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(2) In support of his application, claimant notified the department that he owned a 

1993 VW Eurovan, among other assets.     

(3) On November 13, 2009, the caseworker sent claimant a Verification Checklist 

(DHS-3503) requesting proof of the market value of claimant’s VW Eurovan.  The due date for 

providing the requested Eurovan appraisal was November 23, 2009.  

(4) On November 23, 2009, claimant failed to provide the requested appraised value 

for his 1993 Eurovan. 

(5) On November 24, 2009, the caseworker denied claimant’s MA-P application due 

to claimant’s failure to verify the market value of his 1993 Eurovan for MA-P eligibility 

purposes. 

(6) On February 16, 2010, claimant filed a hearing request.  

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The Medical Assistance (MA) program is established by 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 (DHS or department) 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).   

The following policies apply to the issues raised by claimant:   

VERIFICATIONS 
 
All Programs 
 
All clients must take action within their ability to obtain 
verifications.  DHS staff must assist when necessary.  See 
PAM/BAM 130, PEM/BEM 720 and PAM/BAM 150.  See also 
PEM/BEM 500. 
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Current department policy requires that MA-P applicants cooperate 
with the local office in determining initial and ongoing eligibility 
for MA-P. 
 
This includes the completion of necessary forms, face-to-face 
meetings when requested, and verifying all income and assets.  
PAM/BAM 105.   
 

 The preponderance of the evidence in the record shows that claimant failed to verify his 

current asset eligibility for the MA-P when requested by the department in November 2009. 

Since claimant did not submit the required appraisal value of his 1993 VW Eurovan, the 

caseworker correctly decided to deny claimant’s MA-P application due to claimant’s failure to 

verify his eligibility. 

A careful review of the record reveals no evidence of arbitrary capricious action by the 

local office in processing claimant’s application. 

Therefore, the action taken by the department is correct.

DECISION AND ORDER 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above findings of fact and conclusions 

of law, decides that the department correctly requested verification of claimant's asset eligibility 

in November 2009.  Furthermore, claimant failed to provide the asset verifications requested the 

department by the due date. 

Therefore, the action taken by the department is, hereby, AFFIRMED.  

 

 

 

 

 






