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Executive Summary

The Legal Services Trust Fund Commission of the State Bar reports in Equal Access Fund: Distribution
of Funding for IOLTA-Formula Grants and Partnership Grants Under the Budget Act of 2016 that the
Budget Act of 2016 includes an estimated $19,014,500 in the Equal Access Fund for distribution to legal
services providers and support centers. Equal Access Fund monies are distributed primarily in two parts:
IOLTA (Interest on Lawyer Trust Accounts)-formula grants and partnership grants (with a small amount
also distributed for administration). The commission requests approval to distribute $17,312,500 in
IOLTA-formula grants for fiscal year 2016-2017, according to the statutory formula in the state Budget
Act, and $1,702,000 in partnership grants for 2017. It further requests approval of the commission’s
findings that the proposed budget for each individual grant complies with statutory and other relevant
guidelines.

Recommendation

The Legal Services Trust Fund Commission recommends that the Judicial Council approve the
distribution of $17,312,500 in IOLTA-formula grants for 2016-2017 according to the terms of the state
Budget Act and approve the commission’s determination that the proposed budget of each individual
grant complies with statutory and other guidelines.

In addition, the commission recommends that the council approve the distribution of $1,702,000 in
Equal Access Fund partnership grants for distribution to the following legal services agencies for
programs conducted jointly with courts to provide legal assistance to self-represented litigants:



1. Alameda County Bar Association Volunteer Legal Services:
Unlawful Detainer Mediation Project.........cccooieiiiiiniieiesie e
Alameda County Family Law Day of Court Pilot Project...........ccccecvvvveviverecnennnnn,

2. Bay Area Legal Aid:
San Mateo County Consumer Debt CHNIC...........ccovvviiiiiiiiee e,

3. Bet Tzedek Legal Services:
Self-Help Elder and Dependent Adult Restraining Order Clinic
(LOS ANGEIES COUNLY) ..ttt sttt sttt nre et enes

4. California Rural Legal Assistance, Inc.:
San Luis Obispo County Rental Clinic for Self-Represented Litigants ...................

5. Central California Legal Services, Inc.:
GUArdIANSNIP PIOJECT. ... .cueiiiieieeiie ettt et ne e
Tenant/Landlord Housing Law CliniC (FreSN0).......c.cccvevevveiesiiesiese e,

6. Community Legal Services in East Palo Alto:
San Mateo County Unlawful Detainer Mandatory Settlement Conference..............

7. East Bay Community Law Center:
Holistic Legal Assistance Project (Alameda) ........c.cccovveveiierieene e

8. Elder Law and Advocacy:
Imperial County Unlawful Detainer/Elder Abuse Restraining Order Self-Help
(O 110 oSSRV UR USSR

9. Family Violence Law Center:
Domestic Violence Pro Per Project (Alameda) .........cccoeverieiieniiiniieie e

10. Inland Counties Legal Services:
Family Law Self-Help Clinics (Talleres de derechos legales de familia)
(RN T [0 =) RSOSSN

11. Justice and Diversity Center:
Family Law Assisted Self-Help/Case Resolution (FLASH/CARE) Project
(SAN FTANCISCO) ...vvevieieeiiesiee sttt sttt sttt b et e sttt neesbe e b sneenreeeeenes

12. Legal Aid Foundation of Los Angeles:
Long Beach Self-Help Legal ACCESS CENLEN .......ccveveieeriecieseere e
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13. Legal Aid Society of Orange County:

Consumer Debt Workshop (Norwalk, Los Angeles).......ccoeviieniniininnenienieien, $41,000
Estate Accounting Workshop and CliNIC...........ccooviiiiieie s $38,000
Unlawful Detainer CHNIC........ccccviiiiiieiece e $50,000

14. Legal Aid Society of San Diego, Inc.:
Civil Harassment & Elder Abuse Restraining Order Program at the HOJ ............... $45,000
San Diego County Conservatorship AsSiStance Project ........cccocvvveveveeneniieniennen, $40,000

15. Legal Assistance for Seniors:

Partnership to Assist Guardianship LitigantS..........cccceevveviveieiieenesie e $65,000
16. Legal Services of Northern California:

Mother Lode Pro Per Project (Amador, Calaveras, El Dorado, Placer) ................... $60,000

Elder Abuse Restraining Order Workshop Project in Sacramento County .............. $32,000

Small Claims, Small Estates and Guardianship Clinic in Yolo County ................... $60,000

17. Neighborhood Legal Services of Los Angeles County:
Chatsworth Self Help Legal Access Center Project ........ccovevveeevveiesienneeriesiennnen, $80,000
Pasadena Unlawful Detainer ASSIStance ProjJect ...........ccvveiiiienenieneencsee e $82,000

18. Pro Bono Project Silicon Valley:
PBP Mediation, Negotiation, and Settlement Project...........ccccocevvvvveveevivcceseecnene $70,000

19. Public Counsel:
Pro Per Guardianship Clinic (LOS ANGEIES).......ccueiiiiiiiiiieie e e $60,000

20. Public Law Center:
Orange County Expanded Domestic Violence Assistance Project...........ccccccvenen. $40,000

21. Riverside Legal Aid:
Small Estates ASSISTANCE Program ........c.coveiirieieeiieie e $59,000

22. San Diego Volunteer Lawyer Program:
North County Civil Harassment/Unlawful Detainer Self-Help Clinic..................... $82,000

TOTAD . $1,702,000
See Attachment A for the text of the commission’s report and its attachments.

Previous Council Action

The Judicial Council has approved the proposed distribution for each of the past 16 years based on the
recommendations of the Legal Services Trust Fund Commission.



Rationale for Recommendation

Since 1999, the state Budget Act has contained a provision for the allotment of $10 million to an Equal
Access Fund “to improve equal access and the fair administration of justice.” This year, an additional $5
million was added to the Fund. (Sen. Bill 826, Stats. 2016, ch. 23, pp. 16-21).

In 2005, the Uniform Civil Fees and Standard Fee Schedule Act was approved by the Legislature and
the Governor. That act established a new distribution of $4.80 per filing fee to the Equal Access Fund.
The estimated revenue from filing fees for the fund is $4 million per year. Those revenues have been
collected by the trial courts since January 2007.

The Budget Act requires the Judicial Council to distribute the Equal Access Fund monies to legal
services providers through the State Bar Legal Services Trust Fund Commission. The State Bar created
the commission to administer the law regulating attorneys’ interest-bearing trust accounts (IOLTAS).
(Bus. & Prof. Code, § 6210 et seq.; State Bar, Rules Regulating Interest-Bearing Trust Fund Accounts
for the Provision of Legal Services to Indigent Persons [Sept. 1982, amended Mar. 2002], rule 4.)

The Budget Act states that “[t]he Judicial Council shall approve awards made by the commission if the
council determines that the awards comply with statutory and other relevant guidelines. . . . The Judicial
Council may establish additional reporting or quality control requirements . . . .”* All recipients of
partnership grants are required to conduct an annual evaluation of the effectiveness of the programs and
submit their evaluation results to the commission by March 1, 2018.

The Chief Justice, as chair of the Judicial Council, appoints one-third of the voting members to the
commission—five attorney members and two public members, one of whom is a court administrator.
The Chief Justice also appoints three nonvoting judges to the commission—two trial court judges and
one appellate justice. (The membership roster is in Attachment B of the commission’s report
[Attachment A] at pages 22-23.)

There are two grant programs, IOLTA-formula grants and partnership grants. The Budget Act provides
that 90 percent of the funds be distributed to legal services agencies according to a statutory formula (the
IOLTA-formula grants). The remaining 10 percent of the funds are to be distributed as partnership
grants to legal services programs for projects conducted jointly with the courts to provide legal
assistance to self-represented litigants. The process for choosing the legal services programs to receive
these partnership grants is stated in the commission’s report at pages 12—14.

For the grant period funded by the 2016 Budget Act, the Legal Services Trust Fund Commission has
approved a schedule for allocation of the part of the Equal Access Fund grants referred to as IOLTA-
Formula Grants to legal services providers according to the formula established under the Business and
Professions Code.

! The Budget Act language is in the commission’s report (Attachment A), at pages 19-21.



The commission’s report on the allocation of the Equal Access Fund shows that the commission has
followed the statutory requirements and the additional criteria adopted by the council at its August 1999
meeting. Therefore, it is appropriate for the Judicial Council to approve the distribution of $17,312,500
in IOLTA-formula grants awarded by the Legal Services Trust Fund Commission to allow distribution
to the eligible organizations in October. It is also appropriate that the council approve $1,702,000 in
partnership grants.

Distributing the funds to the commission will allow it to carry out the terms of the Budget Act and will
put the monies of the Equal Access Fund into the hands of legal services providers to supply legal
assistance to self-represented litigants. IOLTA-formula grants are to be distributed on a calendar-year
basis beginning January 1, 2017. The fiscal year for the partnership grants commences January 1, 2017.

Comments, Alternatives Considered, and Policy Implications

The recommendations have been approved by the Legal Services Trust Fund Commission and its
Partnership Grants Committee as required by law. The statutory scheme does not contemplate public
comment.

There are no viable alternatives to distributing the funds according to the recommendations of the Legal
Services Trust Fund Commission. The Budget Act requires the council to approve the distribution if it
finds that the statutory and other relevant guidelines are met.

Implementation Requirements, Costs, and Operational Impacts

The IOLTA-formula grants require no court implementation. Partnership grants will require the courts
that have elected to participate in joint projects with local legal services providers to cooperate in the
manner proposed in their grant applications.

Council staff will work with the staff of the Legal Services Trust Fund Commission to oversee
administration of the Equal Access Fund, including fulfillment of requirements for reports on the
commission’s administration of the fund. Staff will also provide support to the commission (including
the third of its members appointed by the Chief Justice) to facilitate administration of the Equal Access
Fund.

The recommendation contained in this report will have no direct fiscal effect on the courts; nevertheless,
the courts will indirectly benefit from assistance provided to self-represented litigants. Council staff
support will be covered by the provision for administrative costs in the Budget Act appropriation.

Relevant Strategic Plan Goals and Operational Plan Objectives

This recommendation helps implement Goal | of the Judicial Council’s strategic plan—Access, Fairness,
and Diversity—by increasing representation for low-income persons.



Attachments

1. Attachment A: Equal Access Fund: Distribution of Funding for IOLTA-Formula Grants and
Partnership Grants under the Budget Act of 2016
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DATE: September 16, 2016
TO: The Judicial Council of California
FROM: Adrian Dollard, Co-Chair
Richard Reinis, Co-Chair
Legal Services Trust Fund Commission
Stephanie Choy, Managing Director
Legal Services Trust Fund Program
SUBJECT: Equal Access Fund: Distribution of Funding for IOLTA-

Formula Grants and Partnership Grants under the Budget
Act of 2016

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Since 1999, the Judicial Council (the “Council”) budget has included the Equal
Access Fund (“EAF") to provide grants for free legal assistance to indigent
Californians. These grants are made through the Legal Services Trust Fund
Commission of the State Bar of California (the “Commission”).

In 1999, the Judicial Council took action to implement this Fund, adopting
procedures for the Chief Justice to appoint a third of the members of the
Commission and approving the award of grants. The Council has approved the
award of grants each subsequent year since 1999.

Each year the Equal Access Fund is distributed in two parts: 1) 90% of the funds
are distributed according to the statutory Interest on Lawyers’ Trust Accounts
(“IOLTA") formula; and, 2) 10% of the funds are distributed as discretionary
grants for joint projects between court and legal service programs to make legal
assistance available to pro per litigants.

Summary of Current Grant Cycle

Pursuant to the Judicial Council’s action last year, the Legal Services Trust Fund
Program is currently overseeing 2016 EAF IOLTA Formula and Partnership
Grants:

e |OLTA Formula Grants. The $12,773,000 in IOLTA-formula Grants
allocated for the grant period has funded a wide range of legal services
for low-income Californians. These grant funds were allocated according
to a formula set forth in the IOLTA statute (Business & Professions Code
sections 6210 et seq.) and pursuant to established procedures for
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determining eligibility and administering grants. Two categories of legal
services providers are eligible for grants: “Qualified Legal Services
Projects” and “Qualified Support Centers.”

A system of grant application, budget review, performance reports, and
on-site visits is used to monitor compliance with grant requirements.

e Partnership Grants. The $1,419,000 in Partnership Grants for calendar
year 2016 funded 32 projects that enhance the ability of unrepresented
litigants to pursue justice in civil courts across California. Only Qualified
Legal Services Projects are eligible for Partnership Grants.

Distribution Request to the Council

Annually since the inception of the EAF in 1999, the Commission has presented the Council with
recommendations for approval of EAF grants prior to the start of the following grant year. This
report requests the Judicial Council approve both EAF IOLTA-formula grants and Partnership
Grants for the 2016-2017 year. Under the current grant timeline, Partnership Grants are reviewed
first, and IOLTA-Formula EAF budget proposals will be reviewed in October in conjunction with
IOLTA budget proposals. At this time, we request the Council approve the distribution of
$19,014,500 in funds pursuant to the 2016 Budget Act, taking into consideration residual funds and
the unpredictability of filing fee revenue, as follows:

IOLTA-Formula Grants. It is now timely and appropriate for the Council to approve the
distribution of the IOLTA-Formula Grants in the total amount of $17,312,500 which includes
the Basic Budget Act allocation of $13,852,800, projected filing fees of $3,420,000 and
$39,700 in undistributed funds from 2016. The Commission has identified eligible or
provisionally eligible legal services providers and in accordance with the IOLTA statute,
calculated the appropriate allocation of funds available for IOLTA-Formula Equal Access
Fund grants under the Budget Act of 2016. The Commission will review budgets to
ascertain grantee compliance with the statute, rules and guidelines, prior to distribution of
grant funds.

