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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 
SER was established by 2004 Michigan Public Acts (PA) 344.  SER is administered 
pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq.  and Mic higan Adm inistrative Code Rules 400.700 1-
400.7049.  DHS’ SER polic ies are found in the State Em ergency Relief Manual (ERM).   
This Manual is available online at www.michigan.gov/dhs-manuals.   
  
The administrative manuals  are t he polic ies and  procedures DHS officially c reated for 
its own use.  While the  DHS manuals are not laws created by the U. S. Congress or the 
Michigan Legislature, they constitute legal au thority which DHS m ust follow.  It is to the 
Manual that I look now, in order to see what policy applies in this case.   After setting 
forth what the app licable policy is, I will e xamine whether it was in fact follo wed in this  
case. 
 
ERM 207, “Housing Affordability,” is the applicable manual Item, and it states as follows: 
 

Housing affordability i s a condition of eligibility for State Emergency  
Relief (SER) and  a pplies only to  Rel ocation Se rvices (ERM 3 03) an d 
Home Ownership Services and Home Repairs (ERM 304)…. 
 
In this item, total housi ng obligation m eans the total amount th e SER 
group must pay for rent, house paymen ts, mobile home lot rent, property 
taxes and required insurance premiums…. 
 
Authorize SER for s ervices only  if the SER gr oup has su fficient 
income to  meet o ngoing housin g expe nses.  An SER g roup that 
cannot afford to pay their ongoi ng housing costs plus any  utility 
obligations will not be able to reta in their housing, even if SER i s 
authorized. 
 
Deny SER if the group does not have sufficient income to meet their 
total housing obligation.   The total h ousing obligation cannot exceed 
75% of the  grou p’s tot al net co untable in come.  ERM 207 , p. 1  
(emphasis added). 

 
I find and conclude that ERM 207 means that if a person has no income, he does n ot 
have the ability to meet his ongoing housing expens es.  In th is situation, I must deny 
SER according to ERM 207. 
 
While I am sympathetic to Claimant’s situation,  I cannot allocate public resources at my 
own discretion.  Indeed, that  is exactly what DHS policies and procedures ar e intended 
to prevent, i.e., the distribution of public  monies at the whim and capric e of public 
employees.   
 






