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, DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES 

4 0  NOR'I'If PEAIZI, 5'1'121CIC'I', A L B A N Y ,  NEW YOItK 12243 

J 3 A R B A R A  H .  BLUM 
Pornmissioner  

TO: Commissioners of Social Services 

p n  Admin i s t ra t ive  D i r e c t i v e  i s  a  wr i t t en  c:ommunic:ation 
t o  l o c a l  S o c i a  1 S e r v i c e s  D i s t r i c t s  prov id ing  d i r e c t i o n s  
t o  be f o l l o w e d  in the admin i s t ra t ion  of publ ic  a s s i s t -  
a n c e  and  c a r e  programs1 

TRANSMITTAL NO.: 81 ADM-14 
[~edical Ass I stance] 

SUBJECT: Order of the U.S. District Court in the DATE: Apr i l  13, 
Case of Calkins et. al. v. Blum 

SUGGESTED 
DISTRIBUTION: All Medical Assistance Staff 

Effective Immediately 

CONTACT PERSON: Any questions concerning this release should be directed to your 
Medical Assistance County Representative by calling (800) 342-3715, 
Extension 4-9141. 

I. PURPOSE: 

The purpose of this Administrative Directive is to advise local 
social services districts of the Order of the U.S. District Court 
for the Northern District of New York in the case of Calkins et. al. 
v. Blum and to direct local social services districts to take appro- 
priate action which will be necessary to carry out the requirements 
of that Order. 

11. BACKGROUND: 

In January of 1974, New York State entered into an agreement, with 
the Social Security Administration, for the determination of eligibility 
for medical assistance for individuals in receipt of Federal Supplemental 
Security Income benefits and/or State Supplements thereto. 

In January 1977, the Department of Health, Education and Welfare 
implemented regulations regarding eligibility determination for SSI- 
related medically needy applicants and recipients for states in which 
persons eligible for SSI were automatically eligible for Medicaid. 
The Department of Health, Education and Welfare did not advise the 
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States as to the nature of the required changes, nor did they issue 
implementing instructions. 

On August 29, 1980 New York State terminated its eligibility 
determination agreement with the Social Security Administration, 
and as such, is no longer in a position in which it is believed 
that these regulatory requirements are applicable. 

111. PROGRAM IMPLICATIONS: 

In the Calkins et. al. v. Blum Decision, the U.S. District 
Court for the Northern District of New York established a class 
of individuals who are affected by the Order. The class may be in 
receipt of or eligible for Medicaid benefits for the medically needy 
in New York State, are aged, blind or disabled and reside with their 
spouses and/or minor children. In addition, their spouses and their 
minor children who reside with them are considered members of this 
class. 

For members of this class, the Court has decided that for the 
period prior to the termination of the State SSA eligibility deter- 
mination agreement, the Department's failure to use SSI budgeting 
methodology to determine medical assistance eligibility for medically 
needy aged, blind and disabled persons was illegal. The Department's 
failure to provide these persons with a choice ofmethod between SSI 
determination and the determination applicable to families and children 
where there is no SSI relationship was similarly illegal. 

The Court ordered the Department to give notice to local social 
services districts that for August 1980 and the three months preceed- 
ing August they will be required to review the eligibility of all active 
medical assistance cases and all denials during this period of time to 
determine whether any members of the class were affected. 

The Court further ordered that after notification of class members 
who were affected and upon their request, local social services dist- 
ricts shall provide the members of the class with their choice of 
budgeting methodologies between the SSI budgetary method and the method 
used to determine medical assistance eligibility for families and 
children where there is no SSI relationship. In addition, the Court 
ordered that local social services districts must inform the class 
members of the results of the computation under the different budget 
methodologies and allow them to make an informed choice of the method 
which is preferable to them. 

