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l. PURPOSE
The purpose of this directive is to define the distinction between
the Honme Relief category and the PG ADC cat egory. This distinction
is important when deciding which cases are subject to certain
policies that apply only to individuals or cases that are in the Hone
Rel i ef category.
This is also to remind workers to explore the potential for EAF
claimng for non- ADC cases where appropriate
In New York City, PG (Predeternmnation Gant) - ADCis referred to as
HR- PG, For the purposes of this release, reference to PGADC will
nmean both PG ADC and HR- PG

. BACKGROUND
Once a social services exam ner made the decision that an individua
or househol d applying for public assistance was not eligible for the
Aid to Dependent Children (ADC) category, the exam ner then had to
decide if the case category should be Hone Relief (HR) or PG ADC.
Cases that contain an individual under the age of 19, that are not
ADC eligible at the tinme of the eligibility determ nation, nust be
PG ADC. However, wth some cases that do not contain an individua
under age 19, the decision about the proper category has not al ways
been easy to nake.

[, PROGRAM | MPLI CATI ONS
Al though sone training nmay be necessary as a result of this
directive, it is expected that the exanminer's decisions about the
category of non-ADC eligible individuals or households will be easier
and nore uniform

I V. REQUI RED ACTI ON

A Appl i cants

When an i ndividual or household applying for public assistance has
been determined categorically ineligible for ADC, the case category
of assistance nust be Home Relief unless the individual or household
falls into at Ieast one of the follow ng groups. The foll ow ng
cases, if not ADC eligible, nmust be PG ADC.

1. Cases with an applying individual under age 19.

2. Cases with an applying pregnant wonman whose pregnancy is
nmedi cal |y verified.
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3. Cases with the applying father of an unborn when the nother of
the wunborn is living in the sane household and is applying for
or in receipt of public assistance in a separate case. In order
for the applying father to be PG ADC rather than HR,  he nust
have acknow edged paternity in witing.

4, Cases where the applicant is a parent or caretaker of an SS|
child under age 19.

5. Cases where the applicant is the legally responsible relative of
an applying child wunder the age of 19, for example, a
st ep- parent.

NOTE: For <cases determined not to be ADC eligible, and where

there is an applying child under age 21, a preghant wonan
of any age, or the applicant is the caretaker of an SSI
child under age 21, the worker nmust explore the reason
why the famly is applying for assistance. The DSS-4403,
"Determination of Eligibility for Energency Assistance to
Fam lies" (attachnent |) was devel oped to assi st workers
in making the EAF eligibility determ nation, and, for
eligible cases, to serve as t he EAF program
aut hori zati on.
If the need to apply is directly related to an energency
and all other EAF criteria are nmet, the non-ADC PA nust
be clained EAF. The case type remains PG ADC or HR, but
the special claimng code "F' nmust be entered on section
6 of the DSS-3209 for all paynents for which EAF is being
cl ai med.

The following exanples will illustrate the policy.

EXAMPLE 1: M. and Ms. Arden and their 18 year ol d daughter
Dal e, applied for public assistance. The exam ner
decided that the household is not ADC eligible
because Dale's 19th birthday is in the nonth before
her graduation from hi gh school. The househol d is
PG ADC because there is an individual under age 19
applying in the case.

M. Arden's unenpl oynent benefits and savi ngs have
been exhausted and that is why the famly nust
apply. The need for PAis not directly related to
an energency so the famly's non-ADC PA cannot be
cl ai med EAF.

EXAMPLE 2: At the tinme that Gail Scott applied for public
assi stance, she presented verification from her
doctor that she was three nonths pregnant. Si nce
Ms. Scott has no other children and since she is not
yet in her sixth nonth of pregnancy, the worker
determ ned that M. Scott is not categorically
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EXAMPLE 3:

EXAMPLE 4:

eligible for ADC Ms. Scott's category nust be
PG ADC. That is because she has a nedically
verified pregnancy.

The worker explored the reason why Ms. Scott needed
to apply for PA and found no cause directly related
to an energency. Therefore the non- ADC PA cannot be
cl ai med EAF.

M. Kirk, age 20 applied for public assistance.
Because he is not under age 19 and because he was
living al one, he was deternined to be ineligible for
ei ther ADC or PG ADC. The worker assigned the case
category as HR

Because M. Kirk is under age 21 and EAF nust be
consi der ed, the worker investigated the reason why
M. Kirk needed public assistance and found no cause
directly related to an energency.

Several days later, M. Kirk told his worker that
his girlfriend, M. Scott, who is three nonths
pregnant, has just noved into his hone. M. Kirk
acknow edged in witing, that he is the father of
the unborn child. The worker reassigned M. Kirk's
pendi ng case to PG ADC cat egory.

