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          2                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ: This meeting will

          3  come to order. Good  morning, my name is Maria Baez,

          4  I am the Chair of the City Council Committee on

          5  Aging.  Today the Committee will hear testimony

          6  about Intro. 410, which, proposes to eliminate the

          7  waiting period for beneficiaries of the Senior

          8  Citizen Rent Increase Exemption, who seek

          9  redetermination of their benefits when they have

         10  experienced the permanent lose of household income

         11  over 20 percent.

         12                 The Senior Citizen's Rent Increase

         13  Exemption, also called SCRIE, is a program that

         14  assists seniors, age 62 and older, who reside in

         15  rent regulated and Mitchell- Lama buildings.  To be

         16  eligible, the seniors total household income must be

         17  $20,000 or less, and, they must be paying at least

         18  one third their total income towards rent.  Upon

         19  acceptance into the program, the senior's rent is

         20  frozen and its current level, and, all future

         21  increases are paid for by the City through property

         22  tax abatements to the landlord.

         23                 Under the current New York City law,

         24  when SCRIE recipients have a permanent lose of

         25  household income, of over 20 percent, most often
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          2  through the death of a spouse, or other family

          3  member, they must wait for two year before applying

          4  to have their benefits recalculated.  This

          5  legislation, we are considering today, which,

          6  changed the law to allow those beneficiary's to

          7  apply for redetermination of their benefits

          8  immediately. This morning we will hear testimony

          9  from New York City Department for the Aging, and,

         10  many of the concerned parties about the proposed

         11  bill.

         12                 Before we start, I would like to

         13  introduce Council Member Recchia, Council Woman Sara

         14  Gonzalez, we will be hearing from Sonia Rodriguez,

         15  from DFTA, and, Theresa Devine, Independent Budget

         16  Office.  State your name for the record please.

         17                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Sonia Rodriguez.

         18  Good morning, my name is Sonia Rodriguez, Deputy

         19  Director of the Bureau of the Senior Assistance and

         20  Benefits of the New York City Department for

         21  the Aging.  On the behalf of Commissioner Edwin

         22  Mendez- Santiago, I would like to thank you for the

         23  opportunity to you to talk about the Senior Citizen

         24  Rent Increase Exemption Program, and allow me to

         25  comment on Intro. 410.
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          2                 Mayor Bloomberg, is a strong advocate

          3  for rent protections, which are vital to older New

          4  Yorkers, who often live on fixed incomes, and need

          5  appropriate rent regulations to remain in their

          6  home.  He has also promoted programs like SCRIE, to

          7  provide a means for older residents to remain in

          8  their communities.

          9                 The Department of the Aging,

         10  administers the Senior Citizen Rent Increase

         11  Exemption Program, which was established in 1974, to

         12  assist low- income senior citizens living in Rent

         13  Controlled and Rent Stabilized apartments to remain

         14  in their homes by authorizing exemptions for rent

         15  increases in their rent.

         16                 In exchange, their landlords would

         17  receive a dollar for- dollar real property tax

         18  abatement from the City of New York. SCREI,

         19  currently provides assistance to approximately

         20  44,000 households, in more than 29,000 rent

         21  regulated buildings throughout the five boroughs of

         22  New York City.

         23                 Over $70 million of benefits were

         24  provided to low income households during the fiscal

         25  year 2003.  Over the years, the Department for the

                                                            6

          1  COMMITTEE ON AGING

          2  Aging, has witnessed the burdensome impact of rising

          3  costs of living on our clients.  For most, their

          4  limited income cannot keep pace with the increasing

          5  financial costs of everyday necessities.  This

          6  financial burden becomes particularly acute, when

          7  the SCRIE recipient has experienced a permanent

          8  reduction in their household income, such as the

          9  lose of a spouse,

         10  or a permanent relocation of a household member to a

         11  long term care facility.

         12                 When the SCRIE recipient notifies us

         13  of the permanent loss in income, he or she may apply

         14  for a recalculation or "redetermined" benefit based

         15  on their reduced household income.

         16                 In prior versions of SCRIE

         17  authorizing legislation, eligibility, for increased

         18  benefits, could be effective only at the time of

         19  recertification of SCRIE benefits, or one year after

         20  the recertification date.  Thus, seniors potentially

         21  eligible for increased benefits would be required to

         22  wait up to one year before the increased benefits

         23  would be effective.  In Intro. No. 410, acknowledges

         24  the need for immediate assistance for the those

         25  households experiencing a permanent loss, and will
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          2  be a significant help to individuals who are

          3  financially constrained in their time of their

          4  greatest need.