IV. REQUIRED ACTION: 

As a result of the Decision and Order in Calkins et. al. v. Blum 
a number of actions are required on the part of local social services 
districts. These are as follows: 
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A. Identification of Affected Class 

Local social services districts shall review all under- 
care excess income medical assistance-only cases which 
were active in the months May, June, July and/or August 
1980 and all denials for those four months to determine 
whether there are any members of the affected class in 
either of those two groups. This would include both 
individuals whose eligibility as a result of utilization 
of a six months excess continued through any of the four 
months previously mentioned and individuals who applied 
in September, October and November for retroactive 
coverage during the May-August period. (It should be 
noted that there was an increase in medical assistance 
eligibility levels on July 1, 1980 as well as an increase 
in Social Security benefit levels on that same date.) 

In the event that any members of the affected class are 
found upon this review, the local social services district 
shall provide them with notification by May 15, 1981 of 
their membership in the affected class and that upon their 
request,within45 days of the date of the notice, the local 
social services district will redetermine their eligibility 
for medical assistance or the amount of excess income 
which will be applied toward the cost of their care, using 
the methodologies required in the Court Order, and provid- 
ing them with their choice of category. (Required letter 
attached.) 

Upon the verbal or written request of the affected class 
member, the local social services district shall determine 
eligibility on the basis of the requirements in the Court 
Order. The verbal or written request shall be considered 
an application for medical assistance and entitles the 
applicant to all the rights of any other applicant for 
medical assistance including timeliness of decision, notifica- 
tion of decision and right to Fair Hearing. 

The local social services district shall determine the eli- 
gibility of members of the affected class according to the 
requirements of the Court Order based on the information in 
the original application for medical assistance upon which 
the request is made as well as any additional information 
which is necessary to properly determine eligibility. 

In the event that the affected class member does not feel 
that the re-computation is beneficial to him, he should be 
allowed to withdraw, in writing, his request for re-computation 
at this point. 



5. Local social services districts shall keep records of 
the number of members of the affected class identified, 
the number of notifications and dates sent, the number 
of requests for reconsideration which are made, any 
withdrawals and the results of the reconsiderations, 
such as, newly established eligibility or changes in 
the amount of excess income. 

B. Recomputation of Eligibility Under the Requirements of the 
Court Order 

There are three basic types of cases which are affected 
by the Court Order in Calkins v. Blum. These are as follows: 

1. Two parent households with children where one or both of 
the parents are aged, blind or disabled. 

2. Single parent households with children where the parent 
is aged, blind or disabled. 

3. Couples without children where one member of the couple 
is aged, blind or disabled and the other is not. (SSI 
Cash Recipients and their families are not members of the 
class. ) 

Following are the procedures which are to be used for each 
of the three types of cases which are affected by the Court 
Order. 

1. Two parent households where one or both parents are aged, 
blind or disabled and minor dependent children are present 
must be budgeted according to SSI budgetary methodology in 
determining the eligibility of the SSI related parents. 
This is accomplished by using the medical assistance income 
exemption level for a two person household after income has 
been allocated according to SSI rules and appropriate dis- 
regards have been given. 

a. Both parents are SSI related -- 

Where both parents are SSI related, all earned 
and unearned income of both parents, after the dis- 
regards contained in Department Regulation Section 
360.5 for aged, blind or disabled persons are given, 
is used against the medical assistance income standard 
for a two person household in determining the eligibility 
or the amount of excess income of both of the SSI parents. 

In determining the medical assistance eligibility of 
the entire household, family size is determined by count- 
ing the number of children in the application in addition 
to both parents and establishing the appropriate medical 
assistance income standard according to that family size. 



After the application of any disregards in Depart- 
ment Regulation 8360.5 which apply to ADC related 
individuals or to children (including work-related 
expenses from earned income and including the income 
of the children, if any) the net available income is 
compared against the medical assistance income stan- 
dard for the appropriate household size. The eligi- 
bility of the SSI related parents or the amount of 
their excess income to be applied toward the cost of 
medical care is dependent upon the SSI determination. 
The eligibility of the children or the amount of their 
excess income to be applied toward the cost of medical 
care is based upon the determination for the whole 
family against the rules which apply to families and 
children. One or both of the parents may opt to be 
included with the children. (For sample budgetary 
methodology, see Example la.) 

b. Two parent households with children in which only 
one parent is aged blind or disabled -- - 

In the event that all the income of the parents 
belongs to the SSI-related parent, eligibility is 
determined just the same as it would be in the pre- 
vious section la. The only difference is that only 
the SSI related parent's eligibility or amount of 
excess income is dependent upon this determination. 
The non-SSI-related parent and children's eligibility 
is dependent on the determination for families and 
children. 