Partnership Grants. It is also timely and appropriate for the Council to approve the
Commission’s recommendations for Partnership Grants under the Budget Act of 2016, to
support grant activities during calendar year 2017, in the total amount of $1,702,000,
which includes the Basic Budget Act allocation of $1,539,200 and projected filing fees of
$380,000, with a set aside of $217,200 plus residuals of $23,200 for Partnership Grants
next year. These discretionary grants are only available to programs already eligible for
IOLTA funding, and are awarded after a careful review and analysis of grant proposals
based on established criteria. Partnership grants will, upon approval, be distributed to
projects that have completed documentation as early in 2017 as practicable.

INTRODUCTION — THE BUDGET ACT

The Equal Access Fund, initially created by the Budget Act of 1999, has been continued in each
subsequent Budget Act, including the Budget Act of 2016. Originally, a single general fund
allocation for the Equal Access Fund was directed to the Council under each Budget Act, to be
distributed in grants to legal services providers through the Legal Services Trust Fund
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Commission. As supplemented through a State Appropriations Limit, that general fund
appropriation has stayed at $10,392,000 until now: In 2016 the general fund allocation was
increased by $5,000,000 to $15,392,000.

Since 2005, this general fund allocation has been supplemented with revenues received
through the Uniform Civil Fees and Standard Fee Schedule Act. That Act established a new
distribution to the Equal Access Fund of $4.80 per initial civil filing fee. Through these fees, the
Equal Access Fund has been supplemented by amounts that have historically have been as
high as $6,746,491, and as low as $4,235,927 as filing fees have dropped significantly in the
last few years. The sum projected to be received this year through filing fee revenue is
conservatively estimated at $3,800,000, net of administrative fees of $200,000.

The sum of (a) the basic budgetary allocation of $15,392,000 pursuant to the Budget Act of
2016; (b) additional funding from the Uniform Civil Fees and Standard Fee Schedule Act,
projected at $3,800,000 due to the uncertainty of filing fee revenue; and, (c) administrative fees
of the Judicial Council and the State Bar of $700,000, of which $460,000 is distributed to the Bar
for administration of these grants. Therefore, the State Bar requests a distribution of
$19,652,000 pursuant to the Budget Act of 2016.

This amount is only an estimate. With respect to IOLTA-formula and Partnership grants,
grantees will be reminded that if there should be a shortfall in filing fees, grants may be funded
at less than 100%. This grant condition is stated in the Grant Agreement. Previously, in years in
which filing fees have been higher than projected, undistributed amounts have been added to
the amount available for distribution in the subsequent year. In years in which filing fees have
been lower than projected, the State Bar previously was able to cover shortfall in the IOLTA-
formula grants with IOLTA funds because IOLTA and IOLTA-formula grants are distributed to
the same grantees on the same allocated share basis. Because this may not be possible this
year, because of the potential disruption to grantees when grants are not funded at anticipated
levels, grant distribution amounts based on filing fee revenue is estimated conservatively.

The budget control language establishes two kinds of Equal Access Fund grants: “IOLTA-
Formula” Grants and “Partnership” Grants. The budget also provides for funds for the cost of
administration. Pursuant to the language of the Budget Act, distribution is as follows:

¢ Ninety percent of the grant funds are to be distributed to IOLTA-eligible legal services
providers according to a formula set forth in California’s Interest on Lawyers’ Trust
Accounts (“IOLTA") statute. Funds available for IOLTA-Formula Grants including
residual funds from last year of $39,700, equal $17,312,500.

o Ten percent of the grant funds are set aside for Partnership Grants to IOLTA-eligible
legal services providers for “joint projects of court and legal services programs to make
legal assistance available to pro per litigants.” Budget Act funds available for
Partnership Grants equal $1,919,200 of which $1,702,000 has been allocated for
distribution.

¢ An amount equal to five percent, $700,000, of the Budget Act funds has been set aside
for administrative costs of the Judicial Council and the State Bar, of which $460,000 is
distributed to the Bar.

(The relevant portions of the Budget Act of 2016 are attached as Attachment A.)



THE LEGAL SERVICES GRANTS PROGRAM

For each year of the Equal Access Fund, the budget control language has provided for the
funds to be distributed “to qualified legal services projects and support centers as defined in
sections 6213 through 6215 of the Business and Professions Code.” Those provisions of the
IOLTA statute establish the basic eligibility requirements for these two categories of
organizations that are entitled to receive funding:

o “Legal Services Projects,” which have as their primary purpose the provision of legal
services in civil matters directly to indigent clients without charge. [Business and
Professions Code, §6213(a)]

e “Support Centers,” which provide training, technical assistance and advocacy support to
the legal services projects on a statewide basis. [Business and Professions Code,
86213(b)]

The fund helps the most vulnerable Californians when they face critical, life-changing legal
issues affecting their basic needs, their safety, and their security — issues such as elder abuse,
domestic violence, family support, housing or access to needed health care. Among those
served are the working poor, children, people who live in isolated rural areas, veterans, those
with limited English proficiency, people suffering abuse, people with disabilities and the frail
elderly.

In March 2005, the Council submitted an extensive report to the Legislature evaluating the
efficiency and effectiveness of the first five years of use of these funds. The report concluded
that “nonprofit legal aid providers have efficiently and effectively used their grants to provide
legal assistance to some of the most vulnerable Californians, but that there remains a
tremendous unmet need.” At the time, the Council reported that the Equal Access Fund should
be increased to build on the statewide legal aid network serving low-income people; that
additional funding is needed to expand court-based self-help centers; and that ongoing
evaluation is needed to continue to improve the delivery of legal assistance to indigent and
marginalized Californians. We are pleased to report that this year, the legislature increased
funding by $5 million to help address the unmet need. However, California, once a leader in
civil legal services funding, still lags. New York, for example, provides $100 million a year in
state funds to legal aid despite having only about half of the population of California.

Eligibility and Distribution

All Trust Fund grantees must be nonprofit corporations, must maintain quality control
procedures approved by the commission, and must meet minimum funding and service criteria
that are set out in the Business and Professions Code, §86214-6215. The requirements
regarding eligibility and use of funds are reflected in regulating rules and grant conditions
approved by the State Bar Board of Trustees and incorporated into a written agreement with
each grant recipient. To monitor compliance with these requirements, the Commission
administers a system of grant reporting and oversight that includes written reports, regular
personal contact and on-site visits.

Oversight begins with the annual application for funding. The application includes extensive

information about the legal services provider’s activities and services, accompanied by an
annual financial statement that must be audited (or reviewed if gross expenditures are less than
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$500,000) by an independent certified public accountant. Following the Commission’s
determination of eligibility and allocation of IOLTA-Formula Grant amounts, each applicant
submits a proposed budget for use of the funds, with a narrative description of the services to
be provided and how the efficacy and impact of those services will be measured and
maximized. The Commission reviews this budget to ensure that it complies with the
requirements described above before any funds are actually distributed. Subsequently grant
recipients provide written reports of their expenditure of grant funds, services provided, and
clients or customers served.

On-site visits supplement review of the application and budget documentation to monitor

compliance with the statutory requirements and grant conditions as well as to evaluate provider
effectiveness and monitor the provider’s fiscal practices for the handling of grant funds. Teams
of staff, sometimes joined by Commission members, conduct these visits on a three-year cycle.

In 2014, as part of comprehensive efforts to improve efficiencies, the Trust Fund Program took
steps to synchronize its various grant calendars to a single grant year beginning January 1,
2015. In order to shift EAF grants from its traditional October 1 start date, the transitional EAF
grant spanned five quarters beginning October 1, 2014 and ending December 2015, with the
October through December 2015 quarter based on projected funding from the 2015 Budget Act.
The 2016 grant was then based on the remaining three quarters of funding from the 2015
Budget Act and one quarter of projected funding from the 2016 Budget Act. Likewise, the 2017
EAF grant will be based on the remaining three quarters of funds from the 2016 Budget Act, and
projected funding for October through December 2017 from the 2017 Budget Act. Grant
agreement wording provides that grant funding is contingent on the appropriation and
availability of funds.

The Chief Justice continues to appoint one-third of the members of the Commission, plus three
judicial advisors. All of them patrticipate actively in the Commission’s work, with each serving or
having served on one of its four standing committees. (Attachment B is a roster of current
Commission members, and the members of the Eligibility and Budget, and Partnership Grant
committees, who were responsible for oversight of the 2016 grant processes.)

IOLTA-Formula Grants. Legal services providers have used the IOLTA-Formula Equal
Access Fund Grants for a wide range of services and activities that reflect both the legal needs
of poor people and the special strengths of the participating programs. A substantial share of
the efforts funded by these grants has been aimed at legal needs of children (adoptions,
guardianships and children’s access to health care, for example) or the elderly (abuse cases,
nursing home evictions, home equity fraud). IOLTA-Formula Grants have also supported efforts
to address the needs of families, including a range of services to help overcome barriers to self-
sufficiency. Others have focused on populations that are particularly at risk, such as people with
disabilities, veterans, the homeless, or victims of human trafficking.

The Budget Act requires 90 percent of the Equal Access Fund to be distributed to qualified
organizations under the same statutory allocation formula as IOLTA funds, consistent with
sections 6216 through 6223 of the Business and Professions Code (“IOLTA-Formula Grants”).
Business and Professions Code section 6216 establishes this formula:

o Fifteen percent of the grant money is reserved for Support Centers and is divided among
those centers equally.
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¢ The remaining eighty-five percent of the funds is allocated among all California counties
based on poverty population, and then within each county among Legal Services
Projects based on the amount each such organization spent in the prior calendar year
providing free legal services to the indigent in that county. Programs that utilize
volunteers as their principal means of delivering legal services share an additional
allocation in each county where they so qualify.

The IOLTA statute also addresses the use of funds by recipient organizations. Qualified Legal
Services Projects must use grants to provide free civil legal services to indigent persons in the
counties for which the funds are allocated. In addition, Legal Services Projects must make extra
efforts to increase services to especially disadvantaged and underserved client groups within
their service areas. Qualified Support Centers must publicize the availability of their services
and demonstrate that they actually provide legal support without charge to qualified Legal
Services Projects on a statewide basis. [Business and Professions Code, §86218, 6220, 6221,
6223] A list of recipients currently receiving grants under the Budget Act of 2015 is attached as
Attachment C.

Partnership Grants. Since its inception in 1999, 10% of the Equal Access Fund has been
allocated for a competitive grants program for projects that work with local courts to help provide
legal services for self-represented litigants. In 2016, 32 projects throughout California are
receiving $1,419,000 in total Partnership Grants, in grant sums from $20,000 to $72,000.

Eligibility of Partnership Grants is limited to organizations that have been found eligible by the
Commission to receive IOLTA and IOLTA-formula grants as “Qualified Legal Services Projects”
under Business and Professions Code section 6213(b). Recipients are selected to “seed” new
projects, and also to maximize the impact of this funding across areas of legal need, population
types, and geographical regions. In the 2017 grant cycle to be funded by the Budget Act of
2016, $1,919,200 is available for Partnership Grants.

Request for Proposals

The Request for Proposals for Partnership Grant projects for calendar year 2017 were released
to legal services organizations and local court personnel in March and were due in May,
allowing two months to facilitate broader partnerships between legal services and court-based
programs. (A copy of this RFP is attached as Attachment D.) The Partnership Grants
Committee carefully reviewed and discussed Partnership Grant applications and made
recommendations to the full Commission for discussion at its July 8 meeting and final selection
and allocations at its August 19 meeting. These recommendations are provided to the Council
now. The Council has final responsibility for approving the Commission’s recommendations for
grant awards at its October 2016 meeting.

Selection Criteria

The Budget Act contains four essential elements for Partnership Grants:

¢ Recipients must be organizations that are eligible for Legal Services Trust Fund
Program grants.

¢ The funds must be used for joint projects of legal services programs and courts.
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e The services must be for “indigent persons” as defined in the Trust Fund Program
statute.

e The services must be for self-represented litigants.

In 1999, the Commission convened court staff, legal services program directors, and staff of the
Judicial Council to work with Trust Fund Program staff to develop grant-making processes and
set criteria for partnership grants. This group concluded, and the Commission concurred, that it
was important to give courts and legal services programs considerable latitude to develop
effective models to address the needs within their particular communities. Each round of grants
was envisioned as funding a range of projects, including projects in both urban and rural areas
and in larger and smaller counties, and those that address different areas of law. Grant projects
should include both new and continuing projects, with an eye towards maximizing the impact of
this funding across areas of legal need, population types, and geographical regions.

In 2008, the Partnership Committee of the Trust Fund Commission reviewed and substantially
reaffirmed most of the practices and priorities it had developed over the years for allocating
partnership grant funding. However, the Commission did determine to soften the practice of
terminating funding after five years, and to consider continuation funding for a short additional
time where exceptional and compelling circumstances so dictate, particularly in rural areas or
where disasters have struck. This year, there is one project that is being funded to continue
services beyond its fifth year; that project was extended an additional year because of its critical
services in rural California, serving the Mother Lode.

As in past years, we received proposals that span a wide range of substantive, procedural,
technical and programmatic solutions. All proposals must include:

o Aletter of support from the applicable court’s presiding judge.
¢ A written Memorandum of Understanding between the legal services programs and the
cooperating court indicating how the joint project, the court, and any existing self-help

center, including the family law facilitator (as appropriate), will work together.

e A plan for an appropriate level of direct supervision of paralegals and other support staff
by a qualified attorney.

e A plan to anticipate and meet the needs of litigants who are not within the legal services
provider’s service area or are ineligible for their services.

e A plan to address the needs of unrepresented litigants who do not meet the financial
eligibility requirements (e.g., by providing general information in the form of local
information sheets, videos, workshops, etc.).

e A clearly stated policy regarding administration of financial eligibility standards, and
established protocols to observe that policy.

