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Tile: An Act relating to qualifications for Longevity Bonus payments.

Sponsor Representative Boyer
Requestor. Representative Boyer

Expendhrres/Revemies: (Thousands of DOI&-)

FISCAL NOTE®  y, |

Bill Version: CSHB
(H) Publish Date:

Department Affected: Administration
BRU: Division of Pioneers' Benefits
Component: Longevity Bonus Program

COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95
PERSONAL SERVICES 0 0 0 0
TRAVEL 0 0 0 0
CONTRACTUAL 0 0 0 0
SUPPLIES 0 0 0 0
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 0
LAND & STRUCTURES 0 c 0 0
GRANTS. CLAIMS 165.0 180.0 177.0 177.0
MISCELLANEOUS 0 Q 0 0
TOTAL OPERATING 165.0 1100 1770 177.0
CAPITAL

| REVENUE 0 0 0 0
FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL FUND 165.0 180.0 177.0 177.0
FEDERAL FUNDS 0 0 0 0
OT>fER 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 165.0 180.0 177.0 1770
POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0
PART-TIME 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0

Estimate ol current year impact None
ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page il necessary.) Cost is based on 40 new admissions over 65 years of age per month to Nursing Homes.

50% of these residents wil qualify under Ws bil in FY 92, decreasing each year thereafter. The number eligible in the future is self limiting uni
this bW (in 2028 eligible residents wil be at 00 years old).
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No. 2

STATE OF ALASKA f C Bill Version: CSHB 11 (STA)
1921 LEGISLATIVE SESSION ) publish Date: 4712791
Revision Date: ment Affected:  Health & Social Services
Title: "An Act relating to gual-i ficatlon for B /ASS|Stame

longevity bonus pay/rents.” Omponent -Alaska Longevity Bonus - Hold Harmle
Sponsor: Boyer
Requestor COMPONENT SERIAL NO.
Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY %2 FY 93 FY % FY % FY % FY 97
PERSONAL SERVICES 0 0 0 | 0 0 -0
TRAVEL 0 0 0* . 0 0 -
CONTRACTUAL 0 0 0 0 BB 1 =
SUPPLIES 0 0 0 . 0 N
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 0 k .0

D 4 STRUCTURES 0 0 0 J..A 07— 0
GRANTS. CLAIMS 0 0 0 . 0. J_ .0
MISCELLANEQUS 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL OPERATING 0 0o 0. 0 .0 0

| CAPITAL 0 + \]L \]L \]L
\ REVENUE . . JL JL JL JL
FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL FUND 0 0 ft - ¢ « 0 n
FEDERAL FUNDS 0 0 0 0 0. 0
OTHER 0 0 — 0 0. £
JOTAL 0 0 (A — 0-  meooemn R [ —
POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME 0 0 4 0 0 0
PART-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 .0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0. 0

Estimate of current year impact:

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)
There will be a srﬂall fiscal impact on a few OAAALB Hold Harmless cases, but the

amount 1S too small to forecast. \
Precared Bv; an L. Hansen A hj/ Phone: 465-3347
Division: ;fvst-Ion of pbw(Lc Assistance ~ Date: 2121/91

Approved by Commissioner; - Commissioner: Theodore A jka]rw-.Mmp,

Agency: .Department of Health anit service:. Date:
Distribution (by preparer): Legislative Finance. Legislative Sponsor, Requestor, OMB, 4 Impacted Agency/(ies).
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V1IUSE COMMITTEE REPOT"

(7)

Date Referred: April 11, 199] FURTHER REFERRALS: Finance
Date of Committee Action: *A- \H-A\

The HEALTH, EDUCATION AND SOCIAL SERVICES Committee considered: HB 11

HOUSE BILL NO. 11

LONGEVITY BONUS;NURSING HOME RESIDENTS

"An Act relating to qualifications for longevity bonus payments; and providing for an effective date."

RECOMMENDATIONS:
be replaced with

[ ] have attached amendments(s)
fv/~do pass

f ] do not pass

[ ] no recommendations

[ ] individual recommendations
[ ] additional referral to the

ADOPTS:

ATTACHES NEW FISCAL NOTE(s):

[><ffiscal impact

[ ] zero fiscal note

[ ] the same title
[ ] a new title

Committee
letter of Intent

(Dv) APPROVES PREVIOUS: Deptidate
[vj fiscal note(s) bQA Ul
W i zero fiscal Notefsln ASS



Services

& Social

PXPER/Dep”i tnient of Health

PO SITION

Committee Substitute for House Bill 11

"An Act relating to qualifications for longevity bonus payments;
and providing for an effective date."

