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3. The Department denied the Claimant’s SER application due to the fact that the 
Claimant did not have sufficient income.  

 
4. On October 7, 2011, Claimant filed a Request for Hearing, disputing the 

Department’s action on the basis that the Department   
 
  

 miscalculated the number of months Claimant had received FIP benefits.  
 improperly denied the Claimant’s SER application.  

 
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).   
 
The State Emergency Relief (SER) program is established by 2004 PA 344.  The SER 
program is administered pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and by final administrative 
rules filed with the Secretary of State on October 28, 1993.  MAC R 400.7001-400.7049.  
Department of Human Services (DHS or department) policies are found in the State 
Emergency Relief Manual (ERM). 
 
FIP Assistance 
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.   
 
Additionally, the Department demonstrated by the evidence it presented, that the 
Claimant had received 170 months of Federal FIP cash assistance and that the 
Claimant’s case was closed due to the fact that the 60 month federal limit for receipt of 
benefits had been exceeded.  The Claimant did not demonstrate by persuasive 
evidence that the Department’s calculation of the months FIP benefits were received 
was wrong or otherwise incorrect.  Based on the record and the evidence presented, 
the Department met its burden of proof and demonstrated that the Claimant’s case was 
closed in accordance with Department policy as her receipt of FIP benefits exceeded 
the federal limit of 60 months.  
 
SER Assistance 
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The Department did not meet its burden of proof to demonstrate by a budget, or other 
information, the basis for its decision finding that the Claimant’s application for SER was 
denied due to a lack of income.   No evidence supporting the basis for the Department’s 
denial of the application was presented or offered.  
 

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. 
 
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  
 
In this case, on November 1, 2011 , the Department  did not act properly when  
 

 denied Claimant’s application for benefits 
 closed Claimant’s case for benefits 
 reduced Claimant’s benefits 

 
for: 
 

 Family Independence Program (FIP).   Adult Medical Assistance (AMP). 
 Food Assistance Program (FAP).   State Disability Assistance (SDA). 
 Medical Assistance (MA).    Child Development and Care (CDC). 
 State Emergency Services (SER). 

   
 

 THE DEPARTMENT IS ORDERED TO DO THE FOLLOWING WITHIN 10 DAYS OF 
THE DATE OF MAILING OF THIS DECISION AND ORDER: 
 
1. The Department shall initiate reinstatment of the Claimant's SER application 

retroactive to the date of closure and reprocess the application.  
 
 

__________________________ 
Lynn M. Ferris 

Administrative Law Judge 
for Maura Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 






