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ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE: Alice C. Elkin

HEARING DECISION

This matter is before the undersigned Administrative Law Judge pursuant to MCL
400.9 and MCL 400.37 followi ng Claimant’s request for a hearing. After due
notice, a telephone hearing was held on January 18, 2011, from Detroit,

Michigan. Participants on behalf of  Claimant included Claim ant and _
ehalf of Department of Hum an Services ( Department) included h
Family Independence Manager.

ISSUE

Whether the Depart ment properly closed Claimant’s Adult Medical Program
(AMP) case.

Whether the Department pr operly reduced Claimant’s Fo od Assistance Program
(FAP) benefits.

FINDINGS OF FACT

The Administrative Law Judge, bas ed on the competent, material, and
substantial evidence on the whole record, finds as material fact:

1. Claimant was an ongoing recipient of AMP and FAP benefits.
2. Claimant was not living with a spouse during the time period in question.

3. Following a redetermination, the Department sent Claimant a September 27,
2011, Notice of Cas e action informing him that his AMP c ase wo uld close
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effective October 31, 2011, and his monthly FAP ben efits would be reduced
effective November 1, 2011, due to excess income.

4. On October 20, 2011, Claim  antf iled a hearing request, disputing the
Department’s action.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Department policies are contained in the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM),
the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), and the Reference Tables Manual (RFT).

The Food Assistance Program (FAP) [form erly known as the Food Stamp (FS)
program] is established by the Food Stam p Actof 1 977, as amended, and is
implemented by the federal regulations  contained in Title 7 of the Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR). The Depart ment (formerly known as the F amily
Independence Agency) administers FAP pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and
1999 AC, R 400.3001 through Rule 400.3015.

The Adult Medical Program (AMP) is es  tablished by 42 USC 1315, and is
administered by the Department pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq.

Additionally, on September 27, 2011, the Department  notified Claimant that,
because of his excess income, his AMP ca se would close effective October 31,
2011, and his monthly FAP ben efits would be reduced effective November 1,
2011.

Income eligibility for AMP coverage exists when the program group's net income
does not exceed the program group's AM P income limit, which is $316 for an
individual living independent ly. BEM 640; RFT 236. Inthisc ase, Claimant
verified his weekly gross income for A ugust 2011, which the Department used in
calculating his AMP income budget. The gross earning deduction entitles each
AMP group member to a $200 deduction from his or her gross earnings and then
an additional deduction totaling 20% of the remaining gross earnings. BEM 640.
A review of the Claim ant's AMP inc ome budget sh ows thatt he Department
calculated Claimant's net income as $545 in accordance with Department policy.
Because Claimant's net income of $545 exceeds the AMP inco me limit of $3186,
the Department acted in accor dance wi th Department poli cy when it closed
Claimant's AMP case.

A review of Claimant' s FAP budget show s that the Department also calculated
Claimant's monthly F AP benefits in accordance with D epartment policy. BEM
554, 556; RFT 255.

Based on t he above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and for reasons
stated on the record, the Administra tive Law Judge concludes that the
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Department properly closed Claimant's AMP case and reduced his monthly FAP
benefits.

DECISION AND ORDER

The Administrative Law Judge, based on the above Findin gs of Fact and
Conclusions of Law, and for the reasons  stated on the record, finds that the
Department

X did act properly. [ ] did not act properly.

Accordingly, the Depart ment's AMP dec ision is [X] AFFIRMED [ | REVERSED
for the reasons stated above.

T

Alice C. Elkin
Administrative Law Judge
for Maura Corrigan, Director
Department of Human Services
Date Signed: January 24, 2012

Date Mailed: January 24, 2012

NOTICE: Michigan Administrative H  earing System (MAHS) may order a
rehearing or reconsideration on either its own motion or at the request of a party
within 30 d ays of the mailin g date of this Decision and Order. MAHS willno t
order a rehearing or recons ideration on the Department's motion where the final
decision ¢ annot be implemented within 90  days of the filing of the origina I
request.

The Claimant may appeal the Decision and Order to Circuit Court within 30 days
of the mailing of the Decision and Order or, if a timely r equest for rehearing was
made, within 30 days of the receipt date of the rehearing decision.

Claimant may request a rehearing or reconsideration for the following reasons:

o A rehearing MAY be granted if there is newly discovered evidence that could affect the
outcome of the original hearing decision.
o A reconsideration MAY be granted for any of the following reasons:

= misapplication of manual policy or law in the hearing decision,

= typographical erro rs, mathematical error, or othe r obvious erro rs in the h earing
decision that effect the substantial rights of the claimant:

= the failure of the ALJ to address other relevant issues in the hearing decision.

Request must be submitted through the local DHS office or directly to MAHS by mail at
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