance with Department policy. 

  
 
 

 Lynn M. Ferris  
 
Date Mailed:   12/15/2015 
 
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).   
 