In those instances, where the non-SSI related 
parent has income, it is necessary to allocate a por- 
tion of that income for the support of the children. 
This is accomplished by first allocating $119 per month 
($104 prior to July 1, 1980) to each child. This allo- 
cation comes first from the unearned income of the non- 
SSI related parent and then from the earned income of 
the non-SSI related parent. This $119 or $104 figure 
is offset on a dollar for dollar basis by any income 
which the children have. 

Once the allocation process is complete, any 
remaining income on the part of the non-SSI related 
parent is deemed to the SSI-related parent. This income, 
both earned and unearned is combined with the income of 
the SSI related parent and appropriate SSI disregards 
according to Department Regulation Section 360.5 are 
applied to it. The net available income resulting from 
this method of calculation is then compared to the two 
person medical assistance income standard in determining 



eligibility or the amount of excess income to be 
applied toward the cost of medical care of the SSI 
related parent only. 

In determining the eligibility of the remain- 
ing household members which include the non-SSI 
related parent and the children, the family household 
is established to include the SSI-related parent, the 
non-SSI related parent and the children. The appro- 
priate medical assistance income standard for house- 
holds of that size is obtained. The income of all 
household members is considered by the methods shown 
in Department Regulations Section 360.5 which are 
applicable to families and children. The eligibility 
of the remaining family members is based on this 
determination, in the event that they are all related 
to a Federal category of assistance. In the event that 
the non-SSI related parent cannot be related to a 
Federal category of assistance, it may be necessary to 
conduct a third determination to show whether that 
parent is eligible for public assistance. (For sample 
budgetary methodology, see Example lb.) 

2. Single parent household with children in which the parent 
is aged, blind or disabled -- 

To determine eligibility for medical assistance for a 
single parent household in which there are children and in 
which the parent is aged, blind or disabled, all of the 
earned and unearned income of the parent is considered. 
After appropriate SSI-related disregards according to Depart- 
ment Regulation Section 360.5 are deducted, this income is 
compared against the medical assistance income standard for a 
one person household. Eligibility or the amount of excess 
income available to meet the cost of medical care of the SSI- 
related parent is based upon this determination. 

The eligibility of the children is determined by estab- 
lishing a family household which includes the children and 
the single parent who is SSI related and again, using the 
income of the parent and any income of the children according 
to applicable Department Regulations. After exemptions and 
disregards which are applicable to families and children are 
placed against this income, net available income is compared 
to the medical assistance income standard for the appropriate 
family size to determine eligibility or the amount of excess 
income to be applied toward the cost of care for the children. 
(For sample budgetary methodology, see Example 2 )  

3. Childless couples in which one member is SSI related and one 
member is not -- 



In determining the medical assistance eligibility 
of the SSI-related member of a couple in which the 
other individual is not SSI related, all of the income of 
both members is considered, using SSI disregards accord- 
ing to Department Regulation Section 360.5 to establish 
the available income. Once this net available income is 
established it is compared against the medical assistance 
income standard for two persons to determine the eligi- 
bility or the amount of excess income to be paid toward 
the cost of medical care for the SSI related member of 
the couple only. 

To determine the medical assistance eligibility of 
the remaining member of the couple, the income of both 
members is again considered using the appropriate exemp- 
tions and disregards in Section 360.5 of Department 
Regulations for non-SSI related individuals. If the 
remaining member of the couple is not federally related, 
that individual's eligibility is determined on the basis 
of eligibility of the household for public assistance. 
(For sample budgetary methodology, see Example 3.) 

C. Additional factors of eligibility determination under SSI bud- 
ge tary method . 

Medicaid resource levels for the appropriate household 
sizes are used in making these determinations. Resources 
of SSI related parents as well as non-SSI related parents 
would be combined and used in determining the eligibility 
of the SSI related parent or parents against the appropriate 
resource exemption levels for households of that size. 
These same resources would then be applied against the 
resource level, either MA or PA, for the entire family house- 
hold according to the size of the household. 

