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PER CURIAM



In May 2017, A.R. applied to the Mercer County Board of Social Services
for emergency housing assistance pursuant to N.J.S.A. 44:10-51, and N.J.A.C.
10:90-6.1 to -6.10. His application was denied. A.R. appealed, and the matter
was transferred to the Office of Administrative Law as a contested case. An
administrative law judge conducted a hearing in July 2017 and determined that
A.R. exhausted his lifetime allotment of emergency assistance and was
otherwise ineligible for relief through any existing program. The Department
of Human Services adopted the ALJ's determination as its final decision.

A.R. appeals that final agency decision to this court, arguing he was
improperly denied emergency assistance. The record, however, establishes
there was no dispute that A.R.'s twelve-month lifetime eligibility limit had been
exhausted, N.J.A.C. 10:90-6.4(a); in fact, A.R. had already received forty
months of emergency assistance. And, while regulations authorize further relief
when a county welfare agency determines a recipient has taken reasonable steps
to resolve the situation that prompted the emergency, N.J.A.C. 10:90-6.4(b), the
agency found no such ground for relief. We find insufficient merit in A.R.'s
arguments that the agency abused its discretion or misapprehended the
applicable laws and regulations to warrant further discussion in a written

opinion. R. 2:11-3(e)(1)(E).

2 A-5208-16T1



Affirmed.
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