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MCL 400.10, et seq., and MCL 400.105.  DHS policies are found in the Bridges 
Administrative Manual (BAM), the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the Reference 
Tables Manual (RFT). 
 
In this case, I determine that Claimant’s case was in pending status on the date 
Claimant filed her hearing request.  As Claimant’s case was in pending status, DHS had 
not taken any action granting or denying Claimant’s application.   
 
I find that the applicable DHS manual section in this case is BAM 600, “Hearings.”  This 
is the policy section that confers authority on the Administrative Law Judge to determine 
whether DHS acted properly or not.   
 
BAM 600 states at the outset: 
 

HEARINGS 
 
DEPARTMENT POLICY 
 
All Programs 
 
Clients have the right to contest a department decision 
affecting eligibility or benefits levels whenever they believe 
the decision is incorrect.  BAM Item 600, p. 1 of 34.  

 
I find and conclude that, because DHS has not made a decision in this case, I have no 
DHS decision to evaluate.  I do not have the authority to grant MA to Claimant, and I 
can only review the actions DHS takes in granting or denying benefits to clients.  In this 
situation, I leave Claimant to her proper procedural opportunity, which presently is that 
she must file an appeal with the State Hearing Review Team (SHRT), which is the DHS 
office that reviews Medical Review Team decisions.   
 






