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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
The Family  Independence Program (FIP) was established pursuant to the Personal 
Responsibility and W ork Opportunity Reconc iliation Act of 1996, Public Law 104-193,  
42 USC 601, et seq .  The Department (formerly k nown as the Family Independence 
Agency) administers FIP pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq ., and Mich Admin Code, R 
400.3101 t hrough R 400.3131.  FI P replaced the Aid to Dependent Children (ADC) 
program effective October 1, 1996.  Departm ent policies are contained in the Bridges  
Administrative Manual (BAM), the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), and the Referenc e 
Tables Manual (RFT).   
 
FIP is not an entitlement.  BEM 234.  Time limits are e ssential to establishing the 
temporary nature of aid as well as communicating the FIP philosophy to support a 
family’s movement to self-sufficiency.  BEM 234.  BEM 234 restricts the total cumulative 
months that an individual may receive FIP benefits to a lifeti me limit of 48  months for 
state-funded FIP cases and 60 months for federally-funded FIP cases.   
 
Additionally, at the hearing, the Department clarified that Claimant's FIP benefits were 
terminated because s he had rec eived 99 mont hs of federally-funded FIP benefits an d 
therefore exceeded the 60-month limit for federally-funded FIP cases.  Claimant testified 
that she did not recall receiv ing 99 months  of FI P benefits.  Howeve r, the Department 
produced f or Claimant's review at the heari ng a chart listing eac h of the months 
Claimant had received FIP be nefits, which exceeded 60 m onths.   Claimant  contended 
that there were cert ain months that she did not re ceive FIP benefits because she was  
sanctioned.  The federal count for FIP benefits  excludes months in which a client was  
sanctioned and did not receive FIP benefits.  BEM 234.  However, Claimant was unable 
to provide any specificity with r egard to t he months at issue t o challenge the char t 
produced by the Departm ent and offered no evidence to support her claim.  Thus, the 
Department acted in accordanc e with Department policy when it closed Claimant's FIP 
case on the basis that Claimant had exceeded the 60-month federal lifetime limit for FIP 
benefits.    
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions 
of Law, and for the reasons stated on the record, finds that the Department  

 did act properly    did not act properly  
when it closed Claimant’s FIP case. 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s decision is  

 AFFIRMED  
 REVERSED 

for the reasons stated above and on the record. 
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