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 The media's initial take on 

the recently published statistics 

detailing the 2010 pro bono perform-

ance of major law firms is striking: 

The Wall Street Journal Law Blog 

said "charity was…in short supply"; 

the pro bono environment was 

described in The American Lawyer 

as "choppy waters"; both publica-

tions observed that firm pro bono 

hours "plunged," "plummeted" and 

"slid." The melodramatic headlines 

and fraught language are certainly 

eye-catching. However, this topic 

can benefit from additional analysis 

(Pro Bono, continued on page 2) 

attorney asks you, the only legal 

services lawyer he knows, how 

the settlement will affect Mark’s 

entitlement to government bene-

fits for his long-term disability. 

The lawyer wants to know how to 

structure  the  settlement  or  

otherwise  advise  Mark about 

options to  minimize  the   impact  

on  government  benefits  he  may 

receive. 

 

 Two of your own clients 

are Jane, a single mother, and 

Joshua, her disabled 12-year-old 

son. You represent them in a 

landlord-tenant case, suing her 

former landlord for failure to 

make   repairs, a failure  that re-

sulted in a minor personal injury 

to Joshua. You expect to receive a 

settlement of about $10,000 for 

rent  abatement  for Jane and 

another  $10,000  for Joshua’s 

injury. Jane receives Section 8 

housing assistance, a Temporary 

Assistance for Needy Families 

(TANF) cash welfare check, food 

assistance from the Supplemental 

Nutrition Assistance Program 

(SNAP, formerly the Food Stamp 

Program), and Medicaid. Joshua 

also receives Supplemental Secu-

rity Income (SSI) and  Medicaid 

because of his disability.  How 

will the settlement affect their 

benefits? What can you do about 

any such effect? 

 

(Considering Eligibility, continued on page 3) 
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 Mark, 20, has been in a 

car accident. He suffered a head  

injury  and  spinal  injuries,  

rendering him permanently dis-

abled.  He  faces  long-term 

medical needs and will be unable 

to live independently. He has no 

income or health insurance. His 

parents can offer only modest 

financial support. He expects to 

receive a substantial settlement 

from the accident, but it will not 

be enough to cover his long- 

term needs.  His  personal injury  

Considering Eligibility for Public  

Benefits in Settling Client’s Claim for 

Damages 
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of what happened in 2010 and 

why, and what’s next for law firm 

pro bono. 

  

 The "doom and gloom" 

headlines overlook some impor-

tant facts and figures. My organi-

zation, the Pro Bono Institute 

(PBI), has been tracking and 

analyzing law firm pro bono 

performance since 1995. With a 

wealth of detailed longitudinal 

data, as well as an exhaustive 

knowledge of firm pro bono culture 

and  activities, PBI has the unique 

capacity  to  put  the 2010 results  

in perspective. 

  

  

 Although it is true that 

major firms contributed signifi-

cantly fewer hours of pro bono 

service  in 2010 than in the previ-

ous two years, it must be noted 

that 2010's law firm pro bono 

hours were still the third highest 

in history. That — after the worst 

recession in living memory and 

profound,  destabilizing and 

continuing changes in virtually 

every aspect of the finances and 

operations of major law firms — 

is, in context, an accomplishment.  

 

 At PBI, we work with law 

firms every day, and, as part of 

our confidential consultations with 

these firms, we are privy to the 

details of their internal systems 

and future plans. What we see is 

that  the  profound pro bono 

(Pro Bono, continued from page 1) transformation that has charac-

terized law firm pro bono during 

the past decade is, for the most 

part, intact. Pro bono at many 

major law firms is institutional-

ized, with active support at the 

highest levels of firm leadership. 

Time spent on pro bono contin-

ues to be valued and recognized. 

The business case for pro bono 

service is an article of faith at 

most firms — perhaps even more  

so  as pro bono's role in enrich-

ing corporate client relationships 

and enhancing lawyer skills and 

competencies becomes more 

evident. And, despite cost-

cutting fever, firms are not 

retreating from their financial 

and personnel investments in 

pro bono; indeed, we  are  cur-

rently working with a number of 

firms that are, for the first time, 

establishing full-time pro bono 

positions. 

 

 At PBI, we are optimistic 

that the policy, personnel and 

attitudinal changes undertaken 

during the past decade by large 

firms when it comes to pro bono 

provide the infrastructure and 

support that will keep pro bono 

work strong and vital at these 

firms. 

 

 We are optimistic, but we 

are also concerned. Although law 

firms' contributions of time and 

treasure in 2010 are, by any 

measure, notable, they are 

simply not enough in this eco-

nomic climate.  The  recovery  is  

a  chimera for most low-income 

and working people — 17 million 

more Americans live in profound 

poverty now than in 2008.  

Funding and staffing at legal  

services  programs, already 

sharply reduced due to the 

recession,  may  be  cut  again  

as  Congress  works  on  the  

debt-ceiling compromise, and other 

sources of funds have declined as 

well. As lawyers, we live in a new 

reality: a time when the courts, 

administrative  agencies and public 

interest and  legal services pro-

grams are so strapped for resources 

that our most basic value — access 

to justice — is profoundly at risk.  

 

 Major law firms are also 

experiencing a new reality. Chang-

ing expectations for leadership, 

increasing client demands for 

frugality, a different paradigm for 

large law firm practice and great 

uncertainty about the future have 

led to transitions that can, if not 

addressed, weaken the pro bono 

culture at firms. When everything 

else at law firms and in our justice 

system is changing so profoundly, 

pro bono must change as well. 

Otherwise, the cyclical decline in 

pro bono in 2010 may, in fact, 

become a  downward spiral. 

 

 The Pro Bono Institute 

stands ready to help law firms 

make the changes needed to ensure 

that pro bono continues to be a core 

value at these firms. That effort 

must start with a long, hard look at 

what firms are doing in pro bono; 

how they are doing it; and whether, 

given the changes in firms, they are 

doing it as effectively, efficiently 

and productively as possible. This 

year, we are increasing our expert 

consultations with law firms to 

ensure that pro bono remains 

strong. We will also be embarking 

on a series of regional meetings, 

bringing together our stakeholders 

in both law firms and corporate 

legal  departments  to  identify  the 

best   and   most  innovative  

approaches that will keep pro bono 

vital, impactful and growing — now 

and into the future.  

 
(Pro Bono, continued on page 11) 

―[I]t must be noted that 

2010's law firm pro bono 

hours were still the third 

highest in history.‖
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 Every attorney who repre-

sents low-income persons in cases 

that can result in a cash award 

should  understand both how a 

settlement or award will affect the 

client’s eligibility for government 

benefits and how public benefits 

can be maximized for the client. 

Before settling a case, the attorney 

and  client  should  discuss the 

government  benefits  that  the 

client receives or may need and 

how the settlement may affect 

those benefits. 

