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(4) On April 27, 2010, c laimant filed a reques t for a hearing to contest the 
department’s negative action. 

 
(5) On May 10, 2010,  the Stat e Hearing Rev iew Team again denied 

claimant’s applic ation stating that it had in sufficient evidence and 
requesting a complete physical exam ination an eye examination and an 
independent consultative physical examination.     

 
(6) The hearing was held on May 27, 2010. At the hearing, claimant waived 

the time periods and requested to submit additional medical information. 
 
(7) Additional medical information wa s submitted and sent to the State 

Hearing Review Team. 
 
 (8) On January 27, 2008,  the State Hear ing Review Team approved claimant 

for Medical Assistance, retroactive Medical Assistance and State Disability 
Assistance benefits stating in its’  analysis and rec ommendation:  the 
additional objective medica l evidence does not suppor t the findings of the 
MRT.  The additional evidence adds to  the prior medical ev idence and 
supports that the claimant woul d reas onably lim ited to sedentary  
exertional tasks of a simple and r epetitive nature.  The claimant’s  
impairments do not meet/equal  the intent or severi ty of an appropriate 
Social Security listing.  The medical evidence of record indicates t hat the 
claimant retains the c apacity to per form a sedentary exertional r ange of 
simple and repetitive work.  However, based on the claimant’s v ocational 
profile of 55 years old, a high school  education and a history of sedentary  
skilled and medium unskilled empl oyment, MA-P  is approved using 
Vocational Rule 201.12 as  a guide.  Retroac tive MA-P was cons idered in 
this case and is approved effective December 2009.  SD A is approved in 
accordance with PEM 261.  This case needs to be review for continuing 
benefits in January 2018.    

 
(9) Claimant is a 54-year-old woman whose birth date is  

Claimant is 5’6” tall and weighs  212 pounds. Claimant is a high school 
graduate and has an Emergency Medical Technician degree. 

 
 (10) Claimant last worked Medical Transport, factory laborer and a cashier and 

an Emergency Medical Technician. 
 
 (11) Claimant alleges as disabling impairments: depre ssion, bi-polar disorder, 

anxiety, hypertension, cataracts, and arthritis as well as obesity.   
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

The State Disability A ssistance (SDA) program which pr ovides financial ass istance for 
disabled persons is established by 2004 PA 344.  The Department of Human Service s 
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(DHS or department) administe rs the SDA program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq.,  
and MAC R 400.3151-400.3180.  Department polic ies 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 estab lished by Title XIX of the Social Sec urity 
Act and is  implement ed by T itle 42 of the C ode of Federal Regulations  (CFR).  The 
Department of Human Services  (DHS or  department) administers the MA program 
pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MCL 400.105.  Department  policies are found in 
the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the 
Program Reference Manual (PRM). 
 
Because of the State Hearing Review team decision, it is not necessary for this  
Administrative Law Judge to dis cuss the is sue of dis ability per BAM, Item 600.  The  
department is required to initia te a determination of c laimant’s financial eligibility for the 
requested benefits if not previously done.   
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
The Administrative Law Judge, based upon t he above findings of fact and conclusion s 
of law, decides that the claimant meets the definition of medically dis abled under the 
Medical Assistance program and the State Disabilit y Assist ance program as of the 
March 15, 2010, application date.  Claimant also meets the definition of medically  
disabled for purposes of retroactive Medi cal Assistance benefits  back to December  
2009.   
 
Accordingly, the department's decision is  REVERSED.  The depar tment is ORDERED 
to initiate a review of the March 15, 2010,  Medical As sistance and retroactive Medical  
Assistance application and Stat e Disability  Assistance applicat ion if it has  not alread y 
done so, to determine if all other  non-medical eligibilty criteria are met.  The department 
shall inform the claimant of a determination in writing.   
 
The department is ORDERED to conduct a medica l review in January 2018.  At review, 
the following needs to be provided: prior medi cal packet; DHS-49, B, D, E, F, and G; all  
hospital and treating source notes and test results; all consulta tive e xaminations 
including those purchased by the Social Security Administration/Disability Determination 
Service.   
 
  
            

      
                             __/s/__________________________ 

      Landis Y. Lain 
 Administrative Law Judge 
 for Maura D. Corrigan, Director 
 Department of Human Services 






