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2. On February 26, 2010, the claimant was mailed a Verification Checklist (DHS-

3503) that required her to submit proof of income by March 8, 2010.  (Department Exhibit 5 – 6) 

3. On March 4, 2010, the claimant submitted two paycheck stubs.  (Department 

Exhibit 7 – 8) 

4. The department mailed the claimant a Notice of Case Action (DHS-1605) on 

March 12, 2010, that informed the claimant her FAP and AMP would be closing effective 

April 1, 2010.  (Department Exhibit 9 – 13) 

5. The department reinstated the claimant’s FAP benefits and mailed her a Notice of 

Case Action informing her of such on March 15, 2010.  While the department attempted to re-

open the claimant’s AMP, the Bridges computer system did not allow it to do so.  (Department 

Exhibit 14 – 18) 

6. The claimant submitted a hearing request on March 18, 2010.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 The Adult Medical Program (AMP) is established by Title XXI of  the Social Security 

Act; (1115)(a)(1) of the Social Security Act, and is administered by the Department of Human 

Services (DHS or department)  pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq.  Department policies are 

contained in the Program Administrative Manual (PAM), the Program Eligibility Manual 

(PEM) and the Program Reference Manual (PRM). 

 The department indicates that the claimant did submit the required verifications within 

the time limits.  The claimant was mailed a Verification Checklist on February 26, 2010, with a 

due date of March 8, 2010.  This checklist required the claimant to submit proof of income.  The 

claimant did submit paycheck stubs on March 4, 2010.  Therefore, the department should not 

have closed the claimant’s case for failure to return the required verifications. 
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 The department did attempt to correct the closure.  On March 15, 2010, the department 

was able to reinstate the claimant’s FAP benefits, thus there is no FAP hearing issue.  However, 

the department was unable to reinstate the claimant’s AMP benefits, as the Bridges computer 

system would not allow them to do so.  The department representative testified that a report has 

been provided to the Information Technology department, but the error has not been corrected. 

DECISION AND ORDER 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above findings of fact and conclusions 

of  law, decides that the department improperly closed the claimant's AMP case in March, 2010.   

Accordingly, the department's determination is REVERSED. 

The department shall: 

1.      Reinstate the claimant's AMP back to the date of closure, April 1, 2010. 

2.      Inform the claimant in writing that the AMP closure has been corrected and that the 

claimant's AMP has been restored. 

SO ORDERED.       

 

 /s/_____________________________ 
      Suzanne L. Keegstra 
 Administrative Law Judge 
 for Ismael Ahmed, Director 
 Department of Human Services 

 
Date Signed:_ May 19, 2010 
 
Date Mailed:_ May 25, 2010 
 
NOTICE:  Administrative Hearings 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.  
Administrative Hearings 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.   
 