          5                 In 2002, SCRIE, received 389

          6  applications for redetermined benefits, and, another

          7  343 in the year 2001.  Although the number of

          8  applications received is not large, the inability to

          9  grant these benefits at the time of the application,

         10  imposes an additional hardship on seniors

         11  experiencing difficult, financial, and emotional

         12  circumstances.

         13

         14                 The Mayor's Bill, permits the

         15  Department for the Aging to better serve those

         16  households in crisis.  As part of Mayor Bloomberg's

         17  commitment to secure rent projections for low-

         18  income seniors, he urges you to support and enact

         19  this simple, but significant, legislative

         20  adjustment.

         21                 We urge, and support, your support,

         22  of Intro. 410, and look forward to working with you

         23  to provide improved services and benefits to the

         24  elderly in the City of New York.

         25                 And, I thank you for this opportunity
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          2  to discuss this issue with you.

          3                 MS. DEVINE:  Good morning, Madam

          4  Chairwoman, and Members of the Committee.  My name

          5  is Theresa Devine, and I am a Senior Economist at

          6  the Independent Budget Office.  Thank you, for

          7  inviting us to testify today on the proposed change

          8  in rules for redetermination of the Senior Citizen

          9  Rent Increase Exemption, or SCRIE, in the event of a

         10  permanent reduction in income.

         11                 As you know, when a SCRIE household

         12  experiences a permanent decrease in income of more

         13  than 20 percent, the household may now apply for a

         14  redetermination, of their rent, to a level equal to

         15  their same percentage of their income, as they paid

         16  to their income lost.  However, under current law,

         17  the redetermination of the new rent level can occur

         18  only upon renewal, or one year after the issuance,

         19  or renewal of such rent exception order.  That is,

         20  up to a year after the income lost.

         21                 The proposed amendment would

         22  eliminate this delay in rent redetermination, so

         23  that a SCRIE household, could apply for a rent

         24  reduction immediately after the income lost.  IBO,

         25  estimates, that the proposed change in rules, would
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          2  benefit just under 400 low- income senior

          3  households, this year, and cost the City,

          4  approximately $413,000, in foregone property tax

          5  revenue.  This represents a .5 percent increase,

          6  that is an increase of one- half of one- percent, in

          7  the program's total costs.

          8                 In my written testimony, I spell out

          9  how we obtained our cost estimate, and the potential

         10  risks, to the estimate.  I would be happy to answer

         11  any questions that you have about our analysis.  In

         12  my remaining time, however, what I would like to

         13  explain, is why, in each year, we can expect a

         14  small, but, significant number of SCRIE households

         15  to experience large permanent drops in their

         16  households income.

         17                 According to DFTA, a large permanent

         18  drop in a SCRIE household income is typically

         19  brought about by one of two major events, the death

         20  of a spouse, or the entry of a spouse into a nursing

         21  home.  Either of these events, can have major

         22  consequences for the income received by the

         23  remaining spouse, because, of the heavy reliance of

         24  low- income senior households on Social Security, in

         25  particular, and also, Supplemental Security income,

                                                            10

          1  COMMITTEE ON AGING

          2  and the structure of the benefit rules, for these

          3  programs.

          4                 Under current Social Security rules,

          5  an older couple may receive benefits based on the

          6  work records of one or both spouses, depending on

          7  the relative levels of the spouses insured lifetime

          8  earnings, that is, the earnings that are covered by

          9  Social Security.  While both spouses are alive, the

         10  spouse with the higher average insured monthly

         11  earnings will receive his or her own retired worker

         12  benefit, based on his or her own earnings, and, the

         13  spouse with the lower earnings, will receive either

         14  his or her own retired worker benefit, or one- half

         15  of the higher earner's benefit, which ever is

         16  larger.

         17                 When one spouse dies, however, the

         18  surviving spouse will receive either his or her own

         19  retired worker benefit, or, the retired worker

         20  benefit of his or her spouse, which ever is larger,

         21  not the full couple benefit.  Thus, benefit income

         22  for the household will drop by one- third to one-

         23  half when a spouse dies. The one- half dropping, the

         24  case, if the spouses had equal retired worker

         25  benefits.  That is, basically, the same life time
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          2  earnings, which, is highly unusual.

