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5. On 4/25/13, an administrative decision (related to the hearing request dated 
12/20/12) ordered DHS to determine Claimant’s MA eligibility, effective 9/2012, for 
the best available MA program. 

 
6. On an unspecified date, DHS approved Claimant for Medicaid for all months since 

9/2012 (see Exhibits 1-4), except for 1/2013. 
 

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). DHS 
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 Reference Tables Manual (RFT). 
 
The present case has an unusual procedural history. Claimant requested two hearings, 
apparently concerning the same issue- Claimant’s MA eligibility from 9/2012. The issue 
was addressed by administrative decision which ordered DHS to determine Claimant’s 
MA eligibility from 9/2012. Claimant’s AHR testified that DHS failed to process Medicaid 
for Claimant for any months since 9/2012. DHS presented sufficient documentation 
tending to show that Medicaid was processed for Claimant for all months since 9/2012, 
except for 1/2013. Based on the presented evidence, it is found that DHS addressed 
Claimant’s basis for hearing for all benefit months except for 1/2013.  
 
DHS stipulated that there was no basis for the failure to process Claimant’s 1/2013 
Medicaid eligibility. DHS also stipulated that Claimant was eligible for Medicaid as a 
DAC. The law provides that disposition may be made of a contested case by stipulation 
or agreed settlement. MCL 24.278(2). Based on DHS stipulations, it is found that 
Claimant is also entitled to Medicaid for 1/2013 under the Disabled Adult Child program. 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above findings of fact, conclusions of 
law and by agreement of the parties, finds that DHS failed to process MA eligibility for 
Claimant for 1/2013 based on DAC eligibility. It is ordered that DHS: 
 

(1) process Claimant’s MA-DAC eligibility for Claimant for 1/2013; and 
(2) initiate supplement of any other benefits improperly not issued to Claimant. 
 

The actions taken by DHS are REVERSED. 
 

__________________________ 
Christian Gardocki 

Administrative Law Judge 
for Maura Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 






