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objective medical ev idence present does  not establish a disability at the 
listing or equivalence level.  The co llective medical evidence shows that  
the claimant is capable of performi ng unskilled wor k.  The claimant’s  
impairments do not m eet/equal the intent or severity of a Soc ial Security 
listing.  The medica l evidence of record indicate s that the claimant retains  
the capacity to perform unskilled work. Therefore, based on the claimant’s 
vocational profile of a younger indiv idual, 10 th grade education and 
unskilled work history MA-P  is denied using Vocati onal Rule 203.28 as a 
guide.  Ret roactive MA-P was  considered in this case and is als o denied.  
SDA is denied per  PEM 261 because t he information in the file is  
inadequate to ascertain whether is or would be disabled for 90 days.     

 
(6) The hearing was held on January 6, 2011. At the hearing, claimant waived 

the time periods and requested to submit additional medical information. 
 
(7) Additional medical information wa s submitted and sent to the State 

Hearing Review Team on January 6, 2011. 
 
 (8) On January 26, 2011,  the State Hear ing Review Team approved claimant 

for Medical Assistance, retroact ive Medical Ass istance, and State 
Disability Assistance benefit s stating in its’ analysis and recommendation:  
the objective medical evidence does not support the determination of the 
MRT or SHRT.  There is reasonable evidence that the claimant is unable 
to perform even sim ple and repetitive tasks at this time.  The medical 
evidence sufficiently  demonstrates that  the claimant is inc apable of 
performing even sim ple and repetitive t asks at this time.  MA-P is  
approved.  Retroactive MA-P was considered in this case and is approved 
effective April 2010.  SDA is approved per PEM 261.  This c ase needs to 
be reviewed for continuing benefits in January 2012.    

 
(9) Claimant is a 25-year-old woman whose birth date is  

Claimant is 5’2” tall and weighs  130 pounds. Claimant is a high school 
graduate. Claimant is  abl e to read and wr ite and does have basic math 
skills. 

 
 (10) Claimant last worked a laundry a ttendant.  Claimant has also worked at 

Quiznos making sandwiches and for a cleaning company. 
 
 (11) Claimant alleges as disabling impairments: problems with her jaw, irritable 

bowel syndrome, lower back pain, en dometriosis, anxiety, depression,  
ADHD as well as anxiety.  

 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
The State Disability A ssistance (SDA) program which pr ovides financial ass istance for 
disabled persons is established by 2004 PA 344.  The Department of Human Service s 
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(DHS or department) administe rs the SDA program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq.,  
and MAC R 400.3151-400.3180.  Department polic ies are found in the Program 
Administrative Manual (PAM), the Program  Eligibility Manual (PEM) and the Program  
Reference Manual (PRM).   
 
The Medical Assistance (MA) program is estab lished by Title XIX of the Social Sec urity 
Act and is  implement ed by T itle 42 of the C ode of Federal Regulations  (CFR).  The 
Department of Human Services  (DHS or  department) 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). 
 
Because of the SHRT determination it is not  necessary for this Administrative Law 
Judge to discuss the issue of dis ability per BAM, Item 600.  T he department is required 
to initiate a determination of the claimant’s financial eligibility for the requested benefit s 
if not previously done.   
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
The Administrative Law Judge, based upon t he above findings of fact and conclusion s 
of law, decides that the claimant meets the definition of medically dis abled under the 
Medical As sistance and State Disability As sistance program as  of the July 15, 2010, 
application date.  Claimant also meets the definition of medically disabled for retroactive 
Medical Assistance benefits if  there is  a retroactive Medic al Ass istance benefit 
application to the April 2010 retroactive Medical Assistance date.   
 
Accordingly, the department's decision is  REVERSED.  The depar tment is ORDERED 
to initiate a review of the July 15, 201 0, Medical Assistanc e, retroacti ve Medical  
Assistance and State Disability A ssistance application if it has  not already  done so to 
determine if all other  non-medi cal e ligibility criteria a re met.  The dep artment shall 
inform the claimant of the determination in writing.   
 
The department is also ORDERE D to initiate a medical revi ew in January  2012.  At 
review the following needs to be provided: prior medic al packet; DHS-49, B, D, E, F, 
and G; all hospital and treating source notes an d test results; all c onsultative 
examinations, including those purchased by the Social Security Administration/Disability 
Determination Service.  
 
   
           

      
                             __/s/__________________________ 

      Landis Y. Lain 
 Administrative Law Judge 
 for Maura D. Corrigan, Director 
 Department of Human Services 