          3                 In the event of institutionalization,

          4  Social Security does not dictate how a couples

          5  benefit must be divided, but the couple will agree

          6  to some division of the benefit, with the nursing

          7  home, and, the spouse remaining at home, may be left

          8  with only a small share of the couples total

          9  benefit.

         10                 With SSI, the public assistance

         11  program available to low- income seniors, but, not

         12  actually participated in by many of those who are

         13  eligible.  The amount received depends on the living

         14  arrangements, and other income.  The maximum monthly

         15  benefits are, $933 for a couple living alone, and,

         16  $639 for an individual living alone.  So, with SSI,

         17  the lose of a spouse, could mean a $294, or 31.5

         18  percent lose of income.

         19                 Low- income households, such as those

         20  served by SCRIE, are not likely to receive much

         21  income from sources other than Social Security, or

         22  SSI.  And, to the extent that they do, amounts from

         23  these other sources, may also go down with

         24  widowhood.

         25  If a worker's pension is a single- life annuity, for
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          2  example, these benefits will be totally lost when

          3  the worker dies.

          4                 Thank you again for inviting us to

          5  testify, and I would be happy to answer any

          6  questions that you might have.

          7                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ:  Thank you, very

          8  much for your testimony.  Just for clarity.  How

          9  many recipients City wide, presently receive SCRIE,

         10  was that 44,000?

         11                 Okay.

         12                 And, how are individuals notified

         13  that this program is available to them?

         14                 MS. DEVINE:  Sorry.  Our SCRIE guide

         15  book, accompanies every application that we send

         16  out, is outlined in how to get SCRIE, page 13,

         17  speaks about redetermination.  And, when ever we do

         18  our outreaches, throughout the communities,

         19  redetermination is also a part of that.

         20                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ:  So, DFTA does have

         21  some sort of Outreach Program that presently exist,

         22  because, 44,000 out of 1.3 million seniors, in the

         23  City of New York, is relatively low.

         24                 MS. DEVINE:  Well, just to give you

         25  an idea, that most of them are single households to
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          2  begin with, so, that if we have, out of those 44, we

          3  have 34,700 and some odd, they are single

          4  households, that would not be eligible for

          5  redetermination, anyway. So, the majority are,

          6  already, single household family's.

          7                 IBO has testified, not based on my

          8  own research, but, the research of my colleagues,

          9  that participation in SCRIE, is low.  It is

         10  approximately one- third of eligible households, so,

         11  it would be roughly, so if there were about 132,000

         12  eligible, 44,000 are now participating, and for

         13  reasons that are just unclear.  But, that is the

         14  participation rate.

         15                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ:  Council Member

         16  Gonzalez.

         17                 COUNCIL MEMBER GONZALEZ:  Good

         18  morning. First of all, thank you, this is like

         19  incredible information, I mean, we have so many

         20  seniors in District 38, and all over the City for

         21  that matter, but, I have a question.  In respect to

         22  outreach, do you have any staff that goes out, for

         23  example, to the Senior Centers, to give out

         24  information, or is that a possibility, that we can

         25  work together, maybe on something like that?
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          2                 MS. DEVINE:  Oh, we would be happy to

          3  work with you. Currently we do have, we have

          4  participated in a task, an Outreach

          5  Task Force, with the United Houses, and the

          6  Manhattan Borough President's Office, we have done

          7  some, we do have natural outreach during the course

          8  of the year, when we have calendar events, that we

          9  are invited to communities, and SCRIE, is always a

         10  part of those events.  We had, most recently, our

         11  Age in Action, which participated, about 5,000

         12  seniors, and, SCRIE was very much, a part of that

         13  outreach there.

         14                 COUNCIL MEMBER GONZALEZ:  I am

         15  thinking, even the Community Boards, would be a good

         16  place to do a presentation, so, would I be able to

         17  work something out for my district?

         18                 MS. DEVINE:  I am sure, absolutely.

         19                 COUNCIL MEMBER GONZALEZ:  Thank you.

         20                 MS. DEVINE:  You are welcome.

         21                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ:   Just for clarity,

         22  again.  How many redetermination have DFTA processed

         23  in fiscal year 2003?

         24                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  We did it by calendar

         25  year.  We processed in the year 2002 through
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          2  December 31st, 389.