2. Exempt resources such as homestead, automobile and personal 
property are not duplicated. Only one homestead can be 
exempt as well as essential personal property of the indi- 
vidual or family household. Resources which are exempt under 
the SSI related determination are also exempt under the ADC 
related determination. 

3. PA Standard of Need budgeting (Aitchison v. Berger) is 
applicable in determining the medical assistance income 
eligibility level for both SSI related and non-SSI Federally 
related members of the family household. 

4. In some instances as a result of the distribution and amounts 
of income, and the relationship between the medical assistance 
eligibility levels for households of various sizes it may be 



possible that parts of some households will lose 
eligibility rather than gain additional eligibility 
as a result of the SSI budget methodology. For 
example, as a result of a previous surplus income 
determination for the SSI-related parent, the spouse 
and children gained eligibility. It is possible, 
that if the amount of spend-down is reduced for the 
SSI-related parent, but not for the spouse and chil- 
dren, they might not gain eligibility. In this 
instance, if the parent opted for the reduced surplus, 
he might become liable for some or all of the care 
paid by Medicaid for the spouse and children. 

In those instances where different parts of the house- 
hold change eligibility status as a result of use of 
the SSI budgetary methodology, the situation should be 
explained very carefully to the applicant/recipient to 
assure that he chooses the option which is most bene- 
ficial to him. 

5. This budgetary methodology is also to be used in those 
instances where members of the affected class are con- 
sidered to be part of the same household although one 
is living outside the household in a medical institution. 
For the six month period used when both members of an 
applicant couple are SSI related and for the one month 
period used when only one member of the couple is SSI 
related, this budgetary methodology takes precedence 
over that which was previously used. 

D. WMS/MMIS Instructions 

Special instructions will be communicated separately to 
districts active on MMIS as of May, June, July and August 1980 
(Chemung, Nassau and Washington counties and New York City.) 

All other districts should process or adjust medical claims 
for affected cases according to local procedures in effect May- 
August 1980. 

E. Paid Medical Bills 

Local social services districts shall maintain a list of 
affected class members who have paid medical bills for this 
period of time. Instructions for processing will be forwarded 
as soon as they are available. 

~uss\ell Schwartz 
Deputy Commissioner 
Division of Medical Assistance 



ATTACHMENT 

Dc?srtment of Social  Services 

Date: 

Under t h e  t e r m  of tlie Order of t h ~ :  U.S. D i s t r i c t  C0u.d f o r  
t!:a !:oi-i;iwrn D i s t r i c t  of 1Jc!! Yorl;, i n  Cal?;ins v. 9l.un we have 
itlelitified you. 3s .m indi,riciual !-:!.lo n i ~ h t  be . ~ f . f e c t e ~ ~  123' t h e  
CQQ& O r & r  in r e l a t i on  t o  your (deli izl ; /ei~ @ibi . l i ty)  f o r  i:~edical. 
x s i s t a n c e  f o r  Elap, June, J u l y  o r  ,Iumst l9:;O. 

If you r!is!l t o  have y9v.r e l i g i 5 i l i t y  re-corp.tec1 f o r  t he  
:-lonths of ' lay, June, Ju lg  o r  :l~qps.t 1980 under t h e  terms of t h e  
Cow% Orde??, plw.se s o t i f y  this agency 2 t  

~ ' i t h i r !  4.5 clciys of t he  date of t h l s  ~ o t i c e .  It aay be necessary 
f o ~  you t o  povid.e zddit iond- information f o r  us t o  properly r* 
coilpute your eligibil.i+-7. I f  t h a t  i s  t h e  c x e ,  ve .:.:ill inforn  
;-oc 1s t o  'tl?e i:?for:?xtion ~!hich i s  required, i f  any. It i s  
possible,  xi a f eau l t  of t h e  terms of t h e  C m r t  Order, t h a t  you 
i r i l l  gain addi t ional  e l i g i b i l i t y  f o r  medic 21  ass i s tacce  f o r  
t h a t  period through t h i s  reco:-qutat,ion. You v i l l  be offered a 
choice of ~xthor ls  of conyutation and be 2ble t o  se lec t  t h e  
inethod which r e s u l t s  i n  treatment nost favorable t o  you. 

