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1) Today
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(intensity)
1998 5,600 , 287
3
4,000 3% 4)
3)

(1999.6.25), p.21.



(detection)

4)

6)

‘SIV’

, p93.

(deterrence)

(Specia Investigation Unit)d)

’
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P 60%
9)

7)

8) 3

2.0%

9) . . ,

8)

7.

99-5, 1999.3, p.24.
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. IFB)
1995 40
, 5,000
1999
3 (16 )
) €]
70
Insurance Crime Bureau :
420 FBI

(Insurance Fraud Bureau

NICB(National

47



1 15% 10),

10) 15%, 10%, 3%, 1%
, p.94.



11)
/ 700 1999 6
14 7 2 504 ( : 72%)
12 ( )
8 200
5
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( D T7%)
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, 1998. p 3.
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(FBI) ,
13)
FBI  Uniform Crime Report 19
41%(1985 48%y), 19%(21%),
14%(10%), 26%(21%) . 10 1985
14)
1985 1994
( ) 21.8%
13) : , pp.34-36.
14) , (
MADD )
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< 1> 1985-1994

(35% (14.2%) (40.2%)
2.7% 3.1% (30.2%)
23.3% 112% (28.6%)
85.7% 21.8% (22.2%)
235% (15.8%)

25.3% 2.7%)

294% 6.9%

484% 18.6%

24.0%

39.2%

54.0%

60.7%

99.5%

: Uniform Crime Report, FBI, Conning & Company, p.19.

U.S. Secret Service
. 1990 194
102% (forgery) 41%

(counterfeit) 6%

< 2> U.S. Secret Service

1990 2,121 2,230 1,837
1991 2,623 1,912 1,845
1992 2,755 1,506 1,743
1993 3,259 1,578 1,899
1994 4,279 1,312 1,955

: US. Secret Service, Conning & Company, p.21.
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(the Coadlition Against Insurance Fraud : CAIF)19)

16)

rs 17

1980

15) CAIF 1993 6 ,

16) http:/ / www fraudcoalition.org
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1980

, 1990

A7)

18)

(IFB)
(SIV)

17) Conning & Company, Insurance Fraud - the Quiet Catastrophe, 1996, pp. 71-72.
18) Coalition Against Insurance Fraud, “Insurance Fraud : The Hidden Tax",
from internet, http:/ / www.insurancefraud.org
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19)

1)
3 1
, ) (staged
accidents) 3%
("padding"”
"build-up"), , )
17% 20%
63 90%
, 10%
(staged accident)
IRC(Insurance Research Council)
20)
2 . LA 67%
, LA 45%
36% , 54%,
/ 47% ,
31% 33% 3%
2)
19) I, Insurance Fraud, 1999, from internet, http:/ / www .iii.org.

20) 9 28 ) 15,000



NICB

1999

rs

1990

50 , CAIF 35

IRC 3 1 ,
. 1998 35%
(usually)” ’ (aways)”
1992 17% 2
1992-1993 1995-1996
53%
185 903 , 24
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202 1994 1997
10 ,
1992
4
3)
950
(Medicare) (Medicaid)
21). 5
1 23
12 1995 1,875

. EDI

Insurance Association of America
24%  EDI

HIAA

1 3400

) IRS

21) Medicare 65
65
Medicaid

EDI(electronic data interchange)
(Health

- HIAA) :
EDI

, 19958
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(SIv) , SIU
22) 1992
(NICB)
, 1995 56,000
, 2 30%
10%
IRC
1992 1996 23)
22) SiU ( 1) . CAIF, “Insurance
Fraud : The Hidden Tax", from internet, http:/ / www .insurancefraud.org.
23) 150 IRC
7% . : IRC, Fighting Fraud in

the Insurance Industry, 1997.
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(Automated Fraud Recognition Systems)

82%
1992 70%
3 i)
3 1 ,
red flag 4 1
( 18%) 15%
, 41%

44%
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< 9 > < 10>

i A g
2
18%
P2
a4
a|&
% : HE E
%
AISG
(American Insurance Services Group) 24) 91%
1,000
PILA 4%
. 1996 7 “All
Claims Database” 25)
10 7 NICB
, 4
. NICB
.26)
24) (bodily injury)
25) 1SO 1997 2 (ATA;American Insurance Association)
AlISG , 1998 2 NICB
(.2 ) .
26) NICB EyeQ search engine NICB ClaimXchange
(cross-referencing) , NICB VINassist
(identification number) . NICB InfoCenter
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10 6 Equifax C.L.U.E.(

, 50% (motor vehicle record, MVR)

(public
record vendor) . CCC(Certified Collateral Corporation)
3 1

Mitchell International 15%, Audatex 14% AISG A-Plus System 13%

5% Dateq, PMSC
(Policy Management System), ICE(lnsurance Claim Exchange), IRSC
(Information Resource Service Company) 27
IRC

28)

NICB Investigate NICB Online user

27) Stephanie Esters, "Databese Make Fraud Fight Easier”, Nationa Underwriter,
Property & Casualty/Risk & Bendits Management, June 3, 1996

28) ADD(Additional Driver Discovery), Information
System), NCF(the National Credit File)) NLETS({the National

Law
Enforcement Telecommunications System), Advantis, PLS(the Property Loss
Source) :

[1S(Investigative

- 28 -
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( ) 97%
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. 65%
56%
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27%, 26% , 9%
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< 13>

Hy o :

Aed Nag

HE HEA
dle|lHE

LR Ehat

W hotline

2| Al hotline '

Ad hoo EFEIHY
| &}

4 AR Al B f= i HNes

(NAIC)

(Federal Fraud Statute) 29)
1994 ,

(US Mail fraud statute)

29) http:/ / www fraudcoalition.org
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(clear and willful) ,

(proscribe by law),

(intended to obtain money or value),

30)
CAIF, NAII
. CAIF
, NAII
1) (Felonies)
(felony)
30) IRC, p.34.

