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notice on  that informed all the Petitioners that they were eligible for 
full-coverage MA from January 2015 to November 2015.  The Department presented 
each of the Petitioner’s Medicaid Eligibility documents, which showed the type of 
coverage each individual received for each benefit month (i.e., ESO coverage for 
January 2014).  See Exhibits A, pp. 4-7. However, these documents are not reliable 
anymore because of the Department’s subsequent actions.  For example, Petitioner’s 
Medicaid Eligibility document showed that he received ESO coverage for January 2015 
to May 2015; however, the Department now indicates that he received full coverage for 
January 2015 to May 2015.  See Exhibits A, pp. 4-5.  This was due to the Department 
redetermining the Petitioner’s MA eligibility and informing him on  
that he now eligible for full coverage from January 2015 to November 2015.  Thus, the 
undersigned cannot rely on the Medicaid Eligibility documents for the hearing as they do 
not accurately reflect the type of coverage the Petitioners received.  Therefore, during 
the hearing, the Department provided testimony as to the type of MA coverage each 
Petitioner received from , ongoing.  It was discovered that each 
Petitioner had the same type of coverage from , ongoing, which the 
Department indicated as follows: (i) ESO coverage from January 2014 to September 
2014; (ii) full coverage from October 2014 to November 2014; (iii) ESO coverage for 
December 2014; (iv) full coverage from January 2015 to December 2015; and (v) ESO 
coverage from January 2016, ongoing. 
 
Nevertheless, despite the Department’s testimony/evidence that it converted the 
Petitioners from full MA coverage and now to ESO coverage, the issue before the 
undersigned is whether the Department properly determined the Petitioners’ 
immigration status or citizenship when determining MA eligibility.   
 
Based on the foregoing information and evidence, along with both parties’ testimony, 
the Department properly determined the Petitioners’ immigration status when 
determining MA eligibility.  In the present case, the Petitioners were not permanent 
resident aliens for five or more years, they did not enter the U.S. based on asylum or 
refugee status, they did not have an eligible class code, and there was not a qualified 
military alien.  As such, the Department properly determined that the Petitioners were 
not eligible for full-coverage MA.   

The Administrative Law Judge, based on the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of 
Law, and for the reasons stated on the record, if any, finds that the Department did 
properly determine Petitioners’ immigration status or citizenship when determining MA 
eligibility. 
  

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s determination about MA eligibility based on immigration  
 
 
 