An eligibility exam ner interviewed three applicant
househol ds on the sane day. In all cases adults
are living with their non-applying children under
age 19.

Ms. Picard is applying for herself only, because
her 18 year old child is not in school, is enployed
part-tine and does not want public assistance. M.
Picard has not lived with his famly for the past
five years. Ms. Picard is assigned to the HR
cat egory.

Since only Ms. Picard is applying and her child is
not, EAF claimng of the non-ADC PA is not possible
even if there is an energency cause for need to
apply for PA

MVs. Crusher is applying for herself only, because
her son, Wsley (age 17) receives SSI due to a
serious learning disability. M. Crusher is
deceased. Ms. Crusher is assigned to the ADC
cat egory.

W1l and D ana Ri ker are applying for thensel ves but
not for their son, Data (age 16) who is an SSl
reci pi ent because of a severe enotional disorder
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Neither WIIl nor Diana is incapacitated and neither
has an attachment to the work force. The worker
determ nes that they are not ADC eligible. They are
assigned to the PG ADC cat egory.

The Riker's recently nmoved to this area so that M.

Ri ker could start a job. After two days on the job
a fire destroyed the store where M. Ri ker was
enpl oyed. Because the need for PA was directly

related to an energency and because the household
contains a child under age 21, the PA can be cl ai ned
EAF.

EXAMPLE 5: Ms. Yar and her children receive public assistance
in the ADC category. M. Spock joined the househol d
and applied for public assistance. M. Spock is
assigned to the HR category. Once M. Spock is
eligible for HR, that is, after 45 days if otherwi se
el i gi bl e, he may be included in the ADC case as an
essential person.

If M. Spock and Ms. Yar were married and M. Spock
was the step-parent to the Yar children, he would be
assigned to the PG ADC cat egory and, if otherw se
eligible for PGADC, could be included in the ADC
case as an essential person.

EXAMPLE 6: Ms. Uhora has applied for PA for herself and a child
in her care. There is no blood relationship between
Ms. Unora and the child.

The worker explored the household's recent history
and found that the child' s nother, a close friend of
Ms. Unhora's, recently died. The nother and her
child were in receipt of ADC prior to the nother's
deat h.

Ms. Uhora has agreed to care for the child wuntil
relatives, who live out of the state, can deci de who
wi Il take pernmanent responsibility for the child.
That may not happen for several nonths. The wor ker
deci ded that Ms. Uhora and the child are ADC
el i gi bl e because they neet the criteria stated in 92
ADMt2, "ADC for Children Residing with Non-Rel ated
Adul ts".

B. Reci pi ents

Applicants who are assigned to HR are subject to the 45 day waiting
peri od. After the waiting period, any eligible HR cases that are
cooperatively budgeted with a case that is PG ADC based on the above
criteria must also be PG ADC. Any HR individual who is eligible to
be added to an ADC case as an essential person nust be added to the
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V.

ADC case after the 45 day waiting period. Any HR individuals who are
not essential to the ADC househol d but who are budgeted cooperatively
with the ADC case, nust be PG ADC. These rules apply also to cases
t hat woul d be budgeted cooperatively except that they have a Section
8 Certificate rent subsidy and are separate econonic units. These
rules apply also to new resident cases that would otherw se be
subj ect to the 80% budgeti ng.

EXAMPLE 7: M. Bonz age 26, was a |ifelong resident of
Fl ori da. He recently noved to New York State to
live with his sister and her fanily who receive
ADC. M. Bonz applied for public assistance three
weeks after noving to NYS. M. Bonz is subject to
the 45 day waiting period. Once that tinme has
passed and he can get assistance, he nmay be added to
his sister's case as an essential person. Then, as
an ADC recipient, M. Bonz is not subject to the 80%
new resi dent budgeti ng.

If he could not be added to his sister's ADC case as
an EP (for exanple his resources, conbined with hers
woul d exceed $1,000 and nake all ineligible), he
woul d be in a separate PG ADC case budgeted
cooperatively with the ADC case.

As a recipient in a PGADC case, M. Bonz is not
subj ect to the 80% new resi dent budgeti ng.

Again , he is subject to the 45 day wait because he
nmust neet HR eligibility requirenments. Once he is
eligible and cooperatively budgeted with an ADC
case, his case type is PG ADC and he is not subject
to the 80% new resi dent budgeting rul es.

EFFECTI VE DATE

The effective date of the directive is Decenber 15, 1993.

Gscar R Best, Jr.
Deputy Conmi ssi oner
Di vi sion of Economic Security



