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5. DHS is currently considering Claimant’s eligibility for MA disability benefits. 
 
6. On March 2, 2011, Claimant filed a hearing request notice with DHS. 

 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
MA was established by Title XIX of the U.S. Social Security Act and is implemented by 
Title 42 of the Code of Federal Regulations.  DHS administers the MA 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 
Reference Tables (RFT).  These manuals are available online at 
www.michigan.gov/dhs-manuals.   
 
The administrative manuals are the policies and procedures DHS officially created for 
its own use.  While the manuals are not laws created by the U.S. Congress or the 
Michigan Legislature, they constitute legal authority which DHS must follow.  It is to the 
manuals that I look now in order to see what policy applies in this case.  After setting 
forth what the applicable policies are, I will examine whether they were in fact followed 
in this case. 
 
BEM 110, “Low-Income Family MA (LIF),” is the manual Item I believe applies in this 
case.  This is the program Claimant was terminated from, and it is the question she 
asks in her hearing request.   
 
BEM 110 requires that LIF recipients must have a dependent child in the family group, 
with only three exceptions:  a pregnant woman, a recipient of Supplemental Security 
Income (SSI) from the Social Security Administration, and a foster care parent.  Clearly, 
Claimant is not in any exception category and does not qualify for the LIF program.  I 
conclude and determine, based on all of the testimony and evidence in this case as a 
whole, that DHS acted in accordance with its policies and procedures in terminating 
Claimant’s LIF benefits.  DHS’ action is AFFIRMED.  BEM 110, p. 7. 
 
At the hearing, it became clear that Claimant’s October 2010 application stated she had 
a disability and that, accordingly, DHS has referred her application to its Medical Review 
Team for a determination of her eligibility for MA as a disabled person.  As no decision 
has been made and the matter is still pending, it would be premature for me to take any 
action in regard to the issue of disability at this time.   
 
In conclusion, I find and determine that DHS is hereby AFFIRMED.  DHS need take no 
further action in this matter.      
 