- 32 -

(misrepresentation),



(claim fraud) (premium
fraud) 47
4 31) (Alabama),
(Colorado), (Mississippi) (Oklahoma)
(Rhode Idand)
(West Virginia)
(Wyoming)
(Florida) 3
(Texas) $20
C $200,000
1 (graded
system of penalties)
11 32)
(premium avoidance units)” . IRC
19% ’
31) (District of Columbia), (Maine), (Oregon),
(Vermont)
32) (Arizona), (Arkansas), (Florida), (Kansas),
(M assachusetts), (Missouri), (New Hampshire),
(North Dakota), (Oklahoma), (Washington), (Wyoming)

- 33 -



, 67% 15%
46%
50%

< 14>

NULEENCETN
CEFEVERTEN  E
HASMILERY 1%

ax|stx yE |

N ..EE...E

2) (Restitution)
(restitution)
30
(Kentucky)
(New Hampshire)

(North Carolina)
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33
(Idaho), (North Dakota)
10
4) (Immunity)
5) (Public Fraud Warnings)
. 19
(Tennessee) (Utah)

- 35 -

(Arizona),



11

3>
(Felony)
(Redtitution)
Alabama Yes
Alaska Yes Yes
Arizona Yes Yes Yes Yes
Arkansas Yes Yes Yes Yes
California Yes Yed Yes
Colorado Yes
Connecticut Yes Yes Yes
Delaware Yes Yes Yes
Digrict of Coumbia
Florida Yes Yes Yes’ Yes
Georgia Yes Yes
Hawaii Yes Yes
Idaho Yes Yes Yed
Illinois Yes Yes Yes
Indiana Yes
lowa Yes
Kansas Yes Yes Yes
Kentucky Yes Yes' Yes
Louisiana Yes Yes
Maine Yes Yes
Maryland Yes Yes Yes
M assachusetts Yes Yes Yes Yes
Michigan Yes Yes Yes
Minnesota Yes Yes Yes
Mississippi Yes'
Missouri Yes Yes Yes Yes
Montana Yes Yes Yes
Nebraska Yes Yes Yes
Nevada Yes
New Hampshire Yes Yes Yes
New Jersey Yes Yes
New Mexico Yes




(Felony)
(Redtitution) /

New York Yes Yes Yes
North Carolina Yes Yes' Yes
North Dakota Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ohio Yes
Oklahoma Yes' Yes Yes
Oregon Yes
Pennsylvania Yes Yes' Yes
Rhode Idand Yes’ Yes
South Carolina Yes Yes Yes
South Dakota Yes
Tennessee Yes Yes Yes
Texas Yeg’
Utah Yes
Vermont Yes Yes
Virginia Yes
Washington Yes Yes Yes Yes
West virginia Yes' Yes Yes
Wisconsin Yes
Wyoming Yes' Yes Yes

1)

2)

3) , ( )

4)

5)

6)

7)

. IRC, p35.
12
, 33)
33) 4 409 ( ) (b)



(Special Investigation Uunit)

. SIU
9 34)

(State) SIU

Arkansas
California
Colorado
Florida
Kentucky
Maryland

M assachu setts
Minnesota
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Tennessee

W ashington x o

X o0 o o 9 o o x
*

X O O X X O O X

o x o o © o o o
*

*% o) *% o *%

o

o KKk le) *kk

O X O

* $10(million)
** . 10,000

*kk -

1994

34) , , , , , , ,



(the federal insurance fraud prevention act)

(embezzlement) (looting)

U.S. Postal
Service, Federal Bureau of Investigation(FBI), Department of Justice, U.S.
Attorney's Office, National Practititioner Data Bank (NPDB)

1,000
20
, 1975 1996
2 850 ,
1,000 . (catastrophes)
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8%i(p)

SiU

SiU

- 40 -

6 7,500

1,365,500

50

SV



956,900 . 500 39) 120
SiU , 250
SiU 25%
6 7,500 . 6.88:1

50 36)

2) IRC

1992
2 1996 6 5 37

IRC

35) 475 IASIU
36) Conning & Company, p8l.
37)
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2,600 14,950

101 26 10
, 30 10 50 , 10 50
100 , 35 100
39).,
SIU
. Index Bureau : ( )
< 5> (1996)
SIU 66 $2,000 - $116,900,000
Index Bureau 68 $1,000 - $ 9,000,000
54 $1,000 - $ 6,000,000
33 $2,500 - $ 27,400,000
SIU 15 $5,000 = $ 560,000
47 $500 - $ 350,000
12 $100 - $ 200,000
7 $2,000 - $ 560,000
101 $2,600 -  $149,500,000
S IRC, p.7.
1992 , 42%  10%(p)
17%  6%(p) 10%(p), 16%  1%(p) 5%(p)

