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 4. On May 9, 2008, the department received a hearing request from the 
claimant, contesting the department’s negative action.  

 
 5. During the hearing, the claimant stated that she was withdrawing for MA 

because she was currently getting benefits. 
 

6. This Administrative Law Judge notes that on July 23, 2008, the claimant 
signed a Hearing Request Withdrawal and that the hearing was only for 
SDA and not MA-P, because she was already receiving Medicaid. The 
claimant had two (2) minor children in the home and the department 
should have considered her for Family Independence Agency (FIP) cash 
assistance and Group 2 MA.  

 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
The State Disability Assistance (SDA) program which provides financial assistance for 
disabled persons is established by 2004 PA 344.  The Department of Human Services 
(DHS or department) administers the SDA program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., 
and MAC R 400.3151-400.3180.  Department policies are found in the Program 
Administrative Manual (PAM), the Program Eligibility Manual (PEM) and the Program 
Reference Manual (PRM).   
 
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.  Department policies are found in the Program Administrative Manual (PAM), 
the Program Eligibility Manual (PEM) and the Program Reference Manual (PRM). 
 
When the claimant applied for MA-P and SDA based on disability on December 3, 2007, 
she had two (2) minor children in the home which would make her eligible for Group 2 
MA Caretaker Relative and eligible for cash assistance. Therefore, the department has 
not established it was acting in compliance with department policy because the claimant 
is eligible for and has been receiving Group 2 MA, which would make her eligible for the 
Family Independence Agency (FIP) cash assistance. 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above findings of fact and conclusions 
of law, decides that the department has not appropriately denied the claimant's SDA 
benefits because the claimant is eligible for Group 2 MA Caretaker Relative benefits 
which would also make her eligible for Family Independence Agency (FIP) cash 
assistance.  
 
 
 