Sincerely, 



Assume resocrces a r e  within MA l eve l s  and categor ical  
requiremefit s a re  met. 

M r .  and N r s .  Adarns are  an SSI r e l a t ed  couple applying 
f o r  medical ass is tance along with t h e i r  two children aged 
18  and 20, M r .  :\dams has a soc i a l  secur i ty  benef i t  of $300 
per  month f o r  himself and h i s  wife i s  employed with gross 
earnings of $100 per  nonth. The chi ldren have no income. 
The MA income exemption standard is  higher than t h e  PA 
standard. of need. 

To deternine e l i g i b i l i t y  of Mr. and Mrs. Adams using 
SSI budgetary methodologj. 

M r .  Adarns income 
SSI disregard 

Mr. Adams ' count able 
Mrs, Adams ' countable 

MA income l e v e l  f o r  2 
surplus 

Mrs. 

5.00 

Adams income 

To determine e l i g i b i l i t y  of Adams family using AD2 
budgetary methodology, see budget work sheet  attached, 





I n  t h e  event t h 3 t  they riish a re-co.nymt~tion under t h e  
tcrrns of t h e  Court Order, !4r. 2nd i~lrs. JLctsr?s viio arc: 3SI- 
re?ater_! can be e l i g i b l e  for* ;ned.ical ass is tance u i t h  a suq3lus 
of $5.99 ?cr. nonth b;r choosing the oytion of using the  SSI 
bud.getary nethod. Their two chi ldren have surplus of $170 
per  rnoxth t o  be met before becociing incom e l i ~ i b l e  f o r  Ild. 

I f  e i t h e r  14r. o r  Xrs. Xdams o r  both were t o  opt t o  be 
included ~ 5 t h  t h e i r  children,  they :rould have a $170 surplus. 
Hr. and/or b k s .  .?,dai;ls, s ince  they have a choice of categorx 
can olpt t o  be covered un6er t he  SSI budgetary txthod or  t h e  
!nethod :-3ich a m l i e s  A .. t o  fs ic i l ies  nnd chil.c!ren. T1-e chi ldren 
do not have such A choice. 

The surplus of $5.09 ?er nonth mci the  si~.l-;?l-us of $1-73 
per  r:o~zth a re  inrle2endent szd q p l y  only t o  those indi.vidusls 
:.Am w e  cowred u??der t he  spec i f ic  determination Anich yie2.d~ 
t h s t  surplus. I ~ c u r r e d  cos t s  of rxd ics l  care by indi- duals 
can be used t o  reduce their-  surplcs  an(' a l so  t he  s u r ~ ~ l u s  of: 
those persons t h o  w e  a..lso c?.e;nenden-l; on t he  s m e  source of 
incone, If M r .  o r  Xrs. ; d w s  o r  thei-r ci?ild.ren rrere t o  incur 
a ? 5.80 i:iedic::l b i l l ,  tiiris .:.:ouLd e l i r ~ i n z t e  t h e  $5.00 per 
:?onth s u q h s  snd rnc:itl.ce thc $1.7:3 surplus t o  3-65 f o r  t he  
current  :;:ant 11. 



.issume resources a rc  \ r i th in  ;I,\ 1-emls and c d , e ~ c r i c a l  require- 
uents a r e  net. 

r l r .  and "Irs. i tk ins  and t h e i r  t?ro c!lildren a p l y  f o r  -1eclrica1- 
sss is tancs .  EIr, .itl:ins i s  d i s lb led  2nd receives O i S D I  of $309 
per month. !ks. ~ i t k in s  i s  employed and earns !;500 per month. 7 ~ c i  
of t h e  chi ldren has an OASDI dependent's benef i t  of $75 per ~ o n t h .  
The :.I\ income exenption stanrqsrd i s  hisher  than t h e  PI standard of 
nsed. 