21%

38)

- 42 -



3%

5%

, 8%

1992 1996

1999

, 24%
. 12%

39%

Index Bureau

(

)

82% 1999
, 10%

(SIV)

, 9%

2|t

Sl A|2F

B
RISEAFIEOIE
HEY|E

Inckeo Bureau | #
T =@

EE2|Ab a0

e

1 IRC, p 8.
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1) 39)

16>

(high-visibility prosecution) ,
(SIV)

< 16>

eluataiey iy 2ol _
FE|pE] e 2 _
EPREIE T
2 Madla iyl _
bl ALP od CH g e 2k _
plepase I
RYAZ A A EE _
AL Ap7 | EARRA ) A _
zpaiztel ez st |

Hegis Hoyg= T2 ME =2

. Conning & Company, p.88.

39) Conning & Company, pp.87-89.
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SiU 47%

, 21%,
15%
, D/ B ,
2) IRC
IRC
(detection) 80%
(deterrence)
65% 35%
56% .
IRC
SV
43%
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< 17>

100% 3
are H“"-m_‘__ i
ao% N i
Sy 19%
R | g
Ol % B =1 i
e OHLSEE H BT
BHL-HE EnX A%
Lo @ol F B
m i -""'_
a0 | g
o b
l:m 1
A Detection) = 2 18 4HE| (Deterrence) 22 21 8
. IRC, p.18.
(expert system)
, 35%
< 6>
(%)
) 56
43
/ 35
5
/ 4
11
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(deterrence)
47%

29%

27% ,

16% ,
15%

(%)

47

16

15

IRC
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SuU
DB SIU
) SiU
) , SIU
1 1 ( )
/ :
< 9>
Su/
DB
SuU
(Return on Investment : ROI)
(ROl 1 1993 5.66
, 1994 584 1995 6.88 40)
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ROl 1993 , 1995
631 , 784 , -
3.10 , 3.63

< 18> ROI

O =2 e ME-H I H

1893 1994

AU : Conning & Company, p.99.

- (cost-benefit)
?
(the optimal level of law enforcement)
Gray Becker
A1)
Becker
2

(1)

40) Conning & Company, pp99-101.
41)
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(costs from fraudulent claims)

e

(costs from fighting fraud)

< 19>

D% 25% Fo 50% f5% 100%

AR M P EEE A W R HEA U R

AU : Conning & Company, p.100.

(total costs to Insurers)

( Po)
(Co)
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(Po, Co)

ROI( )
25%
5.
IRC
3
76% SlU
(ROIl) 1995
- 3.63
42) 1992
: IRC, Fighting Fraud
43) SIU 1992 10%(p)
. SU
52 %,
SV

- 51 -

1996

42)

SV

43)

7.84

2

in the Insurance Industry, 1992.

25%(p)

1990



ROI

SIU
, 1999

, 10%
26%

- 52 -
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< 20 > SIU

1005

ara 8%

1983 1992 19498

IRC, p.2.

SIU
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1. (SIU)

’ d (KPMG
1993 Survey) )
44)

AHEH ciHg

ApmE FiR{9) abe

10

FrE L KPMG Suvey, 1983

17

44) Conning & Company, pp. 79-80.
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SiU

S) , )
(arson), ,
45)
SV
IRC (1996) 76% SU
,46) Conning (1996) 75%, -
48% SIU A7)
SiU
) SV (IASIU)
. IASIU 95% , 1992 1996
820 2,989 257% . IASIU
125 475 280%
, 475 SiU
SiU
45) http:/ / www 911.com/ fraud.html.
46) Conning & Company, pp.79-80
47) 1995 ICA's Survey 68% , 72% 1993

, 3 1 1995
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< 23> SlU
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’ w/ saving ,
i) i) L S'U
48)
SIU
1)
SV C

SV

, SIlU

SV

, Farmers Insurance
SIU . Farmers 250
10%
25
. SiU
(10,000 )
Fairman's Fund investigation
(Specid
Claims Service Group)
48) SiU IRC(1997), pp. 23-32.
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. CNA, Roya Zurich

. TIG
Prime Vendor program
TIG 60% TPA,
MAG
80%
TIG
SV
SV
Fireman's Fund Special Claim
Service Group
SV
SV
SV ,
NICB
. NICB )

. NICB
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69% SIU( sIU)
. 31% SU(  SIu)
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SV
SV
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. SlU )
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, 36%
SiU 35%
, 25%
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SIU , SIU 54%
5 ,21% 6 10 , 11% 11 25 , 10% 26 100 , 100
4% SIU 11% 1 5 , 20%
10 , 20% 11 25 ,3%% 26 100 , 100 14%
1992 1996 IRC SIU
3 4,200 SIU
1,213 , SIU 3,007
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e |
m'_ e
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2086
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Ak
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B 261008 W0 O &
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3 2
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90% SV
SIlU
(45%), ¢ )

(22%), (19%), (16%9

SIlU 3
, 3 6 19%, 6 9 14%, 9
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< 28> SIU referral
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84%
70%
67%
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44%
39%
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5) SIU

SV 81% , 67%
( ) , 63%
, 25%
< 29> SIU
1008
81%
213
&% -
dre
APk
F
m s 1?%
BalzMel 2y EEY Y EHTANSIUZY)  AREARNE 7Iet
SIU SIU 4 1
(Fraud Claims Law Specialist
FCLC) , (Certified Fraud
Examiner : CEF) 20%, (Criminal Justice Degrees)
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(Certified Fire Investigator : CFI)
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. IRC