          3                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ:  And, how much lost

          4  property tax revenue to the City, has resulted from

          5  those redetermination?

          6                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  IBO estimates that,

          7  the lost was approximately $413,000, total.

          8                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ:  Will Introduction

          9  410, affect the amount of lost property tax revenue

         10  in fiscal year '04?

         11                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Yes, and, IBO,

         12  projects that the costs of foregone tax revenue, for

         13  fiscal year 2004, would be roughly the same, as that

         14  for calendar year 2002.  And, if I can explain why,

         15  because, in a world, where everything, we think of

         16  everything is inflating in cost.  The cost of this

         17  Program, the way that I obtain my estimate, okay,

         18  was to look at the average adjust rent to

         19  adjustments. Okay, multiply that by six, the

         20  expected period over which six months, the expected

         21  period over which we would expect people to collect

         22  this increment, if the redetermination was done

         23  immediately, and the number of redetermination, 389.

         24    Now, what, the way the adjustment is determined,

         25  is, it is the old rent, based on old income, and the
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          2  new rent, based on new income.  Okay.  And, excuse

          3  me, it is the percentage of each of those levels.

          4  And, for one year to the next, that, from 2002 to

          5  2004, there seems no really to believe that those

          6  Senior incomes, on which the adjustments are based,

          7  will change much.

          8                 And, so, for that reason, we do not

          9  see that per household cost changing by much.  We

         10  are also assuming, that the number of

         11  redetermination, would be approximately the same.

         12  As the population ages, it is possible that they

         13  might go up slightly, because, more of the couples

         14  would be at risk of having one die or go into a

         15  nursing home, but, we do not anticipate any huge

         16  changes in this.  And, to give you a rough idea, if

         17  the number doubled, we would still be under, well

         18  under a million dollars.

         19                 The other thing that I think I was

         20  inclined at first, when first thinking about this,

         21  is to think about tying the approved increases by

         22  the Rent Guideline Board to this, and, thinking it

         23  might inflate by that amount, but, it does not.

         24  Because, it really depends only on the seniors

         25  incomes.  And, as I tried to explain, the changes in
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          2  those incomes, are essentially dictated, by the

          3  rules of Social Security and SSI, and in

          4  particularly Social Security, which is for low-

          5  income households, it is by far the most important

          6  source of income.

          7                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ:  I am sorry, one of

          8  the Members has an emergency in his District, and

          9  Council Member Recchia, needs to leave right away.

         10  We just need another member in order to open up the

         11  vote.

         12                 No, I had a question.  Would there be

         13  any additional administrative cost to DFTA, as a

         14  result of enacting 410, Intro. 410?

         15                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  No, there would not,

         16  because, we would have to process every request as

         17  it comes in.  It is the effective date, that would

         18  change.  So, in order to determine redetermination,

         19  we would actually have to process them as we do

         20  right now.

         21                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ:  Are there any

         22  benefits of the waiting period, as it currently

         23  exist in the law?

         24                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Oh, must definitely.

         25  Right now, the lose of income creates a tremendous
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          2  hardship, for the tenant to have to wait a year to

          3  get a relief.  Many times, they would have to borrow

          4  monies, not be able to meet their rents, some of

          5  them are actually, find themselves in court,

          6  because, they cannot meet the rent on time.

          7                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ:  Thank you.

          8                 Council members, you have any further

          9  questions?

         10                 Thank you very much for your

         11  testimony.

         12                 We will be hearing testimony from

         13  Sandy Warshaw, and Marvin Fox, from SAGE.

         14                 Good morning.  Please state your name

         15  for the record, please.

         16                 MS. WARSHAW:  Good morning.  My name

         17  is Sandy Warshaw, and I am the Advocacy Coordinator,

         18  for SAGE, which is, Senior Action in the Gay

         19  Environment, and, I want to thank you for the

         20  opportunity to speak at these hearings today, and, I

         21  also want to thank you very much, Madam Chair for

         22  the support you have given to the Lesbian/Gay Bi-

         23  sexual Transcender Senior Community. And, we are

         24  very much looking forward to your being at our

         25  Community Center to meet with SAGE, next Thursday.
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          2  We are really very honored that you are coming.

