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6. Claimant has failed to present evidence of a disability. 
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

The MA-P 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).  DHS (formerly 
known as the Family Independence Agency) administers the MA-P program pursuant to 
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 Program 
Reference Table (RFT). 
 
Under BEM Item 163, DHS considers eligibility under the AD-Care program only if 
eligibility does not exist under BEM 154 through 158.  This category is before using 
Extended-Care (BEM 164) or any Group 2 MA category. 

AD-Care is available to persons who are aged or disabled (AD).  Net income cannot 
exceed 100% of the poverty level.  All eligibility factors in this item must be met in the 
calendar month being tested.  If the month being tested is an L/H month and eligibility 
exists, go to BEM 546 to determine the post-eligibility patient-pay amount. 

In the present case, Claimant applied for MA-P.  Administrative Law Judge Sundquist 
determined that Claimant had excess income for MA-P pursuant to RFT 240.  Claimant 
argues that her financial eligibility should be based on RFT 242 which contains the 
income limits for the AD-Care program.  Claimant argues that eligibility under the AD-
Care program should have been addressed.  However, according to the aforementioned 
policy regarding the AD-Care program, a client must be aged (65 or over, BEM 240) or 
disabled to be eligible.  Since Claimant failed to establish either of these criteria, she is 
not eligible for the AD-Care program and her eligibility for MA-P was properly 
determined.  The Administrative Law Judge properly found that Claimant was not 
eligible for MA-P due to excess income. 
 






