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5. The Claimant’s grandson continues to receive MA benefits. 
 
6. The Department received the Claimant’s request for a hearing on May 27, 2010, 

protesting the termination of FIP and MA benefits.   
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

The Medical Assistance (MA) program is established by Title XIX of the Social Security 
Act and is implemented by Title 42 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).  The 
Department of Human Services (DHS or Department) administers the MA program 
pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MCL 400.105.  Department policies are found in 
the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), 
Reference Table Manual (RFT), and the Bridges Reference Manual (BRM). 
 
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 Bridges Administrative 
Manual (BAM), the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), Reference Table Manual (RFT), 
and the Bridges Reference Manual (BRM). 
 
The Claimant applied for FIP and MA benefits on February 12, 2010, and included her 
grandson on the application.  The Claimant’s grandson was already active on another 
MA benefits case.  The Department provided verification that the grandson is currently 
approved for MA benefits on the Claimant’s benefits case. 
 
On May 17, 2010, the Claimant reported that the grandson’s father was living in the 
household.  On May 21, 2010, the Department sent the Claimant notice that it would 
terminate FIP benefits effective July 1, 2010, because no group member is an eligible 
child and a group member does not meet program requirements. 
 
The Department testified that policy requires that income earned by the grandson’s 
father be included in the group’s FIP budget.  The Department testified that it was 
unable to complete a FIP budget because its computer system had already terminated 
FIP benefits for an erroneous reason, which was that not group member is an eligible 
child.  The Department testified that it had been unable to rectify the situation, and that 
a help ticket has been submitted. 
 
Based on the evidence and testimony available at the hearing, the Department has not 
established that it properly terminated the Claimant’s FIP benefits effective July 1, 2010. 
 
 
 
 