< 32> SIU
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SV

(SIV)

87.8%

33>

(SIV)

007

e

A
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2L

2ir

FETT

ar.e%

12.3%

Q.05

SIlU

13.8%
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T
17.4% 13.8%

() 1996  SIU
(1997), (1998),
(1999) , 1 2
SiU
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11>

2

)

2

)

1

)

1

)

1996.6.2

1997.3.17

1998.10.19

1999.1.10

(

)

(

)

(

)

11999 10
2)
Siu
3
Siu
3
3
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(SIU)
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50)

SV

SiU

50) Siv)
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< 12>

60%
11%
6%
2%
21%

D2
2)
SIU 1999
4 22
SIU
1998 1999
373
80% SIU
), 1999 1 @3

51)

(1

6 )

303

10

1998

51)

2 @



SlU 30%
SlU
52)
< 13>
(
SIU (a) (b)
(c) (d) (e)
1998 | 183 3883 | 146 3,159 954 1,791 414
1999.6/ 190 3577 | 157 2,069 924 657 488
373 7460 | 303 5,228 1,878 2,448 902
1) 1998 2, 1999 3
2
. 1998 9 5 1999
9 2 100%
SlU
. 1998 1999
30% 35%
52) (RO
1 iU ROI( / )
FY’98 500%

- 76 -



SV 1998 70% 1999

55% . SiU
SiU
‘9 6
< 14>
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1998 79.8% 814% 30.3% 69.8%
19996/ 82.6% 57.8% 34.6% 55.3%
81.2% 70.1% 324% 64.1%

: 1998 2 , 1999 3
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< 15>
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1999.1-6 | 39 | 88 |135| 349 | 46 | 138 | 35 29 | 255 | 604
© 1997, 1998 2, 1999 3 ,
. 1997 210 1998
348 65.7% 1999 6 326
87.4%
< 16>
1997 210
1998 348 65.7%
1999.1-6 326 87.4%
1) 1998 2, 1999 3 .
2) 1999 (99 x 2 | 1998 )
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(American Insurance Services Group, Inc) NICB . AISG
Index System ,
PILR(Property Insurance Loss Register) 2
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NICB AISG
)
NICB ClaimSmart™
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1000 ,
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Central Index Bureau, Southwest Index Bureau

PILR(Property Insurance Loss Register)

. PILR 1980
, 1991
1000
SOSPLUS
Index PILR AISG
ADVANTIS(International Communication N etwork)
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, , PILR, Index System, ,
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Investigative Information System(I1S)

’ ’ ’

)
A-PLUS(Automated Property Loss Underwriting System)
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< 19>

(0) (1-3) (4-6) (7 )
0-5 25 88.0% 12.0% 0 0
6-8 29 75.9% 10.3% 10.3% 3.5%
9-11 30 13.3% 30.0% 33.3% 23.3%
12-14 26 154% 30.8% 26.9% 26.9%
15-17 13 154% 23.1% 154% 46.2%
18 4 0 25.0% 0 75.0%
Weisberg and Derrig
65 ( )
25
25 10
RZ
10 5
.5 2§ 0.65 .13
5 10
5 3 5
(accident) 2 (injury)
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5 14
9 5
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ARTICLE 4
INSURANCE FRAUDS PREVENTION

Section 401. Title; legislative declaration and purpose.
402. Insurance frauds bureau.
403. Prohibitions.
404. Procedures.
405. Reports.
406. Immunity.
407. Other law enforcement authority, powers and duties not
affected or impaired.
407-a. Special fraud studies.

S 401. Title; legislative declaration and purpose. This article
shall be known and may be cited as the ‘insurance frauds prevention
act".

(@ The legislature finds and declares that the business of
insurance directly and indirectly affects all sectors of the public,
business and government. It further finds that the business of
insurance, including organization and licensing, the issuance of
policies, and the adjustment and payment of claims and losses, involve
many transactions which have potential for abuse and illega
activities.

(b) The superintendent and the department have broad authority under
this chapter to investigate activities which may be fraudulent and to
develop evidence thereon. This article is intended to permit the full
utilization of the expertise of the superintendent and the department
so that they may more effectively investigate and discover insurance

- 156 -



frauds, halt fraudulent activities and assist and receive assistance
from federal and state law enforcement agencies in the prosecution of
persons who are parties to insurance frauds.

(c) Arson for insurance fraud is a particularly damaging crime
against  society, destroying lives, property and neighborhoods.
Insurance losses resulting from arson are reflected in higher premiums
charged to residents of this state.

(d) This article establishes a framework within which the
superintendent and the department can more effectively assist in the
elimination of arson for insurance fraud. That increased capacity,
together with a more effective monitoring of fire loss claims and
payments by the insurance industry through centralized reporting and
oversight, is intended to make it more difficult to perpetrate the
crime of insurance fraud by arson.

S 402. Insurance frauds bureau. (a) The insurance frauds bureau in
the department under the supervision of the superintendent shall be
continued. It shall be a qualified agency, as defined in section eight
hundred thirty-five of the executive law, to enforce the provisions of
this article.

