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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

The Medic al Assistance (MA) program is est ablished by the Title XIX of the Socia l 
Security Act and is im plemented by Title 42 of  the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).  
The Department of Human Services (formerly known as the Family Independ ence 
Agency) administers the MA program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq ., and MC L 
400.105. DHS regulations are fo und in the Bridges  Administrative Manual (BAM), the 
Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM) and the Reference Tables Manual (RFT). 
 
Claimant requested a hearing to dispute a termination of MA  benefits. It was not 
disputed that the termination was based on excess assets by Claimant. 
 
It was not disputed that Claimant, as an aged and/or disabled individual, was potentially 
eligible only for SSI-related MA benefits. The SSI-related MA c ategory asset limit is  
$  for a benefit group of one. BEM 400 (1/2013), p. 5.  
 
It was not disputed that Claimant submitt ed a bank account statement verifying a 
balance of  $  Cons ideration was given to whether DHS properly f actored the 
lowest account balance for Claimant. For MA benefits, asset eligibility exis ts when the 
asset group's countable ass ets are less than, or equal to, the applic able asset limit at 
least one day during the month being tested. Id., p. 5. During the hearing, Claimant was 
given an opportunity  to exami ne the statement to determi ne if the lowest account 
balance was factored. It was not disputed t hat the s tatement pr esented by Claimant  
failed to verify a lower balance than what was budgeted by DHS. 
 
Claimant testified that she had more money than usual bec ause she was saving money 
to repair her house. DHS polic y allows  an asset exception for  monies  received for 
damage to a house ( e.g. insurance payme nts) under some circumstances (see Id., p. 
13). There is no apparent asset exclusion for saved monies intended for house repairs. 
 
Consideration was  also given t o excludin g part of the assets  due to Cla imant’s 
$ month income. DHS is to not count funds  treated as income by a program as an 
asset for the same month for the same program. Id., p. 15. Thus, even if DHS excluded 
$  from the determination, Claimant’s countable assets would still exceed the $
asset limit.  
 
Based on t he presented evidenc e, it is f ound that DHS properly  terminated Cla imant’s 
MA benefit eligibility due to excess assets . As discuss ed during the hearing,  Claimant 
may reapply any time for a new benefit determination. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 






