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Testimony and other evidence must be we ighed and considered according to its  
reasonableness.1    Moreover, the weight and credibi lity of this evidence is generally for  
the fact-finder to determine. 2  In evaluating the credibility  and weight to be given t he 
testimony of a witnes s, the fact-finder ma y consider the demeanor  of the witness, the 
reasonableness of the witness ’s testimony, and the interest, if any, the witness may 
have in the outcome of the matter.3  
 
I have carefully considered and weighed the testimony and other evidence in the record 
and find the Department’s testimony, to be slightly more credible as the witnesses had a 
clearer rec ollection of  the dates,  times and events in question.  Th erefore, I find  

 rec ollection of the telephone call on  January 16, 2013 to be more persuasive 
and credible.  For this reason, I find the Department properly notified the Claimant of the 
redetermination process and proper ly informed the Claimant as to what she needed to 
do in order to continue receiving benefits.  Of which the Claimant did not adhere.   
 
I also find it worth noting t hat a notice of case action is not required when the FA P 
certification period has expired.  (BAM 220).   
 
Therefore, based on material, competen t and substantial evidenc e, I find the 
Department properly closed th e claimant’s  FAP, FIP and MA c ases as the Claimant  
failed to return the requested redetermination paperwork.    
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 

I find based upon the above F indings of Fact  and Conclusions of Law, and for the 
reasons stated on the record, the Department did act properly.   
 
Accordingly, the Department’s decision is AFFIRMED. 
 

/s/__________________________ 
Corey A. Arendt 

Administrative Law Judge 
For Maura Corrigan, Director 

Department of Human Services 
Date Signed:  March 15, 2013 
 
Date Mailed:   March 15, 2013 
 
NOTICE:  Michigan Administrative Hearing Syst em (MAHS) may order a rehearing or  
reconsideration on either its own motion or at the request of a par ty within 30 days  of 
the receipt date of this Dec ision and Orde r.  MAHS will not or der 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.  (60 days for FAP cases) 
                                                 
1 Gardiner v Courtright, 165 Mich 54, 62; 130 NW 322 (1911); Dep't of Community Health v Risch, 274 
Mich App 365, 372; 733 NW2d 403 (2007). 
2 Dep't of Community Health, 274 Mich App at 372; People v Terry, 224 Mich App 447, 452; 569 NW2d 
641 (1997).   
3 People v Wade, 303 Mich 303 (1942), cert den, 318 US 783 (1943). 






