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2. On February 1, 2013, the Department  

 denied Claimant’s application   closed Claimant’s case 
due to a determination that she failed to meet the work participation requirements of 

the FIP program and had no good cause for her failure to do so.   
 
3. On December 27, 2012, the Department sent  

 Claimant    Claimant’s Authorized Representative (AR) 
notice of the   denial.  closure. 

 
4. On January 4, 2013, Claimant filed a hearing request, protesting the  

 denial of the application.  closure of the case.  
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

Department policies are contained in the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), the 
Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), and the Reference Tables Manual (RFT).   
 

 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 1999 AC, Rule 400.3101 
through Rule 400.3131.  FIP replaced the Aid to Dependent Children (ADC) program 
effective October 1, 1996.   
 
Additionally, the factfinder in this case is asked to determine whether the Department 
followed its own policy and procedure in terminating Claimant's FIP benefits.  The 
Department asserts that Claimant failed to show good cause for her failure to fulfill the 
program's work participation requirements.  Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) 233A, 
"Failure to Meet Employment and/or Self-Sufficiency-Related Requirements: FIP," is the 
Department policy applicable in this case.  If the Department is found to have followed 
this procedure, the Department must be upheld.  If the Department failed to follow its 
own procedures, it must be reversed.   Department of Human Services Bridges 
Eligibility Manual (BEM) 233A (2012). 
 
At the hearing the Department presented job search records to show that Claimant 
failed to participate in the program for the required twenty (20) hours per week.  The 
Work First program casenotes of the triage conference indicate that Claimant at first 
said she was in fact participating twenty hours per week, but then she stated that she 
was actually not fully participating because of a domestic violence problem.  Then she 
stated her goal was to move out of state.  Based on this information, the Department 
determined that Claimant did not have good cause to explain her failure to participate.   
 
At the hearing the Claimant admitted she did not fulfill the twenty-hour-per-week 
requirement, and that what she really wanted was a "transfer."   
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BEM 233A requires the Department to conduct a triage conference in the situation 
where the Work First program reports to the Department that the Claimant has not fully 
participated.  The Department must determine whether good cause exists to excuse the 
failure to participate based on the best information available.  BEM 233A, pp. 7-8. 
 
Applying BEM 233A to the present case, the facts are that the Department was notified 
of a failure to meet requirements, it scheduled a triage, it conducted the triage and 
evaluated the evidence, and it made a finding of no good cause.  It is found and 
determined that the Department did follow its own procedure in this case, and that there 
is sufficient evidence to support the Department's conclusion that good cause did not 
exist.  The Department's action in this case is affirmed.  
 
 
Based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and for the reasons 
stated on the record, the Administrative Law Judge concludes that the Department  
 

 properly denied Claimant’s application     improperly denied Claimant’s application 
 properly closed Claimant’s case               improperly closed Claimant’s case 

 
for:    AMP  FIP  FAP  MA  SDA  CDC.  
 

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. 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s  AMP  FIP  FAP  MA  SDA  CDC decision 
is  AFFIRMED  REVERSED for the reasons stated on the record. 
 
 
 

__________________________ 
Jan Leventer 

Administrative Law Judge 
for Maura Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 
Date Signed:  February 25, 2013 
 
Date Mailed:   February 25, 2013 
 
NOTICE:  Michigan Administrative Hearing System (MAHS) may order a rehearing or 
reconsideration on either its own motion or at the request of a party within 30 days of 
the mailing date of this Decision and Order.  MAHS will not order a rehearing or 
reconsideration on the Department's motion where the final decision cannot be 
implemented within 90 days of the filing of the original request.  (60 days for FAP cases) 
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