NEW YORK STATE
OFFICE OF TEMPORARY AND DISABILITY ASSISTANCE

David A. Paterson David A. Hansell
Governor Commissioner
)
REPORT TO THE /(j\\,_\v
LEGISLATURE /‘ < /‘\
‘Q_ g

Disability
Advocacy
Program

January 1, 2006 — December 31, 2007



Preface

The Disability Advocacy Program (DAP) originally was established by Chapter 627 of the Laws
of 1983, adding Section 35 of the Social Services Law, which provides for the legal
representation of individuals whose federal disability benefits have been denied or may be
discontinued. Pursuant to the statutory provisions, the New York State Commissioner of the
Office of Temporary and Disability Assistance (OTDA) must make grants, within the amounts
appropriated, to not-for-profit legal services corporations, not-for-profit agencies serving the
disabled and social services districts to provide for such representation.

As last amended by Chapter 114 of the Laws of 1997 the program was made permanent, and the
Commissioner required to submit a biennial report to the Chairman of the Senate Finance
Committee and the Chairman of the Assembly Ways and Means Committee.

This Report to the Legislature focuses on program years 2006 and 2007, January 1, 2006-
December 31, 2007. This Report was prepared by the Empire Justice Center under the direction
of staff of OTDA’s Center for Employment and Economic Supports. The information and data
used in the Report was obtained from a database containing case closing information that DAP
providers are required to submit on a monthly basis using a statistical collection report form
prescribed by contract. Empire Justice Center is responsible for maintaining DAP case closing
data in an Access computer program. Other information reflecting aggregate cost, contractual
disbursement and funding allocation was obtained from OTDA records and data. The Report
reflects information and data compiled through December 31, 2007, the end of the last complete
program year.

OTDA determines annual grant awards for each DAP provider after the annual State Budget
appropriations are made. The amount of the actual award that DAP providers will claim is
determined after vouchers are submitted for all the quarters in the applicable program year, but is
limited to their annual award.



Executive Summary

The Disability Advocacy Program (DAP) has served the State by providing legal assistance to
disabled New Yorkers who need legal help in seeking federal disability benefits under the
Supplemental Security Income (SSI) or Social Security Disability Insurance (SSDI) programs.
Significant savings have resulted from the transfer of thousands of disabled New Yorkers from
State public assistance programs to federal disability programs. Additional savings accrue each
year due to the avoidance of State public assistance costs that otherwise would have been paid
for those individuals for whatever period they remained a part of the State's public assistance
caseload. In addition, disabled New Yorkers served by the program have received retroactive
federal disability payments of over $25 million for 2006 and almost $24.5 million for 2007; these
retroactive awards have a positive effect as they are spent in local economies.

DAP is a successful and cost-effective component of the State's efforts to assist its disabled
residents. DAP advocates were able to provide representation in 3,285 cases in 2006 and 2,874
cases in 2007. They prevailed in over 80% of the cases in which they provided representation in
the most recent program years.



I. The Disability Advocacy Program: Legal Services for Disabled New Yorkers

DAP service providers represent eligible clients at appeal stages of the Social Security disability
determinations process. Clients must have incomes at or below 125% of the federal poverty level
in order to be eligible for representation by DAP contractors; TANF funding allows serving
those up to 200% of poverty if other TANF eligibility requirements are met. The administrative
steps in the appeal process include a hearing before an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) and
Appeals Council review. Judicial review of adverse administrative decisions is available in
United States Federal District Courts, with appeals in New York going to the Court of Appeals
for the Second Circuit and ultimately to the Supreme Court of the United States. DAP providers
focus primarily on representing disabled clients at the ALJ hearing and onward in the appeals
process.

1. Program Administration: Statewide DAP Providers

Every county of the State is served by one or more DAP providers (see Appendix A). Pursuant
to a Request for Proposal (RFP) released by the Office of Temporary and Disability Assistance
(OTDA) in June 2003, 11 contracts were awarded to provide legal services for the time span
covered in this report, and one contract was awarded to provide administrative support.
Contracts were executed for a three year period commencing January 1, 2004. These contracts
were extended to include the period of January 1, 2007 — December 31, 2007 and a new RFP was
issued in August of 2007 to select contractors for the three year period beginning January 1,
2008.

I11. Program Administration: Statewide Operations

Section 35 of the Social Services Law gives the Commissioner of OTDA authority for the
administration of the DAP. For the period covered in this Report, the OTDA Center for
Employment and Economic Supports (CEES) is responsible for the administration of DAP
including issuance of the RFP, contractor selection, contract negotiations and ongoing
monitoring of the program. DAP contractors are required to submit annual budgets for approval
by OTDA for each year included in the contract period. DAP contractors submit vouchers for
approved DAP expenditures on a quarterly basis. On a monthly basis, DAP contractors transmit
case opening and closing data to the Empire Justice Center State Support Unit, which provides
statewide legal support and administrative services to the Program. The Empire Justice Center
State Support Unit is responsible for providing comprehensive training and support to DAP
attorneys and paralegal staff and for ensuring that DAP providers are kept informed about any
changes in federal law, rule or regulations that will impact access to federal disability benefits.
The Empire Justice Center State Support Unit is also responsible for maintaining monthly case
closing data in a computer program approved by OTDA. As necessary, the Program Manager
retrieves the data for reporting purposes, computation of county charge-back amounts and
general oversight of the Program.