¢ Protocols to minimize conflicts of interest, or to address them as needed, and to ensure
the impartiality of services;
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e A plan for project continuity, including efforts to identify and secure additional funding
within three years and to be free of Partnership support after five years.

¢ A multi-phase evaluation plan including such components as surveys, interviews, focus
groups, courtroom observations, and file reviews, with a commitment to report on both
gualitative and quantitative project results within three months of the end of the grant
year.

Because all recipients of the Partnership Grants are organizations that already receive IOLTA
and IOLTA-Formula Grants through the Legal Services Trust Fund Program, they are already
subject to requirements for oversight and reporting that are in place, including monitoring visits
to each organization every three years. The Commission has been working for the past two
years, with the support of Judicial Council staff, to develop evaluation and outcome data
collection for reporting on extended legal services that are provided by grantees. This year, the
Judicial Council and State Bar staff are reviewing how brief services, such as many of the
services provided in the Partnership context, can be evaluated better. As of now, each year,
Partnership Grantees are required to provide detailed reports on the implementation and
performance of all projects, including service numbers, challenges, and any ideas for
improvement of services.

Review and Selection Process

The Chief Justice continues to appoint one-third of the members of the Legal Services Trust
Fund Commission, plus three non-voting judges who serve as advisors. All of them patrticipate
actively in the commission’s work, with each serving or having served on one of its three
standing committees, which include the Eligibility and Budgets and Partnership Grants
committees.

The Partnership Grants Committee is responsible for evaluating all Partnership Grant proposals
and making funding recommendations to the full commission. (The judges participate fully
during committee considerations; they also participate fully, but do not vote, in full commission
deliberations.) A list of the members of the Legal Services Trust Fund Commission and the
members of its Partnership Grants Committee is provided in Attachment B.

Committee members were divided into staffed “evaluation teams” and each member was
assigned primary responsibility to review several applications, which beginning last year they
were able to do online on the Trust Fund Program’s cloud-based grant portal.

After completing these individual reviews, evaluation teams met by conference call to review all
assigned proposals and to discuss specific concerns and issues with respect to individual
projects, which were then investigated by staff. The full committee then met on June 17, to
identify promising proposals and develop preliminary grant awards based on individual and
team evaluations. This meeting also identified additional issues for further investigation by Trust
Fund staff. The committee met again on the mornings of July 8 and August 19 to reconsider
and finalize its grant recommendations, which were presented to the full Commission for
approval on August 19.

The Commission is satisfied that all grant proposals represent well-conceived projects that
warrant support with partnership grant funding.
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Overview of Applications and Proposed Grants

For the $1,702,000 allocated to Partnership grants, the commission received 30 applications
totaling $1,798,997 in requests. The grant applications represent broad geographic diversity as
well as diversity in substantive areas of law and the nature of services to be provided. The Trust
Fund Program received proposals for continued funding from 24 currently-funded projects, and
from six projects seeking first-time funding. After working with some of the grantees and their
court partners, all of the applications were selected for funding, resulting in a total of 30 grant
recommendations.

All of the recommended grants involve collaboration between at least one legal services
program and one court. Some are creative partnerships among multiple legal services
programs and courts. Several propose to utilize technology to make services more accessible,
and all are primarily located at, or in close proximity to, the courthouse. The recommended
grants reflect a mix of geographic areas and program types. All include a high quality of work to
be performed, high demand for services, and innovative approaches to maximize the impact of
the grant. The Commission is requesting your approval for the following grant awards.*

RECOMMENDED
PROGRAM PROJECT PARTNERSHIP
GRANT
Alameda County Bgr Volunteer Unlawful Detainer Mediation Project $12,000
Legal Services
Alameda County Bgr Volunteer Alameda County Family Law Day of $65,000
Legal Services ,
Court Project

Bay Area Legal Aid San Mateo Cougtﬁ/ni(éonsumer (Deht) $60,000

. Self-Help Elder and Dependent
Bet Tzedek Legal Services Adult Restraining Order Clinic $80,000

S . San Luis Obispo County Rental
California Rural Legal Assistance Clinic for Self-Represented Litigants $45,000
Central California Legal Services Guardianship Project $50,000
Central California Legal Services Tenant/Lan(IJ:I)Iforj(chtougng Law $41,000
Community Legal Services in East | San Mateo County Unlawful Detainer $50.000

Palo Alto Mandatory Settlement Conference '

. Free Legal Assistance Self Help

East Bay Community Law Center (FLASH) Clinic $80,000
Imperial County Unlawful
Elder Law & Advocacy Detainer/Elder Abuse Restraining $65,000
Order Self-Help Clinic
Family Violence Law Center Domestic Violence Pro Per Project $25,000
. . Family Law Self-Help Clinics (Talleres

Inland Counties Legal Services de derechos legales de familia) $82,000

! Bolded items are new projects.
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Justice & Diversity Center

FLASH-CARE

$63,000

Legal Aid Foundation of

Los Angeles Long Beach Self-Help Center $80,000
Legal Aid Society of Orange Consumer Debt Workshop $41,000
County
Legal Aid Society of Orange Estate Accounting Workshop & $38.000
County Clinic '
Legal Aid Society of Orange Unlawful Detainer Clinic $50,000
County
Civil Harassment & Elder Abuse
Legal Aid Society of San Diego Restraining Order Program at the $45,000
HOJ
. . . San Diego County Conservatorship
Legal Aid Society of San Diego Assistance Project $40,000
: . Partnership to Assist
Legal Assistance for Seniors Guardianship Litigants $65,000
Legal Services of Northern .
California - Mother Lode Mother Lode Pro Per Project $60,000
: Elder Abuse Restraining Order
Legal SPTN'C?S of N_orthern Workshop Project in Sacramento $32,000
California - Ukiah
County
Legal Services of Northern Small Claims, Small Estates, and $60 000
California - Yolo Guardianship Clinic in Yolo County '
Neighborhood Legal Services of Chatsworth Self-Help Legal Access $80.000
Los Angeles Center '
Neighborhood Legal Services of Pasadena Unlawful Detainer $82.000
Lost Angeles Assistance Project '
. . PBP Mediation, Negotiation, and
Pro Bono Project Silicon Valley Settlement (MNS) Project $70,000
Public Counsel Guardianship Clinic $60,000
Public Law Center Orange County E_xpanded meestlc $40,000
Violence Assistance Project
Riverside Legal Aid Small Estates Assistance Program $59,000
. North County Civil
San Diego Volunteer Harassment/Unlawful Detainer Self- $82,000
Lawyer Program, Inc. o
Help Clinic
TOTAL AMOUNT OF
RECOMMENDED GRANT $1,702,000
AWARDS

A brief summary of each project is listed in Attachment E.
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NEXT STEPS: TRUST FUND COMMISSION AND JUDICIAL COUNCIL
Legal Services Trust Fund Commission

Based on the Budget Act, the Commission has provided grantees with tentative IOLTA-Formula
Equal Access Fund grant allocation amounts. Each grant recipient will be required to prepare a
detailed line-item budget for its IOLTA grant, and separately for its EAF IOLTA-formula grant.
Those detailed budgets will be reviewed by Legal Services Trust Fund Program staff, and the
Committee will review and make recommendations to the Commission for approval at its
November 18 meeting. Thereafter, the State Bar will sign a grant agreement with each recipient
program. (Attachment F is a form version of the grant agreements used last year. No major
changes have been proposed for this year’s agreement.)

The period for distribution of IOLTA-Formula EAF grants under the Budget Act of 2016 will be
October 1, 2016, through September 30, 2017, with the final quarter of the 2017 grant year to
be funded by a quarter of next year's Budget Act allocation. Assuming timely administration of
the contract, and receipt of funds from the State Controller’s office, we will issue the first of four
guarterly grant checks for distribution to recipients in late November.

The Commission, working through staff, will be responsible for the administration of these Equal
Access Funds in tandem with IOLTA revenues and contributions to the Justice Gap Fund. The
Commission will continue its oversight of the EAF grant program, including through the onsite
monitoring of programs every three years on a rotating basis. Along with the regular reporting
already required for IOLTA Fund Grants, grant recipients provide separate quarterly expenditure
reports for EAF IOLTA-Formula Grants.

The Trust Fund Program will continue to work closely with the Council staff to require
appropriate evaluation of grant funding, and reports reflecting how the grants meet the statutory
requirements and other guidelines, as well as information needed to assist the Council in budget
preparation. The Legal Services Trust Fund staff, working together with the Judicial Council
staff continues to encourage legal services providers to use evaluative tools to make critical
assessments of their work and its impact on the communities they serve.

Judicial Council

The Budget Act provides that “the Judicial Council shall approve awards made by the
commission if the Council determines that the awards comply with statutory and other relevant
guidelines.” It is now timely and appropriate for the Council to approve:

e The distribution of $17,312,500 in IOLTA-Formula Grants based on $17,272,800 from the
Budget Act of 2016 and $39,700 residual funds, for grants to legal services providers
determined by the Commission to be in compliance with statutory and other applicable
guidelines, in the amounts identified in Attachment C. The funds will be released by the
Council to the State Bar in four equal disbursements, and will be paid out to the eligible
legal services programs quarterly (or as close to quarterly as possible depending on
contract timing), for the period October 1, 2016 through September 30, 2017.

¢ The distribution of $1,919,200 for Partnership Grants to the projects, and in the amounts,
identified in Attachment E, with a set aside of $217,200 for next year.
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e Administration fees of $700,000 of which $460,000 is for reimbursement of State Bar
costs for administering these grants.

SUMMARY OF COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED

In conclusion, it is timely and appropriate for the Council to approve, at its October 2016
meeting, a distribution of $19,652,000 to the State Bar pursuant to the Budget Act of 2016, of
which $17,272,800 is allocated to IOLTA-formula grants, $1,919,200 is allocated to Partnership
grants and $460,000 is for State Bar administrative costs. Council approval is necessary to
enable appropriate grant administration to fund projects for the last quarter of the 2016 grant, for
the period beginning October 1, 2016.
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Attachment A: Relevant Portions of the Budget Act of 2016

Senate Bill No. 826

CHAPTER 23

An act making appropriations for the support of the government of the State of California and

for several public purposes in accordance with the provisions of Section 12 of Article IV of the

Constitution of the State of California, relating to the state budget, to take effect immediately,
budget bill.

Approved by Governor June 27, 2016. Filed with Secretary of
State June 27, 2016.

An act making appropriations for the support of the government of the State of California and

for several public purposes in accordance with the provisions of Section 12 of Article IV of the

Constitution of the State of California, relating to the state budget, to take effect immediately,
budget bill.

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1.00.

This act shall be known and may be cited as the “Budget Act of 2016.”

[....]

0250-101-0001—For local assistance, Judicial Branch ........cccccceiieiieiieiieeiieneennnne. 22,753,000
Schedule:

(1) 0150010-Support for Operation of Trial COUItS ....ccccvevereieeiiiiiirieeeeee e 6,201,000
(2) 0150051-Child Support Commissioner Program (AB 1058) ....cccccevvveeeeevicrrveeeneeeenn. 54,332,000
(3) 0150055-California Collaborative and Drug Court Projects .......ccccceeeeeeveevcnneveeneeeenn. 5,748,000
(4 0150075-Grants—OTher ...cccocciiieeiieeieiecicee e et e e e e e s eenaarareeeeeeeeas 1,586,000
(5) 0150083-Equal ACCESS FUNM ...c..ceeenirienireenieiennertenereaneerenseernsscsensessensesssnsessnnnnns 15,392,000
(6) Reimbursements to 0150051-Child Support Commissioner Program (AB 1058) .......cccceeeenne.
....................................................................................................................................... -54,332,000
(7) Reimbursements to 0150055-California Collaborative and Drug Court Projects ........c..ccce.....
......................................................................................................................................... -4,588,000
(8) Reimbursements to 0150075-Grants—Other........ccceeeeciieieecciiiee e, -1,586,000

Provisions
1. Inorder to improve equal access and the fair administration of justice, the funds appropriated in Schedule
(8) are to be distributed by the Judicial Council through the Legal Services Trust Fund Commission to
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Attachment A: Relevant Portions of the Budget Act of 2016

qualified legal services projects and support centers as defined in Sections 6213 to 6215, inclusive, of the
Business and Professions Code, to be used for legal services in civil matters for indigent persons. The
Judicial Council shall approve awards made by the commission if the council determines that the awards
comply with statutory and other relevant guidelines. Ten percent of the funds in Schedule (8) shall be for
joint projects of courts and legal services programs to make legal assistance available to pro per litigants
and 90 percent of the funds in Schedule (8) shall be distributed consistent with Sections 6216 to 6223,
inclusive, of the Business and Professions Code. The Judicial Council may establish additional reporting or
quality control requirements consistent with Sections 6213 to 6223, inclusive, of the Business and
Professions Code.

2. The amount appropriated in Schedule (1) is available for reimbursement of court costs related to the
following activities: (a) payment of service of process fees billed to the trial courts pursuant to Chapter
1009 of the Statutes of 2002, (b) payment of the court costs payable under Sections 4750 to 4755,
inclusive, and Section 6005 of the Penal Code, and (c) payment of court costs of extraordinary homicide
trials.

