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impairment so severe that it prevented him from working at any job for a period of 
30 days or more.  (Department Exhibits 19-30). 

 
3. On September 9, 2009, the Department notified Respondent that, in light of the 

administrative hearing decision issued on October 11, 2005, he received an 
overissuance of SDA benefits during the period February 1, 2005 through 
October 31, 2005 in the amount of   (Department Exhibit 32).  

 
3. The OI amount of is still due and owing to the Department.   
 
4. On September 16, 2009, Respondent requested a hearing.  (Hearing Request). 
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The State Disability Assistance (SDA) program, which provides financial assistance for 
disabled persons, is established by 2004 PA 344.  The Department administers the 
SDA program pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq., and 2000 AACS, Rule 400.3151 
through Rule 400.3180.  . 
 
An overissuance is the amount of benefits issued to the client group in excess of what 
they were eligible to receive.  BAM 705.  The amount of the overissuance is the amount 
of benefits the group actually received minus the amount the group was eligible to 
receive.  BAM 720.  When a client group receives more benefits than they are entitled to 
receive, the Department must attempt to recoup the overissuance.  BAM 700. 
 
Department errors are caused by incorrect actions by the Department.  BAM 705.  
Department error overissuances are not pursued if the estimated overissuance is less 
than $125 per program.  BAM 700.  Client errors occur when the customer gave 
incorrect or incomplete information to the Department.  Client errors are not established 
if the overissuance is less than $125 unless the client group is active for the 
overissuance program, or the overissuance is a result of a quality control audit finding.  
BAM 700. 
 
In this case, Respondent was a recipient of SDA benefits in 2009 and received an 
overissuance of such benefits during the period of February 1, 2005 through October 
31, 2005 in the amount of   The Department’s determination that Respondent 
received an overissuance followed an administrative hearing and the subsequent 
issuance of an administrative hearing decision on October 11, 2005 affirming the 
Department’s February 18, 2005 conclusion that Respondent is no longer eligible to 
receive SDA benefits because he has not established a continued impairment so severe 
that it prevented him from working at any job for a period of 30 days or more.   
 
Based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and the evidence and 
testimony provided during the hearing, the Administrative Law Judge concludes that the 
Department properly determined that Respondent received a  overissuance of 
SDA benefits.  






