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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

The State Emergency Relief (S ER) program is established by 2004 PA 344.   The SER 
program is administered pursuant to MCL 400.10, et seq ., and by, 1999 AC, Rule 
400.7001 through Rule 400.7049.   Department polic ies are found in the State 
Emergency Relief Manual (ERM).   
 
ERM 303 states that Bridges will authorize the amount the SER group needs to keep or  
obtain permanent shelter up to the maximum amount of $410.00 for a group size of one.  
 
In the present case, on August 29, 2011,  Claimant requested $1,869.50 per a cour t 
order for eviction dat ed August 22, 2011.   Claimant’s portion t o pay the amount to 
prevent eviction was  $1,459.50, as the maximum the Department could pay wa s 
$410.00, per ERM 303.  Claimant did not pay his share within t he allowed time, so the 
Department denied Claimant’s request for State Emergency Relief.   
 
Claimant states that if he had ac cess to $1, 459.50, he would not have asked for State 
Emergency Relief.  While this A dministrative Law Judge sympathi zes with Cla imant, I 
do find that the Department did properly follow Department policy. 
 
Based upon the abov e Findings of Fact and Co nclusions of Law, and for the reasons  
stated on the record, the Administrative Law Judge concludes that the Department   

 properly denied    improperly denied 
Claimant’s SER application for assistance with shelter emergency. 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions 
of Law, and for the reasons stated on the record, finds that the Department  

 did act properly.   did not act properly. 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s decision is AFFIRMED REVERSED for the reasons 
stated on the record. 
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