250-101-0932—For local assistance, Judicial Branch, payable from the

Trial Court Trust FUNM ... .ccuiieuiiiiienirieieieeteereeereeeeeeensereseresesesssenssenssensernnesanssens 2,420,693,000
Schedule:
(1) 0150010-Support for Operation of Trial COUtS .....ccevereeiiiiccirreeieeeeeeierreeeeeen. 1,932,787,000
(2) 0150019-Compensation of Superior Court JUAEES .......uccevvrvvvrrereeeeeeeiiicirrreeeeeeeen 336,649,000
(3) 0150028-ASSIZNEA JUAES ....uvvrvvrriieeeiiiiiiirieeeee et eerctirreeeeeeeeesenareeeeeeeeseesnsrrrereeeeeens 26,646,000
(4) 0150037-CoUrt INtEIPIELEIS .uvvevieeiiiiieiiiririeeeeeeeererreee e e e e e e e e e e eessrrrereeeeeees 103,458,000
(5) 0150067-Court Appointed Special Advocate (CASA) Program ......ccceeeeeeeevvnvvveeneeeenn 2,213,000
(6) 0150071-Model Self-Help Program .....ccccveeeeiieeiiiiiiiieeeeec e eeeiiiereeeeee e eeentreeeeeeeeseenans 957,000
(7) 0150083-Equal ACCESS FUNM ......ceeuniiienireeniereeneeeeenereenierenneeeesserenssesensesesssessnssesens 5,482,000
(8) 0150087-Family Law INformation CENTEIS ......ccivvievrreiiieieeeeciireeee et e e 345,000
(9) 0150091-Civil Case Coordination ........ccccvuveeeriieeiiiiiiirieeeeee e eeesrrrere e e e e e e senrreeeeeeeeeeenans 832,000
(10) 0150095-Expenses on Behalf of the Trial Courts .......ccccveevveiiiiveeeneeeiiiiireeeeenen. 11,325,000
(11) Reimbursements to 0150010-Support for Operation of Trial Courts .......ccccccceevuunnunee. -1,000
Provisions:
[...]

7. In order to improve equal access and the fair administration of justice, the

funds appropriated in Schedule (7) are available for distribution by the Judicial Council
through the Legal Services Trust Fund Commission in support of the Equal Access Fund
Program to qualified legal services projects and support centers as defined in Sections 6213 to
6215, inclusive, of the Business and Professions Code, to be used for legal services in civil
matters for indigent persons. The Judicial Council shall approve awards made by the
commission if the council determines that the awards comply with statutory and other
relevant guidelines. Upon approval by the Administrative Director, the Controller shall
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Attachment A: Relevant Portions of the Budget Act of 2016

transfer up to 5 percent of the funding appropriated in Schedule (7) to Item 0250-001-0932
for administrative expenses. Ten percent of the funds remaining after administrative costs
shall be for joint projects of courts and legal services programs to make legal assistance
available to pro per litigants and 90 percent of the funds remaining after administrative costs
shall be distributed consistent with Sections 6216 to 6223, inclusive, of the Business and
Professions Code. The Judicial Council may establish additional reporting or quality control
requirements consistent with Sections 6213 to 6223, inclusive, of the Business and
Professions Code.

8. Funds available for expenditure in Schedule (7) may be augmented by order of
the Director of Finance by the amount of any additional resources deposited for distribution
to the Equal Access Fund Program in accordance with Sections 68085.3 and 68085.4 of the
Government Code. Any augmentation under this provision shall be authorized not sooner
than 30 days after notification in writing to the chairpersons of the committees in each house
of the Legislature that consider appropriations, the chairpersons of the committees and
appropriate subcommittees that consider the State Budget, and the Chairperson of the Joint
Legislative Budget Committee, or not sooner than whatever lesser time the chairperson of
the joint committee, or his or her designee, may determine.

[...]
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Attachment B: Roster of the Legal Services Trust Fund Commission and Relevant Committees

LEGAL SERVICES TRUST FUND COMMISSION: 2016-17 MEMBERSHIP

Corey N. Friedman, Co-Chair
Div. of Occupational Safety & Health

State of California, Dept. of Industrial Relations

1515 Clay Street, Suite 1901
Oakland, CA 94612

Phone: (510) 286-0516
Fax: (510) 286-7039

Christian Schreiber, Vice-Chair
Chavez & Gertler LLP

42 Miller Avenue

Mill Valley, CA 94941

Phone: (415) 381-5599

Fax: (415) 384-5572

Fred Bailard

One Montgomery Street, Suite 2300
San Francisco, CA 94104

Phone (415) 686-5537

Fax (415) 398-3111

Adrian Dollard

Qatalyst Partners

Three Embarcadero Center, 6th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111

Phone: (415) 844-7777

Fax: (415) 391-3914

Luke A. Liss

Wilson Sonsini Goodrich Rosati
650 Page Mill Road

Palo Alto, CA 94304

Phone: (650) 565-3751

Fax: (650) 493-6811

Robert Planthold

c/o Legal Services Trust
180 Howard Street

San Francisco, CA 94105
(510) 431-6453
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Richard G. Reinis, Co-Chair
Thompson Coburn

2029 Century Park East, Suite 1900
Los Angeles, CA 90067

Phone: (310) 282-2500

Fax: (310) 282-2501

Banafsheh Akhlaghi
NLSCA

35 Miller Avenue, #113
Mill Valley, CA 94941
Phone: (925) 209-7136

Dr. Herman L. DeBose

California State University, Northridge
18111 Nordhoff Street

Northridge, CA 91330

Phone: (818) 677-3374

Parissh Knox

Office of City Attorney

Real Property & Environment Division
200 N. Main Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Phone: (310) 592-4130

James W. Meeker

University of California

Department Criminology Law & Sociology
Irvine, CA 92697

Phone: (949) 233-0728

LaQuita (Mary) Robbins
Soothing Visitation

5850 Reo Terrace, Unit C
San Diego, CA 92139
Phone: (619) 981-8649
Fax: (619) 470-9095
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Susan D. Ryan

Superior Court of California, County of Riverside
P. 0. Box 1547

Riverside, CA 92502

Phone: (951) 777-3039

Fax: (951) 777-3841

Melanie Snider

Superior Court of California, County of Butte
One Court Street

Oroville, CA 95965

Phone: (530) 532-7186

Hon. John A. Sutro, Jr.
P. 0. Box 641
Kentfield, CA 94914
Phone: (415) 453-5878
Fax: (415)453-4465

Tania Ugrin-Capobianco

Superior Court of California, County of El Dorado
2850 Fairlane Court, Suite 110

Placerville, CA 95667

Phone: (530) 621-5155

Louise Bayles-Fightmaster

Judicial Council appointment 2017 —contact
information pending

ADVISOR

Hon. William J. Murray, Jr.

Associate Justice of the Court of Appeal
Third Appellate District

914 Capitol Mall, 4™ Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Phone: (916) 654-0115
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Kim Savage

2625 Alcatraz Avenue, Suite 331
Berkeley, CA 94705

Phone: (562)930-1113

Paul Staley

Center for Community Self-Help
1330 Broadway Suite 604
Oakland, CA 94612

Phone: (510) 379-5524

Fax: (510) 893-9300

David Tsai

Perkins Coie, LLP

Four Embarcadero Center, Suite 2400
San Francisco, CA 94111

Phone: (415) 344-7068

Fax: (415) 344-7268

Christina S. Vanarelli

Christina Vanarelli, Inc., APLC

674 County Square Drive, Suite 209C
Ventura, CA 93003

Phone: (805) 233-7848

Fax: (805) 456-0885

ADVISOR

Hon. Michael J. Convey

Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles
Stanley Mosk Courthouse

Department 27 - Room 634

111 North Hill Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Phone: (213) 974-5891 (Courtroom)

ADVISOR

Hon. Brad Seligman

Superior Court of California, County of Alameda
24405 Amador Street, Department 504
Hayward, CA 94544



Attachment B: Roster of the Legal Services Trust Fund Commission and Relevant Committees

LEGAL SERVICES TRUST FUND COMMISSION
COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS
2015 - 2016

Eligibility and Budget Committee

Adrian Dollard, Co-Chair (2015) LaQuita Robbins (2016)
Parissh Knox, Co-Chair (2016 ) Kim Savage (2015)
Banafsheh Akhlaghi (2016) Richard Reinis (2015)
Chen Song (2016) Melanie Snider (2016)
Herman De Bose (2017) Judge Jack Sutro, Jr. (2015)

Partnership Grants Committee

Christina Vanarelli, Co-Chair (2015) Justice William Murray (2016)
Christian Schreiber, Co-Chair (2016) Susan Ryan (2015)
Mark Conrad (2016) Tania Ugrin-Capobianco (2017)
Judge Michael Convey (2015)

Nominations Committee

Richard Reinis, Chair (2015) Adrian Dollard (2015)
Kim Savage, Co-Chair (2015) Christian Schreiber (2016)
Banafsheh Akhlaghi (2016) Mark Conrad (2016)

Revenue Enhancement Committee

Adrian Dollard, Cy Pres Christian Schreiber, Cy Pres

Banafsheh Akhlaghi, Media Jack Sutro, Jr., Faith-based

Luke Liss, Campaign and Big Law (2017) | David Tsai, Campaign and Big Law (2017)

Bank Grants Committee

Melanie Snider, Chair Kim Savage (2017)
Herman DeBose (2017) Judge Brad Seligman (2017)
Luke Liss (2017) Paul Staley (2018)

Rebooting IOLTA Task Force

Corey Friedman, Co-chair (2015)
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Attachment C: Comparison of IOLTA and IOLTA-Formula EAF Grants for Calendar Year 2016

ORGANIZATION

Final EAF Grant

Final IOLTA Grant

Allocation Allocation
ADVANCING JUSTICE - ASIAN LAW CAUCUS $46,790 $40,700
ADVANCING JUSTICE-LOS ANGELES $379,900 $330,370
AFFORDABLE HOUSING ADVOCATES $9,540 $8,300
AIDS LEGAL REFERRAL PANEL $13,170 $11,450
ALAMEDA COUNTY BAR VOLUNTEER LEGAL $15,280 $13,280
SERVICES
ALAMEDA COUNTY HOMELESS ACTION CENTER $49,760 $43,280
ALLIANCE FOR CHILDREN'S RIGHTS $236,950 $206,060
ASIAN PACIFIC ISLANDER LEGAL OUTREACH $37,470 $32,600
BAY AREA LEGAL AID $254,890 $221,650
BET TZEDEK LEGAL SERVICES $434,730 $378,060
CALIFORNIA ADVOCATES FOR NURSING HOME $87,089 $75,736
REFORM
CALIFORNIA INDIAN LEGAL SERVICES $85,770 $74,640
CALIFORNIA RURAL LEGAL ASSISTANCE $87,089 $75,736
FOUNDATION
CALIFORNIA RURAL LEGAL ASSISTANCE, INC. $1,107,860 $963,420
CALIFORNIA WOMEN'S LAW CENTER $87,089 $75,736
CASA CORNELIA LAW CENTER $93,540 $81,340
CENTER FOR HEALTH CARE RIGHTS $71,220 $61,930
CENTER FOR HUMAN RIGHTS AND $87,089 $75,736
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW
CENTRAL CALIFORNIA LEGAL SERVICES $523,260 $455,040
CENTRO LEGAL DE LA RAZA $21,030 $18,290
CHAPMAN UNIVERSITY FAMILY PROTECTION CLINIC | $26,530 $23,070
CHILD CARE LAW CENTER $87,089 $75,736
COALITION OF CALIFORNIA WELFARE RIGHTS $87,089 $75,736
ORGANIZATIONS
COMMUNITY LEGAL SERVICES IN EAST PALO ALTO $37,370 $32,500
CONTRA COSTA SENIOR LEGAL SERVICES $10,510 $9,140
DISABILITY RIGHTS CALIFORNIA $1,183,190 $1,029,000
DISABILITY RIGHTS EDUCATION AND DEFENSE $87,089 $75,736
FUND
DISABILITY RIGHTS LEGAL CENTER $50,662 $44,057
EAST BAY COMMUNITY LAW CENTER $64,850 $56,400
ELDER LAW & ADVOCACY $58,940 $51,270
FAMILY VIOLENCE APPELLATE PROJECT $87,089 $75,736
FAMILY VIOLENCE LAW CENTER $17,360 $15,100
GREATER BAKERSFIELD LEGAL ASSISTANCE $241,020 $209,600
HARRIETT BUHAI CENTER FOR FAMILY LAW $67,510 $58,710
IELLA LEGAL AID PROJECT $34,510 $30,020
IMMIGRANT LEGAL RESOURCE CENTER $87,089 $75,736
IMPACT FUND $87,089 $75,736
INLAND COUNTIES LEGAL SERVICES $676,670 $588,460
INNER CITY LAW CENTER $99,320 $86,380
INSIGHT CENTER FOR CED $87,089 $75,736
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Attachment C: Comparison of IOLTA and IOLTA-Formula EAF Grants for Calendar Year 2016