 

Public Benefits to Consider 

 

 Your client may receive or 

need a range of public benefits 

that may be affected by a settle-

ment, inheritance, or other lump 

sum, asset, or  new  stream  of  

income. Here  we  focus  on the 

most  common and important 

benefits for low-income persons: 

Medicaid and Medicare (health 

insurance  coverage);  social  secu-

rity and SSI (income to the elderly 

and disabled); SNAP (assistance 

in purchasing food); TANF (cash 

assistance and services to poor 

children and their families); and 

federal subsidized housing assis-

tance. Not discussed here but also  

potentially important to consider 

in settlement  planning are veter-

ans’  benefits  based  on  need,  

refundable tax credits such as the 

earned income tax credit and 

health insurance subsidies that 

will begin in January 2014, educa-

tional assistance,  other nutrition  

programs  such  as  WIC  (the  

Special Supplemental Nutrition  

Program    for  Women,    Infants, 

and Children) and school nutrition 

programs, and state-specific pro-

grams of assistance based on need, 

such as child care subsidies and 

general assistance. 

(Considering Eligibility, continued from page 1)  Two of the most common 

public benefit programs, social 

security  and Medicare,  are   gen-

erally not means-tested.1  Most   

settlements, whether received as 

a lump sum or  in  installment  

payments,  will  not  affect eligi-

bility  for  social  security or 

Medicare.² However, the Medi-

care Assistance and Low-Income 

Subsidy programs, which help  

pay  Medicare  Part  B  and D 

premiums, are means-tested.  

Also, any  Medicare  payment of 

past and future medical expenses 

related to the legal claims  in  the  

case  must  be  considered in 

crafting a settlement.³ 

 

 Even if  an  elderly  or  

disabled client will receive social 

security and Medicare, the client 

may also need other means-tested 

benefits, such as SSI or Medicaid. 

SSI, a program administered by 

the Social Security Administra-

tion, pays cash benefits of up to 

$674 per month in 2011 for an 

individual (more in states with 

SSI state supplements) to supple-

ment small social security checks 

and to provide income to aged, 

blind, or disabled individuals who 

are  not  insured  for  social  secu-

rity.4   Both  income and asset 

limits must be met to qualify for 

SSI.5 

 

 A client with a long-term 

disability may need public assis-

tance beyond Medicare to pay for 

medical and personal care needs; 

Medicare does not cover long-term  

nursing care or personal care ser-

vices either in a facility or at 

home. To pay for nursing care or 

personal care services, the client 

may need Medicaid on a long-term 

basis.  Even for services that 

Medicare does cover, there is a 

twenty-nine-month waiting period 

after the onset of disability before 

Medicare can begin. Medicaid has  

no  waiting  period  if the client is 

eligible, files a written application, 

and does not transfer assets. 

 

 In the first example above,  

Mark  probably   is not insured for 

social security disability benefits 

because he is young with  very  

little  work  history.   He became 

disabled before age 22, and if both 

his parents are still alive and 

working, then he cannot qualify 

for social security benefits on their 

earnings records, at least not yet.  

Because  Medicare  is generally 

tied to social security, Mark is  

unlikely to  qualify  for  Medicare 

either.   Mark will  need long- 

term care and many other health 

services.  Mark may  qualify for 

SSI, Medicaid, and perhaps other 

programs, but his attorney  must  

consider  the  income, asset, and 

transfer-of-asset rules for these 

programs in structuring his settle-

ment. 

 

Income Limits 

 

 Many public benefit pro-

grams have income limits, which, 

for TANF and, to a lesser extent, 

SNAP, vary by state.6 The rules on 

whose income is counted and how 

much income is disregarded vary 

widely by state for TANF but are 

generally uniform for SNAP.7 

 

 To qualify for SSI, count-

able income must be less than 

$674  per  month  in 2011 for a 

―Your client may 

receive or need a range 

of public benefits that 

may be affected by a 

settlement, inheritance, 

or other lump sum…‖ 
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disabled or aged individual in 

states without a state supplement. 

Countable income includes the 

income of a spouse or of a minor’s 

parent if that person lives with the 

SSI applicant, unless the appli-

cant is in a home and community 

waiver program.8 Every dollar of 

income reduces the SSI benefit, 

although some unearned income 

and more than half   of   earned  

income  are  disregarded.9  There 

are  also  allowances  for  other 

dependents for income that is 

deemed to the SSI applicant from 

a spouse or parent.10 

 

 For Medicaid, the count-

able income limit varies by state 

and  depends   on  whether the 

individual  is an adult or child, 

disabled or elderly, and at home, 

in an institution, or in a home and 

community waiver program.11  

Higher income limits generally 

apply for residents of nursing  

homes  and  assisted living facili-

ties.  Income  disregards  for  

Medicaid for children and their 

caretakers vary by state but are 

generally much less liberal than 

for the elderly and disabled. The 

effect of being even one dollar over 

the Medicaid income limit can be 

disastrous for clients without  

other health coverage. 

 

 Often large settlements are 

structured to be paid over time, 

but a stream of monthly income 

from a settlement can reduce or 

eliminate eligibility for benefits for 

as long as the payments last. For a 

client who has or will need means-

tested public benefits, a lump-sum 

settlement may be the better 

choice,  as  explained below.   Usu-

ally a lump sum is counted as in-

come   only   in  the  month   re-

ceived,  making  the   client  ineli-

gible for benefits for one month 

only.12   SNAP excludes one-time 

lump sums from income en-

tirely.13 

 

Asset Rules and Strategies 

 

 Many public benefit pro-

grams, such as Medicaid, SSI, 

TANF, and (in some states) 

SNAP, have low limits on the 

amount an individual may own in 

countable assets (also called 

―resources‖). The asset limit may 

be as low as $2,000. The assets 

(and income) of legally responsi-

ble persons (spouse or parent of a 

minor) generally are counted  if  

the  responsible  persons live with 

the  benefit  recipient or if the 

recipient is in a nursing home.  

But  these  programs also exclude 

certain assets from being  

counted toward this limit.14 The 

most common exclusions from 

assets are the home and contigu-

ous land, personal effects and 

household  goods,  one  motor  

vehicle, and burial assets.15 Much 

more is excluded under Medicaid  

if  the  recipient   is  institutional-

ized and has a spouse at home. 

Many state Medicaid programs 

have no asset limit or a liberal 

asset  limit for  children and 

pregnant women. 

 

 For individuals such as 

Jane and Joshua already  receiv-

ing  public  benefits, the simplest 

and  most  advantageous  settle-

ment   plan   may  be  small  

lump-sum payments of under 

$2,000  for  each client. Jane’s 

settlement should  be  spent  

quickly  to  purchase a home or 

pay down a mortgage; make 

home repairs or improvements; 

buy a new car, furniture, appli-

ances, or clothes; pay off valid 

debts;  or  buy burial plots and 

burial plans. Jane and Joshua 

may even take a vacation to 

spend down her money. She may 

not purchase countable assets 

such as stocks and bonds. Because 

Joshua is a minor, Joshua’s settle-

ment must be spent on his needs. 

Jane and Joshua should not give 

away any of the money to avoid a 

transfer-of-assets disqualification 

period for Joshua’s SSI and for 

some Medicaid services as well. 

  

 Because asset eligibility is 

usually based on assets held on 

the first day of the month, the set-

tlement should be paid as early as 

possible in a calendar month to 

allow the client to spend down the 

proceeds before the end of that 

month.16 If the client’s attorney 

receives the money, and even if 

the money has  not  yet  been paid 

to the client, the money is likely to 

be considered  countable  to  the  

client on  the  day the attorney 

receives it. The client should keep 

records of when and how the 

money is spent because the bene-

fits provider may request such in-

formation. 