(b) The superintendent shall have the power to designate employees
of the bureau as peace officers as defined in section 2.10 of the
criminal procedure law.

(¢) the superintendent is authorized to establish within the
insurance frauds bureau one or more units designated for the purpose
of investigating and preventing fraud in certain specified areas of
the business of insurance, and shall establish such a unit for
workers® compensation insurance frauds investigations. The
superintendent shall designate not less than ten employees as peace
officers pursuant to subdivision (b) of this section as staff of such
unit. The superintendent shall assign not less than two of the peace
officers  designated pursuant to this section to the fraud
investigation unit of the state insurance fund for such periods as the
superintendent shall determine for the purpose of developing and
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implementing the state insurance fund's fraud prevention and detection
activities.

S 403. Prohibitions. (a) In this article, "fraudulent insurance act"
means an insurance fraud as defined in section 176.05 of the penal law;
and the terms "personal insurance" and “"commercial insurance" shall have
the same meaning ascribed to them by section 176.00 of such law.

(b) For the purpose of section one hundred nine of this chapter, it is
a violation of this chapter for any individual, firm, association or
corporation subject to the provisions of this chapter to commit a frau-
dulent insurance act.

(¢) In addition to any criminal liability arising under the provisions
of this section, the superintendent shall be empowered to levy a civil
penalty not exceeding five thousand dollars and the amount of the claim
for each violation upon any person, including those persons and their
employees licensed pursuant to this chapter, who is found to have: (i)
committed a fraudulent insurance act or otherwise violates the
provisions of this section; or (ii) knowingly and with intent to defraud
files, makes, or assists, solicits or conspires with another to file or
make an application for a premium reduction, pursuant to subsection (a)
of section two thousand three hundred thirty-six of this chapter,
containing any materially false information or which, for the purpose of
misleading, conceals information concerning any fact material thereto.

(d) AIll applications for commercial insurance, individual, group or
blanket accident and health insurance and all claim forms, except as
provided for in subsection (e) of this section, shall contain a notice
in a form approved by the superintendent that clearly states in
substance the following:

"Any person who knowingly and with intent to defraud any insurance
company or other person files an application for insurance or statement
of claim containing any materially false information, or conceals for
the purpose of misleading, information concerning any fact material
thereto, commits a fraudulent insurance act, which is a crime, and shall
also be subject to a civil penalty not to exceed five thousand dollars
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and the stated value of the claim for each such violation."

(e) All applications for automobile insurance and al claim forms
shall contain a notice, in a form approved by the superintendent, that
clearly states in substance the following:

"Any person who knowingly makes or knowingly assists, abets, solicits
or conspires with another to make a false report of the theft,
destruction, damage or conversion of any motor vehicle to a law enforce-
ment agency, the department of motor vehicles or an insurance company,
commits a fraudulent insurance act, which is a crime, and shall also be
subject to a civil penalty not to exceed five thousand dollars and the
value of the subject motor vehicle or stated claim for each violation."

S 404. Procedures. (a) If the insurance frauds bureau has reason to
believe that a person has engaged in, or is engaging in, an act
defined in section 155.05 of the penal law, with respect to personal
or commercial insurance transactions or section 176.05 of such law,
the superintendent may make such investigation within or without this
state as he deems necessary to aid in the enforcement of this chapter
or to determine whether any person has violated or is about to violate
any such provision of the penal law.

(b) A person having material located outside the state and requested
by the superintendent may make it available to the superintendent or
his representative to be examined at the place where it is located.
The superintendent may designate representatives, including officials
of the state in which the material is located, to inspect the material
on his behalf, and he may respond to similar requests from officials
of other states.

S 405. Reports. (a) Any person licensed pursuant to the provisions of
this chapter, and any person engaged in the business of insurance in
this state who is exempted from compliance with the licensing require-
ments of this chapter, including the state insurance fund of this state,
who has reason to believe that an insurance transaction may be fraudu-
lent, or has knowledge that a fraudulent insurance transaction is about
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to take place, or has taken place shall, within thirty days after deter-
mination by such person that the transaction appears to be fraudulent,
send to the insurance frauds bureau on a form prescribed by the super-
intendent, the information requested by the form and such additional
information relative to the factual circumstances of the transaction and
the parties involved as the superintendent may require. The insurance
frauds bureau shall accept reports of suspected fraudulent insurance
transactions from any self insurer, including but not limited to self
insurers providing health insurance coverage or those defined in section
fifty of the workers' compensation law, and shall treat such reports as
any other received pursuant to this section.

(b) The insurance frauds bureau shall review each report and undertake
such further investigation as it deems necessary and proper to determine
the validity of the allegations.

(c) Whenever the superintendent is satisfied that a material fraud,
deceit, or intentional misrepresentation has been committed in an insur-
ance transaction or purported insurance transaction, he shall report any
such violation of law to the appropriate licensing agency, the district
attorney of the county in which such acts were committed, when author-
ized by law, to the attorney general, and where appropriate, to the
person who submitted the report of fraudulent activity, as provided by
the provisions of this article. Within one hundred twenty days of
receipt of the superintendent’s report, the attorney general or the
district attorney concerned shall inform the superintendent as to the
status of the reported violations.