IV. Program Statistics: Winning Cases’

As the following data from the Social Security Administration (SSA) illustrates, DAP providers
surpass national rates for favorable outcomes at Social Security hearings. For example, in 2006
in New York, SSA denied approximately 57% of cases at initial application. Only about 20% of
the denied cases go on to appeal, with a hearing before an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ).
Claimants receiving representation from DAP contractors were more likely to obtain benefits on
appeal. Out of 3,285 cases in which representation was provided for the period January 1, 2006
— December 31, 2006, DAP providers prevailed in 2,578 cases, a 78.5% success rate. For the
period January 1, 2007- December 31, 2007, DAP providers won benefits in 2,397 cases, out of
2,874 where representation was provided, an 83.5% success rate. The breakdown of appeals and
success rate for each local district is set forth in Appendix B1 and B2. Nationally, the success
rate in 2006 for cases with representation was 68.7%; for unrepresented claimants the success
rate was 39.3%. In 2006, overall the success rate nationally at an ALJ hearing was 63.1%.
National data for 2007 is not available.
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! DAP contractors are required to achieve a minimum of 65% successful outcomes. DAP contractors are also
required to ensure that 30% of the population served are Safety Net recipients and required to achieve a minimum of
50% successful outcomes with this population. The 2006 Safety Net win rate for DAP contractors statewide was
81%. The 2007 Safety Net win rate was 87%.



V. Program Statistics: Savings to the State and Localities

The Disability Advocacy Program saves both New York State and its 58 Social Services districts
millions of dollars. The savings come about both through the recovery of public assistance
dollars expended and through avoiding future public assistance costs. More than 4,500 or 76.7%
of the total clients served from January 1, 2006 - December 31, 2006 were receiving some form
of public assistance benefit. Of those receiving benefits, 53% received Safety Net benefits,
29.3% Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) benefits and 17.7% Medical
Assistance only.

2006 Public Assistance/Non-Public 2007 Public Assistance/Non-Public

Assistance Assistance

For January 1, 2007- December 31, 2007, 75.7% of the DAP clients served received public
assistance benefits. Of those receiving benefits, 56% received Safety Net benefits, 27% TANF
benefits and 17% Medical Assistance only.

2006 Public Assistance 2007 Public Assistance
Breakdown Breakdown

56%

27%

For the two year time period covered in this report, January 1, 2006 through December 31, 2007,
DAP was funded at an annual level of $5.74 million? in funding ($2.87 million in State funds
and $2.87 in matching county funds). Additionally, for this period, pursuant to Chapter 53 of the
Laws of 2002, the New York State Legislature appropriated an additional $1 million from
federal TANF block grant funds for the DAP program.

2 Charts setting out each local district’s share of DAP funding for July 2005-June 2006, July 2006-December 2006,
and January 2007-April 2007 are attached as Appendix C-1, C-2 and C-3.
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During the years 2006 and 2007, the base allocation for the DAP program remained at $5.74
million in New York State and local funding, as it had for over 15 years. Despite its flat funding,
DAP continues to be an extremely positive investment for the State. For the period January-
December 2006, over $8.7 million in Interim Assistance was recovered, returning approximately
$2 million more in federal cash repayments to the State and its localities than the State and
localities invested. In addition, during 2006, DAP advocates secured over $25 million in
retroactive benefits paid to successful claimants who in turn spend these federal dollars in their
local communities, paying rent and buying basic necessities. As a further benefit to the State, in
2006 as a result of the DAP program, an estimated $8.9 million Public Assistance cost reduction
was realized by moving individuals from state/local public assistance onto more secure and more
appropriate federal assistance.

January - December 2006

Number of Cases Closed (including brief service)® 5,984
Number of Cases Where Representation Provided 3,285
Number of Cases Where Awards Were Made 2,578
Actual Interim Assistance Recovered $8, 752,160
Retroactive Awards Recovered by Claimants $25, 755, 816

For the period January-December 2007, DAP advocates secured over $7.6 million in Interim
Assistance, returning almost $1 million over its funding levels. Almost $24.5 million in
retroactive benefits was paid to successful claimants, infusing new--and on-going--federal funds
into New York’s economy. DAP advocates also generated an estimated $8.5 million in Public
Assistance cost reduction by moving individuals from state/local cash assistance onto more
appropriate federally funded disability benefits.