 

 Transfer-of-Asset Penalties 

 

 SSI, Medicaid, and some 

states’  SNAP programs penalize 

gifts of assets or income made by 

the benefit applicant.17  A period 

of disqualification for the benefit 

or certain services may result if 

something of value has been trans-

ferred by the public assistance ap-

plicant without fair compensation.  

In   most   states  a  penalized 

transfer may be relinquishing a 

―The client should keep 

records of when and 

how the money is spent 

because the benefits 

provider may request 

such information.‖ 
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right to a personal injury award. 

Depositing funds by  a  person  in 

a  joint  bank  account  may be 

considered a transfer to the joint 

account holder if that person is not 

a spouse. Purchasing an annuity 

may be penalized. The ―look-back 

period‖ in which such transfers 

are forbidden is up to five years 

before an application for Medicaid 

and three years for SSI. Some 

transfers are exempt. For Medi-

caid, the disqualification may  not 

even begin until the applicant 

needs the services—often nursing 

home care—for which the appli-

cant is disqualified. 

 

(d)(4)  Supplemental Needs 

Trust 

 

 For a client like Mark who 

is younger and permanently dis-

abled with many needs, attorneys  

should consider another option 

before settling his case: the (d)(4) 

Supplemental Needs Trust.18 This 

trust can receive either a lump 

sum or a stream of income from a 

settlement and will  not  disqualify  

Mark for either SSI or Medicaid so 

long as the rules are followed. The 

trust funds may be used to pay for 

a wide variety of Mark’s needs 

that are not fully covered by his 

public benefits. This trust is avail-

able for any disabled person under 

65 when the trust is created. The 

trust must be irrevocable and 

must be established by a parent, 

grandparent, legal guardian, or 

court and not by the trust benefici-

ary himself.  The  trust may be 

established with his funds.  

 

  The (d)(4)  trust  must pro-

vide  that  the state  will  receive 

all remaining funds on the death 

of the disabled individual up to the 

amount  of  medical  assistance 

provided  by  Medicaid. Once a 

supplemental   needs  trust  is  

established, the state Medicaid 

agency may monitor it to make 

sure that its funds are used only 

for  the benefit of the disabled 

individual. For example, trust 

funds have been used inappropri-

ately to pay for housing expenses 

that benefit other members of the 

household. Before establishing 

such a trust, attorneys should 

satisfy  the  state’s   lien  on a 

portion of the settlement proceeds 

if Medicaid has already paid  for 

medical  care  for  the  injury.  

Attorneys should use caution in 

establishing (d)(4) trusts, given 

the rather tight restrictions that 

attach to them, and must be sure 

that  prospective  trustees  under-

stand these rules. 

 

Federally Assisted Housing 

Eligibility  

 

 The income  and asset 

limits for federally assisted hous-

ing are less restrictive than other 

need-based programs.19 Lump-

sum  additions,  such  as  settle-

ments  for personal injury or 

property  loss,  are  expressly  

excluded  from  income  in  deter- 

mining a tenant’s rent.20 Periodic 

payments  under a structured 

settlement may be more problem-

atic; housing providers likely seek 

to count them as income, as they 

do with similar periodic pay-

ments such as annuities.21 To 

avoid such treatment, advocates 

can argue that these payments 

should  be  excluded   from count-

able income because they are 

compensation solely for personal 

injury or property losses, not lost 

wages  or  other  income  replace-

ment.22 

 

 Unlike other need-based 

programs, there is no asset limit 

for federally assisted housing, 

and  assets are not counted as 

income. However, the actual or 

imputed income from a family’s 

net assets is included in setting its 

rent.23. If  the  assets  are  valued 

at  less  than  $5,000,  then the 

actual income generated by the 

assets is included in the rent cal-

culation. If the household’s assets 

exceed $5,000, then the landlord 

includes the greater of the  actual  

income  from  the  assets  or  a 

percentage  of the value of the as-

sets based on the current passbook 

interest rate, currently set at 2 

percent, as determined by the U.S. 

Department  of  Housing  and   

Urban Development.24 

 

 For Jane and Joshua, the 

proceeds  from their lump-sum 

settlement should not count as 

income. Otherwise 30 percent of 

the settlement proceeds would 

have  to  be  paid  toward their 

Section 8 rent.25 However, if they 

retain the settlement funds in a 

bank account, then the greater of 

the actual or imputed income 

would be included in calculating 

their future rent. 

  

 Here we examine the mere 

tip of the iceberg in a complex area 

of law. The rules for public benefit 

programs vary by state and 

change frequently. Other than  

income and asset tests, these pro-

grams have requirements such as 

citizenship or qualified immigra-

tion status and, in some cases, 

proof of disability or age. 

 

 After carefully reviewing 

your state’s rules and discussing 

the clients’ goals and needs, you 

may be ready to advise Mark, 

Jane, and  Joshua  about  their 

options. Mark should apply for SSI 

and Medicaid and may benefit 

from having a (d)(4) trust estab-

lished for him. Jane and Joshua’s 

settlement should be structured as 
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two single lump-sum payments with Jane’s portion 

to be spent down quickly or used to purchase exempt 

assets and Joshua’s to be spent quickly on his needs. 

The settlement should not affect their Section 8 

housing assistance. Mark, Jane, or Joshua should 

not give away any settlement proceeds. Don’t settle 

for less. 

 

 

Endnotes 
 

 
1.  Social  Security,  more  formally  titled  Old Age, 

Survivors, and Disability Insurance, is a national insur-

ance program  of  monthly  cash payments to retired 

and  disabled wage earners and their dependents or 

survivors. Payments are based on the earnings record of 

the wage earner and not on any analysis of financial 

need.  In order to qualify for social security benefits, a 

wage earner must have worked enough to be considered 

―insured‖  and  must  be at least age 62, disabled, or 

deceased. To be considered ―disabled,‖ a person must 

have a physical or mental impairment that prevents the 

person from working for a period of at least twelve 

months.  The  survivors and dependents of a deceased, 

aged, or disabled insured wage earner may receive 

benefits on the wage  earner’s  record  if  they  meet cer-

tain age and relationship tests. Medicare Part A covers 

inpatient hospital stays and up to one hundred days of 

skilled nursing care. Medicare  Part B covers doctors’ 

services and  outpatient  care. As  of  2007,  individuals 

with incomes over $80,000 and married couples with 

incomes over $160,000 pay higher premiums for Medi-

care Part B. Medicare Part D helps pay for prescription 

drugs, and most people also pay a premium for this pro-

gram. Medicare recipients with low income and assets 

qualify for assistance in paying premiums for Part B 

and Part D. 

 

2.  Workers’ compensation settlements are generally 

the only  type of  settlement that affects Social Security 

Disability Insurance benefits. These benefits are subject 

to  an offset, or reduction, when the claimant is also 

entitled to workers’ compensation benefits (see 42 

U.S.C. § 424a (2006); 20 C.F.R. § 404.408 (2011)). A dis-

cussion of workers’ compensation offsets and how to 

structure those settlements to limit their impact on so-

cial security benefits is beyond our scope here.  

 

3.  Medicare and Medicaid are both considered 

―secondary payers.‖ The issue of Medicare and Medicaid 

liens against recovery from a personal injury claim, and 

structuring settlements to limit the amount that must 

be reimbursed,  is beyond our scope here. 

