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    5.     On February 13, 2013, the State Hearing Review Team again denied 
claimant’s application stating in its analysis and recommendation: claimant 
has COPD; however, her lung function is adequat e. She retains the 
capacity to perform light work. The cl aimant is not currently engaging in 
substantial gainful activity based on the information that is available in file . 
The claimant’s impairments do not meet/equal the int ent or severity of a 
Social Security listing. The medical evidence of record indicates  that the 
claimant retains the capacity to per form a wide range of light work. A 
finding about the capacity for prior work has not been made. However, this 
information is not material bec ause all potentially  applic able medical-
vocational guidelines woul d direct a findin g of not disabled giv en the 
claimant’s age, educ ation and residual functional capacity. Therefore, 
based on the claimant’s vocational profile, MA-P is denied using 
Vocational Rule 202.13 as  a guide. Retroactive MA-P was considered in 
this case and is also denied.   

 
6.    The hearing was held on April 10, 2013. At the hearing, claimant waived 

the time periods and requested to submit additional medical information. 
 
7.    Additional medical information was submitted and sent to t he State 

Hearing Review Team on April 12, 2013. 
 
8.     On June 10, 2013, the State Hearing Review Team approved claimant  

stating in its recommendation: the Disability Determination Service 
approved this claimant for benefits in Ap ril, 2013. At this point, it is not 
clear whether the claimant has been put into payment status or not, as his  
claim is being reviewed by DQB. Howe ver, it is antic ipated that he will b e 
placed into payment stat us. Therefore, MA-P/Retro MA-P is approved 
effective July, 2012 (however, the DDS  records indicate the claimant 
worked until October, 2012). SDA is  approved per PEM 261.  At the 
medical review (June, 2014), please chec k to see if the claimant is in 
current payment status or not.  

 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The State Disability A ssistance ( SDA) program which prov ides f inancial as sistance fo r 
disabled persons is  established by 2004 PA 344.  The Department of Hum an Services 
(DHS or department) administers the SDA program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and 
MAC R 400.3151-400.3180.  D epartment polic ies are found in t he Program 
Administrative Manual (BAM), the Program Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the Program  
Reference Manual (PRM).   
 
The Medical Assistance (MA) program is estab lished by Title XI X of the Social Sec urity 
Act and is  implemented by Title 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  polic ies are found in  
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the Program Administrative Manual (PAM), the Program Eligibility Manual (PEM) and the 
Program Reference Manual (PRM).  
  
Because of the SHRT determination, it is not necessary for the Administrative Law Judge 
to discuss the issue of disability, per BAM, Item 600. 
 
The department is required to init iate a determination of claimant’s  financial eligibility for  
the requested benefits, if not previously done. 
  

DECISION AND ORDER 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above f indings of fact and conclusions of  
law, decides that the claimant  meets th e definition of medically dis abled under the 
Medical Assistance Program and the State Disabilit y Assistance  Program as of the   
October 22, 2012 applic ation date and also meets the M edical Ass istance benefit 
eligibility in accordance wit h Disability Determination Serv ices determination of the 
disability onset date.   
 
Accordingly, if it has not al ready done s o, the department is ORDERED to open an 
ongoing Medical Ass istance case  for the claimant effective the month of the S SI 
entitlement. 
 
A medical review should be scheduled for J une, 2014.  The department should check to 
see if claimant is in current payment status or not.  If the claimant is in curr ent payment 
status at the medical review no further action will be necessary.  However, if the claimant 
is not in c urrent payment st atus at the medical review, the department is to obtain 
updated application forms (DHS49) and obtain updated medical records. 
 
It is ORDERED that t he department shall review this  case in  one year from the date of 
this Decision and Order.  

 
  
 
 

/s/_____________________________ 
      Landis Y. Lain 

 Administrative Law Judge 
 for Maura D. Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 
Date Signed: July 2, 2013 
 
Date Mailed: July 2, 2013 
 
 
 
 






