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As of the date of hearing, over one year had passed since Claimant applied for MA 
benefits. DHS failed to present any evidence that Claimant’s application dated  
was processed. DHS failed to present any valid reason for failing to process Claimant’s 
MA benefit application. It is found that DHS failed to comply with their standard of 
promptness. 
 
It naturally follows that if DHS did not process Claimant’s MA application, then DHS also 
did not issue a written notice to Claimant or her AHR. When DHS fails to issue a written 
notice, a hearing request cannot be untimely. Thus, any argument that Claimant’s 
hearing request was untimely is not persuasive. 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above findings of fact and conclusions 
of law, finds that DHS improperly failed to process Claimant’s application for MA 
benefits. It is ordered that DHS perform the following actions: 

(1) register Claimant’s MA application dated ; and 
(2) initiate processing of Claimant’s application so that DHS may meet application 

processing standards of promptness. 
 
The actions taken by DHS are REVERSED. 
 
  

 

 Christian Gardocki 
 
 
 
Date Signed:  1/29/2015 
 
Date Mailed:   1/29/2015 
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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: 
 