January - December 2007

" Number of Cases Closed (including brief service) 5,278 "
" Number of Cases Where Representation Provided 2,874 "

® Under the DAP Contract, direct assistance or representation to individual clients includes advice and counsel, brief
service, information, referral to another entity where appropriate, representation before the Social Security
Administration or federal courts, and any other form of direct assistance to an individual disabled person. The
assistance shall be provided in connection with not only a formal “case” opened by a Contractor but also contacts as
to any other inquiry or request for advice or assistance regarding a disability related legal problem (thus, e.g., issues
of overpayments, calculations or benefits, SSA procedures, case investigation, and applications for or denials of
benefits are among the relevant problems addressed by DAP providers and may be counted as brief service).
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Number of Cases Where Awards Were Made 2,397

Actual Interim Assistance Recovered $7,620,771

Retroactive Awards Recovered by Claimants $ 24,494,483

Impact of DAP 2006 — In Millions of Dollars
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Impact of DAP 2007 — In Millions of Dollars

Interim Assistance _ 7.62
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In addition to success in moving Temporary Assistance recipients to SSI and SSD, in 2006, DAP
advocates also won benefits in more than 750 non-public assistance and Medical Assistance
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cases. In 2007, they won almost 700 awards in these cases, resulting in additional savings such
as a stable source of federal income and avoidance of future reliance on New York’s Temporary
Assistance programs.

V1. The Continuing Need for Legal Representation
Implementation of Current Class Action Court Orders

In addition to the individual victories, advocates in the Disability Advocacy Program have
initiated class action litigation that has both addressed problems common to numerous claimants
for disability benefits and saved New York State additional tax dollars. Disabled individuals are
still becoming eligible for benefits as the result of the court orders secured by DAP advocates in
major federal class actions including Stieberger, Dixon and State of New York. DAP advocates
continue to handle claims for relief under these cases. Final resolution of several class action
court orders provided many class members in these actions with an opportunity to receive
additional SSI disability benefits. All of these cases require involvement from DAP advocates to
ensure proper relief is obtained for the class members.

Core Representation Services

In addition to the positive results obtained through class action litigation, the Disability
Advocacy Program has successfully handled almost 3,000 appeals and saved New York State
$8.5 million dollars in Public Assistance savings just in 2007 (i.e., without even considering any
savings that will accrue in the future from these victories). These appeals include representation
by DAP advocates at the ALJ hearing as well as the Appeals Council and U.S. District Court.
The State Support Unit of the Empire Justice Center assists those advocates who do not practice
in federal court with appeals, so that all claimants have access to the full panoply of appeal
rights. The DAP anticipates similar numbers and savings during the program year 2008 and
beyond.

VII. The Future of DAP and Changes to the Federal Disability Claims Process
SSA Proposed Rulemaking to Amend Hearing Procedures

In October 2007, SSA issued an NPRM (Notice of Proposed Rulemaking) proposing
amendments to procedures at the ALJ Hearing levels and the Appeals Council (Review Board).
While reinstating the claimant’s right to seek Appeals Council/Review Board review and
providing some protections for claimants, the proposed regulations also contained a number of
provisions that would limit a claimant’s right to submit evidence.

The Empire Justice Center commented on the NPRM letter of December 20, 2007, which is
available at www.empirejustice.org. State Support attorneys from the Empire Justice Center also
took part in a series of meetings with the Commissioner of SSA, which resulted in the
Commissioner delaying the implementation of the proposed regulations, and agreeing to review
and redraft them. While some of the proposed changes could be beneficial to claimants (i.e.,
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notice of hearings issued 75 rather than 20 days prior to hearing dates), the over-all effect of the
regulations, had they been implemented as proposed, would have been detrimental to claimants.

SSA'’s Electronic Files (eDib)

Throughout the past several years, SSA has been moving toward the creation of electronic
evidence files and has been encouraging the use of internet applications. National
implementation of eDib to all SSA components has been completed, including in New York.
The Empire Justice Center has been in the forefront of working with advocates throughout the
state to help them prepare for and make better use of these changes. For example, the Empire
Justice Center State Support Unit has sponsored several trainings, including some co-sponsored
by SSA, on the use of “eDib” files. These sessions have focused on how to convert the CDs that
SSA now creates in lieu of paper files into PDF documents that are more accessible and useful to
advocates. The Empire Justice Center is also working with the Western New York Law Center
to develop recommendations for future software and hardware purchases so that local programs
can use SSA’s new procedures efficiently and effectively.

SSI Maximization Project

In 2004, the NYS Office of Temporary and Disability Assistance (OTDA) committed to an
initiative aimed at improving local departments of social services (districts) processes in the
identification of potential candidates for disability benefits [Supplemental Security Income (SSI),
Social Security Disability (SSD), and Veterans Benefits (VA)] and facilitating the transition of
applicants and recipients of Temporary Assistance to the appropriate federal disability program.
The reason for this project is the significant financial benefit to the State, districts and individuals
that occur when client eligibility for disability programs is established. In addition, this initiative
assists the State and districts in meeting federal TANF work participation rates by identifying
and moving those individuals who are unable to work due to the severity of their disability out of
the TANF denominator and into more appropriate programs. In 2008, OTDA issued an
Administrative Directive, 08-ADM-05, setting forth screening/identification, referral and
tracking requirements for local districts to follow in moving clients from public assistance to
SSI.

Coordination with Local Social Services Districts

It is clear that better coordination and cooperation between DAP contractors and local social
services districts for representation of disabled public assistance recipients benefits our clients.
Toward this end, OTDA surveyed both local districts and contractors to find suggestions for
improving the administration of this program. In February 2005 a formal referral form to be
used when local districts refer recipients to a DAP contractor was made available for use. 08-
ADM-05 sets forth the process and forms for use by local districts in referring clients to DAP
contractors for assistance with appeals. This referral process continues to work successfully in
numerous counties across the State.