ORGANIZATION

Final EAF Grant

Final IOLTA Grant

Allocation Allocation
JUSTICE & DIVERSITY CENTER OF THE SAN $55,220 $48,020
FRANCISCO BAR
JUSTICE IN AGING $87,089 $75,736
LA RAZA CENTRO LEGAL $18,360 $15,980
LACBA COUNSEL FOR JUSTICE $36,600 $31,840
LAW FOUNDATION OF SILICON VALLEY $152,250 $132,410
LAWYERS' COMMITTEE FOR CIVIL RIGHTS $62,880 $54,690
LEARNING RIGHTS LAW CENTER $48,210 $41,920
LEGAL AID FOUNDATION OF LOS ANGELES $459,240 $399,370
LEGAL AID FOUNDATION OF SANTA BARBARA $31,830 $27,680
LEGAL AID OF MARIN $25,080 $21,810
LEGAL AID OF SONOMA COUNTY $38,350 $33,360
LEGAL AID SOCIETY OF ORANGE COUNTY $372,680 $324,090
LEGAL AID SOCIETY OF SAN BERNARDINO $120,590 $104,870
LEGAL AID SOCIETY OF SAN DIEGO $372,400 $323,850
LEGAL AID SOCIETY OF SAN MATEO COUNTY $40,760 $35,450
LEGAL AID SOCIETY-EMPLOYMENT LAW CENTER $169,730 $147,610
LEGAL ASSISTANCE FOR SENIORS $19,530 $16,980
LEGAL ASSISTANCE TO THE ELDERLY $6,120 $5,320
LEGAL SERVICES FOR CHILDREN $38,730 $33,680
LEGAL SERVICES FOR PRISONERS WITH CHILDREN | $87,089 $75,736
LEGAL SERVICES FOR SENIORS $29,290 $25,470
LEGAL SERVICES OF NORTHERN CALIFORNIA $645,560 $561,400
LOS ANGELES CENTER FOR LAW AND JUSTICE $49,650 $43,180
MCGEORGE COMMUNITY LEGAL SERVICES $28,460 $24,750
MENTAL HEALTH ADVOCACY SERVICES $29,870 $25,970
NATIONAL CENTER FOR YOUTH LAW $87,089 $75,736
NATIONAL HEALTH LAW PROGRAM $87,089 $75,736
NATIONAL HOUSING LAW PROJECT $87,089 $75,736
NATIONAL IMMIGRATION LAW CENTER $87,089 $75,736
NEIGHBORHOOD LEGAL SERVICES $352,530 $306,570
NEW AMERICAN LEGAL CLINIC $18,770 $16,320
ONEJUSTICE $87,089 $75,736
POSITIVE RESOURCE CENTER $19,490 $16,950
PRISON LAW OFFICE $159,760 $139,000
PRO BONO PROJECT SILICON VALLEY $47,690 $41,470
PUBLIC ADVOCATES INC. $121,080 $105,290
PUBLIC COUNSEL $512,430 $445,630
PUBLIC INTEREST LAW PROJECT $87,089 $75,736
PUBLIC LAW CENTER $264,590 $230,100
RIVERSIDE LEGAL AID $110,210 $95,840
SAN DIEGO VOLUNTEER LAWYER PROGRAM, INC. $92,430 $80,380
SANTA CLARA COUNTY ASIAN LAW ALLIANCE $28,170 $24,500
SANTA CLARA UNIVERSITY ALEXANDER LAW $25,460 $22,140
CENTER
SENIOR ADULTS LEGAL ASSISTANCE $13,910 $12,100
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ORGANIZATION

Final EAF Grant

Final IOLTA Grant

Allocation Allocation

SENIOR CITIZENS LEGAL SERVICES $18,680 $16,250
UC DAVIS SCHOOL OF LAW LEGAL CLINICS $55,490 $48,250
USD SCHOOL OF LAW LEGAL CLINICS $72,320 $62,890
VOLUNTARY LEGAL SERVICES PROGRAM OF $65,320 $56,810
NORTHERN CALIFORNIA

WAGE JUSTICE CENTER $17,270 $15,020
WATSONVILLE LAW CENTER $22,840 $19,860
WESTERN CENTER ON LAW AND POVERTY $87,089 $75,736
WORKSAFE, INC. $87,089 $75,736
YOUTH LAW CENTER $87,089 $75,736
YUBA-SUTTER LEGAL CENTER FOR SENIORS $14,610 $12,710

27




Attachment D: Partnership Grant Request for Proposal for 2017 Funding

PARTNERSHIP GRANT
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS

L BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The State Budget Act allocates funds to the Equal Access Fund “to improve equal access and
the fair administration of justice.” The Equal Access Fund is given to the Judicial Council to be
distributed through the State Bar of California’s Legal Services Trust Fund Program (LSTFP).
Ten percent of the funds available for distribution will support Partnership Grants to legal
services programs for “joint projects of courts and legal services programs to make legal
assistance available to pro per litigants.”

Unlike IOLTA grants, Partnership Grants are awarded through a competitive process. The
Legal Services Trust Fund Commission (Commission) reviews Partnership Grant applications
and makes recommendations regarding funding to the Judicial Council. Grants are awarded for
a one-year period commencing January 1. Historically, grants have been awarded in the range
of $25,000 to $80,000.

Partnership Grants are intended to be seed money to support projects that will eventually be
funded from other sources of revenue. Applicants must describe plans for obtaining funding
from other sources to support these projects. Funding is typically reduced in the third, fourth,
and fifth years in which an applicant is approved for a grant. The Commission will not provide
Partnership Grant funding for the same project for more than five years except under
extraordinary circumstances, such as in rural areas where the need is particularly high, yet
alternative funding is unavailable, or to serve areas hit by disaster.

Il ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS FOR PARTNERSHIP GRANTS
There are four basic eligibility requirements for Partnership Grants:

1. Qualified Legal Services Projects (QLSPs). Only QLSPs are eligible to apply for
Partnership Grants (Business & Professions Code 6210 et seq.).

2. Joint Court/Legal Services Program Projects. Proposals must be for projects jointly
developed and implemented by courts and legal services programs, and, except in rare
circumstances, services must be delivered at or near the courthouse.

3. Indigent Persons. Use of Partnership Grant funds is restricted to the provision of
services to indigent persons as defined under Business and Professions Code §6213(d).

4. Self-Represented Civil Litigants in State Court. Use of Partnership Grant funds is
restricted to providing assistance to individuals who are pursuing matters in state court
without representation by counsel. These funds cannot be used to make court
appearances on behalf of litigants.
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. SELECTION CRITERIA FOR PARTNERSHIP GRANTS

The Commission has full discretion to recommend grant awards based on its analysis of the
need within the communities to be served, the extent to which the proposal addresses all the
issues identified in the RFP, and consideration to fund a range of projects that represent diverse
geographic areas, substantive issues, and client constituencies. Decisions of the Commission,
as approved by the Judicial Council, are final. There is no appeals process.

In its review, the Commission will consider how effectively the proposal addresses the following
issues:

1. Impact of Services. The project must address the needs of the targeted population and
achieve meaningful and timely outcomes.

2. Collaboration with Cooperating Court. The project must be jointly undertaken with the
court. The Commission will consider the extent to which the applicant and cooperating
court will collaborate on this project to achieve access for self-represented litigants.

3. Integration with Court-Based Services. The applicant’s services, or planned services,
should be integrated with other court-based services, including the Family Law
Facilitator, self-help centers, and other offices of the cooperating court.

4. Court’s Impartiality. The proposal must ensure the court’s independence and
impartiality. If the project's services are to be reserved for only one litigant role, such as
petitioners but not respondents, or defendants but not plaintiffs, the applicant must
demonstrate that it has thoroughly explored all the implications of this decision with the
court, and identified alternate legal resources that can provide equivalent levels of
assistance to the opposing parties.

5. Conflict of Interest. If the project establishes an attorney-client relationship with the self-
represented litigants, it must provide meaningful referrals for individuals who are not
eligible to use the services because they present a conflict of interest for the project.

6. Information and Referrals. The project must address the methods by which it will
provide information and referrals to litigants who are not eligible to use its services for
any reason.

7. Additional Support. In anticipation of the eventual reduction or termination of Partnership
Grant support, the applicant must diligently pursue other means for continuing the
project. The Commission will consider efforts to pursue other sources of funding and
support, as well as contributions actually received, such as commitments of the
program’s general operating revenue, recruitment of pro bono volunteers, and in-kind
support.

8. Evaluation. All applicants must incorporate evaluation plans into their Partnership Grant
proposal and complete a Year-End Evaluation Report.
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Sample Application

Grant Year: 2017 Due Date: 2016-05-03 17:00

— Prepared by: Test Consultant

Project Title: Test 2017 Email:
Program Name: Organization Contact Phone:
Applicant Title: Court Partnership

Address: 180 Howard Street 5th Floor

City: SanFrancisco

| verify the information in the Organization Profile is accurate and up-to-date.
| verify that | have read, and am familiar with, the eligibility requirements and funding criteria for Partnership Grants.

Form A - Project Profile

Open the tabs and complete the fields on forms A through F as concisely and completely as possible. Only
questions marked with an asterisk (*) are mandatory to submit the application, however complete answers to
all questions is encouraged to avoid the need for undue follow up or the potential denial of your grant

application
1. Lead Project Staff: Job Title:
Email: Telephone:

County(ies) Served by this
Project

3. Total Amount Requested:

Partner Court(s) and Project Location(s

Partner Court Name of Location On-Site Days/Hours Total Hours/Month

5. Is the project currently funded by a Partnership Grant?

Yes/No

a. Select Project for Refunding

101 - Partnership Example Grant
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6. Project Abstract: Provide a brief description of the core aspects of your proposed project. This abstract will be submitted in
summaries provided to the Legal Services Trust Fund Commission and the Judicial Council.

Form B - Project Description

Answer the following questions as concisely as possible. The answers must be self-contained. Do not refer
the reader to any other documents.

1. Program’s Qualifications. What is the applicant program’s experience providing assistance to self-represented litigants,
including court-based services?

2. Needs Assessment. Describe the demographics of the target community, the geographic area to be served by the project, and
why the target population is in particular need of the services to be provided.

3. Types of Services to be Provided.

a. Describe the legal issues to be addressed, and the type and level of services to be offered by the project. How will the planned
services address the needs identified?

b. Identify any new resource materials to be developed, the individual(s) who will be responsible for preparing those materials,
and how they differ from materials already posted, i.e., at

www.courts.ca.gov , www.lawhelpca.org or www.CAlegaladvocates.org.

c. Describe language capabilities among staff and any plans for developing resource materials in multiple languages. If the
service population includes persons who are monolingual in a language staff does not speak, explain how the project will ensure
services are available to those persons.

31


http://www.courts.ca.gov
http://www.lawhelpca.org
http://www.calegaladvocates.org

Attachment D: Partnership Grant Request for Proposal for 2017 Funding

d. Describe how you will communicate the availability of services to litigants and the community.

e. What changes have been made to the project since it was first funded with a Partnership Grant and why? (applicants for
refunding only)

f. Provide information about current and planned collaboration on this project with other legal services programs and other types
of organizations in the community.

4. Goals and Objectives.

1. Total number of workshops provided annually:
2. Total number of individuals served through these workshops annually:

3. Total number of individuals who received one-on-one services annually (not including family members and others
impacted):

Services and Resources Goal

Group-Setting Services # of # of Individuals/Annually
Workshops/Annually

Information on Substantive Legal Options

Information on General Court Processes and Procedure
Document Preparation or Review

Trial/Hearing Preparation

Other (describe in Question 4b)

Individually-Delivered (one-on-one) Services # of
Individuals/Annually

Information on Substantive Legal Options

Information on General Court Processes and Procedure
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Document Preparation or Review
Filing Assistance
Mediation/Settlement Assistance
Trial/Hearing Preparation
Post-Trial/Hearing Assistance
Other (describe in Question 4b)

Other Services # of resource materials # distributed

Resource Materials
Other (describe in Question 4b)

b. Describe services identified above as “Other.” If any of the other numbers in the chart above require explanation, provide the
additional explanatory text here.

c. Identify any anticipated goals for the project not quantified in the chart above.

d. If you will be providing workshops, please describe the format for those workshops. For example, discuss whether you will utilize
video conference, or online document assembly. What is the goal of each workshop and how do you hope the customer will
benefit?

5. Location.

a. Services must be provided at the courthouse except in rare circumstances. Will services be provided at the courthouse?

Yes/No

If no, explain why services cannot be located at the court and measures that will be taken to ensure litigants follow-up with
assistance received and otherwise overcome the distance barrier.

b. Will all services strictly be provided at the project site?

Yes/No

If no, what services will be provided or completed off-site?
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6. Quality Control, including Supervision.

a. Describe the staffing and supervisory structure for the project, identifying key personnel if possible. If onsite supervision is not
possible for project staff, describe the steps that will be taken to ensure the highest levels of quality control.

b. If the project is designed to utilize volunteers, indicate whether these will be attorneys, paralegals, law students, etc. Describe
the work volunteers will undertake and explain how they will be trained and supervised.

C. If the project includes document preparation, how will the project ensure that documents are completed correctly? Will the
documents be reviewed by project staff, and if so, who will conduct the review, and when will the review be conducted?

d. If a sub-grant of any Partnership Grant funds is envisioned, provide details for that arrangement, including plans for oversight
and evaluation of the services provided by the sub-grantee.

7. Income Eligibility Guidelines. Explain how the project will verify income eligibility to ensure that Partnership Grant funds are
only used to serve indigent individuals. (B&P Code 6213(d))

8. Attorney-Client Relationship.

a. Do you plan to establish an attorney-client relationship?

Yes/No

c. If yes, describe the protocols that will be used to check for conflicts and how individuals will be served in the event a conflict is
identified, i.e., referrals to a conflict panel, independent contractor, etc.

d. lIf no, explain how litigants will be made aware of the scope of services to be provided and how customers will be informed that
an attorney-client relationship will not be established.
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9. Impartiality of the Court.

a. Do you expect to serve only one party or side of a matter?

b. If yes, which party or side of the matter do you plan to serve?

c. If yes. explain why the project has established this limitation. What steps have been taken to explore all implications of this
decision, and address any risk of an appearance of impropriety on the court’s part?

10. Alternative Services. Describe the methods to be used to screen for subject matter eligibility, and explain how the project will
otherwise address the needs of unrepresented litigants. What information will be available for litigants who are ineligible for
services due to income, subject matter, or residency? If the plan is to provide referral, explain how referrals will be made in
situations where the project cannot provide services, such as serving only one party, lack of resources to provide service to all
who seek it, or where a conflict arises.

11. Collaboration and Partnership with the Court.

a. ldentify the general areas of responsibility that the court has agreed to assume.
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b. Describe plans for meeting with court personnel to discuss both substantive and logistical issues as they arise. Coordination
meetings should be scheduled no less often than quarterly and should be conducted with formal agendas.

