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5. On May 1, 2013, the Department  

 denied Claimant’s application   closed Claimant’s AMP case 
due to excess income.   

 
6. On April 9, 2013, the Department sent  

 Claimant    Claimant’s Authorized Representative (AR) 
notice of the   denial.  closure. 

 
7. On April 16, 2013, Claimant filed a hearing request, protesting the  

 denial of the application.  closure of the case.  
 

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 Medical Assistance (MA) program is established by the Title XIX of the Social 
Security Act and is implemented by Title 42 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).  
The Department of Human Services (formerly known as the Family Independence 
Agency) administers the MA program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MCL 
400.105.   
 

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

 The State Disability Assistance (SDA) program, which provides financial assistance 
for disabled persons, is established by 2004 PA 344.  The Department of Human 
Services (formerly known as the Family Independence Agency) administers the SDA 
program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and 2000 AACS, Rule 400.3151 through 
Rule 400.3180.   
 
At hearing, it became apparent that Claimant had also requested a hearing on the 
Department’s denial of her application for SDA and disability-based MA, and she 
believed that the instant hearing was regarding these benefits. 
 
However, the SDA and disability-based MA hearing had been scheduled for July 3, 
2013, and Claimant failed to attend that hearing which resulted in the issuance of an 
Order Dismissing Claimant’s request for hearing.  Claimant’s subsequent request that 
the Dismissal be vacated was denied on July 23, 2013. 
 
On April 9, 2013, the Department sent Claimant a notice of case action closing 
Claimant’s AMP case effective May 1, 2013, due to excess income.  Claimant 
requested a hearing after receiving the notice closing her AMP.  
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The documentation provided by the Department for this hearing demonstrates that 
Claimant’s income was $185.00 for the month of March 2013. 
 
The excess income level for AMP is $316; therefore, Claimant fell below the AMP 
income maximum for March and the Department erred in closing her AMP.  RFT 236 
(April,, 2009). 
 
Based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and for the reasons 
stated on the record, the Administrative Law Judge concludes that the Department  
 

 properly denied Claimant’s application     improperly denied Claimant’s application 
 properly closed Claimant’s case               improperly closed Claimant’s case 

 
for:    AMP  FIP  FAP  MA  SDA  CDC.  
 
It should be noted that the claimant may reapply for both SDA and MA at any time. 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 

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

 did act properly.   did not act properly. 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s  AMP  FIP  FAP  MA  SDA  CDC decision 
is  AFFIRMED  REVERSED for the reasons stated on the record. 
 

 THE DEPARTMENT IS ORDERED TO DO THE FOLLOWING WITHIN 10 DAYS OF 
THE DATE OF MAILING OF THIS DECISION AND ORDER: 
 
1. Initiate reinstatement of Claimant’s AMP back to the closure on May 1, 2013, and 

supplement for any missed benefits . 
 

______________________________ 
Michael J. Bennane 

Administrative Law Judge 
for Maura Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 
Date Signed:  August 7, 2013 
 
Date Mailed:   August 7, 2013 
 
NOTICE OF APPEAL:  Michigan Administrative Hearing System (MAHS) 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.  MAHS 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.  (60 
days for FAP cases). 
 






