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HEARING DECISION 

This matter is before the undersigned Ad ministrative Law Judge upon Claimant’s  
request for a hearing made pursuant to Mi chigan Compiled Laws  400.9 and 400.37, 
which gov ern the administrative hearing a nd appeal process.  After due notice, a 
telephone hearing was commenced on February 13, 2013, from Lansing, Michigan.   
Claimant personally appeared and testified.  Participants on behalf of the Department of 
Human Services (Department) included Assistant Payments Manager  
 
During the hearing, Claimant wa ived the time period for the i ssuance of this decision in 
order to allow for the submission of addi tional medic al evidenc e.  The new evidenc e 
was forwarded to the State Hearing Review Team (“SHRT”) for consideration.  On May 
22, 2012, t he SHRT f ound Claimant  was not disabled.  This m atter is now before t he 
undersigned for a final decision.    
 

ISSUE 
 

Did the Department of Human Services  (DHS) pr operly deny Claimant ’s Medic al 
Assistance (MA-P) and retroactive Medical Assistance (Retro-MA) application? 
 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the com petent, material and substantial 
evidence on the whole record, finds as material fact: 

 
 (1) On August 15, 2012, Cla imant filed an application for MA and Retro-MA 

benefits alleging disability.   
 
 (2) On October 11, 2012, the Medical Re view Team (MRT) denied Claimant’s  

application for MA-P/Retro-MA indica ting Claimant’s  impairment lacked 
duration.  MRT approved SDA.  (Depart Ex. A, pp 16-17).   

 
 (3) On October 17, 2012, the department  caseworker sent Claimant notice 

that his application for MA/Retro-MA had been denied.   
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(4) On October 26, 2012, Cla imant filed a request for a hearing to contest the 
department’s negative action.   

 
(5) On December 21, 2012,  the State Hearing Revi ew Team (SHRT) found 

Claimant was not disabled and retai ned the capacity to perform light, 
unskilled work.  (Depart Ex. B, pp 1-2). 

 
(6) Claimant is a 30 year old man whose birthday is    Claimant 

is 5’10” tall and weighs 248 lbs .  Claimant graduated from high schoo l 
through alternative special training.  

 
(7) Claimant had appeal ed the denial of Social Security disability benefits at 

the time of the hearing.   
 
(8) Claimant is not currently working and last worked in 2009. 
 
(9) Claimant does not have an alcohol/nicotine/drug abuse problem or history. 

 
(10) Claimant has a driver’s lic ense but has been unable to drive an 

automobile due to seizures. 
  
(11) Claimant alleges disability on the basis of  a seizure disorder, a 

acromioclavicular separation and hypertension. 
 

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 (RFT).   
 
Disability is the inability to do any  substantial gainful activity by reason of any medically 
determinable physical or mental impairment which can be expected to result in death or  
which has lasted or can be expec ted to last fo r a continuous period of not les s than 12 
months.  20 CFR 416.905.   
 
The person claiming a physica l or mental disability has the burden to establish it  
through the use of competent medical evidence from qualified medical sources such as 
his or her medical history, clinical/laboratory findings,  di agnosis/prescribed treatment, 
prognosis for recovery and/or medical assessment of ability to do work-related activitie s 
or ability to reason and to make appropriate mental adjustments, if a mental disab ility is 
being alleged, 20 CF R 416.913.   An individual’s  subjective pain complaint s are not, in 
and of the mselves, sufficient to establis h disab ility.  20 CF R 416.908 a nd 20 CF R 
416.929.  By the same token, a conclus ory statement by a physici an or mental health 
professional that an individual is  disabled or blind is not suffi cient without supporting 
medical evidence to establish disability.  20 CFR 416.929. 
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A set order is used to deter mine disability .  Current work activity, severity of 
impairments, residual functional capacity,  past wor k, age, or education and work  
experience is reviewed.  If there is a finding that an individual is disabled or not disabled 
at any point in the review, there will be no further evaluation.  20 CFR 416.920. 
 