12. Timetable. Describe the proposed timetable for implementation of the project by quarter for the grant year. (new projects
only)

13. Evaluation. Provide a detailed plan describing how the project’s services will be evaluated. The plan should include both an
assessment of the benefit of the project’s services for those seeking assistance, as well as the impact of funded services on the
court. Identify the specific methodologies you will use to evaluate and improve services, e.g., interviews with self-represented
litigants, court personnel or other partners, surveys, case file review, etc.

14. Project Continuity.

a. Typically grants will be reduced after three years of operation, and will not be funded for more than five years. Describe plans
to obtain other sources of funding to cover a portion of the project’s costs after three years of operation.

b. List all funding sources that have been approached in the last twelve months, the amounts requested, and the revenue actually
raised for project operations. Specifically identify any funds that were obtained by leveraging the Partnership Grant.

c. Grants are awarded after the fifth year of funding only in rare and exceptional circumstances. Any applicant seeking funding
beyond the fifth year must describe the circumstances that justify continued funding. (projects past fifth year of funding only)
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Form C - Project Budget

Click on the Open button below to enter the project budget information. For detailed instructions on
completing the project budget and budget narrative, including a description of each line item, refer to the
Application Instructions. Click on the Application Instructions button above.

Account Title Proposed Other Trust Non-Trust Fund
Partnership Fund Monies Monies
Grant
Personnel
1. Lawyers $0 $0 $0 $0
2. Paralegals $0 $0 $0 $0
3. Other Staff $0 $0 $0 $0
4. SUBTOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0
5. Employee Benefits $0 $0 $0 $0
6. TOTAL PERSONNEL $0 $0 $0 $0
Non-Personnel

7. Space $0 $0 $0 $0
8. Equipment Rental and Maintenance $0 $0 $0 $0
9. Office Supplies $0 $0 $0 $0
10. Printing and Postage $0 $0 $0 $0
11. Telecommunications $0 $0 $0 $0
12. Technology $0 $0 $0 $0
13. Program Travel $0 $0 $0 $0
14. Training $0 $0 $0 $0
15. Library $0 $0 $0 $0
16. Insurance $0 $0 $0 $0
17. Audit $0 $0 $0 $0
18. Evaluation $0 $0 $0 $0
19. Contract Service to Clients $0 $0 $0 $0
20. Contract Service to Organization $0 $0 $0 $0
21. Other $0 $0 $0 $0
22. TOTAL NON-PERSONNEL $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL AMOUNT OF FUNDS $0 $0 $0 $0

Project Staff Partnership Other Trust Non-Trust Fund | Total (in FTESs)
Grant (in FTEs) | Fund Monies (in Monies (in

FTEs) FTEs)
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Lawyer 1 0.00
Lawyer 2 0.00
Lawyer 3 0.00
Total Lawyers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lawyer 4 0.00
Lawyer 5 0.00
Total Paralegals 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lawyer 6 0.00
Lawyer 7 0.00
Total Other Staff 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL PERSONNEL(in FTEs) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Form D - Budget Narrative

Provide an explanation for each line item in the project budget, including the basis for allocations. While the
Project Budget form does not include the value of in-kind support, please include any significant in-kind
support, such as the use of court facilities or equipment, in the budget narrative. Any expenses entered under
Contract Service to Clients (row 19), Contract Service to Organization (row 20), and Other (row 21), must be
itemized and explained.

Personnel
Account Title Proposed Narrative

Partnership
Grant

1. Lawyers 0
2. Paralegals

3. Other Staff
4. SUBTOTAL

5. Employee Benefits

6.TOTAL PERSONNEL
Non-Personnel

oO|Oo Oo|o o

Account Title Proposed Narrative
Partnership
Grant

7. Space

8. Equipment Rental and Maintenance

9. Office Supplies

o O o o

10. Printing and Postage
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11. Telecommunications

12. Technology

13. Program Travel

14. Training

15. Library

16. Insurance

17. Audit

18. Evaluation

19. Contract Service to Clients
20. Contract Service to Organization
21. Other

22. TOTAL NON-PERSONNEL
TOTAL AMOUNT OF FUNDS

Form E - Project Assurances

Please download the Assurances document and upload a signed copy below. Please upload PDF files only.

O|l0Oo|l©0 ©O O O O O o o o o o

Upload Signed
Assurances Document:

Form F - Agreement of the Partner Court

Any uploaded Letter(s) of Support and MOU are listed below and also attached at the end of this pdf.

Upload Letter(s) of
Support:

Upload MOU(s):

Additional Supporting Documents
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2017 PARTNERSHIP GRANT RECOMMENDATIONS

NEW OR
PROGRAM RETURNING PROPOSED
A0 LEGAL NAME = | PROJECT NAME | couNTY | APPLICANT DESCRIPTION ALLOCATION
1. ALAMEDA Unlawful Detainer |Alameda Returning This project helps self-represented litigants arrive at a fair and $12,000
COUNTY BAR Mediation Project reasonable resolution of eviction matters short of trial, by working
VOLUNTEER out a better result with a trained neutral volunteer mediator with
LEGAL SERVICES oversight from the Court's Alternative Dispute Resolution
Programs Administrator.
o> ALAMEDA Alameda County Alameda Returning This project supports litigants on the self-represented litigant $65,000
COUNTY BAR Family Law Day of Request For Order calendars at the Hayward Hall of Justice.
VOLUNTEER Court Pilot Project Volunteer attorneys will support self-represented litigants; an on-
LEGAL SERVICES site VLSC staff attorney (the “FLDOC Supervisor”) will provide
oversight and support to the volunteers.
3. BAY AREALEGAL San Mateo County San Mateo Returning Weekly clinics assist consumers avoid illegal, unfair, and $60,000
AID Consumer (Debt) fraudulent tactics often employed by debt collectors, using a
Clinic Know-Your-Rights presentation followed by one-on-one
meetings with a staff attorney, supervised law student, or pro
bono attorney to assist litigants with preparing and filing answers,
settlement negotiations, discovery responses and motions, and
responses to dispositive motions.
4. BET TZEDEK Self-Help Elder and Los Angeles New Bet Tzedek will offer elder and dependent adult abuse $80,000
LEGAL SERVICES Dependent Adult restraining order assistance in LA County, based out of the Mosk
Restraining Order Courthouse and incorporating new technology to streamline and
Clinic facilitate filing by vulnerable individuals, including refining

restraining order questions in the Guide and File program to
allow e-filing within the Court’s new case management system.
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NO.

PROGRAM
LEGAL NAME

CALIFORNIA
RURAL LEGAL

ASSISTANCE INC.

CENTRAL
CALIFORNIA
LEGAL SERVICES

CENTRAL
CALIFORNIA
LEGAL SERVICES

COMMUNITY
LEGAL SERVICES
IN EAST PALO
ALTO

PROJECT NAME

San Luis Obispo
County Rental
Clinic for Self-
Represented
Litigants

Guardianship
Project

Tenant/Landlord
Housing Law
Project

San Mateo County
Unlawful Detainer
Mandatory
Settlement
Conference

2017 PARTNERSHIP GRANT RECOMMENDATIONS

COUNTY

San Luis
Obispo

Fresno

Fresno

San Mateo

NEW OR

RETURNING
APPLICANT

Returning

Returning

Returning

Returning

41

DESCRIPTION

CRLA's Rental Clinic is staffed by an attorney with access to
interpretation services, who will review the entire eviction
process including notices and other key documents, potential
affirmative defenses and timelines, security deposits, habitability
issues, and tenants' rights. Litigants not suited for self-
representation will be referred to CRLA for representation.

The project provides information and guidance in workshop
sessions to help self-represented litigants fill out forms and meet
the requirements to obtain a guardianship in Fresno County,
including filing the petition and preparing litigants on what to
expect when they go to court. Staff reviews the forms that are
completed at the conclusion of each session. Referral
information is provided for other services, with one-on-one
assistance when needed by appointment.

The clinic provides information and assistance to low-income
self-represented litigants with issues related to tenant/landlord
unlawful detainer matters, including both tenants and landlords.
All receive information on the unlawful detainer court process
and assistance in completing the Judicial Council and the local
Superior Court forms. Services include information on
tenant/landlord rights and responsibilities, document preparation
and how to prepare for court, and referrals. Services are
provided at the courthouse

Staff and volunteers offer individualized, on-site legal guidance
and negotiation assistance to pro-per tenants in mandatory
settlement conferences. and a contract attorney offers
assistance to self-represented, indigent landlords.

PROPOSED
ALLOCATION
$45,000

$50,000

$41,000

$50,000
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NO.

10.

11.

12.

PROGRAM
LEGAL NAME

EAST BAY
COMMUNITY LAW
CENTER

ELDER LAW &
ADVOCACY

FAMILY VIOLENCE
LAW CENTER

INLAND
COUNTIES LEGAL
SERVICES

2017 PARTNERSHIP GRANT RECOMMENDATIONS

PROJECT NAME

COUNTY
Free Legal Alameda
Assistance Self
Help (FLASH) Clinic
Imperial County Imperial
Unlawful Detainer
Clinic

Domestic Violence |Alameda
Pro Per Project

Family Law Self- Riverside
Help Clinics

(Talleres de

derechos legales de

familia)

NEW OR

RETURNING

APPLICANT

New

Returning

Returning

New

42

DESCRIPTION

This clinic provides self-help information and support in two
areas — clean slate legal services for criminal record remedies
and traffic court legal issues.

This clinic will continue to provide information and assistance to
self-represented litigants with limited English proficiency, in
unlawful detainer and elder abuse restraining order matters,
operated in the courthouse by Elder Law & Advocacy (EL&A)
and California Rural Legal Assistance (CRLA), using both direct
assistance and a weekly workshop. Participants will receive
assistance in preparing the requisite forms and , when
appropriate, referrals to alternative self-help resources and
educational materials, or private bar attorneys through lawyer
referral services.

A joint weekly Domestic Violence Petitioner Clinic will be held for
DVPA petitioners at the Fremont Hall of Justice, staffed by a
Spanish-speaking FVLC attorney, FVLC pro bono attorneys and
law clerks, and VLSC pro bono attorneys. VLSC will continue to
provide assistance to respondents through an existing clinic on a
space-available basis. VLSC and FVLC will accept referrals for
possible legal representation as resources allow.

Staff and volunteer attorneys will provide information on the
relevant law, will review the Judicial Council forms and will
provide guidance on how to proceed as a SRL and the mediation
process in areas including domestic violence, parentage-custody
and support and dissolution of marriage. All Clinics will also be
offered in Spanish and all materials will be translated to Spanish.

PROPOSED
ALLOCATION

$80,000

$65,000

$25,000

$82,000
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NO.

13.

14.

15.

PROGRAM
LEGAL NAME

JUSTICE &
DIVERSITY
CENTER OF THE
SAN FRANCISCO
BAR

LEGAL AID
FOUNDATION OF
LOS ANGELES

LEGAL AID
SOCIETY OF
ORANGE COUNTY

PROJECT NAME

Family Law
Assisted Self
Help/Case
Resolution
(FLASH/CARE)

Long Beach Self-
Help Center

Consumer Debt
Workshop

2017 PARTNERSHIP GRANT RECOMMENDATIONS

NEW OR
RETURNING
COUNTY | APPLICANT
San Returning

Francisco

Los Angeles Returning

Los Angeles Returning

DESCRIPTION

Legal assistance will be provided to indigent SRLs at Court's
SHC, through a Family Centered Case Resolution calendar that
was established by the Court in 2015, in addition to new services
at the Status Setting calendar for which litigants whose matters
are being scheduled for trial appear, so inactive family law cases
can be disposed in a timely manner. Volunteers will supplement
staff services; services will be bi-lingual (Spanish-English).

This project will continue to provide court-based educational and
form completion workshops for self-represented litigants in family
law and residential evictions, and individual assistance with
restraining orders and other matters. The Center will collaborate
with Asian/Pacific Islander community partners to bring its
educational workshops into the communities.

This workshop will be conducted at the Norwalk Courthouse, by
staff or contract attorneys and one bilingual paralegal plus one or
more counselors well versed in Debt Collection law and
processes. The objective of this program is to make the debt
collection legal process more accessible and comprehensible to
litigants and to guide them through this process no matter at
which stage they seek assistance.