To determine e l i g i b i l i t y  of Kr, Atkins using SSI bvdgetary 
methodology: 

F i r s t  t o  determine 3rs. itlcins contribu-Lion: 

Child's a l loca t ion  
Child 's  incoae 
Mrs. Atkins ' eontr ibut  i on  

chiJdren 
Tot a1  s l l o c  zt ion 
Mrs. . i tkins ' incoxe 
' i l l o c ~ t i o ~  t o  chil$.rr;r? 
3a lmcz  
SSI disregnr? 
I3alwce 
-2 reysincler 
. . , ,rs. .itf:ins a c m t r i b u t i m  

Then t o  6eter:dnc ; ;r. rtkins ' incow: 



f ce~lon C: 
&WED INCOME 

s MO. Inc. (Swc. 81 
' .- 
I 

SJtaro tncomw Tarr - 
&City Incomo Tax 

7.Soc. kc. (FICA) 45- 
8.6urt Ord. Support Poy. I 

i '\ v - ." * ^* % 9.Work Relotwd Expenses f 
FNP Spec. Work Exp. . sao) 

beunion Duws 

a c.Toots.Liconso Fww,etc 
- - ~ E ~ + N Y s  Disability Ins. I 

2 I 

S € C T ~ O N  G; MONWLY INCOME A V A I L A H L E  FOR 
CONTRIBOTIO~ TO-UARO COST OF MED~CAL t i i s l e  

- - 

1. Mwthed for FNP or f P Stondard o f  Need 

0. Total lncomw (Swction E3) 

b. Taro1 Nwwd (Swction FBI 

t. Awi l .  Monthly Incorn. (o less b) 

2. Method for FP Non-Stondord of N w d  Trow Ceswr 

/ 3. Computation of 6 month Surplus for Inpotiwnt Core !FP only) 

lFmm Swe.G,lc NO. ACPLICANY 

A V A I L A ~ L L J  
I 

I 
- - - 

NET INCOME h ~ / ' ~ r l N e t  Annual Inc. I 1 

h.Hea1th Ins. Prwmium (SwcE31 x 1 2  = X.25 = I 
I I 1 1 I 

;.Othwr (spwci fy) net  ANNUAL INC. l Annud Nood(kcF8 x 12mos.) I Excess ovrr P A  516 - I 



I n  thl: event t h z t  they v i sh  a re-computation tjnder t h e  
t e r n s  of t h e  Court Order, E'ir. .Itlcins, an SSI r e l a t ed  indivi- 
dual  can be e l i g i b l e  f o r  illedicaid by use of surplus income 
of $11.00 per  month. ilrs. i t k in s  mc! the  chi ldren could only 
become e l i g i b l e  a f t e r  u t i l i z a t i o n  of $&ld per  month of s u q l u s .  

;tr. ;tkins could be included in the  budget f o r  t h e  e n t i r e  
fsmily (although it i s  unl ikely  t h a t  he ~rould do so) and then 
he would be subject  t o  t h e  $4lG per  month surplus,  also. 

If he opts f o r  t h e  $11 per  month surplus and coverage 
a s  an SSI - re l~ ted  Terson, h i s  medical expenses would be used 
toxard h i s  surplus an6 the  s u q l u s  of t he  r e s t  of t h e  family. 
Their medical expenses would be used tovsrd reducing t h e i r  
surplus  and a l so  t he  s u n l u s  of Xr. .ltkins. 



Sin,gle Parent - SSI related ~ 5 t h  child(rzn) 

- Assume resource and categorical e l i g i b i l i t y  - 

Hrs. Baker i s  a disabled single 2arent ?rho has income of 
$250 Ter month O.lSDI income and $150 per nonth Yorker l s Cow 
pensatiofi as  a r e su l t  of a job related injury, Her chi ld  has 
an CtZST)I denendent ' s bencf it of $70 Fer nonth. She applies 
for FI.1, in  July l7SO. The I ?  l income e-remption standard i s  high- 
e r  than the  P.1 standard of need. 

