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4. DHS issued FIP and FAP benefits to Claimant as if  lived in Claimant’s 
household. 

 
5. In 10/2010, DHS issued $489 in FIP benefits to Claimant based on a household 

size of three persons; Claimant,  and Claimant’s son. 
 

6. In 10/2010 DHS issued $524 in FAP benefits to Claimant based on a household 
size of three persons; Claimant,  and Claimant’s son. 

 
7. In 10/2010,  called DHS to remind DHS that she was no longer living with 

her mother. 
 

8. On an unspecified date, DHS sent a notice to Claimant that her FAP benefits 
would be reduced to $356 effective 11/2010 based on  not living with 
Claimant. 

 
9. On an unspecified date, DHS sent a notice to Claimant that her FIP benefits 

would be terminated based on Claimant not having any minor children eligible for 
FIP benefits. 

 
10.  Claimant requested a hearing on 10/12/10 disputing the reduction of FIP and 

FAP benefits for 11/2010. 
 

11.  DHS concedes that Claimant’s FIP benefits were wrongly terminated for 11/2010 
and that Claimant is entitled to FIP benefits for 11/2010 based on a two-person 
group which includes Claimant and her son, but not . 

  
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
The Food Assistance Program (formerly known as the Food Stamp 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 Human Services (formerly known as the Family Independence Agency) 
administers the FAP program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MAC R 400.3001-
3015.  Department policies are found in the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), the 
Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the Reference Tables Manual (RFT). 
 
FAP group composition is established by determining: who lives together, the 
relationship(s) of the people who live together, whether the people living together 
purchase and prepare food together or separately and whether the person(s) resides in 
an eligible living situation. BEM 212 at 1. The relationship of the people who live 
together affects whether they must be included or excluded from the group. Id. People 
who do not live together are never part of the same FAP benefits group. 
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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).   
 
FIP group composition is the determination of which individuals living together are 
included in the FIP eligibility determination group (EDG) and the FIP certified group. 
BEM 210 at 1. To be eligible for FIP, a child must live with a legal parent, stepparent or 
other qualifying caretaker. Id. Like the FAP group composition policy, persons that do 
not live together are not in the same FIP benefits group. 
 
It has already been found that based on Claimant’s and Claimant’s daughter’s own 
reports to DHS  was not living with Claimant in 10/2010, the time DHS affected 
Claimant’s FIP benefits. However, DHS only reduced Claimant’s FAP benefits; DHS 
terminated Claimant’s FIP benefits. 
 
DHS concedes that they erred in terminating the FIP benefits on the basis that 
Claimant’s does not have an eligible FIP group member. DHS stated that Claimant has 
a son who qualifies as a dependent child that is eligible to receive FIP benefits. DHS 
should have updated Claimant’s FIP benefits from a three person group in 10/2010 
(which included ) to a two person group in 11/2010 and issued FIP benefits 
accordingly. It is found that DHS erred by terminating Claimant’s FIP benefits effective 
11/2010 by neglecting to consider Claimant’s FIP benefit eligibility based on her son, a 
dependent child that lives with Claimant. 
 
DHS indicated that Claimant’s FIP benefit reinstatement would be conditional upon 
Claimant’s participation with employment-related activities. Though DHS may require 
Claimant’s participation with such activities for future benefits (if DHS regulations allow 
it), Claimant’s FIP benefit reinstatement may not be conditional upon such participation 
as Claimant would have received 11/2010 FIP benefit termination was the result of DHS 
error, not the result of Claimant’s failure to participate with employment related 
activities. 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above findings of fact and conclusions 
of law, finds that DHS properly reduced Claimant’s FAP benefits effective 11/2010 
based on the reporting of Ashley as a non-household member. The actions taken by 
DHS are partially AFFIRMED. 