43

PROPOSED
ALLOCATION

$63,000

$80,000

$41,000
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2017 PARTNERSHIP GRANT RECOMMENDATIONS

NEW OR
PROGRAM RETURNING PROPOSED
NO. LEGAL NAME | PROJECT NAME | couNTY | APPLICANT DESCRIPTION ALLOCATION
LEGAL AID Estate Accounting Orange New Under this proposal, LASOC will develop an Estate Accounting $38,000
SOCIETY OF Workshop & Clinic Workshop and Clinic to be provided at the Central Justice
ORANGE COUNTY Center. Monthly Workshops and Clinics will provide basic
information about estate accounting requirements for
conservatorships of the estate, probates of the estate, and
guardianships of the estate cases. Information will include estate
accounting, a timeline of the process, assistance with completing
the relevant pleadings and the litigation process, and clearing
probate notes. The project plans to develop sample forms and
create shareable training materials and videos. Comprehensive
services through LASOC and referrals to other agencies will be
made as appropriate.
17. LEGAL AID Unlawful Detainer  Orange Returning The Unlawful Detainer Clinic at the Fullerton Court will serve pro $50,000
SOCIETY OF Clinic per landlord and tenant litigants at three workshops and one
ORANGE COUNTY clinic each week on filing pleadings with the court. Staffed by an
LASOC staff attorney and a volunteer paralegal, the clinic will
also offer services including helping prepare litigants for trial.
Services up to and including representation may be offered
through LASOC or through referrals to other organizations as
appropriate.
18. LEGAL AID Civil Harassment San Diego | Returning This project provides self-help services to indigent, self- $45,000
SOCIETY OF SAN and Elder Abuse represented petitioners for or respondents to a Civil or Elder
DIEGO Restraining Order at Abuse Restraining Order. Centrally located Hall of Justice, the
the HOJ program helps advise litigants of their legal options to use the

Court to combat violence in local neighborhoods, nursing homes,
and schools, using facilitator-like services and helping litigants
complete necessary paperwork for same-day decisions by the
court.
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2017 PARTNERSHIP GRANT RECOMMENDATIONS

NEW OR
PROGRAM RETURNING PROPOSED
NO. LEGAL NAME | PROJECT NAME | couNTY | APPLICANT DESCRIPTION ALLOCATION
19. LEGAL AID San Diego County San Diego | Returning This project provides self-help assistance to indigent families and $40,000
SOCIETY OF SAN |Conservatorship friends of elderly and disabled adults so they may gain the
DIEGO Assistance Program authority they need to properly care for their loved ones, whether
through conservatorship or less restrictive alternatives.
One-on-one services are offered at the Probate Courthouse;
project staff are present at two calendars per week to assist
individuals petitioning for Conservatorship of the Person and the
Estate.
20. LEGAL Partnership to Alameda New This project will provide legal assistance to pro per litigants in $65,000
ASSISTANCE FOR |Assist Guardianship guardianship cases, assisting with temporary petitions, general
SENIORS Litigants petitions, objections, adding or removing co-guardians, petitions
for visitation and petitions for termination. New sample
documents and instructions will be drafted; partners will do a
needs assessment to determine if services provided at different
times and locations are feasible.
21. LEGAL SERVICES Mother Lode Pro Amador, Returning This project is adding two new counties to the four where service $60,000
OF NORTHERN Per Project Calaveras, is already being provided. A half time attorney and half time
CALIFORNIA El Dorado, paralegal provide service in all areas of civil law.
Placer,
Nevada,
Sierra
2o LEGAL SERVICES Elder Abuse Sacramento New This project proposes to provide Elder Abuse Restraining Order $32,000
OF NORTHERN Restraining Order (EARO) workshops for pro per litigants. The court’s Self Help
CALIFORNIA Workshop Project in Center will offer individual assistance to those responding to
Sacramento County requests for restraining orders on a walk-in basis. SLH attorneys

and later volunteers will conduct the workshop and do
community outreach and education, referring litigants to the
court’'s workshop for forms completion, where appropriate.
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2017 PARTNERSHIP GRANT RECOMMENDATIONS

NEW OR
PROGRAM RETURNING PROPOSED
NO. LEGAL NAME | PROJECT NAME | couNTY | APPLICANT DESCRIPTION ALLOCATION
23 LEGAL SERVICES Small Claims and  Yolo Returning This project proposes to provide free legal assistance to low $60,000
OF NORTHERN Consumer Law Self income persons in small claims, small estates, and guardianship
CALIFORNIA Help Clinic cases - especially those with language, literacy, or technology
barriers. A part-time attorney and a part-time bilingual clinic
coordinator will provide private consultations, drop in hours and
monthly workshops at the courthouse, assisting with preparation
of court forms and the simplified process to obtain title to
property belonging to a decedent.
24. NEIGHBORHOOD  Chatsworth Self- Los Angeles Returning This project provides services to self-represented litigants with $80,000
LEGAL SERVICES Help Legal Access family law and unlawful detainer cases. Chatsworth is a “hub”
Center for Consumer cases, which will continue to be addressed here as
well. A bilingual attorney will provide services such as
educational workshops, reviewing legal documents, and
providing legal information.
o5, NEIGHBORHOOD Pasadena Unlawful Los Angeles Returning This project provides self-help services in family law and UD $82,000
LEGAL SERVICES | Detainer Assistance matters and implements the International Family Law Service of
Project Process Workshop County-wide. Pasadena is a “hub” for UDs.

The project will use a bilingual attorney to provide educational
workshops, review legal documents, and provide legal
information. Implementation of the International Family Law
Service of Process Workshops should be completed by
December, 2017.
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NO.

26.

27.

28.

PROGRAM
LEGAL NAME

PRO BONO

PROJECT SILICON
VALLEY

PUBLIC COUNSEL

PUBLIC LAW
CENTER

2017 PARTNERSHIP GRANT RECOMMENDATIONS

NEW OR
RETURNING
APPLICANT

PROJECT NAME COUNTY

PBP Mediation, Santa Clara New
Negotiation, and
Settlement (MNS)

Project

Guardianship Clinic 'Los Angeles Returning

Orange County
Expanded Domestic
Violence Assistance
Project

Orange Returning

DESCRIPTION

This project will provide mediation and negotiated settlement
services to parties who file or respond to a Request for Order
concerning custody and visitation. Volunteer attorneys with
mediation training will be assigned to each moving and
responding party, to meet individually with the parties then jointly
to arrive at a full or partial settlement. If no settlement is
possible, they will narrow the issues for the court in the form of
an attached memo. A stipulated order will be prepared to
implement any agreement.

This Clinic provides brief counsel, advice, and referrals to pro per
litigants seeking guardianships or other actions in the probate
court, providing: Information about guardianships and other
probate issues; needs assessments andappropriate referrals;
review of pleadings; guides to assist litigants with guardianship
proceedings, including form pleadings, instructions, notice
requirements, and advice on appearing in court.

This project assistance with declarations accompanying
restraining orders to domestic violence victims through bilingual
staff attorneys, intake specialists, pro bono attorneys and
volunteer law students. Referrals are made to private pro bono
attorneys as needed.
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2017 PARTNERSHIP GRANT RECOMMENDATIONS

NEW OR
PROGRAM RETURNING
NO. LEGAL NAME | PROJECT NAME | couNTY | APPLICANT DESCRIPTION

29 RIVERSIDE LEGAL Small Estates Riverside Returning This clinic assists unrepresented, indigent litigants with probate

AID Assistance Program administration and summary proceedings, and answers general
guestions relating to decedents’ estates, providing assistance
with pleadings, forms and fee waivers; procedural information
and alternatives counseling; drafting and reviewing paperwork
for filing; explaining or clarifying minute orders and probate
notes; and explaining service requirements. The project also
offers monthly public Probate Accounting Workshops. This
proposal expands the program to add a clinic at the Court in
Temecula.

30. SAN DIEGO North County Civil | San Diego | Returning This self-help clinic provides information and assistance in the
VOLUNTEER Harassment/Unlawf UD and CHRO processes, with receive assistance in preparing
LAWYER ul Detainer Self- the requisite forms. When appropriate, SRLs will be advised or
PROGRAM INC. Help Clinic given referrals to alternative legal and self-help resources and

educational materials. Resource materials and written
information will be available in both English and Spanish.

TOTAL OF ALL GRANTS
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Attachment F: IOLTA-Formula and Partnership Grant Agreement Exemplars

GRANT AGREEMENT
THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA

LEGAL SERVICES TRUST FUND PROGRAM - EQUAL ACCESS FUND

This Grant Agreement is made as of January 1, 2016, (the “Effective Date”) between The State Bar
of California (“State Bar”), a California public corporation, and , a California nonprofit corporation
(“Recipient”).

RECITALS

Pursuant to California Business and Professions Code Section 6210-6228 (the “Act”), and Title 3,
Division 5, Chapter 2 of the Rules of the State Bar of California (the “Rules”), a Legal Services Trust
Fund Program (“Program”) has been established in the State of California. The Program
administers an Equal Access Fund (“Fund”) that is funded pursuant to the annual California Budget
Act (the “Budget Act”) and the Uniform Civil Fees and Standard Fee Schedule Act of 2005 (“Fee
Schedule Act”).

Recipient has completed, executed, and submitted to State Bar an Application for Funding under
the Program and Fund. As part of the Application for Funding, Recipient has completed, executed,
and submitted to State Bar, Certifications, Assurances, Attachments, and a Proposed Budget
(collectively, including the Application for Funding, the “Application Materials”).

In reliance upon the representations and agreements made in the Application Materials, State Bar
has determined that Recipient is eligible for an IOLTA-Formula Equal Access Fund grant under the
Program and the Fund for the period commencing on January 1, 2016 and ending on December 31,
2016 (“Grant Period”).

The governing board, the officers, and similarly empowered staff of Recipient have read and
understand the Act, Budget Act, Rules, Application Materials, and the Legal Services Trust Fund
Program General Grant Provisions (the “Grant Provisions”). Recipient has familiarized its staff with
the requirements of the Act, the Rules, the Grant Provisions, and the Application Materials.

AGREEMENTS

1. Pursuant to the Act, Rules, and Fund, and in reliance upon the promises and representations
made by Recipient, State Bar grants to Recipient $0 (“Grant Amount”).

2. The Act, Budget Act, Fee Schedule Act, Rules, Grant Provisions, and Application Materials,
including any additions or amendments made to the Application Materials by agreement
between the State Bar and Recipient, are incorporated into this Agreement as if set forth in their
entirety in this Agreement. Recipient agrees to comply with the Act, Budget Act, Fee Schedule
Act, Rules, Grant Provisions, Assurances, and other agreements made in the Application
Materials. Recipient agrees to comply with all lawful statutes, rules, regulations, guidelines,
policies, instructions, and similar directives pertaining to the Program and the Fund (collectively
“Directives”) issued by the State of California, the Supreme Court of the
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State of California or State Bar, including without limitation, any Directive adopted after the
Effective Date.

3. State Bar will use its best efforts to pay the Grant Amount in accordance with the Grant
Provisions. State Bar, however, will in no circumstances bear any liability to Recipient or to other
persons or entities for delays in payments.

4. Notwithstanding the Grant Provisions or any other provision of the entire agreement regarding
the payment of grants, Recipient acknowledges that the Grant Amount and all payments thereof
shall be made from funds received by the State Bar pursuant to the Budget Act and Fee
Schedule Act (“State Funding”), and are contingent upon the availability and sufficiency of such
funds to the State Bar, as determined by the State Bar. Consequently, Recipient shall not be
guaranteed any specific dollar amount in grant funds, or any grant funds at all, if funds received
pursuant to State Funding are insufficient or unavailable to the State Bar. This Agreement shall
terminate automatically if State Funding becomes unavailable. State Bar shall not assume any
liability whatsoever to Recipient for any failure to pay the Grant Amount or any part thereof that
results because funds are insufficient or unavailable.

5. Recipient must spend funds received in connection with the Program and Fund in each county
served in the amounts set forth in Attachment A — Grant Allocation Detail, which is incorporated
herein by reference.

6. Recipient represents and warrants that Recipient’s Application Materials for a grant under the
Program and Fund do not contain any misstatement of a material fact or omit any material fact
necessary to make the statements contained in the Application Materials not misleading.
Recipient will notify State Bar promptly of any change in any material fact affecting Recipient's
eligibility to receive funds under the Program and Fund, including without limitation, any change
that affects the accuracy of any statement made in conjunction with Recipient's application for a
grant under the Program and Fund.

7. In support of the State Bar’s obligation to the Judicial Council to ensure full participation by
Program recipients in maintaining and utilization of statewide on-line resources for legal
advocates and consumers of legal services, Recipient will:

a) Ensure that, during the grant year, Recipient is accurately identified on the statewide legal
services websites, including, as appropriate, in the:

i. Client referral directory on LawHelpCalifornia.org;
ii. Legal Services Directories (support center and field program directories); and
iii. Pro Bono Programs Guide on CaliforniaProBono.org.

b) Include information about LawHelpCalifornia.org and CALegalAdvocates.org in trainings for
new staff advocates, circulate information received from state coordinators about these sites
to appropriate staff members, encourage staff to join the CALegalAdvocate.org site, and
must encourage participation in brief trainings about the sites as available.

c) Provide a link to LawHelpCalifornia.org on their own program websites.
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8. Recipient will permit State Bar's agents to inspect at any time any office or other premises
maintained by Recipient or used by Recipient in connection with the expenditure of funds
received under the Program. Recipient will cooperate with State Bar's agents during such
inspections and will furnish the agents with any information that the agents reasonably request
as relevant to determining Recipient’s compliance with this Agreement. State Bar's right of
access to Recipient's records for purposes of compliance will survive the expiration of the Grant
Period. In complying with disclosure requirements of this Agreement and of the Program and
Fund, Recipient may withhold any client-identifying information when Recipient reasonably
determines that disclosure would violate the Act, the Rules, or a rule or canon of professional
responsibility.

9. The Act, Budget Act, Fee Schedule Act, Rules, Grant Provisions, and Directives set forth
requirements concerning use of Program funds and payment for subcontracts to provide legal
services (“Subcontracted Services”). Recipient acknowledges its obligation to inform all
providers of Subcontracted Services of the requirements of the Program and to obtain from all
Subcontracted Services providers a written agreement to comply with all requirements of this
Agreement as if that provider is the Recipient. Recipient assigns to State Bar all rights that
Recipient has or will acquire to inspect the premises and records of providers of Subcontracted
Services to ensure compliance with Program, provided that disclosure of client-identifying
information by a provider of Subcontracted Services shall be governed by the provisions of
paragraph 8 hereof.

10. (a) Recipient shall not represent or in any way suggest that it may obligate or pledge the credit
of the State of California or of State Bar.

(b) Recipient agrees to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless State Bar (including its Board of
Trustees, officers, agents, and employees, as the same may be constituted now and from
time to time hereafter) from and against any and all liabilities, losses, damages, expenses
or costs, whatsoever (including reasonable attorneys’ fees, costs, and expenses), which
may arise against or be incurred by State Bar as a result of or in connection with (i) claims
by any and all contractors, subcontractors, providers of consulting services, materialmen,
laborers, or any other person, firm, or corporation retained by Recipient to furnish or supply
work, service, materials, or supplies in connection with the performance of this Agreement;
and (i) claims by any person, firm, or corporation for injury or damage by Recipient or
Recipient's agents in connection with the provision of legal services pursuant to this
Agreement. Recipient shall further protect, indemnify, and hold harmless the State Bar
from and against all liabilities, losses, damages, expenses, or costs, whatsoever
(including reasonable attorneys’ fees, costs, and expenses), arising from or in
connection with the State Bar's enforcement of its rights under this paragraph. This
indemnity provision shall survive the termination or expiration of this Grant Agreement.

