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4. Claimant requested a hearing on the denial of her FIP application on December 
22, 2010. 

 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
 
The Family Independence program (FIP) was es tablished pursuant to the Personal 
Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconc iliation Act of 1996, P ublic Law 104-193, 8 
USC 601, et seq.   T he Department administers the FIP progr am pursuant to MCL 
400.10, et seq. , and MAC R 400.3101-3131.   Departm ent policies are found in the 
Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), th e Bridges Eligibilit y Manual (BEM) and the 
Program Reference Manual (PRM), which includes the Reference Tables (RFT.) 
 

BEM 245 dictates:  “Children ages 18 or 19 must attend high school 
full time and be reasonably expected to graduate by age 20, as a 
condition of eligibility for FIP.”  BEM 245, p. 1. 

 
In the present case, the Claimant testified credibly that she is t he guardian of a child 
who is nineteen years of age.  Claimant testified that the child is receiving special 
education courses.  The Depa rtment did not prove that Claimant’s nineteen-year-old  
child was not attending high sc hool full  time and was not reasonably expected to 
graduate by age twenty.  Therefore, the Depar tment was incorrect in its decision to 
deny Claimant’s FIP application. 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
Based upon the abov e findings of  fact and conclusions of law,  it is conc luded that the 
Department was inc orrect in it s decision to deny Claimant’s FI P application, and it is  
ORDERED, therefore, that it s decision is REVERSED.  It is further ORDERED that th e 
Department shall reinstate and reprocess Claimant’s FIP app lication of December 17,  
2010.  It is further ORDERED that if Claimant is othe rwise eligible, any missed 
payments shall be made in the form of a supplement. 
 
 

____ _______________________ 
Susan C. Burke 

Administrative Law Judge 
For Maura Corrigan, Director 
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