LSC PAI Rulemaking Workshop—September 17, 2013—Topics and Items for Discussion

Topic 1. LSC Pro Bono Task Force Recommendation 2(a) - Resources spent supervising and
training law students, law graduates, deferred associates, and others should be counted toward
grantees’ PAl obligations, especially in “incubator” initiatives.

How are legal service providers engaging new categories of volunteers? What are the needs of
these new categories of volunteers?

What are the obstacles to LSC grant recipients’ full use of these volunteers?

Should LSC implement conditions and guidelines to allow LSC recipients to claim PAI credit for
the supervision and training of these volunteers?

How can LSC ensure against fraud, waste, or abuse related to implementing this
recommendation? What caution should LSC exercise to ensure against any unintended
consequences?

To the extent applicable, discuss how any approaches you recommend might be implemented.

Other issues related to Topic 1

Topic 2: LSC Pro Bono Task Force Recommendation 2(b) - Grantees should be allowed to spend PAI
resources to enhance their screening, advice, and referral programs that often attract pro bono
volunteers while serving the needs of low-income clients.

How are recipients currently using integrated intake and referral systems?

Do LSC's current PAI regulations inhibit full use of integrated intake and referral systems?

Should LSC implement conditions and guidelines to allow LSC recipients to claim PAI credit for
the resources used to create and staff integrated intake and referral systems?

How can LSC ensure against fraud, waste or abuse related to implementing this
recommendation? What caution should LSC exercise to ensure against any unintended
consequences?

To the extent applicable, discuss your organization’s ability to execute any recommended
approaches.

Other issues related to Topic 2

Topic 3: LSC Pro Bono Task Force Recommendation 2(c) - LSC should reexamine the rule, as
currently interpreted, that mandates adherence to LSC grantee case handling requirements,
including that matters be accepted as grantee cases in order for programs to count toward PAI
requirements.

How are recipients currently using or supporting pro bono volunteers in brief service clinics?

What are the obstacles to recipients’ use of pro bono volunteers in brief service clinics?

Should LSC implement conditions and guidelines to allow LSC recipients to claim PAI credit for
the resources used to support volunteer attorneys staffing brief service clinics?

If LSC were to allow recipients to claim PAI credit for the resources used to support volunteer
attorneys staffing brief service clinics under circumstances where the users of the clinics are not
screened for LSC eligibility or accepted as clients of the recipient, how could that change be
implemented in a manner that ensures compliance with legal restrictions on recipients’ activities
and uses of LSC funds?

How can LSC ensure against fraud, waste or abuse related to implementing this
recommendation? What caution should LSC exercise to ensure against any unintended
consequences?

To the extent applicable, discuss your organization’s ability to execute any recommended
approaches.

Other issues related to Topic 3
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A. Scope of Part 1614

Topic 1:

Please provide specific suggestions for definitions, limits, or guidelines relating to the potential
addition of law students, pre-admission law graduates, or paralegals to the scope of Part 1614
activities.

Are there any other categories of non-lawyers whose work should be considered for inclusion
in Part 16147

If you recommend changing the definition of a private attorney, then please provide specific
recommendations addressing the scope of the definition and how the proposed definition
relates to the purpose of the rule.

Please provide specific suggestions relating to the potential inclusion in Part 1614 of
underemployed attorneys receiving reduced fees (e.g., in “incubator projects”) that may be
their primary professional income.

Please provide specific suggestions relating to the potential inclusion in Part 1614 of attorneys
who are not authorized to practice law in the jurisdiction of the LSC recipient but who may
provide legal information or other Part 1614 services if permitted under local bar rules.

Topic 2:

Should Part 1614 include the use of non-LSC funds as a subgrant to provide support to
attorneys working at a staff-attorney model legal aid program that receives no LSC funds?
This question specifically addresses the situation in Advisory Opinion 2009-1004. Please
identify how involving attorneys at non-LSC, staff-attorney model legal aid programs relates to
the purposes of Part 1614.

B. Tracking and Accounting for Part 1614 Work

Topics 2 and 3:

1. What criteria and methods should LSC recipients use to identify and track Part 1614 services

to provide sufficient information for reporting and accountability purposes about attempts to
place eligible clients with private attorneys, or others, and the outcome of those efforts?

2. Please identify what criteria should apply to referral placement organizations, such as bar
association programs, for them to qualify for Part 1614.
3. Please identify how LSC recipients can account for and track PAI services while not creating

conflicts for the recipient regarding future representation of clients, consistent with local bar
rules.

C. Support for Unscreened Work of Private Attorney Clinics

Topics 3:

1.

Should LSC permit LSC recipients to obtain some credit under Part 1614 for support for these
clinics if they do not screen for LSC eligibility and the clinics may provide services to both
eligible and ineligible clients? Please provide specifics about screening concerns and
methods to address them.

Should eligibility screening in these clinics for Part 1614 be the same as regular intake
screening for LSC recipients or different? If different, then please identify methods or criteria
for screening.

Please identify methods or criteria for LSC to ensure that LSC recipients providing support to
these clinics, if permitted, are not improperly subsidizing either services to ineligible individuals
or impermissible activities.

Please identify methods or criteria to distinguish between permissible activities supporting
other entities and attorneys, such as general trainings, and impermissible subsidization.
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