4.  The  Social  Security Administration’s  website  con-

tains the Supplemental Security Income (SSI) maxi-

mum benefit amounts for 2011 (www.ssa.gov). 

 

5. See 20 C.F.R. pt. 416 (2011).  

 

6.  A growing number of states have elected varying 

forms of Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program  

(SNAP) categorical eligibility, thereby allowing higher 

gross income limits. 

 

7.  See 7 C.F.R. §§ 273.9–273.11 (2011). 

 

8.  Medicaid home- and community-based waivers offer 

services in addition to those covered under a state’s 

Medicaid plan (e.g., habilitative  services, respite, and 

home modifications) and waive rules that otherwise 

would deem the income and assets of spouses and par-

ents to persons with severe disabilities. These waivers 

are intended to reduce government costs and permit 

profoundly disabled persons to live in the community 

when they would otherwise require institutionalization 

(42 U.S.C. §§ 1396d(a), 1396n (2006)). 

 

9.  See 20 C.F.R. § 416.1112 (2011). 

 

10.  See id. §§ 416.1160–416.1169. 

 

11.  Medicaid income limits and countable income for 

those under 65 and not on Medicare will change sub-

stantially  in  most  states  in  January  2014  under  

the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act of 2010. 

 

12.  See, e.g., 20 C.F.R. § 416.1123(a) (2011) for the SSI 

rule, followed by Medicaid in most states. 

 

13.  7 C.F.R. § 273.9(c)(8) (2011). 

 

14.  See 42 U.S.C. § 1382b(a) (2006) for  a  list  of ex-

cluded resources for SSI. 

 

 15.  Personal effects and household goods include furni-

ture, cooking utensils, appliances, personal computer, 

and clothing (20 C.F.R. § 416.1216 (2011)).  Exempt 

burial  assets  include  burial spaces, an irrevocable 

burial (or cremation) agreement of any reasonable 

value, and a bank account or life insurance cash value 

of up to $1,500 designated for burial (id. § 416.1231 

(2011)). 

 

16.  See, e.g., 20 C.F.R. § 416.1207(a) (2011) for the SSI 

rule, followed by Medicaid in most states. 

  

(Considering Eligibility , continued on page 11) 
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NOTES OF GRATITUDE 

  As the social worker with the Alternatives to 

Landlord Tenant Court Project, I would like to thank 

Shirley Williams for sharing our social work wish 

list. The pro bono community’s response was like 

lightening: 

 

 Thanks  to Michael Lukens with Paul 

Hastings LLP for donating clothing to two elderly 

veterans. My 89 year-old said, ―Wow, no one has 

shopped for me in 80 years.‖  He even saved the pins 

that came with the shirt packaging! 

 

 A special thank you to Kate McSweeny of 

Chadbourne & Parke LLP for donating and deliv-

ering bookshelves to a 67 year-old tenant — a pro-

claimed ―bibliophile,‖ who was at risk for eviction 

due to failed housekeeping inspection.  Thanks to 

this donation, our volunteers were able to help him 

get all his books up off the floor and allow access for 

management to get in and make necessary repairs. 

 

 Thanks to Jackie Bottash 

and Al Molinari at Venable LLP, 

we were able to help a 92 year-old 

veteran recreate his dream of turn-

ing his living room into an office 

space.  All his paperwork is now in 

donated metal file cabinets.  He is 

no longer at risk for eviction due to failed housekeep-

ing and blocked egress. 

 

 Frank Bryant, Jr. at Keller and Heckman 

LLP has come through for us on countless occasions 

with everything from office lamps, bookshelves, to an 

―old fashioned electric typewriter.‖ 

 

 Thank you  for  being  a  part  of  our  ongoing 

efforts to prevent fires, evictions, and homelessness. 

 

My best, 

Karen Currie, LICSW. 

AARP Legal Counsel for The Elderly 

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — -   

  To the person or persons who 

donated the bookcases, I say thank 

you very much. They came for getting 

my books up off the floor and for mak-

ing my apartment more presentable. 

From  the  left:  Shirley  Williams,  LCE  Pro  Bono   

Manager, Lorena Ruiz, Legal Associate, Jacquelyn 

Bottash, Pro Bono Coordinator, and  Karen Currie, 

LCE Social Worker 

And again I say thanks to Miss Karen Currie and 

her crew for organizing my apartment. 

 

 May God continue blessing you all. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

An Appreciative Client 

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —  

May 6, 2011 

  

Dear Atty. May, 

  

 As part of your Pro Bono Project, Ms. Shirley  

Williams had referred me to Attorney Kenneth B. 

Weiner of Nixon Peabody  

  

 I would like to commend him very highly for 

his work, professionalism and compassion for the 

―least of his brethren.‖ 

  

 Thank you to AARP for your Pro Bono  

Project. 

  

 Sincerely, 

  

An Appreciative Client 

VENABLE’S 8TH ANNUAL PRO BONO 

RECOGNITION RECEPTION 
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From the Docket  

DICKSTEIN 

SHAPIRO TURNS OAH 

ORDER INTO MONEY 

FOR AGGRIEVED  

ELDERLY TENANT 
 

By Jeff Johnson 

 Dickstein Shapiro LLP    

*Reprinted with  

permission from  

Dickstein Shapiro LLP  

 

 Dickstein Shapiro LLP 

recently obtained a full victory on 

behalf  of  an elderly pro bono 

client, concluding the client’s 

multi-year struggle to receive 

compensation from his former 

landlord.  For  many  years,   this   

senior   resided   in  an  uninhab-

itable apartment in DC. Unfortu-

nately   the  client's landlord 

completely disregarded DC's 

landlord/tenant laws because he 

had  not registered as a DC 

housing provider. The elderly 

man's unit had bed bugs, broken 

windows, exposed electrical  

wires  (which shocked the client 

on at least one occasion) no 

working shower, no smoke detec-

tors, and  several  other  defects. 

If that were not enough, the 

landlord also shut off the stove 

and overcharged the client in 

rent. 

 

 In April 2010, Jennifer 

Berger, Supervising Attorney of 

Legal Counsel for the Elderly, 

obtained an order in her client's 

favor  from  the  DC  Office of 

Administrative Hearings (OAH) 

for $6,015  to compensate the 

client for the rent overcharges 

and the reduction in facilities 

and services, resulting from the 

housing code violations, plus 

$299.88 in interest.  After the 

landlord refused to comply with 

the order,  Legal Counsel for the 

Elderly referred the matter to 

Dickstein Shapiro LLP. 

 

 Dickstein Shapiro 

LLP attorneys, Ann-Marie 

Luciano (AG Group) and Brad 

Olson (IP Group), converted 

the OAH order into a DC Supe-

rior Court judgment. The team 

then commenced proceedings to 

enforce the judgment on behalf 

of their client.  After research-

ing the landlord's DC property 

holdings, Ann-Marie and Brad 

secured a lien on the landlord's 

sole remaining DC property.  

Unfortunately, the lien did not 

convince the landlord to pay the 

money he owed the indigent 

senior, which would have led to 

the removal of the lien. 

 

 Instead,  the  landlord  

offered to pay the client a paltry 

settlement of $1,000, which the 

client did not accept given the 

landlord's track record of ignor-

ing the court-ordered judgment. 