(d) No later than January fifteenth of each year, beginning in nine-
teen hundred ninety-four, the superintendent shall furnish to the gover-
nor, the speaker of the assembly and the president pro tem of the senate
a report containing:

(1) a comprehensive summary and assessment of the frauds bureau's
efforts in discovering, investigating and halting fraudulent activities
and assisting in the prosecution of persons who are parties to insurance
fraud;

(2) the number of reports received from any person or persons engaged
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in the business of insurance, the number of investigations undertaken by
the bureau pursuant to any reports received, the number of investi-

gations undertaken not as a result of reports received, the number of
investigations that resulted in a referral to a licensing agency, a

local prosecutor or the attorney general, the number of such referrals

pursued by a licensing agency, a local prosecutor or the attorney gener-
al, and the disposition of such cases;

(3) a delineation of the number of reported and investigated cases by
line of insurance;

(@) a comparison of the frauds bureau’s experience, with regard to
paragraphs two and three of this subdivision, to the bureau’s experience
of years past;

(5) the total number of employees assigned to the frauds bureau delin-
eated by title and location of bureau assigned;

(6) an assessment of insurance company activities in regard to detect-
ing, investigating and reporting fraudulent activities, including a list
of companies which maintain special investigative units for the sole
purpose of detecting, investigating and reporting fraudulent activities
and the number of investigators assigned to such units per every thirty
thousand policies in force with such company;

(7) the amount of technical and monetary assistance requested and
received by the frauds bureau from any insurance company or companies or
any organization funded by insurance companies,

(8) the amount of money returned by the frauds bureau to insurance
companies pursuant to any fraudulent claims that were recouped by the
bureau;

(9) the number and amount of civil penalties levied by the frauds
bureau pursuant to chapter four hundred eighty of the laws of nineteen
hundred ninety-two;

(10) recommendations for further statutory or administrative changes
designed to meet the objectives of this article; and

(11) an assessment of law enforcement and insurance company activities
to detect and curtail the incidence of operating a motor vehicle without
proper insurance coverage as required by this chapter.
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S 406. Immunity. In the absence of fraud or bad faith, no person
shall be subject to civil liability, and no civil cause of action of
any nature shall arise against such person (i) for any information
relating to suspected fraudulent insurance transactions furnished to
law enforcement officials, their agents and employees; and (ii) for
any information relating to suspected fraudulent insurance
transactions furnished to other persons subject to the provisions of
this chapter; and (iii) for any such information furnished in reports
to the insurance frauds bureau, its agents or employees or the
workers compensation fraud inspector general, its agents or
employees. Nor shall the superintendent or any employee of the
insurance frauds bureau, in the absence of fraud or bad faith, be
subject to civil liability and no civil cause of action of any nature
shall arise against them by virtue of the publication of any report or
bulletin related to the official activities of the insurance frauds
bureau. Nothing herein is intended to abrogate or modify in any way
any common law privilege of immunity heretofore enjoyed by any person.

S 407. Other law enforcement authority, powers and duties not
affected or impaired. This article shall not:

(8 Preempt the authority or relieve the duty of other law
enforcement agencies to investigate and prosecute suspected violations
of law.

(b) Prevent or prohibit a person from voluntarily disclosing any
information concerning violations of this article to any law
enforcement agency.

(¢) Limit any of the powers granted elsewhere in this chapter and
other laws to the superintendent or the department to investigate
possible violations of this chapter and take appropriate action
against wrongdoers.

S 407-a. Special fraud studies. The insurance frauds bureau shall
undertake a study of trends in the incidence of frauds and in the
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methodologies of fraud detection and prevention in the area of
workers compensation insurance. Such study shall utilize available
data and experts from the area to be studied. Such study shall also
contain a review and assessment of the efficacy of utilization review
practices and protocols in the investigation of fraudulent activities.

The superintendent shall submit a report on such study to the governor
and legislature no later than August first, nineteen hundred
ninety-seven.

S 409. Fraud prevention plans and special investigations units. (a)
Every insurer writing private or commercial automobile insurance, work-
ers’ compensation insurance, or individual, group or blanket accident
and health insurance policies issued or issued for delivery in this
state, except for insurers that write less than three thousand of such
policies, issued or issued for delivery in this state annually, and
every entity licensed pursuant to article forty-four of the public
health law except those entities with an enrolled population of less
than sixty thousand persons in the aggregate and, except those entities
licensed pursuant to sections forty-four hundred three-a, forty-four
hundred three-c, forty-four hundred-d, forty-four hundred three-f and
forty-four hundred eight-a of the public health law shall, within one
hundred twenty days of the effective date of this amended section to be
promulgated by the superintendent to implement this section, file with
the superintendent a plan for the detection, investigation and
prevention of fraudulent insurance activities in this state and those
fraudulent insurance activities affecting policies issued or issued for
delivery in this state. The superintendent may accept programs and proc-
esses implemented pursuant to section forty-four hundred fourteen of the
public health law as satisfying the obligations of this section and
regulations promulgated thereunder.

(b) (1) The plan shall provide the time and manner in which such plan
shall be implemented, including provisions for a full-time special
investigations unit and staffing levels within such unit. Such unit
shall be separate from the underwriting or claims functions of an insur-
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er, and shall be responsible for investigating information on or cases

of suspected fraudulent activity and for effectively implementing fraud
prevention and reduction activities pursuant to the plan filed with the
superintendent. An insurer shall include in such plan staffing levels
and allocations of resources in such full-time special investigations

unit as may be necessary and appropriate for the proper implementation
of the plan and approval of such plan pursuant to subsection (d) of this
section.

