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7. The Claimant’s limitations have lasted for 12 months or more. 

 
8. Claimant was found to be disabled by the Social Sec urity Administration 

as of . 
 

9. The parties reached an agreement that  w as placed on the record that 
Claimant was eligib le for MA-P goin g back to the date of applic ation. 
Claimant’s attorney abandoned Claimant’s  appeal with regar d to SDA 
benefits. 

 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
The Medical Assistance (MA) program is estab lished by Title XIX of the Social Sec urity 
Act and is  implement ed by T itle 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  policies are found in 
the Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), the Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the 
Bridges Reference Manual (BRM). 
 
The State Disability A ssistance (SDA) program which pr ovides financial ass istance for 
disabled persons is established by 2004 PA 344.  The Department of Human Service s 
(DHS or department) admin isters the SDA program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq. , 
and MAC R 400.3151-400.3180.  Department polic ies ar e found in the Bridges 
Administrative Manua l (BAM), the Bridges  Elig ibility Manual (BEM) and the Progra m 
Reference Manual (PRM). 
 
Department policy at BEM 260 states that if a claimant has been found eligible for either 
SSI or RSDI based u pon a finding of disability, the person meets the Depart ment’s MA 
disability cr iteria.  No  other ev idence is re quired to es tablish disability.  In the present  
case, the claimant was found by the Soc ial Se curity Admin istration to be eligible fo r 
RSDI b enefits based upon d isability, and  h as present ed prima f acie ev idence of the  
same.  This disability was found by the Soci al Security Administration to have an onset 
date of .  Therefore, the Administrative Law Judge finds that the Claimant met 
the Department’s definition of disabled for the purposes of MA-P effective . 

 
DECISION AND ORDER 

 
The Administrative Law Judge, based upon t he above findings of fact and conclusion s 
of law, decides that the Cla imant is medically disabled fo r the purposes of the MA and 
retroactive MA programs, pending a review of all non-medical eligibility factors. 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s decis ion in the above stated matter is, hereby, 
REVERSED. 
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The Department is ORDERED to pr ocess Cla imant’s Medicaid applic ation of 
 and initiate a review of all non-medical eligibility fact ors, if it has not 

already done so with eligibility effective  pursuant to the determination 
made by the Social Security Administration. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
      _________________________ 

     Aaron McClintic 
     Administrative Law Judge 

     for Maura Corrigan, Director  
     Department of Human Services 

 
Date Signed: 03/15/2013 
 
Date Mailed: 03/18/2013 
 
NOTICE: Administrative Hearings may order a rehearing or reconsider ation on 
either its own motion or at the request of a party within 30 days of the mailing date of 
this Decis ion and O rder.  Administrative Hearings will not or der a rehearing or 
reconsideration on the Department's mo tion where the final decis ion cannot be 
implemented within 90 days of the filing of the original request. 
 
The Claimant may appeal the Decision and Order  to Circuit Court within 30 days of the 
receipt of the Dec ision and Order or, if a ti mely request for rehea ring was made, within 
30 days of the receipt date of the rehearing decision. 
 
Claimant may request a rehearing or reconsideration for the following reasons: 
 

 A rehearing MAY be granted if there is newly discovered evidence that 
could affect the outcome of the original hearing decision. 

 
 A reconsideration MAY be granted for any of the following reasons: 

 
- misapplication of manual policy or law in the hearing decision, 
 
- typographical errors, mathematical e rror, or other obvious errors in 

the hearing decision that effect the substantial rights of the 
claimant, 

 
- the failure of the ALJ to address other relevant issues in the hearing 

decision. 
 