Instead of accepting the offer, 

Ann-Marie and Brad filed writs 

of  attachment against the land-

lord's accounts at several area 

banks. One bank responded 

that it  would  hold  the  full 

amount  of   the   judgment.   

After  the  Dickstein  team  

sought   and   obtained   a  con-

demnation order from the DC 

Superior  Court's  Clerk of 

Judgments, the bank promptly 

released  these  funds  to our cli-

ent.  

 Needless to say, our client 

was ecstatic with the end results.  

No one expected that, within just 

a few months of accepting this 

pro bono case, the Dickstein 

team would be able to locate 

funds to satisfy the judgment 

and then obtain them through 

targeted condemnation. Total 

credit for this exceptional result 

goes to Ann-Marie and Brad, 

who are now our resident experts 

on turning paper judgments into 

real money  in  the District of 

Columbia. 

       
 

PATTON BOGGS 

COLLECTS LCE’S 

ATTORNEYS’ FEES 

AGAINST LANDLORD  

IN AGGRIEVED ELDERLY 

TENANT CASE 
 

By Sheryl R. Miller 

Senior Legal Aid Attorney 

Pro Bono Project 

Legal Counsel for the Elderly 
 

 After the aggrieved ten-

ant received his rightful mone-

tary  award thanks to Dickstein   

Shapiro LLP, Patton Boggs 

LLP stepped into the breach to  

collect LCE’s attorneys’ fees, 

which were more than $10,000.   

Legal Counsel for the Elderly 

rarely recovers attorney’s fees.  

Partner Alexandra Chopin of 

Patton Boggs LLP agreed to 

represent  Legal  Counsel  for 

the Elderly in its effort to collect 

attorneys’ fees against the  same 

neglectful landlord. 
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From the Docket (continued) 

 Ordinar i ly ,  Patton 

Boggs LLP would have had to 

convert  the  order  from the 

D.C. Office of Administrative 

Hearings (OAH) into a legal 

judgment, a potentially lengthy 

and expensive process, because 

the landlord had failed to honor 

the court order. However, Patton 

Boggs   was able to avoid further  

court proceedings by convincing 

the landlord to pay the attor-

neys’ fees ordered by the court.  

Just  a few days after Patton 

Boggs intervened, the landlord 

issued   LCE a certified check for 

$10,700. 

 

 In this uncommon occur-

rence, LCE always uses these 

funds to help defray the high 

costs of running our free legal 

aid office.  The attorneys’ fees 

help enable LCE to continue pro-

viding free legal representation 

to  scores  of  other  indigent  

seniors in the District of Colum-

bia.  Legal  Counsel  for  the  

Elderly extends its deepest 

gratitude to Alexandra Chopin 

and to Patton Boggs LLP for 

swiftly and successfully collect-

ing these needed funds on behalf 

of LCE. 

 

        * * * * * 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

PATTON BOGGS  

ATTORNEY WINS 

 DISABILITY  

BENEFITS CASE FOR 

 LOW-INCOME VIETNAM  

VETERAN 
  

By Sheryl R. Miller 

Senior Legal Aid Attorney 

Pro Bono Project 

Legal Counsel for the Elderly 

  

 Legal   Counsel   for   the 

Elderly Staff Attorney, Daniela 

de la Piedra, met with an older 

Vietnam veteran.  He critically 

needed a pro bono attorney to 

handle his appeal of his denial of 

Supplemental Security Income 

(SSI)  benefits.   In March of 

2009, this disabled man applied 

for  benefits  without  the  assis-

tance of counsel.  Unfortunately, 

the Social Security Administra-

tion denied his initial applica-

tion, as well as his Request for 

Reconsideration. The client then 

filed  a  request  for a hearing 

before an administrative law 

judge with the Social Security 

Administration. 

  

 The client suffered from 

many disabilities, including back 

problems, bone deterioration, ar-

thritis, Post Traumatic Stress 

Disorder  (PTSD)  and  sleep    

apnea.  His PTSD manifested 

itself after his dedicated military 

service.   His   main  PTSD symp-

toms were sleep disturbances, 

mood changes, and severe 

flashbacks, which interfered with 

his tasks of daily living.  Legal  

Counsel for  the   Elderly  as-

signed this case to Attorney  

Vicky Beasley of Patton 

Boggs LLP. Although the file 

contained evidence from the  De-

partment of Veteran's affairs  to  

substantiate   the  client's dis-

ability claim, he needed to bol-

ster the evidence with  more  re-

cent medical  documentation of 

these conditions.  

 

 With persistence and the 

help of her colleague Paralegal 

Suzy Iseid to obtain updated 

medical records, Ms. Beasley 

went to work proving her case. 

She engaged the veteran's social 

worker and medical providers to 

provide testimony to support the 

claim.  Thanks to her hard work 

and legal acumen, Ms. Beasley 

prevailed in this endeavor.  The 

administrative law judge issued 

a  ―fully  favorable‖  ruling on 

behalf of this very low-income 

senior.  In addition to receiving 

monthly SSI benefits  of  $640,  

the  Social Security Administra-

tion awarded the client a lump 

sum payment of  $16,176, which 

dated back to May of 2009.   

With this award, this veteran 

finally has stability — truly for 

the first time since his Vietnam 

service.  

  

Legal  Counsel for the 

Elderly   and   this   Vietnam  

veteran  are  very grateful to 

Patton Boggs LLP and Ms. 

Beasley for achieving  such  a  

wonderful outcome in this pro 

bono case. 

  

  

     * * * * * 
  



 

 

PRO BONO PUBLICO  Page 10 

LCE and the Private Bar: 

“Making a Difference in the District” 

By Aaron M. Knight  

LCE Development Director 

 

As our many dedicated 

pro bono volunteers know so 

well,  Legal  Counsel  for  the 

Elderly is  often  the  first—and  

almost always the last—line of 

defense for D.C.’s most at-risk 

seniors. Since we opened our 

doors in 1975, LCE has champi-

oned the dignity and rights of 

our community’s most vulner-

able seniors by: 

 

stopping foreclosures and 

illegal evictions, 

representing elders victim-

ized  by scams and predators, 

advocating for the residents 

of local nursing homes, 

preventing Medicare waste, 

fraud and abuse, 

alleviating the uncertainty 

and unease felt by thousands 

of low-income D.C. seniors by 

helping them create impor-

tant legal and ―end-of-life‖ 

documents, 

working directly with the 

courts to oversee and admin-

ister guardianships, and 

much, much more. 

 

LCE greatly appreciates 

the generous charitable support 

contributed by law firms from 

throughout  the Washington  

region. Our work simply would 

not be possible without  their 

investment and commitment to 

helping our older neighbors in 

need. 

 

We are honored to have 

this opportunity to thank and 

publicly recognize the following 

firms for their generous philan-

thropic support made during our 

recent 2010-11 law firm giving 

campaign. Together, we are truly 

“Making a Difference in the 

District.” 

