


201421077/KS 
 

2 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The Family Independence Program (FIP) was established pursuant to the Personal 
Responsibility and W ork Opportunity Reconc iliation Act of 1996,  PL 104-193, and 42 
USC 601 to 679c.  The Depar tment (formerly known as the Family Independenc e 
Agency) administers FIP pursuant to MC L 400.10 and 400.57a and Mich Admin Code, 
R 400.3101 to .3131. 

The Family  Independence Program (FIP) is a temporary cash assistance program to 
support a family’s movement to self-suffi ciency. The Family Self-Sufficiency Plan 
(FSSP) was created to allow DHS and othe r DHS client service providers to documen t 
and share information about mutual partic ipants for optimal case management. The 
department’s goa l of assisting families to achieve s elf-sufficiency whenev er possible  
can only be achieved if ba rriers are properly identified and overcome.  Department of 
Human Services Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) 228 (July 1, 2013), p 1. 

Noncompliance of applicants, recipients, or  member adds inc ludes failing to complete a  
Family Automated Sc reening Tool  (FAST), as assigned as the fir st step in t he Family 
Self-Sufficiency Plan  (FSSP) p rocess wit hout good  cause.  D epartment of Human 
Services Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) 233A (January 1, 2013), pp 2-3. 

All Family  Independence Program (FIP) work eligible i ndividuals and no n-work elig ible 
individuals must complete a F amily Automa ted Screening Tool (FAST).  Therefore, 
Family Independence Program (FIP) recipi ents that have been deferred from the 
Partnership. Accountability. Training. Hope. (PATH) program must also co mplete the 
Family Automated Screening Tool (FAST).  BEM 228, p 3. 

The participant’s failure to submit the FAST within 30 days of the notice date is failure to 
meet eligibility requirements.  BEM 228, p 21. 

In this case, the Claimant was a Family Independence Program (FIP) recipient and was 
deferred from participation in the Partnership  Accountability Training Hope ( PATH).  On 
November 21, 2013, the Department notifi ed the Claimant of his requirement to 
complete the Family Automated Screening Tool (FAST), which is required of all Family  
Independence Program (FIP) recipients inc luding thos e that have been def erred from 
Partnership Accountability Tr aining Hope (PATH) activities .  On December 21, 2013, 
the Claimant had failed to comp lete the Family Automated Screening  Tool (FAST), and 
the Department notified him that it woul d sanction his Family  Independence Progra m 
(FIP) benefits as of February 1, 2014. 

The Department held a triage meeting on De cember 30, 2013, wher e the Claimant had 
an opportunity to establish good cause for his fa ilure to complete the Family Automated 
Screening Tool (FAST).  The Claimant di d not attend the tria ge meeting, and the 
Department determined that there was no  good cause in the case bas ed on the 
information available at that time. 

The Claim ant testified that he was not aware that deferred Family Independence 
Program (FIP) recipients were  required to complete the Family Automated Screening 
Tool (FAST). 
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Based on t he evidence and test imony available during the hear ing, this Administrative 
Law Judge finds that the Claimant failed to  establish good cause for his failure t o 
complete the Family Automated Screening Tool (FAST), and the Department was acting 
in accordance with policy  when it sancti oned his Family Indep endence Program (FIP)  
benefits. 

DECISION AND ORDER 

The Administrative Law Judge, based on the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of 
Law, and for the reasons stated on the record, if any, finds that the Department acted in 
accordance with Department policy when it sanctioned t he Claimant's Family  
Independence Program (FIP) benefits. 

Accordingly, the Department’s decision is AFFIRMED.  
 
 

 
 

 _______________________ 
 Kevin Scully 

 Administrative Law Judge 
 for Maura D. Corrigan, Director 
 Department of Human Services 

 
 
Date Signed:  February 3, 2014 
 
Date Mailed:  February 4, 2014 
 
 
NOTICE OF APP EAL:  The c laimant may appea l the Dec ision and Order to Circuit  
Court within 30 days  of the rece ipt of the Decision and Order or, i f a timely Request for  
Rehearing or Reconsideration was made, within 30 days of the receipt date of the 
Decision and Order of Reconsideration or Rehearing Decision. 
 
Michigan Administrative Hearing Syst em (MAHS) may order a rehearing  or 
reconsideration on either its own motion or at the request of a par ty within 30 days  of 
the mailing date of this Dec ision and Order .  MAHS will not order a rehearing or  
reconsideration on the Department's mo tion where the final decis ion cannot be 
implemented within 90 days of the filing of the original request (60 days for FAP cases). 
 
A Request for Rehearing or Reconsideration may be granted when one of the following 
exists: 
 

 Newly disc overed evidence that existed at  the time of the or iginal hearing that 
could affect the outcome of the original hearing decision; 

 Misapplication of manual policy or law in the hearing decision which led to a 
wrong conclusion; 






