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2. The OIG has requested that Respondent be disqualified from receiving program 

benefits. 
 
3. The Department has already established and is recouping the debt in question.   
 
4. The Department has conceded that the error in question was the result of a client 

error. 
 
5. This was Respondent’s first alleged IPV. 
 
6. A notice of hearing was mailed to Respondent at the last known address and was 

not returned by the US Post Office as undeliverable. 
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

Department policies are contained in the Department of Health and Human Services 
Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), Adult Services 
Manual (ASM), and Reference Tables Manual (RFT).       
 
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 to .3015. 
 
Per Department testimony, an overissuance in the current matter has already been 
established against the Respondent; the OI was established on or about April 7, 2014. 
No further overissuance may legally be established, as the overissuance in question 
has been established, and recoupment began against the Respondent. A legal finding 
in this matter of an overissuance would result in a second, identical overissuance; 
therefore, no further overissuance may be found. 
 
With regards to the IPV, the same testimony shows that the Department has already 
found that the error involved was the result of client error. As such, no further findings 
are necessary, because there is no dispute as to the nature of the error. Respondent 
did not object at the time to the Department’s client error finding. Therefore, no IPV is 
found, as a client error finding has already been established with no objection. 
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DECISION AND ORDER 
 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions 
of Law, and for the reasons stated on the record, if any, concludes that: 
 
1. Respondent has not committed an IPV, per Department evidence. 

 
2. The Department has failed to establish a second overissuance in the amount of 

in the FAP program. This finding in no way removes the overissuance already 
established in this matter. 

 
 
 

 
 
  

 
RC/tm Robert J. Chavez  
 Administrative Law Judge 

for Nick Lyon, Director 
Department of Health and Human Services 
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NOTICE OF APPEAL:  A party may appeal this Order in circuit court within 30 days of 
the receipt date.  A copy of the circuit court appeal must be filed with the Michigan 
Administrative Hearing System (MAHS).   
 
A party may request a rehearing or reconsideration of this Order if the request is 
received by MAHS within 30 days of the date the Order was issued. The party 
requesting a rehearing or reconsideration must provide the specific reasons for the 
request.  MAHS will not review any response to a request for 
rehearing/reconsideration.  
 
A written request may be mailed or faxed to MAHS.  If submitted by fax, the written 
request must be faxed to (517) 335-6088; Attention:  MAHS Rehearing/Reconsideration 
Request. 
 
If submitted by mail, the written request must be addressed as follows: 
 

Michigan Administrative Hearings 
Reconsideration/Rehearing Request 

P.O. Box 30639 
Lansing, Michigan  48909-8139 

 