          3                 Before, I speak about the particular

          4  legislation, and, we are a little bit skewed as far,

          5  as how, what it means to us, and, I will explain

          6  that.  I would like to introduce you to Marvin Fox,

          7  a SAGE member, who has had very personal experience

          8  with SCRIE.  When Marvin is finished, I will return

          9  with some additional facts and figures, about the

         10  LOBT Community, Senior Community in New York City.

         11                 MR. FOX:  Good morning.  My name is

         12  Marvin Fox, I am nearly 70 years old, and, I live up

         13  on the Upper West Side.  I use to, I have been

         14  living in the same place for 37 years, and, two

         15  years ago my life partner died, and, we were both

         16  getting Social Security, but, that left just one

         17  person collecting Social Security, which, it was

         18  $500 and some dollars, and my rent was $500 and some

         19  dollars, and, I did not know what I was going to do.

         20    And, I got in touch with SAGE, and they helped me

         21  with, change SCRIE applicant, the name of the SCRIE

         22  to my name, and, they lowered my rent to nearly

         23  half, so, I was able to live, and pay my bills, and

         24  not worry about being evicted or becoming homeless,

         25  which, I was, thought would happen to me.  So,
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          2  without SCRIE, I do not think I would be here or

          3  have a place to live, so, I  really appreciate

          4  having it, and it has taken a lot of worries off of

          5  my mind.

          6                 Thank you very much.

          7                 MS. WARSHAW:  As an aside, Marvin,

          8  had a long bus down from the Upper West Side, this

          9  morning.  He took the bus, because, using subway

         10  meant steep stairs, is more than his body can

         11  manage, and, taxis are well beyond his means.  New

         12  York City does not make it easy for Seniors with

         13  mobility, disabilities.

         14                 A word about SAGE.  SAGE is the

         15  nation's oldest, and largest, social service, and

         16  advocacy organization, dedicated supporting and

         17  empowering, and celebrating lesbian/gay bi- sexual

         18  transgender seniors.  SAGE has 25 years of

         19  experience of providing a wide variety of social

         20  services, public education, community building, and

         21  advocacy, for seniors in the LGBTB community.  SAGE

         22  is the leader in development of cultural competency,

         23  curriculum for health care providers.

         24                 There are over 75,000 LGBTB seniors

         25  in New York City.  Most of them live alone, and,
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          2  many of those who do come to SAGE, do so as much for

          3  community as for case management.  Until Marvin was

          4  threatened with lose of his apartment at the time,

          5  he lost his partner, however, he did not come to

          6  SAGE.  They lived a fairly isolated life.  The death

          7  and lose of income, led Marvin to SAGE.

          8                 You have heard how SCRIE enabled

          9  Marvin to stay in his apartment, and get food and

         10  clothing, and a small amount of entertainment.

         11  Marvin and his partner were listed as two

         12  individuals sharing rent, even though they had been

         13  partners for 47 years, and, that is very common

         14  among this age group, who do not come out, and, come

         15  out as partners.  Marvin got to SAGE reasonably

         16  quickly, and, thanks to a wonderful, sympathetic

         17  case worker, his application was processed readily.

         18  Had it not, Marvin, would have had to pay as much

         19  rent as he was receiving in Social Security.

         20                 In New York City, Marvin and his

         21  partner, would have had some rights, if they were

         22  registered as domestic partners. However, it is not

         23  clear, whether the expedited SCREI reevaluation,

         24  would be available to surviving partners, or, only

         25  to spousal couples.  And, that was very much in my
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          2  mind as I heard the representative from the Bureau

          3  of the Budget talking, just now, and constant use of

          4  the term spouse, and the spouse who dies, or the

          5  spouse who goes into a nursing home.  Very, very few

          6  of our older LGBT couples, are registered as

          7  domestic partners, for the very reason of fear, of

          8  coming out.

          9                 So, our concern even when SCRUGS

         10  called us, even though we knew we did not quite fit

         11  into the definition, and we thought we would come

         12  down and bring that to your attention.  In Marvin's

         13  case, and instances of those like him, non-

         14  acceptance as a couple, could prove fatal when the

         15  partner dies, if expedited reevaluation, is not

         16  available.  Marvin, and many same sex couples in New

         17  York, are no different then the heterosexual

         18  couples, who are directly addressed by possibly the

         19  law, and, by the Department for the Aging and

         20  Budget.

         21                 Thus, we support the proposed

         22  changes, and we urge that it is available to the

         23  many, old, same sex, couples, that are not

         24  recognized as such by our Government.  And, again,

         25  we thank you for this opportunity to speak to you
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          2  this morning, and, we would be glad to answer any

          3  questions.

