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(1) Claimant was an ongoing recipient of Family Independence Program (FIP) and 

Food Assistance Program (FAP) benefits. 

(2) On December 3, 2008, following an interview with a Child Support Specialist, the 

Office of Child Support issued Claimant a Non-Cooperation Notice regarding her son,  

. 

(3) Due to intervention by Claimant’s caseworker, Claimant and the Child Support 

Specialist spoke again. 

(4) On January 8, 2009, the Child Support Specialist contacted Claimant’s 

caseworker and told her to apply the sanction. 

(5) On January 8, 2009, Claimant was sent Notice of Case Action (DHS-1605) 

regarding both her Family Independence Program (FIP) and Food Assistance Program (FAP) 

benefits. 

(6) On January 20, 2009, Claimant submitted a request for hearing.    

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The Family Independence  Program (FIP) was established  pursuant to  the Personal 

Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation  Act of 1996, Public Law 104-193, 

8 USC 601, et seq.  The Department of Human Services (DHS or department) administers the 

FIP program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MAC R 400.3101-3131.  The FIP program 

replaced the Aid to Dependent Children (ADC) program effective October 1, 1996.  Department 

policies are found in the Program Administrative Manual (PAM), the Program Eligibility 

Manual (PEM) and the Program Reference Manual (PRM). 

The Food Assistance Program (FAP) (formerly known as the Food Stamp (FS) program) 

is established by the Food Stamp Act of 1977, as amended, and is implemented by the federal 

regulations contained in Title 7 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).  The Department of 
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Human Services (DHS or department) administers the FAP program pursuant to MCL 400.10, 

et seq., and MAC R 400.3001-3015.  Department policies are found in the Program 

Administrative Manual (PAM), the Program Eligibility Manual (PEM) and the Program 

Reference Manual (PRM). 

During the hearing, Claimant provided the same information she testified was provided to 

the Child Support Specialist.  Claimant testified:  father is  she 

does not know much about him; she met him, went to a hotel room with him and had sex one 

time; he said he was from Detroit; at one time she had a phone number for him but does not have 

it anymore.  The Child Support Specialist concluded that Claimant’s answers did not add up and 

had the impression that Claimant was not providing all the information she had about   

This Administrative Law Judge agrees with that assessment.  Men seeking a one night stand in a 

town they do not live in generally DON’T give out their phone number and generally DO use 

protection to avoid sexually transmitted dieses.  The highest probability is that Claimant had 

much more of a relationship with  than she is revealing, or that someone else is 

Antonio’s father.            

DECISION AND ORDER 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above findings of fact and conclusions of 

law, decides the Department of Human Services properly sanctioned Claimant’s Family 

Independence Program (FIP) and Food Assistance Program (FAP) cases for failure to cooperate 

in establishing paternity or securing support. 

 

 