VIIl. Continuation of the Disability Advocacy Program

There is a continuing and pressing need to provide legal representation to persons whose federal
disability benefits may be denied or discontinued. In light of the significant and far-reaching
changes in the disability claims process at every step of administrative review, disabled New
Yorkers will need the services of trained, experienced DAP advocates to assist them in
navigating SSA’s new procedures and reaching a favorable outcome.

DAP has demonstrated its ability to generate federal benefits, secure on-going federal assistance

to those they serve and to achieve a significantly higher success rate than the national average.
Therefore, OTDA supports continued funding of the Disability Advocacy Program.
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APPENDIX A

DAP LEGAL REPRESENTATION SERVICES

County Contractor

Albany Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Allegany Empire Justice Center

Broome Legal Services of Central New York
Cattaraugus Empire Justice Center

Cayuga Legal Services of Central New York
Chautauqua Empire Justice Center

Chemung Empire Justice Center

Chenango Legal Services of Central New York

Clinton Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Columbia Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Cortland Legal Services of Central New York
Delaware Delaware County DSS

Dutchess Legal Services of the Hudson Valley

Erie Erie County DSS/Empire Justice Center
Essex Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Franklin Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Fulton Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Genesee Empire Justice Center

Greene Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Hamilton Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Herkimer Legal Services of Central New York
Jefferson Legal Services of Central New York

Lewis Legal Services of Central New York
Livingston Empire Justice Center

Madison Legal Services of Central New York

Monroe Empire Justice Center

Montgomery Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Nassau Nassau/Suffolk Law Services

Niagara Empire Justice Center

Oneida Legal Services of Central New York
Onondaga Legal Services of Central New York

Ontario Public Interest Law Office of Rochester
Orange Legal Services of the Hudson Valley

Orleans Empire Justice Center

Oswego Legal Services of Central New York

Otsego Legal Services of Central New York

Putnam Legal Services of the Hudson Valley
Rensselaer Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Rockland Rockland County DSS

Saratoga Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
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County Contractor
Schenectady Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Schoharie Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Schuyler Empire Justice Center
Seneca Empire Justice Center
Steuben Empire Justice Center
St. Lawrence Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Suffolk Nassau/Suffolk Law Services
Sullivan Legal Services of the Hudson Valley
Tioga Empire Justice Center
Tompkins Empire Justice Center
Ulster Legal Services of the Hudson Valley
Warren Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Washington Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York
Wayne Empire Justice Center
Westchester Legal Services of the Hudson Valley
Wyoming Empire Justice Center
Yates Empire Justice Center
New York City = Legal Services for New York City

= New York Legal Assistance Group

= Urban Justice Center

Statewide Administrative Support Services

Empire Justice Center
119 Washington Avenue, 2" Floor
Albany, New York 12210

Empire Justice Center

Honorable Michael A. Telesca Center for Justice
One West Main Street, 2" Floor

Rochester, New York 14614

12




APPENDIX B1

APPEALS BY COUNTY 2006

County District | Number of Appeals | Awards Percent Successful
Albany 39 30 76.9%
Allegany 29 22 75.9%
Broome 16 15 93.8%
Cattaraugus 19 12 63.1%
Cayuga 10 8 80.0%
Chautauqua 155 128 82.6%
Chemung 26 24 92.3%
Chenango 6 5 83.3%
Clinton 35 31 88.6%
Columbia 4 4 100.0%
Delaware 24 22 91.7%
Dutchess 31 25 80.6%
Erie 764 507 66.4%
Essex 3 3 100.0%
Franklin 8 7 87.5%
Fulton 18 17 94.4%
(Genesee 18 12 66.7%
Greene 3 3 100.0%
Herkimer 7 6 85.7%
Jefferson 5 4 80.0%
Lewis 2 1 50.0%
Livingston 6 5 83.3%
Madison 3 3 100.0%
Monroe 121 91 75.2%
Montgomery 10 10 100.0%
Nassau 97 89 91.8%
Niagara 51 38 74.5%
Oneida 36 32 88.9%
Onondaga 139 111 79.9%
Ontario 13 13 100.0%
Orange 16 14 87.5%
Orleans 15 9 60.0%
Oswego 1 1 100.0%
Otsego 11 9 81.8%
Putnam 1 1 100.0%
Rensselaer 13 10 76.9%
Rockland 14 14 100.0%
Saratoga 25 20 80.0%
Schenectady 18 14 77.8%
Schoharie 11 10 90.9%
Schuyler 3 3 100.0%
Seneca 5 5 100.0%
St. Lawrence 47 37 78.7%
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County District | Number of Appeals | Awards Percent Successful
Steuben 34 25 73.5%
Suffolk 84 75 89.3%
Sullivan 3 2 66.7%
Tioga 16 10 62.5%
Tompkins 27 24 88.9%
Ulster 9 8 88.9%
Warren 8 4 50.0%
Washington 10 7 70.0%
Wayne 10 10 100.0%
Westchester 81 57 70.4%
Wyoming 7 6 85.7%
Upstate Total 2173 1656 76.2%
New York City 1112 922 82.9%
Program Total 3285 2578 78.5%
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APPENDIX B2