To determine the  e l i g i b i l i t y  of I~~~~ Baker using the SSI 

) budet ary aethodolo~y. 

Xrs. Bdrer t s O.?SDI Income $250 

SSI Disregard 

one person ::A l e ~ r e l  
2:rcess per month 

To detemine the  el i ,qibi l i ty  of 2lrs. 3&er and her chi ld  
using illC b u d p t  ? q r  i:cthodoioz: 



SJtoto Incomo Tax 2 Yothod for f P Non-Stondord of N o d  Typo Cases 
I 

3.Grosr Adi.lnoomo (1 - 211 1 
4.F.d hcomo Tax 

&City Incomo Tax 

7.Soc. k c .  (FICA) 

8,burt Ord. Support Poy. 
, . , ,  

9.Work Roloted Expensor / %%,, 

, %,. . 

FNP Spec. Work Esp. 
O * I ~ C .  $40) 

b.Union Duos 

10. AvoiIobIo Monthly I n a n e  (a Ioss d) I 7 a 8 1 

b. Tot01 N o d  (Section Fa) 

C. Avoil. Monthly Incomo (o loss b) 

3. bmputot ion of 6 month Surplus for Inpotimt Coro !FP only) f 
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I n  t h e  event; t h a t  she r;i.shes a re-cori-+&~ltion m d e r  t h e  
terms of t he  Court Order, lks. Baker v:ho is 2n 5SI-related 
individual  caii be el ipibl-e f o r  11ndical a s s i s  Lance r:ith n sure- 
plus  of Sr/1 per  ~1orit5 by using t he  SSI budgetnry method. 
Xer ch i l d  can be e l i g i b l e  ~ i i t h  a s u q ~ l u s  of $26 per  r.ionth, 

iIrs. Baker m y  opt t o  Se iilcluded i:if.h 5 e r  ch i ld  (and 
i n  t h i s  instance probably x i l l )  and ava i l  hersel f  of t h e  
smaller surplus of Z.33 per  inonth. 

Once t h i s  option i s  t,&en, t h e  $2S snrplus becomes con- 
t r o l l i n g  and iIrs. Baker and her chf ld  mst j-iicur t h i s  anount 
i n  nedical ezTenses before becorniqq e l i g ib l e  f oy filediczl 2s- 

sistaiice. The $71 s u q l u s  i s  not used a t  n l l  under t h e  o$S.or? 
~rhich Mrs. Raker h-zs chosen. 



Cou;?lc i n  :rhich one inc'ividual Fs SSI-related m d  t h e  other 
i s  not. 'issune resource 2nd categor ical  requirements a re  
:net. 

Ilr. snc! 1.1s. Col l ins  aro a married couple, ages 67 and 
63 respectively.  Yr. Coll ins  receives xi 04SnI benef i t  of 
S30Q per  month. ilrs. Coll ins i s  e;.nplo:red, 3 houys per  day 
x i t h  gross earnings of $250 per  l-!~onth. Tney res ide  i n  
2lbany County and pay $1 50 per  nonth f o r  r en t  j.nchding 
heat. 

I k .  Col l ins  incone $332 :Irs. Col l ins  incone $?5O 
S3I disregard - - TQ SSI d i s r e ~ s r d  - 65 
; Ir. Coll ins  countable C3C3 1 G 5  
- :rs. Coll ins count 2ble 3:?. 50 1 - - 

2 - 93.50 
37?. 513 $ 93. jo 

incorle l e v e l  f o r  ? -- -L~??.90 
, S U ~ , S ~ U S  r_, 



I v w v  

ZShol tor I / ro 



I n  the  event t h a t  he wishes a re-comptation under the  
terms of the Court Order, M r .  Collins i s  e l ig ib le  f o r  idedi- 
caid with no surplus as an SSI-related person. 14rs. Collins 
i s  ine l ig ib le  and since she i s  not a Federslly par t ic ipat ing 
individual, carnot spend-down t o  reach e l i g i b i l i t y ,  Only i n  
the event of hospitalization could i !rs . Collins becone el igi-  
b l e  f o r  using catastrophic i l l n e s s  lsudgeting. 