(2) In lieu of a special investigations unit, an insurer may contract
with a provider of services related to the investigation of information
on or cases of suspected fraudulent activities, provided, however, that
an insurer which opts for contracting with a separate provider of
services, shall provide to the superintendent a detailed plan therefor,
pursuant to requirements set forth in regulation by the superintendent.

(3) Persons to be designated as special investigations unit members,
or those with whom an insurer contracts to provide such services, shall
meet the education and experience qualifications as set forth in regu-
lation by the superintendent.

(¢) The plan shall provide for the following:

(1) interface of special investigation unit personnel with law
enforcement and prosecutorial agencies, including the insurance frauds
bureau of the state insurance department;

(2) reporting of fraud data to a central organization approved by the
superintendent;

(3) in-service education and training for underwriting and claims
personnel in identifying and evaluating instances of suspected fraudu-
lent activity in underwriting or claims activities;

(4) coordination with other units of an insurer for the investigation
and initiation of civil actions based upon information received by or
through the special investigation unit;

(5) public awareness of the cost and frequency of fraudulent activ-
ities, and the methods of preventing fraud;

(6) development and use of a fraud detection and procedures manua to
assist in the detection and elimination of fraudulent activity; and
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(7) the time and manner in which such plan shall be implemented and a
demonstration that the fraud prevention and reduction measures outlined
in the plan will be fully implemented.

(d) (1) A fraud detection and prevention plan filed by an insurer with
the superintendent pursuant to this section shall be deemed approved by
the superintendent if not returned by the superintendent for revision
within one hundred twenty days of the date of filing. If the superinten-
dent returns a plan for revision, the superintendent shall state the
points of objection with such plan, and any amendments as the super-
intendent may require consistent with the provisions of this section,
including, but not limited to, staffing levels, resource allocation, or
other policy or operational considerations. An amended plan reflecting
the changes shall be filed with the superintendent within forty-five
days from the date of return.

(2) If the superintendent has returned a plan for revision more than
one time, the insurer shall be entitled to a hearing pursuant to the
provisions of article three of this chapter and regulations promulgated
thereunder.

(3) If an insurer fails to submit a final plan within thirty days
after a determination of the superintendent after the hearing held
pursuant to paragraph two of this subsection, or otherwise fails to
submit a plan, or fails to implement the provisions of a plan in a time
and manner provided for in such plan, or otherwise refuses to comply
with the provisions of this section, the superintendent may: (i) impose
a fine of not more than two thousand dollars per day for such failure by
an insurer until the superintendent deems the insurer to be in compli-
ance; or (ii) impose upon the insurer a fraud detection and prevention
plan deemed to be appropriate by the superintendent which shall be
implemented by the insurer; or (iii) impose the provisions of both
subparagraphs (i) and (ii) of this paragraph.

(e) Any plan, the information contained therein, or correspondence
related thereto, or any other information furnished pursuant to this
section shall be deemed to be a confidential communication and shall not
be open for review or be subject to a subpoena except by a court order
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or by request from any law enforcement agency or authority.

(f) For purposes of this section, the term "policies" shall refer to
individuals covered if coverage is issued on a group basis.

(g) Every insurer required to file a fraud prevention plan shall
report to the superintendent on an annual basis, no later than January
fifteenth, describing the insurer’'s experience, performance and cost
effectiveness in implementing the plan, utilizing such forms as the
superintendent may prescribe. Upon consideration of such reports, the
superintendent may require amendments to the insurer’s fraud prevention plan

as deemed necessary.
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Insurance Claims Privacy Protection Act

HR 1029 IH
105th CONGRESS
1st Session
To protect the personal privacy rights of insurance customers and claimants, and
for other purposes.
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
March 11, 1997
Mr. TOWNS introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Committee
on Commerce, and in addition to the Committee on the Judiciary, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned
A BILL
To protect the personal privacy rights of insurance customers and claimants, and
for other purposes. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of
the United States of America in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(8 SHORT TITLE - This Act may be cited as the ‘Insurance Claims Privacy
Protection Act'.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS The table of contents for this Act is as follows:

Short title; table of contents.

Findings.

Purposes.

Definitions.

@
o
S e

Limitations on disclosure of claims information to law
enforcement agencies.

Sec. 6. Separation of the functions of a crime bureau from the functions
of an insurance data support organization.
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Sec. 7. Coordination with State law.
Sec. 8. Enforcement.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.
The Congress finds that--

@

@

©)

@

®)

(6)

™

property and casualty insurers annually collect information pertaining to
the claims filed by millions of policyholders and other individuals;

this information is generally provided to industry organizations for the
purpose of assisting insurers to quickly pay a claim or, alternatively, to
determine whether a pattern of claim filings exists that warrants further
investigation;

there is a legitimate need for insurers to pool claims information among
themselves and to work with law enforcement agencies in order to assure
the integrity of the claims decisionmaking process;

while the insurance industry has historically taken strong and effective
measures to prevent the improper disclosure of personal claims
information to law enforcement agencies, it is now preparing to eliminate
those protections and provide individual claims information on innocent
individuals, as well as their doctors and lawyers, to law enforcement
agencies;

although insurance is generally regulated by the individual States pursuant
to the Act of March 9, 1945 (referred to as the ‘McCarran-Ferguson Act'),
and despite the fact that the National Association of Insurance
Commissioners has proposed model privacy legislation which has been
adopted in certain States and addresses the provision of individual
information to law enforcement agencies, the Association's model
legislation has not been enacted in most of the States and has not
prevented the insurance industry from proceeding with its current plans;
the unfettered disclosure of personal claims information by insurers to law
enforcement agencies on innocent individuas violates fundamental
principles of individual privacy and may result in intimidating individuals
in exercising their rights to file claims; and

in the absence of effective State regulation, a uniform rule, established
through congressional enactment, is the only method for assuring the
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protection of personal privacy rights.