APPEALS BY COUNTY 2007

County District | Number of Appeals | Awards Percent Successful
Albany 17 15 88.2%
Allegany 31 27 87.1%
Broome 19 19 100.0%
Cattaraugus 20 16 80.0%
Cayuga 6 5 83.3%
Chautauqua 86 70 81.4%
Chemung 18 17 94.4%
Chenango 6 5 83.3%
Clinton 40 36 90.0%
Columbia 2 2 100.0%
Cortland 7 7 100.0%
Delaware 41 31 75.6%
Dutchess 23 20 87.0%
Erie 569 472 83.0%
Essex 5 5 100.0%
Franklin 13 12 92.3%
Fulton 25 23 92.0%
Genesee 19 14 73.7%
Greene 1 1 100.0%
Herkimer 3 2 66.7%
Jefferson 3 2 66.7%
Livingston 5 5 100.0%
Madison 1 1 100.0%
Monroe 107 98 91.6%
Montgomery 17 16 94.1%
Nassau 67 61 91.0%
Niagara 20 14 70.0%
Oneida 27 23 85.2%
Onondaga 17 8 47.0%
Ontario 9 6 66.7%
Orange 8 4 50.0%
Orleans 9 6 66.7%
Oswego 2 1 50.0%
Otsego 18 14 77.8%
Putnam 3 3 100.0%
Rensselaer 9 8 88.9%
Rockland 34 26 76.5%
Saratoga 15 12 80.0%
Schenectady 9 8 88.9%
Schoharie 3 3 100.0%
Seneca 5 5 100.0%
St. Lawrence 27 22 81.5%
Steuben 23 17 73.9%
Suffolk 80 78 97.5%
Tioga 14 12 85.7%
Tompkins 31 21 67.7%




County District | Number of Appeals | Awards Percent Successful
Ulster 24 23 95.8%
Warren 12 12 100.0%
Washington 12 10 83.3%
Wayne 5 5 100.0%
Westchester 99 61 61.6%
Wyoming 7 4 57.1%
Yates 1 1 100.0%
Upstate Total 1674 1389 83.0%
New York City 1200 1008 84.0%
Program Total 2874 2397 83.5%
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Appendix C-1

DAP CHARGEBACK SCHEDULE #1 u CONTRACT | | JULY 2005 to
ONTRACT FISCAL YEAR July '05 - June ‘0 AWARD JUNE 2006
MNew York Legal Assistance Group $50,000 $25.000
Delaware County Dept. of Sccial Sarvices $31,000 515,500
Erie County Dept. of Social Servicas $159,600 $79.800
Legal Services of Central New York $418,500 5208.750
Legal Services of the Hudson Valley $335,000 $167,500
Legal Aid Society of Northeastem New York $430.000 $215,000
Legal Services of New York City $2,410,600 $1.205,300
Maszau / Suffelk Law Services Commities $560,000 $280,000
Urban Justica Center $139,900 $69.950
Public interest Law Office of Rochester/GULP 51,156,900 $578.450
Rockland County Dept. of Social Servicas 347,500 $23,750
$5.740,000 52,870,000
ALPHABETICAL  CFY 2005-2006
by COUNTY CHARGEBACK
SCHEDULE "C" pt.1 Albany $28,385
{int. # 0219555 003 &) Allegany 524,076
Broome $22.252
Cattaraugus 330411
Cayuga 56,593
Chautaugqua 5161.561
Chemung S16,473
Chenango 38,181
Clinton §30.197
Columbia 34,831
Cortland $11.950
Delaware 515,500
Dutchess $46.547
Erie 579,800
Essex 55,435
Franklin $9,663
Fuiton 516,308
Genesee 330411
Greene si.812
Hamilton 3604
Herkimer $3.297
Jefferson §7,005
Lewis 52,080
Livingston $B.236
Madison 51,236
Monroe $119.111
iMontgomery $10.287
MNassau 5116.074
MNew York City $1.300.250
Niagara $63.9M
Oneida 516,483
Onondaga $121.978
Ontario 10,771
Orange 520,453
Orleans 516,473
Oswego S0
Otsego 510,714
Putnam §1.763
Rensselaer S$10.871
Rockland $23,750
Saratoga $19,326
Schenectady 518,722
Scheharie 51.812
Schuyler 3634
Seneca $4,435
St. Lawrence $35.028
Steuben $39.281
Suffolk 5163,926
Sullivan $3,879
Tioga $10.137
Tompkins 522175
Ulster 519.747
Warren $9,663
Washington $12,079
Wayne 58,870
Westchester 75,111
Wyoming SB.870
Yates $2,534
TOTAL CHARGEBACK »>>> $2,870,000

