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5. At the time of the Claimants application, an enrollment freeze was in effect for the 
AMP program. 

 
6. On March 16, 2011, the Department denied Claimant’s AMP application based 

on the Claimant failing to meet the eligibility requirements because an enrollment 
freeze was in effect for the AMP program.  (Exhibit 1) 

 
7. On April 19, 2011, the Department received the Claimant’s written request for 

hearing.  (Exhibit 1) 
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

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, formerly known as the Family 
Independence Agency, pursuant to MCL 400.10 et seq.  Department policies are 
contained in the Bridges Administrative Manual (“BAM”), the Bridges Eligibility Manual 
(“BEM”) and the Reference Manuals (“RFT”). 
 
In this case, Claimant is not eligible for any other MA Programs because she is not 
disabled and does not have any dependent children in the home; therefore, the 
Department properly reviewed Claimant’s application for MA under the AMP program 
eligibility requirements.  At the time that Claimant applied for AMP, an enrollment freeze 
was (and still is) in effect.  Assuming the program was open; the Claimant would be 
reviewed for other eligibility requirements.  Under these facts, the Department acted in 
accordance with Department policy when it denied the Claimant’s AMP application.  
Accordingly, the Department’s actions are upheld.   
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
The Administrative Law Judge, based on the above findings of fact and conclusions of 
law, finds the Department established it acted in accordance with Department policy 
when it denied the Claimant’s AMP application.   
 
Accordingly, it is ORDERED:  
 
The Department’s denial of the AMP application is AFFIRMED 
.   

_______________________________ 
Andrea Bradley-Lipsey 

Administrative Law Judge  
For Maura Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 
Date Signed:  June 28, 2011 






