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5. Claimant’s benefits specialist received a notice dated 2/28/09 from CSU 
that Claimant was not cooperating with obtaining child support. Exhibit 1. 

 
6. On 3/11/09, DHS terminated Claimant’s FIP benefits due to Claimant’s 

alleged failure to cooperate with obtaining child support for ; the 
effective date of the benefits termination was for 4/1/09. 

 
7. Claimant submitted a hearing request on 5/18//09 disputing the 

termination of her FIP benefits. 
  

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 (formerly known as the Family 
Independence Agency) 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 Bridges 
Administrative Manual (BAM), the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the Reference 
Tables Manual (RFT).   
 
BEM 255 outlines the requirements for client cooperation with obtaining child support. It 
reads, “Clients must comply with all requests for action or information needed to 
establish paternity and/or obtain child support on behalf of children for whom they 
receive assistance, unless a claim of good cause for not cooperating has been granted 
or is pending.” Failing to cooperate with obtaining child support results in closure of FIP 
benefits. Id. at 10.  
 
In the present case, DHS received a notice (Exhibit 1) from the Child Support Unit 
(CSU) that Claimant was not cooperating with obtaining child support for her 
granddaughter. In response to the notice, DHS properly terminated Claimant’s FIP 
benefits. The actions of the DHS specialist are supported by policy. However, the FIP 
benefit termination can only stand if the underlying finding that Claimant was 
uncooperative with obtaining child support was correct. 
 
Claimant was contacted by the CSU concerning information about her granddaughter, 

. Per an email from CSU (Exhibit 3), information concerning  mother 
and father was sought. Claimant credibly testified that she contacted the CSU with as 
much information about  mother and father as she knew. DHS was unable to 
provide any evidence to rebut Claimant’s testimony. The specialist assigned to 
Claimant’s child support issue was contacted during the hearing but not available. It is 
found that DHS failed to establish that Claimant was uncooperative in obtaining child 
support for her granddaughter. 
 