COUNTIES CASES PERCENT || CHARGE-
by REGION CLOSED ||of REGION BACK

IDeJaware County Dept. of Social Services

Delaware 35 100.00% £15,500
]Pub!ic Interest Law Office of Rochester/GULP
Allegany 38 216% $24,076
Caltaraugus 48 5.26% $30,411
Chautauqua 255 27.93% $161,561
Chamung 26 2.85% 516,473
Ganesas 48 5.26% $30,411
Livingston 13 1.42% $8,236
Monroe 188 20.59% £119,111
Niagara ™M 11.08% $63,991
Ontario 17 1.86% 310,771
Orleans 25 2.85% 516,473
Schuyler 1 A% 5634
Sensca 7 T7% £4,435
Steuben 62 6.79% $39,281
Tioga 16 1.75% 510,137
Tompkins 3s 3.83% 522,175
Wayne i4 1.53% 58,870
Vyoming 14 1.53% $8,870
Yates 4 445, 52,534
913 100.00% __ S578,450
|Legal Services of Central New York
Brooms 54 10.61% 522,252
Cayugs 16 3.14% $6,583
Chenango 15 2.95% 25,181
Cortland 29 5.70% $11.850
Herkimar 8 1.57% $3.267
Jefferson 17 3.34% $7.005
Lewis 3 .28% 52,080
idadison 3 59% $1,238
Oneida 40 7.86% 516,483
Onondaga 286 58.15% $121.976
Oswsago 0 .00% $0
Oisego 25 5.11% $10.714
509 100.00% $5209,750
[Legal Aid Society of Northeastern New York |
Albany &7 13.20% $28,385
Clinten 50 14.04% 830,197
Columbia & 2.25% 5483
Essex 9 2.53% 55,435
Franklin 16 4.48% $9,663
Fulton 27 7.58% 516,306
Greene 3 84% 51,812
Hamilton 1 28% 2604
IMontgomery 17 4.78% 510,267
Rensselasr 18 5.06% $10.871
Saratoga 3z 8.99% $19.326
Schenectady 3 8.71% s18.722
Schoharie 3 B4% $1.812
St. Lawrence 58 16.29% $35.028
Warren 16 4.49% 59.663
Washington 20 5.62% $12,078
T 356 100.00% __ 5215,000
|Erie County Dept. of Social Services
Erig 1,130 100.00% 579,800
[Nassau / Suifolk Law Services Committes |
Massau 245 41.45% $116,074
Suifolk 346 58.54% 5$183,926
TT591 T 100.00% $280,000
|Rockiand County Dept. of Social Services |
Rockland 54 100.00% $23,750
|Legal Services of the Hudson Valley
Dulchess 132 27.78% 545,547
QOrange 58 12.21% $20.453
Putnam 5 1.05% §1.763
Sullivan 11 2.32% $3.879
Ulster 56 11.79% $19.747
V 1 213 44.84% §75.111
475 100.00% $167,500
IN‘ew York City I 2,685 100.00% $1,300,250

$2,870.,000




Appendix C-2

P {51,155.200) was distributed enly 1o cne
ulstion bragks cut the 582,875 half year admin
@nd distnbutes among ail regions

ist pan of $1.£35.000 chargeback:
{Am bafera adding GULP admin panion)

$1.352.325

2nd pan of $1,435.000 chargeback:
Add GULR admin ponisn)