If an individual is working and the work is substantial gainful activity, the individual is not 
disabled regardless of  the medic al condition, education and work experienc e.  20 CFR 
416.920(c).  If the impairment, or combination of impairments, do not  significantly limit 
physical or mental ability to do basic work ac tivities, it is not a severe impairment(s) and 
disability does not e xist.  Age, education a nd work e xperience will not be c onsidered.  
20 CFR 416.920. 

 
Statements about pain or  other symptoms do not alone establish disability.  There must 
be medical signs and laborator y findings which demons trate a medical impairment.  20 
CFR 416.929(a). 
 

Medical reports should include –  
 

(1) Medical history. 
 

(2) Clinical findings (suc h as th e results of physical or mental 
status examinations); 
 

(3) Laboratory findings (such as blood pressure, X-rays); 
 

(4) Diagnosis (statement of dis ease or injury based on its signs  
and symptoms).  20 CFR 416.913(b). 

 
In determining dis ability under the law, the abili ty to work is measured.  An indiv idual's 
functional capacity for doing bas ic work activiti es is ev aluated.  If an individual has  the 
ability to perform basic work activities with out signific ant limitations, he or she is not 
considered disabled.  20 CFR 416.994(b)(1)(iv).  Basic work activities are the abilities  
and aptitudes necessary to do most jobs.  Examples of these include –  
 

(1) Physical functions such as walking, standing, sitting, lifting, 
pushing, pulling, reaching, carrying, or handling; 

 
(2) Capacities for seeing, hearing, and speaking; 
 
(3) Understanding, carrying out, and remembering simple 

instructions; 
 
(4) Use of judgment; 
 
(5) Responding appropriately to supervision, co-workers and 

usual work situations; and  
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(6) Dealing with changes in a routine work setting.  20 CFR 
416.921(b). 
 

Medical findings must allow a determination of  (1) the nature and limit ing effects of your 
impairment(s) for any period in question; (2 ) the probable duration of the impairment ; 
and (3) the residual functional capacity to do work-related physical and mental activities.  
20 CFR 416.913(d). 

 
The residual functional capac ity is what an individual can do desp ite limitations.  All  
impairments will be co nsidered in addition to abilit y to meet certai n demands of jobs in  
the national economy.  Physical demands, mental demands, sensory requirements and 
other functions will be evaluated.  20 CFR 416.945(a). 

 
Information from other sources may also help us to understand how your impairment(s) 
affects your ability to work.  20 CFR 416.913( e).  You can only be found dis abled if you 
are unable to do any substantial gainful activity by reason of any medically determinable 
physical or mental impairment which can be expected to result in death, or which has  
lasted or can be expected to last for a co ntinuous period of not less than 12 months.   
See 20 CF R 416.905.   Your impairment must re sult from anatomical, physiologic al, or  
psychological abnormalities which are demons trable by medically acc eptable clinica l 
and laboratory diagnostic techniques.  20 CFR 416.927(a)(1). 
 
Applying the sequential analys is herein, Claimant is  not ine ligible at  the first step as 
Claimant is not currently working.  20 CFR 416.920(b).  The analysis continues.  
  
The second step of the analysis looks at a two-fold assessment of duration and severity. 
20 CFR 416.920(c).  This second step is a de min imus standard.  Ruling a ny 
ambiguities in Claimant’s favor, this Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) finds that Claimant 
meets both.  The analysis continues.   
 
The third step of the analysis  looks at whet her an individual meets or equals one of the 
Listings of  Impairments.  20 CFR 416.920(d).  Claimant  does not.  The analys is 
continues.  
 