(c) Recipient will use reasonable efforts to have State Bar named as an insured party to any
liability insurance policies purchased by or for Recipient.

11. This Agreement does not impose on State Bar any obligation to provide Recipient funds in
excess of the Grant Amount or beyond the end of the Grant Period.
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12. (a) All notices given in connection with this Agreement will be in writing and be made personally
or by first-class, certified, registered, or express mail addressed to the parties at the
addresses stated below:

State Bar: The State Bar of California
180 Howard Street
San Francisco, CA 94105-1617

Attention: Stephanie L. Choy, Managing Director
Legal Services Trust Fund Program

Recipient:
AAA
Test City, CA 12345

Attention: (Print Name)
Executive Director

Notices given by mail will be deemed to have been given five (5) business days after being
deposited in a United States Postal Services mailbox or with an express courier mail service.
Changes in address for purposes of giving notice will be effective two weeks after giving notice of
the change in address.

(b) This Agreement, together with the Application Materials, Rules, Grant Provisions, and
Directives, contains and constitutes the entire agreement between State Bar and Recipient
regarding the State Bar’s grant of Equal Access Fund monies to Recipient and supersedes
all prior negotiations, representations, or agreements, either written or oral. This Agreement
shall be binding upon agents and successors of both parties. No alteration of the terms of
this Agreement will be valid or effective unless in writing and executed by each party.

(c) This Agreement was made and entered into by the parties in the State of California and shall
be construed according to the laws of that state. Any action or suit brought to interpret,
construe, or enforce the provisions of this Agreement shall be commenced in the Superior
Court of the State of California, in and for the county of San Francisco.

(d) Each party has full power and authority to enter into and perform this Agreement and the
person signing this Agreement on behalf of each party has been properly authorized and
empowered to enter into this Agreement. Each party further acknowledges that its
Directors, Trustees, or similarly empowered persons have read this Agreement, understand
it, and agree to be bound by it.

(e) No term or provision herein shall be deemed waived and no breach excused unless such
waiver or consent is in writing and signed by the party claimed to have waived or
consented. No consent or waiver by one party to a breach of this Agreement by the other
party, whether expressed or implied, shall constitute a consent to, waiver of, or excuse for
any other, different, or subsequent breach. No amendment, consent, or waiver on behalf of
State Bar shall be binding upon State Bar unless it is executed by the Executive Director of
The State Bar of California or his/her designee.

52



Attachment F: IOLTA-Formula and Partnership Grant Agreement Exemplars

() This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts, each of which will be
deemed to be an original, and all of which, together will constitute but one and the same
instrument. Delivery of an executed counterpart of this Agreement by facsimile, email or
any other reliable means will be effective for all purposes as delivery of a manually
executed original counterpart. Either party may maintain a copy of this Agreement in
electronic form. The parties further agree that a copy produced from the delivered
counterpart or electronic form by any reliable means (for example, photocopy, facsimile, or
printed image) will in all respects be considered an original.

By executing this Agreement below, the parties agree to its terms.

Date: Date:

THE STATE BAR OF RECIPIENT
CALIFORNIA

By: By:

Leah Wilson

Chief Operations Officer

Print Name of Executive Director

By:

Print Name and Title of Board Officer
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Program # <program #>
GRANT AGREEMENT

THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA
LEGAL SERVICES TRUST FUND PROGRAM - EQUAL ACCESS FUND

PARTNERSHIP GRANT

This Grant Agreement is made as of January 1, 2015 (the “Effective Date”), between The State
Bar of California (“State Bar”), a California public corporation, and «Program_LEGAL_name», a California
nonprofit corporation (“Recipient”).

RECITALS

Pursuant to California Business and Professions Code Section 6210-6228 (the “Act”), and Title 3,
Division 5, Chapter 2, of the Rules of the State Bar of California (the “Rules”), a Legal Services Trust
Fund Program (“Program”) has been established in the State of California. The Program administers
an Equal Access Fund (“Fund”) that is funded pursuant to the annual California Budget Act (the
“Budget Act”) and the Uniform Civil Fees and Standard Fee Schedule Act of 2005 (“Fee Schedule
Act”).

Recipient has completed, executed and submitted to State Bar a Proposal for a Partnership Grant
pursuant to the Request for Proposals for Partnership Grants issued by the Program. As part of the
Proposal for Partnership Grants, Recipient has completed, executed and submitted to State Bar,
Assurances, Attachments, and a Proposed Budget (collectively, the “Proposal Materials”).

In reliance upon the representations and agreements made in the Proposal Materials, State Bar
has determined to award Recipient a Partnership Grant-for the period commencing on January 1, 2015
and ending on December 31, 2015 (“Grant Period”).

The Board of Directors, the officers and similarly empowered staff of Recipient have read and
understand the Act, Budget Act, Rules, and the Proposal Materials. Recipient has familiarized its staff
with the requirements of the Act, Budget Act, Rules, the Legal Services Trust Fund Program General
Grant Provisions (“Grant Provisions”) and the Proposal Materials.

AGREEMENTS

1. Pursuant to requirements of the Program and Fund and in reliance upon the promises
and representations made by Recipient, State Bar grants to Recipient $«Final_Allocation_Decision»
(“Grant Amount”) for your «Project_Name».

2. The Act, Budget Act, Rules, Grant Provisions and Proposal Materials, including any
additions or amendments made to the Proposal Materials by agreement between the State Bar and
Recipient, are incorporated into this Agreement as if set forth in their entirety in this Agreement. Recipient
agrees to comply with the Act, Budget Act, Rules, Grant Provisions and Assurances and other
agreements made in the Proposal Materials. Recipient agrees to comply with all lawful statutes, rules,
regulations, guidelines, policies, instructions and similar directives pertaining to the Program and the
Fund (collectively “Directives”) issued by the State of California, the Supreme Court of the State of
California or State Bar, including without limitation, any Directive adopted after the Effective Date.

3. State Bar will use its best efforts to pay the Grant Amount within 90 days after execution

of this Agreement. State Bar, however, will in no circumstances bear any liability to Recipient or to other
persons or entities for delays in payments.
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4, Notwithstanding the Grant Provisions or any other provision of the entire agreement
regarding the payment of grants, Recipient acknowledges that the Grant Amount and all payments
thereof shall be made from funds received by the State Bar pursuant to the Budget Act and the Uniform
Civil Fees and Standard Fee Schedule Act; and are contingent upon the availability and sufficiency of
such funds to the State Bar, as determined by the State Bar. Consequently, Recipient shall not be
guaranteed any specific dollar amount in grant funds or any grant funds at all, if funds received pursuant
to the Budget Act and the Uniform Civil Fees and Standard Fee Schedule Act are insufficient or
unavailable to the State Bar. This Agreement shall terminate automatically if state funding becomes
unavailable. The State Bar shall not assume any liability whatsoever to Recipient for any failure to pay
the Grant Amount or any part thereof that results because funds are insufficient or unavailable.

5. Recipient agrees to submit financial and program activity reports to the State Bar as
requested, to provide the State Bar with copies of any materials produced with grant funds, and to
cooperate with the State Bar in evaluating the results of this grant. Recipient agrees to submit to the State
Bar a written agreement with the Cooperating Court(s) regarding the areas of cooperation set forth in the
Proposal Materials.

6. Recipient represents and warrants that Recipient's Proposal Materials for a grant under
the Program and Fund do not contain any misstatement of a material fact or omit any material fact
necessary to make the statements contained in the Proposal Materials not misleading. Recipient will
notify State Bar promptly of any change in any material fact affecting Recipient’s eligibility to receive
funds under the Program and Fund, including without limitation, any change that affects the accuracy of
any statement made in conjunction with Recipient’s application for a grant under the Program and Fund.
Recipient will notify State Bar promptly of any material change in the planned activities or proposed
budget contained in the Proposal Materials or any revision thereto.

7. For all publications produced with funding under the Program and Fund, Recipient hereby
assigns to the State Bar a royalty-free, nonexclusive, irrevocable, world-wide right and license to
reproduce, publish, display, distribute and use these materials. Recipient also hereby assigns to the
State Bar a royalty-free, nonexclusive, and irrevocable right to authorize qualified legal services projects,
support centers, and courts to use these materials.

8. Recipient will permit State Bar's agents to inspect at any time any office or other
premises maintained by Recipient or used by Recipient in connection with the expenditure of funds
received under the Program. Recipient will cooperate with State Bar's agents during such inspections and
will furnish the agents with any information that the agents reasonably request as relevant to determining
Recipient's compliance with this Agreement. State Bar’'s right of access to Recipient’s records for
purposes of compliance will survive the expiration of the Grant Period. In complying with disclosure
requirements of this Agreement and of the Program and Fund, Recipient may withhold any client-
identifying information when Recipient reasonably determines that disclosure would violate the Act, the
Rules or a rule or canon of professional responsibility.

9. The Act, Budget Act, Rules, Grant Provisions and Directives set forth requirements
concerning use of Program funds and payment for subcontractors to provide legal services
(“Subcontracted Services”). Recipient acknowledges its obligation to inform all providers of Subcontracted
Services with the requirements of the Program and to obtain from all Subcontracted Services providers a
written agreement to comply with all requirements of this Agreement as if that provider is the Recipient.
Recipient assigns to State Bar all rights that Recipient has or will acquire to inspect the premises and
records of providers of Subcontracted Services to ensure compliance with Program, provided that
disclosure of client-identifying information by a provider of Subcontracted Services shall be governed by
the provisions of paragraph 8 hereof.

10. Recipient agrees to any additional requirements which may be set forth in any Exhibit or
Addendum to this Grant Agreement, which are incorporated herein.
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11. €)) Recipient shall not represent or in any way suggest that it may obligate or pledge
the credit of the State of California or of State Bar.

(b) Recipient agrees to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless State Bar (including its
Board of Trustees, officers, agents, and employees, as the same may be constituted now and from time
to time hereafter) from and against any and all liabilities, losses, damages, expenses or Ccosts,
whatsoever (including reasonable attorneys’ fees, costs and expenses), which may arise against or be
incurred by the State Bar as a result of or in connection with (i) claims by any and all contractors,
subcontractors, providers of consulting services, materialmen, laborers, or any other person, firm, or
corporation retained by Recipient to furnish or supply work, service, materials, or supplies in connection
with the performance of this Agreement; and (ii) claims by any person, firm, or corporation for injury or
damage by Recipient or Recipient's agents in connection with the provision of services pursuant to this
Agreement. Recipient shall further protect, indemnify and hold harmless State Bar from and against all
liabilities, losses, damages, expenses, or costs, whatsoever (including reasonable attorneys' fees, costs
and expenses), arising from or in connection with State Bar's enforcement of its rights under this
paragraph. This indemnity provision shall survive the termination or expiration of this Grant Agreement.

(c) Recipient will use reasonable efforts to have State Bar named as an insured
party to any liability insurance policies purchased by or for Recipient, and shall provide State Bar with
these certificates of insurance.

12. This Agreement does not impose on State Bar any obligation to provide Recipient funds
in excess of the Grant Amount or beyond the end of the Grant Period.

13. (a) All notices given in connection with this Agreement will be in writing and be made
personally or by first-class, certified, registered or express mail addressed to the parties at the addresses
stated below:

State Bar: The State Bar of California
180 Howard Street
San Francisco, California 94105-1617

Attention: Stephanie L. Choy, Managing Director
Legal Services Trust Fund Program

Recipient: «Program_LEGAL_Name»
«Address1»

«City», «State» «Zip»

Attention: «Executive_Director»
Executive Director

Notices given by mail will be deemed to have been given five (5) business days after being
deposited in a United States Postal Services mailbox or with an express courier mail service. Changes in
address for purposes of giving notice will be effective two weeks after giving notice of the change in
address.

(b) This Agreement, together with the Proposal Materials, Rules, Grant Provisions
and Directives, contains and constitutes the entire agreement between State Bar and Recipient regarding
the State Bar's grant of a Partnership Grant to Recipient and supersedes all prior negotiations,
representations or agreements, either written or oral. This Agreement shall be binding upon agents and
successors of both parties. No alteration of the terms of this Agreement will be valid or effective unless in
writing and executed by each party.

(c) This Agreement was made and entered into by the parties in the State of
California and shall be construed according to the laws of that state. Any action or suit brought to
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interpret, construe or enforce the provisions of this Agreement shall be commenced in the Superior Court
of the State of California, County of San Francisco.

(d) Each party has full power and authority to enter into and perform this Agreement
and the person signing this Agreement on behalf of each party has been properly authorized and
empowered to enter into this Agreement. Each party further acknowledges that its Directors, Trustees, or
similarly empowered persons have read this Agreement, understand it and agree to be bound by it.

(e) No term or provision herein shall be deemed waived and no breach excused
unless such waiver or consent is in writing and signed by the party claimed to have waived or consented.
No consent or waiver by one party to a breach of this Agreement by the other party, whether expressed
or implied, shall constitute a consent to, waiver of, or excuse for any other, different or subsequent
breach. No amendment, consent or waiver on behalf of State Bar shall be binding upon State Bar unless
it is executed by the Executive Director of The State Bar of California or his/her designee.

By executing this Agreement below, the parties agree to its terms.

THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA RECIPIENT
By By
Kelli Evans, Senior Director «PGNM28»

Administration of Justice

Program Director

DATE: , 2014 DATE: , 2014

By By
Peggy Van Horn, Chief Financial Officer

Title (Board Chair or Other Board Officer)

DATE: , 2014 DATE: , 2014
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