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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
Medical Assistance (MA) program is established by Title XIX of the Social Security Act, 
42 USC 1396-1396w-5; 42 USC 1315; the Affordable Care Act of 2010, the collective 
term for the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act, Pub. L. No. 111-148, as 
amended by the Health Care and Education Reconciliation Act of 2010, Pub. L. No. 
111-152; and 42 CFR 430.10-.25. DHS (formerly known as the Family Independence 
Agency) administers the MA program pursuant to 42 CFR 435, MCL 400.10, and MCL 
400.105-.112k. DHS policies are contained in the Department of Human Services 
Bridges Administrative Manual (BAM), Department of Human Services Bridges Eligibility 
Manual (BEM), and Department of Human Services Reference Tables Manual (RFT). 
 
Claimant’s AHR requested a hearing to dispute a DHS failure to process Claimant’s MA 
eligibility for March 2012. Claimant’s AHR conceded that no other benefit months were 
in dispute. It was not disputed that DHS denied Claimant’s March 2012 MA eligibility for 
the reason that Claimant was not disabled.  
 
Claimant’s AHR’s testimony indicated that Claimant was approved for SSI benefits, 
effective November 2012. Claimant’s SSI eligibility was based on a disability onset date 
of May 29, 2012.  
 
Claimant’s AHR contended that DHS policy allows Claimant to be eligible for MA 
benefits for up to 3 months prior to the date of disability. Retro MA coverage is available 
back to the first day of the third calendar month prior to entitlement of SSI. BAM 115 
(12/2011), pp. 9-10.  
 
Claimant’s AHR essentially interprets the above policy as a DHS mandate to issue 
retroactive MA benefits to clients for the three months before SSI entitlement. 
Claimant’s AHR’s policy interpretation is unpersuasive. 
 
If Claimant’s AHR’s argument was accepted, then clients would not have to meet MA 
disability, asset, or income eligibility requirements in the three months before SSI 
entitlement. It is doubtful that DHS intended such an outcome. A superior interpretation 
is that “available” allows clients to apply for retroactive MA coverage, however, eligibility 
factors must still be met. It is this interpretation that will be applied to Claimant’s 
circumstances. 
 
It is found that Claimant is entitled to apply for retroactive MA coverage, but must still 
meet all MA eligibility requirements. One of Claimant’s eligibility requirements is a 
finding of disability. 
 
It was not disputed that DHS denied Claimant’s MA application from March 2012 based 
on a finding that Claimant was not disabled. Claimant’s AHR contended that Claimant’s 
SSI eligibility should be construed as a finding that Claimant was disabled for March 
2012. Exactly the opposite of what Claimant’s AHR contended is true. 
 








