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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 
The Family  Independence Program (FIP) was established pursuant to the Personal 
Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996, Public Law 104-193, 
42 USC 601, et seq.  The Department (formerly known as the Family Independence 
Agency) administers FIP pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and Mich Admin Code, R 
400.3101 through R 400.3131.  FIP replaced the Aid to Dependent Children (ADC) 
program effective October 1, 1996.  Department policies are contained in the Bridges 
Administrative Manual (BAM), the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), and the Reference 
Tables Manual (RFT).   
 
FIP is not an entitlement.  BEM 234.  Time limits are essential 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 lifetime limit of 48 months for 
state-funded FIP cases and 60 months for federally-funded FIP cases.   
 
In the present case, the Department established that it issued Claimant FIP benefits in 
excess of sixty months.  Claimant acknowledged she did receive FIP benefits as 
indicated in Department Exhibit 1, Federal TANF Time Limit, exceeding sixty months.  
Claimant stated that she has needs such as clothing, uniforms for her children for 
school, detergent to clean the clothes, bleach to clean the house and transportation 
funds.  Claimant stated that her living conditions are almost unbearable.  Claimant said 
that in today’s economy, finding work is not easy, especially since she has no high 
school diploma.  Claimant requested more time to receive this assistance to become 
self-sufficient.  Although this Administrative Law Judge sympathizes with Claimant, I find 
that the Department properly followed Department policy. 
 

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. 
 
 

__________________________ 
Susan C. Burke 

Administrative Law Judge 
for Maura Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 






