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Based on the presented evidence, it is found that Claimant’s AHR failed to timely 
request a hearing concerning denial of Claimant’s MA eligibility. Accordingly, Claimant’s 
AHR’s hearing request is dismissed. 
 
The above finding would likely rankle any claimant. Two considerations may decrease 
Claimant’s annoyance with the finding. 
 
A detailed evaluation of disability was not undertaken due to the dismissal of the 
hearing request. Evidence of disability was presented in testimonial and documentary 
form. As a 47 year old male with a high school equivalent education, Claimant could 
essentially only be determined to be disabled if he was found incapable of performing 
any type of employment. An initial review of evidence was not supportive of such a 
finding.  
 
Presented records verified that Claimant underwent open heart surgery. Claimant 
testified that he has some degree of memory loss, possibly related to losing oxygen 
during the surgery. The evidence (again, at cursory glance) was supportive that 
Claimant could perform sedentary or light employment of a simple and repetitive nature. 
 
Most clients that pursue Medicaid benefits simultaneously pursue SSA disability 
benefits. If Claimant is found disabled by SSA, Claimant may be eligible for Medicaid 
back to 10/2013, the month of Medicaid benefits sought at the administrative hearing. 
Claimant testified that he was uncertain of the status of a SSA application. Thus, it 
cannot be determined whether Claimant could receive Medicaid benefits back to 
10/2013 by virtue of a favorable SSA determination; it is a possibility. 
 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above findings of fact and conclusions 
of law, finds that Claimant’s AHR failed to timely request a hearing concerning MA 
eligibility from an application dated . Claimant’s hearing request is DISMISSED. 
 

  
 

 Christian Gardocki 
Administrative Law Judge

for Maura Corrigan, Director
Department of Human Services
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Date Signed:  10/31/2014 
 
Date Mailed:   10/31/2014 
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NOTICE OF APPEAL:  A party may appeal this Hearing Decision in the circuit court in the county in 
which he/she resides, or the circuit court in Ingham County, within 30 days of the receipt date. 
 
A party may request a rehearing or reconsideration of this Hearing Decision from the Michigan 
Administrative Hearing System (MAHS) within 30 days of the mailing date of this Hearing Decision, or 
MAHS may order a rehearing or reconsideration on its own motion.   
 
MAHS may grant a party’s Request for Rehearing or Reconsideration when one of the following exists: 
 

 Newly discovered evidence that existed at the time of the original hearing that could affect the 
outcome of the original hearing decision; 

 Misapplication of manual policy or law in the hearing decision which led to a wrong conclusion; 
 Typographical, mathematical or other obvious error in the hearing decision that affects the rights 

of the client; 
 Failure of the ALJ to address in the hearing decision relevant issues raised in the hearing 

request. 
 
The party requesting a rehearing or reconsideration must specify all reasons for the request.  MAHS will 
not review any response to a request for rehearing/reconsideration.  A request must be received in MAHS 
within 30 days of the date this Hearing Decision is mailed. 
 
A written request may be faxed or mailed to MAHS.  If submitted by fax, the written request must be faxed 
to (517) 335-6088 and be labeled as follows:  
 

Attention:  MAHS Rehearing/Reconsideration Request 
 
If submitted by mail, the written request must be addressed as follows: 
 

Michigan Administrative Hearings 
Reconsideration/Rehearing Request 

P.O. Box 30639 
Lansing, Michigan  48909-07322 

 
 
 
 
 






