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Elindness Evelteiions — Potentizl Pickle Cgses -

To: ALY Céunty Welfare Directors - Letter No. 8i— 33

DISABILITY. E\:A_U;.Eozcsmmi REEXAMINETIONS =

a

The purpese of H"5 Tetter is to discuss blindness evaluaticns for potential
Pickle beneficiaries (£11 County Welfare Director's Letter (ACWDL) No. 83-74);
1o emphasize the necessitvy of disabilitymr&examinatioﬁs and of translstors for
non-English speaking individuals;’ anu wo--ztdress various QUGSulOHS gha» have‘
arisen regara“r« 1sab_11uy eval proced"res. ' B

1

Under existing Depertment of Social Services (DS3) Disability Evaluation
Division (DED) procedures, when a biipd individual has previously been
cetermined diszbdled or is over the zge of 65, DED does not perform a
blindness evzlustion unless the individual is emploved. These procedures
vere established subseguent to the repezl of the special income deduction in

-

-

September 1632, Thal repeal elimineted the finenciszl =zdvantezze to a blind

beneficiary unless . the Deneficiary is entitled t¢ z dedvetion for work
expenses in accordance with Title 22, CAC, Section 50551.%4., Therefore, no

rezson to perform 2 blindness evzluztion existed.

Fowever, certezin former S3SI1/SSP recipients mey continue to be eligible for

nc share of cost Meci-Cal under the Pickle Amendment to the Social Security

tet. In order to determine if an imdividual is eligible zs z Pickle
meneficiary, counties must perform certein calculstions based on the
zpplicable SSI/SSP pav:ent level. DBeceuse blind individuzls zre entitled to
2z higher SSL/SSP Pavmen level than Giszbled or zged persons, when former
SSI/SSP blind recipients are evaluated for Pickle eligibility under Lvnch v.
Fenk (ACL 83-74), the calculations must reflect the higher ceyment 1eveis.

Thereiore, the countzes must identify DED potenticl Pickle beneficizaries
wne are currentily blindg regardless of zge or disebility stztus., To do so,

“the notation Yrickle Person™ should bte made on the MC 22% in Section 11,

"CwD FRepresentetive Comments”. This will ensure that DED will pursue g
tlindness determination even though eligibility zlready EALSbS due to zge or
disebility rairer then returning the csse without evaluation.

Disepilitv Reeyzminstions

Ii has come to our zwtention thet the number of county welfzre depzriment
referrgls Lo DED for reexamination pursuvant to an esteblished disebility
reexaminetiicn Czte hes decreesed substantially.




e e e : ) )

Beexaminations zre scheduled by DED irn cazses in which the beneficiary’s
condition is erpected Lo remain disadling st least 12 months but mey be.
expected to improve, or in which z previocas SSA determinaticn esteblished a
reexamination dzte. -

txample: An applicant is severely injured in an automobiie accident. He
temperarily lost the use of his legs. Eowever, with surgery and extensive
phvsical therapy, he is expected to regain partial use of his legs in '
zpproximately 18 months. DED will schedile a reexamination in 18 months to
cetermine if his improvement terminates his disability statws.

Counties must resubzit & DED reguest on the reexamination date. Some bene-
ficiearies refuse t©o participate in the-reexamination process. If a2 penefi-
ciary fails, withoul good casuse, Lo cooperszte by completing the necessary
forms, the beneficizry should be discontinued. If a beneficiary cooperates,
he/she continues Lo be considered disszbled and,. therefore, eligible until
ine reevaluation Dy DED is completed. If, on the other hand, you forget to
recuest a DED reexzmination, the beneficiarv!'s disapility steaius is
wmsupporteble, Tnls cowld result in guality control citations.

b

When disebilityr stetus 1s established by the Social Security Administration
1SEL) for Title IT disebility recipients, SSA is responsible for reguesting
the reexaminaticn. However, the counly must verify that Title I dissbility
status continuzs after that reexamination. Therefores, counties should sub-
zit form Ch 810 or SSA 1810 to SSA for verificeiion of Titie IT diszability
znd reguest both thz diszbility onsel dzte and the reexaminstion dete. The
cisability cnssl Cate estizblishes the anterior limit of 3 disgbled appli-
cant'ts eligiZiiity. Toe reexaminstion dzte must be recorded in

.the case fils To verify eligibility lzter.

