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6. On April 7, 2011, the Department denied the Claimant’s application because 
there were no eligible members.   

  
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
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, 
formerly known as the Family Independence Agency, administers FIP pursuant to MCL 
400.10 et seq. and Michigan Administrative Code Rules R400.3101-3131.  FIP replaced 
the Aid to Dependent Children program effective October 1, 1996.  Department policies 
are found in the Bridges Administrative Manual (“BAM”), the Bridges Eligibility Manual 
(“BEM”), and the Bridges Reference Manual (“RFT”). 
 
Clients must cooperate with the local office in determining initial and ongoing eligibility 
to include the completion of the necessary forms.  BAM 105.  Verification means 
documentation or other evidence to establish the accuracy of the client’s verbal or 
written statements.  BAM 130.  Verification is obtained when required by policy, required 
as a local office option, or information regarding an eligibility factor is unclear, 
inconsistent, incomplete, or contradictory.  BAM 130.  Verification is usually required at 
application/redetermination and for reported change affecting eligibility or benefit level.  
BAM 130.  Verification is not required when the client is clearly ineligible or for excluded 
income and assets unless needed to establish the exclusion.  BAM 130.  Before 
determining eligibility, a client is given a reasonable opportunity to resolve any 
discrepancy between statements made and information from another source.  BAM 130. 
 
Benefit duplication means assistance received from the same (or same type of) 
program to cover a person’s needs for the same month.  BEM 222.  Concurrent receipt 
of benefits is prohibited except for medical and food assistance benefits in limited 
circumstances.  BEM 222. 
 
In this case, the Department denied the Claimant’s application relying solely on the 
Order Placing Child in to foster care.  There was no evidence presented, although it 
may exist, that the Claimant’s home was found unsuitable for the grandson.  The 
Claimant testified that the grandson has resided with her for over a year.  Additionally, 
the Claimant stated that school records would show her address as the grandson’s 
address of record.  That being stated, the Claimant has not presented any evidence to 
establish that she, as opposed to the placement family, has custodial and/or legal 
relationship for the grandson.  If, and when, the Claimant is able to obtain such 
documentation, a new FIP application should be submitted.  Based on testimony, it 
appears that the grandson is AWOL (absent without official leave) from his foster care 
home; however, the foster care home is still receiving benefits for the grandson.  In light 






