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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 (formerly known as the Family Independence Agency) 
administers the MA program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and MCL 400.105.  
Department policies are found in the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), the Bridges 
Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the Program Reference Manual (PRM). 
 
Pursuant to Federal Rule 42 CFR 435.540, the Family Independence Agency uses the 
federal Supplemental Security Income (SSI) policy in determining eligibility for disability 
under the Medical Assistance program.  Under SSI, disability is defined as: 

 
...the inability to do any substantial gainful activity by reason 
of any medically determinable physical or mental impairment 
which can be expected to result in death or which has lasted 
or can be expected to last for a continuous period of not less 
than 12 months....  20 CFR 416.905. 
 

Pursuant to Department policy, a client who refuses or fails to submit to an exam 
necessary to determine disability or blindness cannot be determined disabled or blind 
and you should deny the application or close the case. BEM 260 
 
Under Social Security Administration regulations, if an individual fails to cooperate by 
appearing for a physical or mental examination by a certain date without good cause, 
there will not be a finding of disability.  20 CFR 416.994(b)(4)(ii). 
 
In the present case, Claimant has failed to cooperate by failing to appear for a 
scheduled medical examination. Pursuant to federal regulation and Department policy 
his application must be denied. BEM 260, 20 CFR 416.994(b)(4)(ii). 
 
In the present case, Claimant’s Representative argued that the Department had 
sufficient information to make a determination of eligibility pursuant to BAM 815 and that 
the existing medical records should have been forwarded to the Medical Review Team. 
Claimant’s Representative further argued that the medical appointments should have 
been rescheduled for a period of time after Claimant’s release from incarceration. These 
arguments are not persuasive.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 






