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6.  The claimant’s medical assistance has also placed the Claimant on a deductible but 
that issue was not the subject of the July 2, 2012 Notice of Case Action.  A 
subsequent Notice of Case Action dated July 26, 2012 issued after the Claimant’s 
hearing request involved in this hearing, imposed a deductible on the claimant, but 
that issue is not a subject which can be addressed at this hearing.  

7. The claimant requested a hearing regarding the July 2, 2012 Notice of Case Action 
by hearing request dated 7/16/12.  Exhibit 1    

 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
Department policies are contained in the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), the 
Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), and the Reference Tables Manual (RFT).   
 

 The Medical Assistance (MA) program is established by the 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.   
 
Additionally, during the hearing it was determined that the Claimant's hearing request 
was based upon the Notice of Case Action dated July 2, 2012.  This Notice imposed a 
deductible amount of $841 on the Claimant's Spouse, .  At the hearing the 
Department provided information regarding the Claimant's and her spouse's income but 
did not provide a budget to demonstrate how the deductible amount was determined.  
Because no budget detailing how the deductible amount was established and why, the 
Department did not meet its burden of proof.  Exhibits 1 and 2.   
 
It should be noted that the Claimant in a separate Notice of Case Action dated July 26, 
2012 also had a deductible imposed, however that issue is not properly before the 
udersigned as that Notice is not a proper subject for this hearing which can only 
address the imposition of a deductible on .  The Department did provide 
information to the Claimant about the reason for her medical assistance being subject to 
a deductible and explained why the Claimant's Freedom to Work was no longer 
applicable, but no ruling with regard to that issue can be made or addressed in this 
Decision.  
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions 
of Law, and for the reasons stated on the record, finds that the Department  

 did act properly when      .   did not act properly when it imposed a 
deductible on David Perry. 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s  AMP  FIP  FAP  MA  SDA  CDC decision 
is  AFFIRMED  REVERSED for the reasons stated on the record. 
 

 THE DEPARTMENT IS ORDERED TO DO THE FOLLOWING WITHIN 10 DAYS OF 
THE DATE OF MAILING OF THIS DECISION AND ORDER: 
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