 

Distinguished Patron

($20,000+) 
 

Mayer Brown LLP 

 

Patron ($10,000-$19,999) 
 

Boies Schiller & Flexner LLP 

WilmerHale 

 

Guardian ($7,500-$9,999) 
 

Steptoe & Johnson LLP 

Williams & Connolly LLP 

 

Benefactor ($5,000-$7,499) 
 

Arent Fox LLP 

Arnold & Porter LLP 

Dickstein Shapiro LLP 

Foley & Lardner LLP 

Morrison & Foerster LLP 

Nixon Peabody LLP 

Sidley Austin LLP 

Sutherland 

 

Champion ($2,500-$4,999) 
 

Cadwalader, Wickersham & Taft 

LLP 

Chadbourne & Parke LLP 

Cleary Gottlieb Steen & Hamil-

ton LLP 

Crowell & Moring LLP 

Dechert LLP 

Dow Lohnes PLLC 

Hogan Lovells 

K&L Gates LLP 

McDermott Will & Emery 

Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw 

Pittman LLP 

Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & 

Flom LLP 

Zuckerman Spaeder LLP 

 

Sponsor ($1,000-$2,499) 
 

Beveridge & Diamond, P.C. 

Caplin & Drysdale, Chartered 

Covington & Burling LLP 

DLA Piper 

Epstein Becker & Green, P.C. 

Fitzpatrick, Cella, Harper & 

Scinto 

Hausfeld LLP 

Howrey LLP 

Keller and Heckman LLP 

Kelley Drye & Warren LLP 

Kirkland & Ellis LLP 

Manatt, Phelps & Phillips, LLP 

Orrick 

Patton Boggs LLP 

Seyfarth Shaw LLP 

 

Advocate ($500-$999) 
 

Grossberg, Yochelson, Fox & 

Beyda, LLP 

Jack H. Olender & Associates, 

P.C. 

Proskauer Rose LLP 

 

Supporter (up to $499) 
 

Hughes Hubbard & Reed LLP 

Kass, Mitek & Kass, PLLC 

 

 

 If you would like your firm 

included on this growing  

roster of supporters, we  

invite you to contact LCE  

Development Director Aaron 

Knight at aknight@aarp.org 

or (202) 434-2107 for more  

information. 
 

mailto:aknight@aarp.org
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 Law firm pro bono in 2010 was not a catastro-

phe. Those who respond to last year's results with 

either hysteria (the pro bono sky is falling!) or fatal-

ism (pro bono has peaked) are not looking at the 

facts. Hysteria and fatalism will not help, but neither 

will complacency. Law firm pro bono is not broken, 

but it must be rethought and renewed if we are to 

honor our ethical obligations and fulfill our promise 

to society in these difficult and changing times. 

  

 Esther F. Lardent is president and chief 

executive officer of the Pro Bono Institute, a Washing-

ton nonprofit that serves as a thought leader and 

source of training, expertise and support for major 

law firms and in-house legal departments around the 

world. 

* * * * * 

(Pro Bono, continued from page 2) 

 

17.  42 U.S.C. § 1382b(c) (2006)   (SSI  penalties  for  

disposal of resources for less than fair market value); 

id. § 1396p(c) (Medicaid penalties for certain transfers 

of assets; these penalties primarily apply to payment 

for  nursing care and home health care); 7 C.F.R. § 

273.8(h) (2011) (SNAP penalties  for transfer of re-

sources). 

 

18.  So  named  because  Section 1917(d)(4)(A) of the 

Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. § 1396p(d)(4)(A) (2006)) 

establishes the requirements for supplemental needs 

trusts; 42 U.S.C. § 1396p(d)(4)(C) (2006) establishes the 

requirements for pooled trusts, which are an option for 

individuals with smaller settlement amounts and can 

be established by the individuals themselves.  

 

19.  Federally assisted housing includes public housing 

authorities, the Section 8 housing choice voucher pro-

gram, and Section 8 project-based and Rural Housing 

Service apartment complexes (24 C.F.R. § 5.100 (2011)). 

 

20.  24 C.F.R. § 5.609(c)(3) (2011); HUD [U.S. DEPART-

MENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT] HANDBOOK 

4350.3 REV-1: OCCUPANCY  REQUIREMENTS OF SUBSIDIZED 

MULTIFAMILY HOUSING PROGRAMS 5-33 (June 2007) 

[hereinafter HUD HANDBOOK], http://1.usa.gov/icVb8v. 

Other excludable lump-sum additions to family assets 

are inheritances, proceeds from the sale of property, 

and settlements  under  accident  and health insurance  

and workers’ compensation. 

 

 

(Considering Eligibility, continued from page 6) 

21.  See 24 C.F.R. § 5.609(b)(4), (7) (2011); see also HUD 

HANDBOOK 4350.3 REV-1, supra note 20, at 5–18, 5–33 

(treating onetime lottery winnings as an asset but 

counting lottery winnings paid periodically  as income). 

 

22.  See 24 C.F.R. § 5.609(b)(5),  (c)(3) (2011). The policy 

argument is that these payments, regardless of form or 

frequency, are intended to make the tenant whole by 

compensating the tenant for injury or loss. 

 

23.  Net family assets include cash held in savings and 

checking accounts, the principal value of any trust 

available to the family, equity in real property, individ-

ual retirement accounts, and any asset disposed of for 

less than fair market value within the previous two 

years. Necessary personal property, such as clothing, 

furniture, cars, term life insurance, or other assets that 

are not effectively owned by, or are inaccessible to, the 

family, are not included  as net family assets (24 

C.F.R.§ 5.603(b) (2011); HUD HANDBOOK 4350.3 REV-1, 

supra note 20, at 5–21). 

 

24.  HUD  HANBOOK  4350.3 REV-1,  supra  note  20, at  

5–25; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOP-

MENT, PUBLIC HOUSING OCUPANCY GUIDEBOOK 122 n.35 

(June 2003), http://1.usa.gov/dLdct8. Although HUD’s 

Guidebook  website notes that ―the Office of Housing is 

updating the passbook savings rate,‖ presumably to 

reflect the nominal  rates  currently  paid  by  banks  on  

these   accounts ,  to  date ,  i t  has not done so 

(http://1.usa.gov/eUXm5q). However, the HUD Seattle 

Regional Office reduced the HUD passbook rate to 0.2 

percent after surveying banks in its four-state region  

(Seattle Regional Office, U.S. Department of Housing  

and  Urban Development, PHA Circular No. 04-06, Cur-

rent Passbook Savings Rate Determined  by HUD—0.20 

Percent (0.002) (Dec. 28, 2004), http://1.usa.gov/e55BkC). 

 

25.  Tenants in federally assisted housing generally pay 

30 percent of their adjusted monthly income as rent (24 

C.F.R. § 5.628 (2011)). 

  

* * * * * 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

LAW FIRMS  
 
BRYAN CAVE LLP 
Josh James secured a fully favorable ruling from 
the Social Security Administration (SSA) in which 
his client received retroactive Supplemental Security 
Income (SSI) as well as monthly benefits going for-
ward. 
  
CROWELL & MORING LLP 
Daniel Campbell and William Sauers represented 
a needy client whose former landlord had sued her 
for over $7,000.  After a jury trial, the landlord 
merely recovered a few hundred dollars to cover rent 
for the days that the client had remained in her unit 
after her lease had expired. 
 
DEWEY & LEBOEUF LLP 
G. Dereck Anderson offered to represent an elderly 
client whose granddaughter apparently had signed 
his name to her student loan application while the 
client was in the hospital. 
 
DICKSTEIN SHAPIRO LLP 
Amy Kuo drafted a new deed for a client who 
wanted to add her husband’s name to the title to her 
real property. 
 
