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Admin Code, R 400.7001 through R 400.7049.  Department policies are found in the 
Department of Human Services State Emergency Relief Manual (ERM).   
 
During this hearing Claimant testified that she could have stayed in the Section 8 
housing she was in but went ahead and paid the expense to move to a new residence 
on September 30, 2013. Department of Human Services State Emergency Relief 
Manual (ERM) 103 (2013) page 3 states “do not issue SER to reimburse expenses 
incurred or paid without prior Department approval” and “the SER payment must resolve 
the emergency.” 
 
The Administrative Law Judge, based on the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of 
Law, and for the reasons stated on the record, if any, finds that the Department acted in 
accordance with Department policy when they denied Claimant’s September 24, 2013 
request for State Emergency Relief (SER) assistance with shelter emergency.  
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
Accordingly, the Department’s SER decision is AFFIRMED. 

 
__________________________ 

Gary F. Heisler  
Administrative Law Judge 

for Maura Corrigan, Director 
Department of Human Services 

Date Signed:  02/11/2014 
 
Date Mailed:   02/11/2014 
 
NOTICE OF APPEAL:  The claimant may appeal the Decision and Order to Circuit Court within 30 days 
of the receipt of the Decision and Order or, if a timely Request for Rehearing or Reconsideration was 
made, within 30 days of the receipt date of the Decision and Order of Reconsideration or Rehearing 
Decision. 
 
Michigan Administrative Hearing System (MAHS) may order a rehearing or reconsideration on either its 
own motion or at the request of a party within 30 days of the mailing date of this Decision and Order.  
MAHS will not order a rehearing or reconsideration on the Department's motion where the final decision 
cannot be implemented within 90 days of the filing of the original request (60 days for FAP cases). 
 
A Request for Rehearing or Reconsideration may be granted 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. 
 