SB2E6TS

DAP CHARGEBACK SCHEDULE &1 || CONTRACT JULY 2006 to COUNTIES “ CASES PERCENT 1 CHARGE- COUNTIES I CASES | PERCENT || CHARGE- CHARGE. |
| CONTRACT FISCAL YEAR July '06 - Dec 06 | AWARD December 31 2008 by REGION CLOSED | of REGION BACK 1 by REGION CLOSED ufREG.I‘ONI BACK 2 BACK total |
Public interest Law Ofc of Rochester/GULP ADMIN
512300 || Delaware County Dapi. of Social Services | | Delaware Co, DSS |
of Social Servicas 57.750 Delawars 12z 100.00%: 87,750 Dalgwars 12 -2 30 58,051
Senvices 5159800 535500
a5 of Cantral Naw Yors 5415500 3102575 |{Public Interest Law Cffice of Rochester GULP FPublic interest Law Office of Rochester/GULP |
ces of tha Hudson Vallay 383750 Allagany 22 B $12,085 Allagany 22 ] $552 $12,637
Legal Ald Socisty of Noahaastern Naw York 5107,500 Cattaraugus 18 59,888 Catiaraugus 18 5451 510,339
Legal Services of hNew York City 52210800 S502.650 Chautaugua % 543,387 Chauizugqua Te 51,581 545378
Massau/ Law Sarvices Committee $580.000 340,000 Chamung T 53,845 Chamung 7 5176 24021
jroan Justice Canter 5135500 534575 Genasee 18 59,888 Geneses 8 5451 510,338
Public Interast Law Office of RochestariGULF £825,200 $208.550 Livingston 2 51,099 2 550 51,148
PILORIGULP admin portion™ §330,700 582575 ionrog 89 548,891 Be 52,232 551,123
ng County Dep. of Social Sa: 47500 Miagara 27 514,832 27 5677 515,509
55,740,000 Ontana 14 57601 4 14 $351 58,042
Crizgans 11 56,043 Crigans il 278 55,312
CFY 2006-2007 Schuyler 2 51,099 Schuyler 2 50 51,143
ALPHABETICAL First half yr Senaca 3 51,648 Ssnace 3 575 §1,723
by COUNTY CHARGEBACK™ Steuben 32 517,579 Steuben 32 s802 518,381
Tioga 18 59,888 Tioga 18 3451 510,332
SCHEDULE "C™ pt.1 Albany Tompruns 23 513,733 25 $627 514,380
fint, ® 0213535 003 §) Allegany Bl 52,187 4 5100 §2,208
Broome 4 52,197 4 5100 52,298
Cattaraugus 510,339 1 5549 1 525 5574
Cayuga $5.518 376 £205,550 376 £5.428 15,878
Chautaugua 245378
Chemung 32021 |{Legal Services of Central New York Legal Services of Central NY |
Chenange 58518 Sroome 13 Brodm 13 5326 58,415
Clinton Cayugs 3 Cayugs £l 5226 55,518
Columbia Chenanga L] Crenango L] 5225 55,518
Cortland Coriland 1] ] 30 50
Delaware Harkimar 5 5 5125 53,521
Dutchess Jeffarson 7 7 5176 £5,070
Erig Lewis 2 2 £50 51,448
Essex Magisen 2 2 550 51,448
Frankiin Cnaida 2 24 5602 517,382
Fulten Onondaga 7 &0 51,505 543,455
Genesea Cswega Oswego 2 550 51,448
Graene Cisega Cisaga 17 $£25 512312
Hamilton 150 53,781 5108,636
Harkimer
Jefferson Legal Aid Sceiety of Northeastern New York | Legal Aid Seciety of Northeastern NY |
Lewis Albany 5 13.21% 514185 Albany 25 B85% 5702 514,800
Livingstan Clinten 3 £11.883 Climten 23 U 5577 £12,239
Madison 2 Celumbia 2 350 51,054
leonroe 3 Essex 3 575 $1,596
HMontgomery 53725 5 Franklin 8 5201 54,257
Nassau 375017 13 Fulton ] 5326 56,918
Naw York City 5580822 3 3 575 51,596
Hiagara 515508 [ o 50 50
Oneida $17.352 Montgamery 7 7 5176 53,725
Cnondaga 2aza55 Ransselasr 12 1 5351 57.450
Ontario 23042 Saratoga 9 iz 54TE 510,111
Orange 312,407 Schensciady 18 5476 510411
Qrieans $5.318 E] 5226 54,788
Oswego 31443 &5 5 $1,379 529,268
Otsego 3 3 575 51,595
Putnam Washingien ] 042 5 5150 53.193
Rensselaer T2z T 100.09% 107,500 | 212 12,61
Rockland 512325
Saratoga 310,111 | Erie County Dept. of Social Services Erie Co DSS ] ]
Schenectady 510911 Ene a7 100.00% 532,200 Eng 427 1285% 510,707 550,807
Schoharie 34785
Schuyler 31.14% [|Nassau/ Suffolk Law Services Commitiee ] Nassau /Suffolk Law Services Committe |
Seneca Massau 154 5714 MNassau 154 53,862 575,017
St. Lawrence Suffolk i2g , 555,845 Sufck 18 $3.736 $72.581
Steuben 303 TA00.00% 140,000 | 363 57,558 $147.588
Suffolk
Sullivan Rockland County Dept.of Social Services ] Co DSS i
Tioga Rockiand 18 100.00% 511,875 Reskland 8 S5% 5251 $12.328
Tompkins
Ulster Legal Services of the Hudscn Vallay Legal Services of the Hudson Valley
Viarren Dutchess 3= Dutchess ] 5978 518,728
Washington Crangs 30 Orange 30 5752 14,407
Wayne 52,283 Putnam B Putnam B s2m 5£3,842
Westchester 337458 Sullivan 11 Suilivan 11 5276 £5,283
Viyoming 52238 Uistar 18 Ulster 1 5451 58,644
Yates 3574 Wi 78 76 51,956 __%ﬁ
TOTAL CHARGEBACH »>>> 31,435,000 184 184 G0 88,364
Now York City 1.615 New York City 1515 435,957 540,457 5550,622
= Imerast Law Office of RachesterGULP admin
w2n cut from r { SILOR/GULP amount. Total cases: 3,297 100.00%: 50
back that was processad, the full amoum 3.287 51,435,000




Appendix C-3

DAP CHARGEBACK SCHEDULE #1 ||
CONTRACT FISCAL YEAR January '07 - April 07|

CONTRACT January 1 2007 to
AWARD April 30 2007

County Dep!. of S
Dept. of Sccial Services
Lagal Sarvizes of Cantral New York
Lagal Sarvi 2 Hudsen Valley
£ { Nontheasiam New York
Legal Services of Maw Yerk City
Hassau / Suffolk Law Sarvices Commitea
Urban Justica Cantar
ic Interest Law Office of Rochester/GULP Legal |
PILOR/GULP admin pertion
Fecklana County Dagt. of Social Services

57E4D
4,251
$25.024
83775
352 525

32410500
§580.000
§138,800
$826,200
$330,700

500

K]