Anna-Marie Luciano enabled a low-income tenant 
to collect his $6,315 judgment against an unscrupu-
lous landlord who had refused to make major repairs 
to the client’s apartment. 
 
Paul Spackman represented an elderly client in 
D.C Superior Court whose neighbor had built a struc-
ture  on her property without the client’s consent, 
securing a $45,000 judgment for his client. 
 
DOW LOHNES PLLC 
Keith Marshall defended an elderly client against 
the seventh lawsuit that her nephew filed against 
her over rental property.  Mr. Marshall convinced the 
judge to dismiss the case. 
 
FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Svetlana Lyubchenko wrote  a  detailed  advice 
letter to her client regarding options for transferring 
to public or Section 8 (now called ―Housing Voucher 
Choice‖) housing. 
 
FULBRIGHT & JAWORSKI LLP 
Lesley Reynolds offered to represent a client in a 

Social Security matter. She also offered to assist an 
elderly client who had a noise complaint against his  
apartment complex. 
 
GIBSON DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP  
Adam DiVicenzo offered to represent an elderly 
client who had paid a contractor in advance for work 
he never performed. 
 
HITCHOCOCK LAW FIRM PLLC 
Attorney Cornish Hitchcock represented an older 
DC resident with his job discrimination claim.   
 
HOWREY LLP 
Jaime Lederman and Rachel Strong agreed to 
advise a client in a potential zoning violation case. 
 
HUNTON & WILLIAMS LLP 
Lee Westnedge offered to represent  an  elderly  
client in a probate matter. 
 
George Wang  convinced a client’s condominium 
association and property management company to 
complete all requested repairs to his client’s dilapi-
dated unit. 
 
O’MELVENY & MYERS LLP 
William T. Buffaloe filed a lawsuit on his client’s 
behalf to enforce a contract with a company, securing 
a default judgment of $99,925. 
 
K&L GATES LLP 
Robert Hibbert challenged an elderly man’s denial 
of annuity benefits before the U.S. Merit Systems 
Protection Board on the ground that his client did 
not knowingly and willingly waive his rights to his 
wife’s survivor annuity benefits. 
 
MCDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP 
Ira Mirsky convinced the Internal Revenue Service 
(IRS)  to  deem  his  indigent   client’s  alleged tax 
liability to be ―uncollectable.‖ 
 
PATTON BOGGS LLP 
Vicky Beasley  represented  disabled senior at a 
Social Security hearing in which the administrative 
law judge awarded her client $640 per month and a 
lump sum award of $16,176. 
 
Alexandra Chopin successfully collected $10,700 
attorney fees for LCE from a landlord who had re-
fused to comply with an order from the D.C. Office of 
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 CASES CLOSED 

BY PRO BONO ATTORNEYS: 

January 2011 - June 2011 



 

 

Hearings and Appeals.  
 
SEYFARTH SHAW LLP   
Joseph Dyer secured a favorable settlement on be-
half of his aggrieved client in an insect infestation 
matter. 
 
Joseph Dyer obtained a default judgment against a 
contractor  who  took  money  from  an  unsuspecting 
low-income senior, but never performed the work on 
her home. 
 
Joseph Dyer secured another default judgment 
against an unlicensed contractor who accepted 
money from an older D.C. resident, but failed to 
make the repairs to the client’s home. 
 
SIDLEY AUSTIN LLP 
Joseph Manicki convinced the IRS to classify his 
low-income client’s alleged tax debt as ―uncollectable.‖ 
 
STEPTOE & JOHNSON LLP 
Catherine Cockerham convinced a client’s land-
lord to make major repairs to the senior’s apartment, 
which included repairing a hole in the apartment’s 
ceiling. 
 
Walter Johnson offered to assist an elderly client 
with an income tax problem.  
 
Barbara Kagan filed a petition with IRS to reduce 
the amount of money taken from her client’s meager 
Social Security checks to cover a past tax debt.   
 
TROUTMAN & SANDERS LLP 
Sally Gere advised an elderly client who complained 
of mold in her rental unit. 
 
Molly James provided advice to a low-income senior 
concerning her deed to her real property. 
 
VENABLE LLP 
George Wyatt secured a favorable settlement for his 
client in a lawsuit against a contractor who built a 
brick wall on the low-income senior’s property. 
 
ZUCKERMAN SPAEDER LLP 
Peter Kolker, with help from LCE attorney Kerry 
Diggin, represented a low-income senior who had 
sold her  condominium to a real estate agent who 
then reneged on her promise that the client could live 
in the unit for the rest of her life.  After the agent 
filed for foreclosure, Mr. Kolker and Ms. Diggin se-
cured  a favorable  settlement  for  the  victimized 
senior. 

LAW SCHOOLS 
AMERICAN UNIVERSITY,  WASHINGTON   
COLLEGE OF LAW 
 
Leslie Green Coleman attempted to recover illegal 
late fees on behalf of her client from a company 
which had gone out of business. 
 
Christopher  Logan  and Emily Petrino, law stu-
dents, successfully collected LCE’s attorney’s fees of 
$3,750. 
 
Elliott Milstein and his law students sent ―cease 
and desist‖ letters to creditors who had been harass-
ing their indigent client. 
 
CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY, ADVOCACY FOR THE 
ELDERLY LEGAL CLINIC 
Faith Mullen convinced a landlord to return the 
security deposit to an aggrieved tenant who had been 
overcharged rent.  In another  landlord/tenant mat-
ter, Ms. Mullen and her law students obtained a 
$1,007 judgment against a landlord provider who 
had failed to abate rodent infestation in the client’s 
apartment. 
 
Michael McGonnigal and his law students negoti-
ated a  $400  reduction  in  their  client’s  debt. In 
another matter, Mr. McGonnigal and his law  stu-
dents   successfully   obtained   Social   Security   
Disability (SSDI) benefits for their low-income client 
 
GEORGE WASHINGTON UNVERSITY, HEALTH 
INSURANCE PROJECT 
Chris DeYoung, with help from LCE attorney 
Sheryl R. Miller, enabled an elderly woman to 
qualify for Qualified Medicare Beneficiary Insurance 
(QMBI), a type of DC health insurance which is a 
cross between Medicare and Medicaid.  This client 
finally could afford to visit her doctors and pay her 
high medical  bills. Mr. DeYoung then offered to help 
another needy senior qualify for QMBI 
 
SOLE PRACTITIONERS 
Marcia Jones investigated a client’s complaint 
against a hospital regarding his cataract surgery. 
 
Rocquelle Jeri  offered  to  help  a  client with a 
probate matter.  In a second case, Ms. Jeri handled a 
legal guardianship and conservatorship matter in 
DC  Superior  Court  to  enable  a  trustworthy     
individual to care for a legally incompetent  nursing 
home resident.   
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The following members of AARP Legal Counsel for the Elderly’s pro bono panel selflessly volunteered 

to prepare Last Will & Testaments and/or Financial and Health Care Powers of Attorney for low-

income, older D.C. residents.  Legal Counsel for the Elderly greatly appreciates its dedicated volunteer attor-

neys and paralegals. Without the altruism of our pro bono panel, scores of disenfranchised seniors would be 

unable to ensure that their affairs would be handled according to their wishes expressed in their will. 