          4                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ:  Do you have

          5  questions Council members?

          6                 COUNCIL MEMBER GONZALEZ:  No, thank

          7  you very much.

          8                 MS. WARSHAW:  Thank you.

          9                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ:  We now will hear

         10  testimony from Jessica Walker, United Neighborhood

         11  Houses.

         12                 MS. WALKER:  Good morning, my name is

         13  Jessica Walker, and, I am a Policy Analyst at United

         14  Neighborhood Houses. Human age is the federation of

         15  36 settlement houses, benefitting, 500,000

         16  participants, from infants to adults to senior

         17  citizens, through educational programs, employment

         18  assistance, human services, and cultural activities,

         19  at 350 sites throughout the City.

         20                 We, basically settlement houses

         21  provide a range of services to aging adults and

         22  their families, including the operation of 22 Senior

         23  Centers, and six NORC's, around the metropolitan

         24  area.

         25                 Thank you for giving me the
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          2  opportunity to speak to you about the need for

          3  Intro. 410.

          4                 Last November, U and H, in

          5  conjunction with the Council Senior Centers and

          6  Services of New York City, initiated a campaign to

          7  increase the utilization of the SCRIE Program.  As,

          8  you know, SCRIE has had much success in lessening

          9  the burdensome impact of the rising cost of living

         10  on seniors.  Unfortunately, the Program is still

         11  greatly under utilized.  Recent findings, show less

         12  than half of the older of the households appear to

         13  be benefitting from it.  As such, we convened key

         14  advocates from the City Government, cooperate,

         15  religious, and non- profit sectors, to share ideas

         16  about enrolling more eligible seniors in this SCRIE

         17  Program.

         18                 We were pleased that the Council for

         19  this Committee, Ms. Baez, was able to actively

         20  participate in the imperative under taking.  In

         21  addition, as Ms. Rodriguez, from DFTA, testified to

         22  early, DFTA, has been a great partner in this

         23  endeavor.  In the beginning the dialogue, focused

         24  solely on ways we could increase utilization, but,

         25  one overwhelming concern that emerged, was the
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          2  current protocol for redetermining a senior's rent.

          3  SCRIE program was designed to help low- income

          4  elderly residents, afford housing, as their income

          5  tapers off, and, it has helped immensely.  However,

          6  having to wait up to a year, for redetermination, is

          7  a significant hardship.  According to a recent study

          8  by the Public Advocate, 65 percent of seniors,

          9  participants in New York City, feel they are either

         10  just getting by, or simply cannot make ends meet.

         11                 The absence of adequate benefits,

         12  such as SCRIE, even for a few months, can be

         13  devastating for this population.

         14  This bill would eliminate the confusion and delay

         15  the current law, creates and permits SCRIE

         16  beneficiaries to apply for and receive

         17  redetermination right away, when it is needed most.

         18  As such, we urge you to sign this vital bill into

         19  law.

         20                 We thank you for the opportunity to

         21  testify today, and, we stand ready to work with you

         22  to bring about the necessary improvements.  Thank

         23  you.

         24                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ:  We have been

         25  joined by Council Member Dilan.  I want to thank all
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          2  the individuals today who testified.  We will now be

          3  voting on Intro. 410, and, I urge all my colleagues

          4  to vote yes.

          5                 COUNCIL CLERK:  Baez.

          6                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ:  Aye

          7                 COUNCIL CLERK:  Dilan.

          8                 COUNCIL MEMBER DILAN:  Aye

          9                 COUNCIL CLERK:  Recchia.

         10                 COUNCIL MEMBER RECCHIA:  I vote aye,

         11  and, I would like to be a sponsor of the bill.

         12                 COUNCIL CLERK:  Gonzalez.

         13                 COUNCIL MEMBER GONZALEZ:  I vote aye,

         14  and, I also want to be a sponsor of the bill.

         15                 COUNCIL CLERK:  By a vote of 4 in the

         16  affirmative, and 0 in the negative, and, no

         17  abstentions, the item is adopted, Council Members

         18  please sign the Committee Report.

         19                 Thank you.

         20                 CHAIRPERSON BAEZ: This meeting is now

         21  adjourned. Thank you.

         22                 (Hearing concluded at 10:50 A.M.)
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