CFY 2005-2007

COUNTIES CASES PERCENT || CHARGE-
by REGION 1 CLOSED of REGION BACK 1

|Delaware County Dept. of Social Services

Delaware

16 100.00%% 54,851

Public Interest Law Office of Rochester/GULP Legal Rep

ALPHABETICAL  3rdQ plus 1 month

by COUNTY

CHARGEBACK™

SCHEDULE "C” pi.1
g, & 033747 005 &)

TOTAL CHARGEBACHK »>>

€ Juslize admin

§ bean broxen out from rast of PILOR/GULP amount.
s racalculation breaks 55 4-menth admin
ang distributes amaong all ragions,

Albany
Allegany
Broome
Cattaraugus
Cayuga
Chautaugua
Chemung
Chenango
Clinton
Columbia
Cortland
Delaware
Dutchess
Erie
Essex
Franklin
Fulton
Genesee
Greene
Hamilton
Harkimar
Jefferson
Lewis
Livingston
adison
Monroe
Montgomery
Nassau

MNaw York City

Niagara
Oneida
Onondaga
Ontario
Orange
Orleans
Oswege
Otsego
Putnam
Rensselaer
Rockland
Saratoga
Schenectady
Schoharie
Schuyler
Seneca
St. Lawrence
Steuben
Suffolk
Sullivan
Tioga
Tompkins
Ulster
Viarren
Washington
Wayna
Westchester
Viyoming
Yates

51,788
85,767
523.005
34544
57558

LR ETR T ]

w0

T o
& GG

IS

g
58

o

i

A A At B3 fe e

o
P
B

§500,000

Allegany 7 55,495
Cattaraugus 5 54,711
Chawaugua 45 535,330

Chamung 4 53,140

Genesss 9 57,068

Livingston 5 53,926

45 $35330

Hiagsra L] 57,066

COntana 7 55,495

Crigans 4 53,140

Schuyler 0 50

1 5785

5 54711

1 5785

] 55,281

3 52,355

Wyoming 3 52,355

Yales 2 2 51,570
165 TA00.00%  __ S129,584

\Legal Services of Central New York

2dy

Washingien

Erocme iH
Cayuga 5
Chenanga 4
saland o
Harkimar i
Jeflersen 1]
Lawis o
Madison 3
ida 3
Onzndaga B
Oswega ]
Cisego 5
) 100.00%: $65.1715
{Legal Aid Society of Naw Yark
Albany 1
finton g
Columbia 1 &
Essex 1 17
Franklin 2 234
& 55515
o 50
o %0
y ) 3
Renssalasr o
Saratoga g
1]
3
3
38

iErie County Dept. of Social Services

W‘ CASES || PERCENT || CHARGE- || CHARGE- |
by REGION CLOSED of REGION | BACKtowml |
Fublic interest Law Ofc of Rochester/GULP ADAIN
Co. DS5
Dalgware 18 1.20% sE 55,482
|Public Interest Law Office of Rochester/GULP
Allagany 7 : 5272 55,767
Cattaraugus g 5233 54,944
Cheutaugue a5 §1,747 537,077
Chemung 4 $155 $3,296
Genesas § 5348 57415
5 s194 $4,120
25 51,74 537,077
¢ 5348 57,415
7 s272 55,767
Crigans “ 5155 53,296
Schuyler [ 30 50
Sanaca 1 539 sB24
Steuben 3 5233 54,044
Tioga i 539 5824
] 310 56,591
3 5116 52,472
3 5116 §2,472
2 578 51,648
165 56,404 5135547
Legal Senvices of Central NY
Sroome 15 5582 $23,006
5 5184 57,669
2 5155 56135
a 50 50
0 50 50
o 0 50
o 30 80
3 5116 4,601
3 5116 54,801
B $310 £12.270
o 50 g0
5 $233 59.202
a4 51,708 o7+
[Legal Aid Society of |
Aleany 519 51,783
Clinton 5310 514,141
£19 51.788
539 51,768
£78 $3,535

Washington

Bowwo+m0omoon k- e om -

|Erie Co DSS | |

Erig 310 100.00% 525,024 Eng 30 25.20% 512,032 537.055
iNassau / Suffolk Law Services Ci i i (Nassau /Suffolk Law Services C i ]
Nassau &g - Nassau & 555 53,454 541,025
Sufiolx 11 $50.235 Sutfalk 115 5.9 54,518 £54.853
208 100.00% 587,505 208 13, SE073 35,878
|Rockiand County Deptof Social Services | I Co DSS |
Rocxiand 40 100.00%: 57,448 Reckland 20 $1.552 £8,000
\Legal Services of the Hudson Valizy |Legal Services of the Hudson Vallay
Dutchess 13 7 Dutchess K] &7 5505
Qrangs 4 Orange 4 5155
Futnam 4 Putnam 4 $155
Sullivan 1 Sulivan i 539
Ulster 13 Uister 13 $505
<5 5 Vasichaster 45 51,663
[E] 100.00%: 3 53.221
arlew York ity 431 700,007 SA07,744 |New York Crity | 431 32,257 516,728
Total cases: 1,336 Total cases: 1,336 100.00% 50
$900,000
1st pan of 5800000 chargeback: $848,148 2nd pen of 3200.000 chargaback: £51,852

{Ameunt before adding Empire admin poion)

(~dd GULP admin partion)
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