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Therapy 
 
It is anticipated that therap y w ill result in a functional 
improvement that is significant to the beneficiar y’s 
ability to perform dail y living tasks appropriate to his 
chronological developmental or functional status. These 
functional improvements should be able to be achieved 
in a reaso nable amo unt of time and sh ould be du rable 
(i.e., mai ntainable). Ther apy to make changes in 
components of function that do not have an impact on the 
beneficiary’s ability to perform a ge-appropriate tasks i s not 
covered. 
 
Therapy must be skilled (requiring the skills, knowledge, and 
education of a licensed occupational therapist). Interventions 
that could be expected to be provided by another entity (e.g., 
teacher, registered nurse, licens ed physical therapist, family 
member, or caregiv er) would not be considered as a 
Medicaid cost under this coverage. 
 
Services must be prescri bed by a physician and may be 
provided on an indiv idual or group basis by an occupational 
therapist or occupational ther apy assistant, licens ed by the 
State of Michigan or  by an occ upational therapy aide who 
has received on-the-job training.  The occupational therapist  
must supervise and monitor the assistant’s performance with 
continuous assessment of the beneficiary’s progress, but on-
site super vision of an assistan t is not r equired. An aide 
performing an occupational therapy service must be directly 
supervised by a qualified occupational therapist who is on 
site. All documentation by an occupational therapy as sistant 
or aide must be reviewed an d s igned by the appropr iately 
credentialed supervis ing occupational therapist.  [MPM, 
Mental Health/Substance A buse Chapter , April 1, 2012 
version, pages 19-20 (emphasis added).] 

 
Here, the CMH found that Appellant’s r equest for OT should be denied becaus e 
previous authorizations of such services have not resulted in an elimination of the stated 
problem within a reas onable am ount of time.  Appellant’s mother, on the other hand,  
argues that Appellant has made signific ant improvements and that the therapy  
continues to be needed.   
 
Appellant bears the bur den of proving by  a preponderance of the evidence that the 
CMH erred.  For the reasons dis cussed below, this Administrative Law Judge finds that  
Appellant has met that bur den and the CMH’s decis ion with respect to OT must be 
reversed.   
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*** NOTICE *** 

The Michigan Administrative Hearing System may order a rehearing on either its own motion or at the request of a  
party within 30 days of the mailing date of this Decision and Order.  The Michigan Administrative Hearing System will 
not order a rehearing on the Department’s motion where the final decision or rehearing cannot be implemented within 
90 days of the filing of the original request.  The Appellant may appeal the Decision and Order to Circuit Court within 
30 days of the receipt of the Decision and Order or, if a timely request for rehearing was made, within 30 days of the 
receipt of the rehearing decision. 




