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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

Department policies are contained in the Department of Human Services Bridges 
Administrative Manual (BAM), Department of Human Services Bridges Eligibility Manual 
(BEM), and Department of Human Services 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.   
 
At the hearing, Claimant testified that his daughter’s MA issue had been resolved and 
he wished to proceed with the hearing only with respect to his MA coverage.   
 
The Department acknowledged at the hearing that the February 1, 2013, Notice of Case 
Action improperly denied Claimant’s ongoing MA coverage.  The Department testified 
that it completed processing Claimant’s MA redetermination and reinstated his MA 
coverage effective February 1, 2013.  The Department produced an eligibility summary 
showing that Claimant had ongoing, uninterrupted MA coverage, with a deductible, 
since February 1, 2013.  Thus, the Department established that it had resolved its error 
in closing Claimant’s case. 
 
Claimant contended that he had requested a hearing concerning the Department’s 
closure of his full-coverage MA case and application of a monthly deductible to his MA 
coverage.  However, Claimant’s request for hearing is tied to the February 1, 2013, 
Notice of Case Action that improperly closed his case, and his request for hearing 
references that he believes he is eligible for MA because he is disabled and the parent 
of minor children.   
 
Claimant was advised he could request a hearing to address the deductible and the 
Department’s failure to pay several medical bills, another concern he raised at the 
hearing.   
 

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 acted in 
accordance with Department policy when it reinstated Claimant’s MA case as of 
February 1, 2013. 
 






