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4. On 2/11/11, Claimant requested a hearing disputing the denial of MA benefits. 
 
5. On 2/18/11, DHS amended the denial of MA benefits to a denial bas ed on 

excess assets by Claimant. 
  

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

The Medical Assistance (MA) program is estab lished by Title XIX of the Social Sec urity 
Act and is  implement ed by Titl e 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 MC L 400.105.   
Department policies are found in the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), the Bridges 
Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the Reference Tables Manual (RFT). 
 
MA provides medical assistance to indi viduals and families who meet fi nancial an d 
nonfinancial eligib ility factors. The goal of t he MA program is to ensure that essentia l 
health car e services  are made available to those who other wise would not hav e 
financial resources to purchase them. 
 
The Medic aid program is comprised of se veral sub-programs whic h fall under one of 
two categories; one category is FIP-relat ed and the second category is SSI-related. 
BEM 105 at 1. To receive MA under an SSI -related category, the per son must be aged 
(65 or older), blind, disabl ed, entitled to Medicare or formerly blind or disabled. Id. 
Families with dependent children, caretake r relatives  of depend ent children, persons 
under age 21 and pregnant, or re cently pregnant, women receive MA under FIP-related 
categories. Id. It was not disput ed that Claimant’s  basis for MA was one of the SSI-
related categories.  
 
The SSI-related MA category asset limit is  $2,000 for an asset group of one. BEM 400 
at 5. For MA benefits, asset eligibility exis ts when the asset group's countable assets  
are less than, or equal to, t he applicable asset limit at least one  day during the mont h 
being tested. Id. at 4.  
 
In the pres ent case, it was not disputed  that Claimant owned a bank acc ount which 
exceeded $2,000 for the period starting with 6/1/2010 through 2/18/11, the date of MA 
benefit denial. DHS presented  bank  statements for 7/1/10- 7/30/10 (Exhibit 2) and 
7/31/10-8/31/10 (Exhibit 3) which respectively verified lowest daily balances of $7222.96 
and $7547.80. Claimant’s AHR never attempted to  contend that Claimant had less than 
$2,000 in assets for any of the months in which MA benefits were sought. Accordingly, it 
is found that DHS pr operly denied Claimant’s applicat ion for MA benefits dat ed 9/21/10 
including Claimant’s  request for retroacti ve MA benefits for 6/2010-8/2010 due t o 
excess assets. 
 

 
 
 






