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4. On March 20, 2012, a request for reprocessing of the request for MA benefits 
was submitted to the Department based upon the fully favorable SSA 
determination.  

 
5. On May 9, 2013, Claimant’s representative requested a hearing to prompt 

processing of their request to reprocess Claimant’s request for MA benefits.  
 

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.   
 
In the instant case, Claimant had filed an application for MA benefits on December 8, 
2010, and his representative filed a subsequent application on January 27, 2011, with a 
request for retro benefits back to October 2010.  The Department denied the December 
8, 2010, application on January 3, 2011, indicating that Claimant was not disabled.  On 
May 2, 2011, SSA found Claimant disabled as of July 20, 2009.  On March 20, 2012, 
Claimant’s representative requested the Department reprocess the MA applications in 
accordance with BEM 260.  
 
On May 9, 2013, Claimant’s representative filed a hearing request to prompt processing 
of their March 20, 2012, request to process Claimant’s previous applications in 
accordance with BEM 260.  
 
BEM 260 requires the Department to process a previously denied application as if it is a 
pending application when the reason for denial was that the MRT determined the client 
was not disabled or blind, and SSA subsequently determined that the client is entitled to 
RSDI based on his disability/ blindness for some or all of the time covered by the denied 
MA application.  As Claimant’s representative asserted, Claimant’s application was 
denied based upon the MRT finding that Claimant was not disabled.  Following this 
decision, SSA determined that Claimant was disabled during the period the application 
for benefits was requested.  Therefore, the Department should have processed 
Claimant’s representative’s request for MA based upon the SSA decision. 
  
Based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and for the reasons 
stated on the record, the Administrative Law Judge concludes that the Department 
failed to process the request for MA based upon a subsequent SSA approval.  
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