 

 Advance directives provide our low-income clients immeasurable ―peace of mind‖ that a trusted family 

member or close friend will handle their finances and/or make critical health decisions for them in the event of 

incapacity.  Older persons who become incompetent and lack advance directives could be subjected to costly, 

and right-depriving, legal guardianship or conservatorship proceedings. 

 

 Thanks to our pro bono panel, the Pro Bono Project has the capacity to provide competent legal repre-

sentation in advance directives cases.  Congratulations and a hearty ―thank you‖ to all of the attorneys and 

law firms listed below for their exemplary pro bono work, with special thanks to those who visited homebound 

clients. We still have many seniors on our waiting list for wills and powers of attorney 
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Courtney Alvarez, Dickstein Shapiro LLP 

Jad Atallah, HUD Office of General Counsel 

Nicholas Austin, Foley & Lardner LLP 

Benjamin Berkowitz, Foley & Lardner LLP  

Derek Bottcher, Paul Hastings LLP 

Jeffrey Brennan, Dechert LLP 

Teri Champ, Foley & Lardner LLP 

Cheryl Chapman Henderson 

David Chavkin, American University,  

Washington College of Law 

Katia Colitti, Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen  &  Hamilton 

LLP 

Heather Curlee, Sidley Austin LLP 

Rachana Desai, Sutherland, Asbill and Brennan 

LLP 

Melissa Dorn, McDermott Will & Emery  

Stephanie Dourado 

Karl Egbert, Dechert LLP 

Mark Faccenda, Fulbright & Jaworski LLP 

Raquel Fox, WilmerHale LLP 

Adam Glaser, Fried, Frank, Harris, Shriver &  

Jacobson LLP 

Sean Gordon, Katten Muchin Rosenman LLP 

Griffith L. Green, Sidley Austin LLP 

Susan Haag, Sidley Austin LLP 

Kurt Hamrock, McKenna Long & Aldridge LLP 

Naomi Jackson, Seyfarth Shaw LLP 

Yvonne Jones, Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Edward L. Jones III, Office of Disability 

Adjucation and Review (ODAR) 

Venroy July, Dickstein Shapiro LLP 

Peter Kadzik, Dickstein Shapiro LLP 

Jill Keblawi, Seyfarth Shaw LLP 

Irina Kozubenko, Cadwalader, Wickersham &  

Taft  LLP 

Anne Laughlin, Bingham McCutchen LLP 
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AARP Legal Counsel for the Elderly, Inc.  

Yes, we support the important work and services of Legal Counsel for the Elderly, Inc.  Enclosed is our firm’s tax-

deductible contribution of: Patron $10,000+  Champion  $2,500 - $4,999 

         Guardian $7,500 - $9,999  Sponsor   $1,000 - $2,499 

    Benefactor     $5,000 - $7,499  Supporter   up to $1,000 

Name of Firm: 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Name of Firm Representative: 

Telephone: 

Date: 

Please make checks payable to Legal Counsel for the 

Elderly, Inc.  Attention:  Pro Bono Project 
 

601 E Street, NW, A4, Washington, DC  20049 

Telephone:  (202) 434-2120 
 

Designate LCE in the 2011 campaigns using United 

Way #8808 and CFC #31866. 

PRO BONO WILLS & POWERS OF ATTORNEY 

January 2011 - June 2011 

Sang H. Lee, Sidley Austin LLP 

Tonya D. Love, Metropolitan Washington 

Counsel, AFL-CIO 

Thomas Magee, Keller and Heckman LLP 

Michael McGonnigal, Catholic University,  

Advocacy for the Elderly Legal Clinic 

Vanessa Meeks, Dechert LLP 

Michael Morrone, Keller and Heckman LLP 

Darrel S. Parker 

Stephen Payne, Sidley Austin LLP 

Rick Robinson, Fulbright & Jaworski LLP 

Mark Sabath, U.S. Department of Justice  

Aaron Sanders, Dickstein Shapiro LLP 

Susan Schmidt, Manatt Phelps & Phillips LLP 

Elena Schwieger, WilmerHale LLP 

Katherine Shrout, Foley & Lardner LLP 

Nathaniel Sloan, Dickstein Shapiro LLP 

Travis Smith, SNR Denton US LLP 

Wendy Solovay 

Julie Song, WilmerHale LLP 

Fredrick A. Stearns, Keller and Heckman LLP 

David Steffes, Sidley Austin LLP 

Megan Strand, Chadbourne & Parke LLP 

Trisha Tran, International Trade Administration 

Sean Tsu, Foley & Lardner LLP 

James Votaw, WilmerHale LLP 

Kenneth B. Weiner, Nixon Peabody LLP 

Mark Weisshaar, Hunton & Williams LLP 

Laura Wertheimer, WilmerHale LLP 

Erika Westry, U.S. Department of Justice 

Lauren Yates, WilmerHale LLP 

David Yudin 

Brian Zimmet, Hunton & Williams LLP 

LEGAL  

COUNSEL FOR  

THE ELDERLY 

NEWSLETTER 

PRO BONO  

PUBLICO WINS 

APEX AWARD 

2011 

WINNER 



 

 

AARP LEGAL COUNSEL FOR THE ELDERLY 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

GOVERNING BOARD 
 

Harroll “Hop” Backus 
Executive Vice President, State Operations Group, AARP 

 

Louis Davis, Jr. 

Senior State Director, AARP District of Columbia 

 

William A. Isaacson, Esq. 

Boies, Schiller & Flexner LLP 

 

Elizabeth Mitchell, Esq. 

Chair  

WilmerHale LLP 

 

Ira H.Polon, Esq. 

Dickstein Shapiro LLP 

 

Sharis Arnold Pozen, Esq. 

United States Department of Justice 

 

Richard F. Riley, Jr., Esq. 

Foley & Lardner LLP 

 

Ernest “Chico” Rosemond 

Treasurer 

Director, Sponsorships & Exhibits 

AARP Services, Inc. 

 

Edna Kane-Williams 

Secretary 

Vice President, Multicultural Markets, AARP 

 
 

ADVISORY BOARD 
 

Brigida Benitez, Esq. 
Inter-American Development Bank 

 
Blake A. Biles, Esq. 
Arnold & Porter LLP 

 
Daniel A Cantor, Esq. 

Arnold & Porter LLP 
 

Thomas Dowdell, Esq. 
Fulbright & Jaworski LLP 

 
Ronald Flagg, Esq. 

Sidley Austin LLP 
 

Martha Ford-Gladden 
Client Representative 

 
Susan M. Hoffman, Esq. 

Crowell & Moring LLP 
 

Evelyn B. Kemp 
Client Representative 

 
Peter R. Kolker, Esq. 

Zuckerman Spaeder  LLP 
 

Sara E. Kropf, Esq. 
Baker Botts LLP 

 
Karla J. “Tip” Letsche, Esq. 
Wittie, Letsche & Waldo LLP 

 
Adrian L. Steel, Jr., Esq. 

Mayer Brown LLP 
 

Patrice Harris Talbott, Esq. 
Nixon Peabody  LLP 

 
William E. White, Esq. 

Akin, Gump, Strauss, Hauer & Feld LLP 

The Pro Bono Publico is published by AARP 

Legal Counsel for the Elderly, 

and is affiliated with AARP District of Columbia, 

601 E Street, NW, Washington, DC  20049 
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