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2. On October 12, 2012, the Department sent a Notice of Non-compliance to the 
Claimant instructing her to appear for triage on October 18, 2012.   

 
3. The Claimant failed to attend the triage resulting in the termination of FIP 

benefits.   
 
4. During the hearing, it was discovered that the Claimant address had not been 

updated resulting in the Notices being sent to the wrong address.   
 

5. On December 21, 2012, the Department received the Claimant’s timely written 
request for hearing.  

 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
Department policies are found in the Bridges Administrative Manual (“BAM”), the 
Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), the Reference Tables Manual (“RFT”), and the State 
Emergency Relief Manual (“ERM”). 
 

 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, Rules 
400.3101 through R 400.3131.  FIP replaced the Aid to Dependent Children (“ADC”) 
program effective October 1, 1996.   
 
 

 The Child Development and Care (“CDC”) program is established by Titles IVA, IVE 
and XX of the Social Security Act, the Child Care and Development Block Grant of 
1990, and the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996.  
The program is implemented by Title 45 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Parts 98 
and 99.  The Department provides services to adults and children pursuant to MCL 
400.14(1) and Mich Admin Code, Rules 400.5001 through R 400.5015.  
 
The law provides that disposition may be made of a contested case by stipulation or 
agreed settlement.  MCL 24.278(2).   
 
In the present case, the Department agreed to reinstate the Claimant’s FIP benefits 
effective November 1, 2012 and supplement for lost benefits that the Claimant was 
entitled to receive.  All parties were amendable to this resolution.   
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
The Administrative Law Judge concludes that the Department and Claimant have come 
to a settlement regarding Claimant’s request for a hearing.   
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