The fourth  step of th e ana lysis looks at the ab ility of the ap plicant to return to past  
relevant work.  This step ex amines the physical and mental dem ands of the work done 
by Claimant in the past.  20 CFR 416.920(f).  Claimant has a history of less than gainful  
employment.  As such, there is no past work for Claimant to perform, nor are there past 
work skills to transfer to other work occupat ions.  Accordingly, Ste p 5 of the sequentia l 
analysis is required.     
  
The fifth and final step of the analysis applie s the biographical data  of the applic ant to 
the Medical Vocational Grids to determine the residual functional capacity of the 
applicant to do other work.  20 CFR 416.920(g).   
 
See Felton v DSS 161 Mich. App 690, 696 (1987) .  Once Claimant reaches Step 5 in 
the sequential review process, Cl aimant has already es tablished a prima facie  case of 
disability.  Richardson v Secretary of Health and Human Services,  735 F2d 962 (6 th Cir, 
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1984).  At that point, the burden of proof is on the state to prove by substantial evidence 
that Claimant has the residual functional capacity for substantial gainful activity. 
 
After a careful review of the credible and s ubstantial evidence on the whole record, this  
Administrative Law Judge finds that Cla imant’s exertional and  non-exertiona l 
impairments render Claimant unable to engage in a full r ange of even sedentary work 
activities on a regular and continuing bas is.  20 CFR 404, Subpar t P.  Appendix 11, 
Section 201.00(h).  See Soc ial Security Ruling 83-10; Wilson v  Heckler , 743 F2d 216 
(1986).    
 
In this case, the objective medical ev idence shows  Claimant’s seizure disorder is  
uncontrolled.  Claimant was seen in the em ergency department seven times since July,  
2012, three times in January, 2013, and agai n in February, 2013.  Several of the 
seizures occurred while Claimant  was complaint with h is medication, and one occurred 
after leaving the emergency department having just been given the Dilantin.  Claimant is 
also in need of surgery for his separat ed shoulder, which occurred during a Grand Mal 
seizure.  Howev er, surgery cannot be s cheduled until his blood pr essure is under 
control.  That was in October, 2012, and as  of February, 2013, his blood pressure was 
still uncontrolled.  This  evidence, as already  noted, does rise to statutory disability. It is 
noted that at review medica l re cords will be assess ed as cont rolling with  regards to 
continuing eligibility. 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
The Administrative Law Judge, based upon t he above findings of fact and conclusion s 
of law, decides the department  erred in determining Claimant  is not currentl y disabled 
for MA/Retro-MA eligibility purposes.  
 
Accordingly, the department’s decision is REVERSED, and it is ORDERED that: 

 
1. The department shall process Claimant’s Augus t 15, 2012, MA/Retro-MA 

application, and shall award him all the benefits he may be entitled to 
receive, as  long as  he meets the remaining financ ial and  non-financ ial 
eligibility factors. 

 
2. The department shall rev iew Claimant’s medica l cond ition for  

improvement in June, 2014,  unless his Social Security Administration 
disability status is approved by that time. 

 
3. The department shall obtain updated medical evidence from Claimant’s  

treating physicians, physical therapists, pain clinic notes, etc. regarding his 
continued treatment, progress and prognosis at review. 
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It is SO ORDERED. 
 

  

   
      Vicki L. Armstrong 

      Administrative Law Judge 
 For Maura D. Corrigan, Director 
 Department of Human Services 

 
Date Signed:  June 14, 2013 
 
Date Mailed:  June 14, 2013 
 
NOTICE:  Administrative Hearings may or der a rehearing or  reconsideration on either  
its own motion or at t he request  of a party within 30 days of the mailing date of this 
Decision and Order.  Administrative Hear ings will not orde r 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 
mailing of the Decis ion and Order or, if a ti mely request for rehearing was made, within  
30 days of the mailing 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 erro r, 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. 

 
Request must be submitted through the local DHS office or directly to MAHS by mail at  
            Michigan Administrative Hearings 
            Reconsideration/Rehearing Request 
            P. O. Box 30639 
            Lansing, Michigan 48909-07322 
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