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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

FIP was e stablished pursuant to the Pers onal Resp onsibility a nd Work Opportunity 
Reconciliation Act of  1996, Public  Law 104-193, 42 USC 601, et seq.  The Department 
administers FIP pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq ., and Mich Admin Code, R 400.3101 
through R 400.3131.   FIP replaced the Ai d to Dependent Children (ADC) progr am 
effective October 1, 1996.  Department po licies are contained in the Department of 
Human Services Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), Department of Human Service s 
Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), and Department of Human Services Reference Tables 
Manual (RFT).   
 
The FIP benefit program is not an entitlement.  BEM 234 (January 1, 2013), p. 1.  Under 
the federal FIP time limit, individuals are no t eligible for continued FIP benefits once 
they receive a cumulative total of 60 months  of FIP benefits, unle ss the individual wa s 
approved for FIP benefits as  of January 9, 2013, and was exempt from participation in 
the Partnership.Accountability.Training.Hope  (PATH) program for domestic violence,  
establishing incapacity, incapacitated more than 90 days, aged 65 or older, or caring for 
a spouse or child with disabilities .  BEM 234 (January 1, 2013), p. 1; MCL 400.57a (4);  
Bridges Federal Time Limit Interim Bulletin (BPB) 2013-006 (March 1, 2013), p. 1.  The  
federal limit count begins October 1996.  BEM 234, p. 1.   
 
In this cas e, Clamant  testified at  hearing t hat she was  incarcerated for a period of 10  
months in 2008 in Osceola County and did not  believe she received FIP benefits during 
that time period. Claimant  failed to present any proof at hearing regarding her  
incarceration. Claimant also questioned whether months should have counted when she 
was deferred from Work First. It was explai ned that the 60 month f ederal time limits did 
not exc lude months where re cipients were deferred. It s hould be noted t hat even if  
Claimant did not receive benefit s for 11 months in 2008 she would still e xceed the 60 
month time limit as  she has  received benefits since June 2012.  The Department also 
submitted documentation showing Claimant  received FIP benefits for 96 months  
beginning in April 2002. 
 
Thus, the Department  did    did not   act in accordance with Department policy  
when it closed Claim ant’s FIP c ase effect ive for reaching the 60-month federal time 
limit.   
 
Based upon the abov e Findings of Fact and Conclus ions of Law, and for the reasons  
stated on the record, the Administrative Law Judge concludes that the Department  
 

 properly closed Claimant’s FIP case           improperly closed Claimant’s FIP case 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon t he above findings of fact and conclusion s 
of law and for the reasons stated on the record, decides that the Department 

 did act properly. 



201340

 did n
 
Accordi

 AFFI
 

 
 
 
 

Date Si
 
Date M
 
NOTIC
reconsi
the mai
reconsi
implem
 
The Cla
receipt 
30 days 
 
Claima
 

 
a

 
 
 
 

 

Reques
 
 
 
 L
 
 

006; 20133

ot act prop

ngly, the D
RMED. 

gned:  Jun

ailed:   Jun

E:  Michiga
deration on
ling date o

deration o
ented withi

imant may 
of the Deci
of the rec

nt may req

A rehearing
ffect the o

A reconside

misappli
typogra
hearing 
the failu
 

t must be s
Michigan A
Reconsider
P. O. Box 3

ansing, Mi

2571/AM 

erly. 

epartment’s
 REVE

e 28, 2013 

e 28, 2013 

n Administ
 either its o
of this De c
n the De p
n 90 days o

appeal the
sion and O

eipt date of 

uest a rehea

 MAY be g
utcome of th
ration MAY

cation of m
phical erro r
decision tha
re of the AL

ubmitted th
dministrative
ation/Rehea
0639 
chigan 4890

s FIP eligib
ERSED. 

rative Hear
own motion
cision and 
partment's 
of the filing o

e Decision a
Order or, if a

the reheari

aring or rec

granted if 
he original 

Y be granted

anual polic
rs, mathe m
at affect the
LJ to addres

hrough the 
e Hearings
aring Reque

09-07322 

3 

ility determ

ring Syste
n or at the 

Order.  
motion w

of the origi

and Order 
a timely req
ing decision

considerati

there is  n e
hearing de
d for any o

y or law in 
matical err
e substanti
ss other rel

local DHS 

est 

ination is 

____

f
Dep

m (MAHS) 
request o  

MAHS will 
here the f
nal reques

to Circuit 
quest for r
n. 

on for the fo

ewly disco
cision. 
f the follow

the hearin
or, or oth
al rights of 
evant issu

office or di

__________
A

Administra
or Maura Co
artment of H

may order
f a party w i
not order 
final deci s
t.  (60 days 

Court within
ehearing wa

ollowing rea

vered evid e

ing reasons

g decision, 
er obviou s
the claiman
es in the he

rectly to MA

__________
Aaron McCl
ative Law Ju
orrigan, Dire
Human Serv

r a reheari n
ithin 30 da y
a reheari n

sion cann o
for FAP ca

n 30 days o
as made, w

asons: 

ence that c

s: 

 
s errors i n
nt, 
earing decis

AHS by ma

____ 
lintic 
udge 
ector 
vices 

ng or  
ys of 

ng or  
ot be 
ases) 

of the 
within 

could 

n the  

sion. 

il at  