DED has reguested thet when g referral is zaCe for an indivicual who does
ot speak Emglish, the name and telephons number of & friend or relztive of
the applicant who can sci as translztor e included if possiblie. This

i1l assist DED In expediting the evsiuation process.

Suestions znd inswers et

Below 1s & 1ist of freguently. asked . guestions end their answers on aissbi-
lity status ani verificetion theat mev be helpful to you.

when 2 Medi-Czl zpplicziion incdicates that an SSI/S5P or Title I epplica-
tion has zlso Seen macde, must the cointy submit the entire disability
eveluation refzrrzl packsge to DID?



Inswer:

Yes. Under previouas procedures, when DED uate Programs rece-ved a request
for disebility evaivetion on an individuzl who had & peniing SSI/SSP-or
Title TI epplicetioz, Stete Programs wouid contact the DID appropriate-. -
federal Eranck and adopt the disabilily determination prepared for the
S8I/SSP or Titie 71 czse. It was not necessary for the county to submit the o
entire dissbility eveluation package to DD Staite Prograzs 2s no separate
disability evaination was performed. However, DED federal branches are - L
currently experiencing a backlog due to the e*;ec;s-of the court - L
order in Lopez v. HeckPer, Submission of @ complete pacxage-vernuts :
State Programs to perform an evaluetion if it appears thet the == -
federal progrez will not complete their evzluation guickly. DED no 1onger
zccepts incompiete disability packagesfor any reascn. (ACL 83=88) - -

Jestion 2:

Do disability verification requirements cpolv for dﬂsab;ed Ramos IR :
beneficiaries when: (1) they zre-in the Textended eligibility™ category; = -
znd, (2) their SSI/SSP eligibility was disconiinved for a rezson other than
cessatlion of disgdiiity? :

TesSDoOnse:

If the resson for terminztion of SSI was cther yhan cessztion of d“Sabllluy,
1:: incdividuzl mex copnitinue to be consicersd disgbled for Hedi~-C&l Only.
Sowever, subject ©o the changes listel in the next response, disability
stetus gheulc 2 verified through SSA, znc 2 notstion sheuld be made in the
cese record thel CissDility statis was nol terminated. {(Title 22, CAC,
Section 50167) - : S _ .

Questicn 31
e Cisadbility determinzticn is z DD =zdoption of z prior

v delerminstion, does an SSE discontinuence of
il mean loss of Medi-Czl elligibility?

|—t
LER]

-4
{n
(1
fad
o
b

0

dezl is po longer

v siztus is terminzted, the
f no other iirzege © xists, Medi-Czl

es. However, if Title I or XV lSEDlL,bY pzyment is
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k’:en an epplicest is umder. 65 and is “eéeiving Title IT (OASDI) and
Fficient verification thal the individuzl is diszbled?

Responses: :
Ro. - Mere receipt of Title IT and Medicare is net proof of cisability,
because:-- - Hedicare diszpility criteriz are not used in Hedi-lal, and
(2) Title II ‘estitiesent could be i o** olc age or survivorskip. Instead,
these entitlemsnts sugcsest potentiszl &sability which comties showld
explore. ('E:_t_e 22, CAC, Sectionm Su"”'B) '

-}

Qj.;estio 5:
DuES 50167(23(1)(C) permit presumptive eligibility for persons who receive
both Title I znd MeGicsare pending cosiact with Socisl Securi y? (It should

'tf

be noted that Title IT Socizl -Securitiy checks no losger identify the basis

PRl

upon which the beselit is being paid, e.g., DIB.)

No. Since thes cizeck no longer stzves ithai payment is for aisability, the
zoplicant must _:Jressnt other verificztion, e.g., grant sward letter, written
stetement from SS2, ete. (Title 22, C{&C, Section 50167)

Ousstion &

‘Wnen zre counts welifare departments raguired to reverify dissbility?
Section 581635() resuires verificatic: whengver there is 2 change.

>
o

2SDONSE

- -2 —_— F L T o N, . —_—— - - o m— _— il o g g
C"JLJ"_U es must revarifly disebility vmcsr The following conditions:

1. When & simnificant change in the bepeficiary's physiczl concdition is
reporied Sy the bensficiary.

2. When ihe bensficiary becomes extioyed, his/her Titlie I disebility
cezsss, €8,

2. Wnen z D2 r=erzzinztion is reaZred.