SEC. 3. PURPOSES.
The purposes of this Act are--

@

@

©)

to protect the personal privacy rights of insurance customers and claimants
by making certain that property and casualty insurers do not improperly
provide personal information about innocent insurance claimants to law
enforcement agencies,

to establish clear rules for separating the operation of an insurance crime
bureau from the operation of an insurance data support organization in
order to prevent the inappropriate use of insurance claims information;
and

to establish strong and effective remedies for violations of this Act.

SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS.
As used in this Act:

@

@

©)

ALL CLAIMS DATABASE- The term ‘all claims database' means any data
collection system, electronic or manual, which obtains information about
property and casualty insurance claims without regard to whether there is
a reasonable belief that any specific claimant has engaged in any illegal or
fraudulent act.

CRIME BUREAU- The term ‘crime bureau' means any nongovernmental
organization which, in whole or in part, (A) investigates potentially illegal
or fraudulent acts with regard to property and casualty insurance claims,
or (B) shares information about such claims with any law enforcement
agency, absent a subpoena or court order; except that the term does not
include the activities of a property and casualty insurer.

INSURANCE CLAIMS DATA SUPPORT ORGANIZATION- The term
‘insurance claims data support organization' means any nongovernmental
organization which regularly engages, in whole or in part, in the practice
of assembling or collecting claims information about persons for the
primary purpose of providing information to property and casualty
insurers, self-insurers, or the administrators of an insurance program;
except that the term does not include the activities of a property and
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@

®)

casualty insurer.

PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURANCE- The term ‘property and
casualty insurance’ means every line of insurance, except life insurance
and health insurance, and includes, but is not limited to, automobile
insurance, homeowners insurance, and workers' compensation insurance.
PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURER- The term ‘property and casualty
insurer' means any person engaged in the business of insurance who
provides property and casualty insurance, either directly or through agents
or brokers.

SEC. 5. LIMITATIONS ON DISCLOSURE OF CLAIMS INFORMATION TO

@)

(b)

LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES.
DISCLOSURE BY PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURER AND CRIME
BUREAU- No property and casualty insurer or crime bureau may disclose
to a law enforcement agency any information pertaining to a claim unless
it is doing so--
(1) to protect the interests of the insurer or crime bureau in preventing or
prosecuting the perpetuation of fraud upon it;
or
(2) if the insurer or crime bureau reasonably believes that illegal activities
have been conducted by the individual.
DISCLOSURE BY DATA SUPPORT ORGANIZATION- No insurance data
support organization may disclose to a law  enforcement agency any
information pertaining to a claim unless it is doing so--
(1) to protect the interests of the organization in preventing or prosecuting
the perpetuation of fraud upon it; or
(2) to respond to a subpoena or court order.

SEC. 6. SEPARATION OF THE FUNCTIONS OF A CRIME BUREAU FROM

@)

THE FUNCTIONS OF AN [INSURANCE DATA SUPPORT
ORGANIZATION.
IN GENERAL- An insurance data support organization may establish and
operate an all claims data base and may establish a system for providing
claims information to a crime bureau for the purpose of detecting
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(b)

fraudulent or other illegal activities pertaining to specific claims or to
specific categories of claims where fraudulent or other illegal activities are
reasonably believed to have occurred; but an insurance data support
organization may not engage in the activities of a crime bureau.

CRIME BUREAU- A crime bureau may engage in activities designed to
prevent, suppress, and prosecute fraud, including, when otherwise
authorized by law, the conduct of appropriate investigations of claimants
and collaborative activities with law enforcement agencies, but a crime
bureau may not operate an all claims data base or collect claims
information, either directly or indirectly, that may result in the
establishment or operation of such a data base.

SEC. 7. COORDINATION WITH STATE LAW.

@)

(b)

IN GENERAL- Nothing in this Act shall be read as prohibiting any State
from enacting legislation establishing more stringent protections than are
provided in this Act for the privacy of information contained in property
and casualty insurance claims.

STATE CERTIFICATION- Without regard to the provisions of section 8,
any State may certify to the Attorney General of the United States that it
has established, through law or regulation, the same protections and
enforcement procedures that are incorporated in this Act. Upon approva
of that certification by the Attorney General, and publication of that
certification in the Federal Register, enforcement of this Act shall be solely
pursuant to that certification. The Attorney General may revoke a
certification for any material breach of its provisions.

SEC. 8. ENFORCEMENT.

@)

(b)

INJUNCTION- Any violation of this Act may be enjoined in any Federal
district court without regard to any jurisdictional amount otherwise
required. Such an injunctive action may be brought by the Attorney
General or by any private party.
CIVIL PENALTY- Any violation of this Act may also be subject to a civil
penalty of not more than $10,000.
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