Current state law prohibits the payment of Longevity Bonus payments
to persons who live in nursing homes. This bill allows Longevity
Bonus payments to be made to nursing home residents, if they
qualified for and received Longevity Bonus payments before
October 1, 1985, meet the other federal criteria which exempt the
bonus from being counted in the determination of Medicaid
eligibility, and are likely to need nursing home care for only 90
days or less.

Recently, the federal laws governing federal assistance payments

to nursing home residents were revised in a somewhat similar
fashion. The Supplemental Security Income (SSI) program now makes
full payment to short-term nursing home residents if they must
maintain a home to return to, rather than reducing their payments
to a minimal amount for incidental needs. This change in federal
law was in response to the same need that CS HB No 11 appears to
recognize: that short-term patients still have ongoing expenses of
home maintenance, wutility bills, etc, and it is not to their
benefit to deprive them of the financial ability to maintain the
residence that they will return to when their recovery is

accomplished.

There are two separate parts to the determination of Medicaid
nursing home eligibility that are relevant to this bill:

1. Financial Eligibility Determination. Each applicant must
meet rigid asset and income limits in order to qualify
for Medicaid. Many elderly Alaskans have retirement
income substantial enough to place their income within
$250 of the state and federal income limits. Anyone in
this group who receives a federally-exempt bonus
preserves their Medicaid eligibility because the exempt
bonus is not added to their other income; it is

disregarded.

Under state law , the "ALB Hold Harmless™ program
preserves the Medical .Assistance eligibility of anyone
who receives the countable (post- 1985) bonus, and who,
without this payment, would otherwise be qualified for
Medicaid. This program offers the same coverageas
Medicaid by simply substituting state funds for the 50%
federal matching funds of the Medicaid program.



Since private nursing home care in Alaska averages $5555

per month, it is obviously to Alaska's financial
advantage to avoid, wherever possible, removing
recipients from Medicaid and placing them under the Hold
Harmless program. By paying only federally-exempt

bonuses to nursing home residents, CS HB 11 would have
no effect on the Hold Harmless program.

"Post Eligibility”™ Treatment of Income

Once a nursing home resident is found eligible for
Medicaid, a separate determination is made of how much
of the patient's income must be applied to his or her
cost of care. Federal rules governing this determination
require that even income which is not counted in the

eligibility process must be contributed to the cost of
care.

Thus, a federally-exempt bonus will generally be applied
toward a Medicaid patient's cost of care. A $250 state-

funded bonus payment can reduce the net nursing home bill
which Medicaid must pay by $250. This is not to Alaska's
advantage, since it reduces by $125 per month the federal
Medicaid funds coming to the state and replaces it with
state general fund (Longevity Bonus) monies.

The federal Medicaid rules do, however, allow for certain

deductions from the gross income which is initially
considered available. Up to $736 per month may be
deducted for anyone who has a physician's certification
that he or she is likely to return home within six

months, and who is maintaining a home to return to.

This provision means that some of the Jlowest-income

M edicaid nursing home residents will be allowed to keep
the new bonus payments and apply them to home maintenance
costs. Higher-income Medicaid residents will have to
apply all of their new bonus payments to their cost of
care. Depending on how much other income they have, they
will be benefited less (or even not at all) by CS HB 11.
The bonus payments made under this Dbill will produce a
net savings to the Medicaid program, which will be
illusory savings, since what is saved in Medicaid, with
its 50% federal funding, will be paid with 100% state-
funded Longevity Bonus payments. (See attached fiscal

note for Medicaid.)



Position:

The department is sensitive to the long-standing objections
Alaska's senior citizens have had to losing their bonus payments
upon entering a nursing facility. Clearly, federal Medicaid law
and regulations are the sole cause of this problem. We have
unsuccessfully searched for innovative alternative solutions to
this problem, both in the mid-1980s and again with the development

of CS HB 11, and we are convinced there is no affordable
alternative that would completely eliminate objections. However,
CS HB 11, from our perspective, is a workable and reasonable

compromise which goes as far as Alaska can afford to go toward
continuing bonus payments to nursing home residents.

Division of Public Assistance

Theodore A. Mala, MD, MPH
Commissioner
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Requestor:

OPERATING FY 92
PERSONAL SERVICES 0
TRAVEL n
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ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)
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FISCAL NOTE ATTACHMENT April 15, 1991

CS HB 11

Reliable data that would identify the potential Alaska longevity bonus status (federally-
exempt or not) of individual private nursing home patients who receive Medicaid bhenefits

does riot exist.

However, from the case data we do have, we believe that it is reasonable to assume that
an average of only 5 recipients per month will meet all the following criteria:

1) Eligible to receive a federally-exempt bonus payment by having an open assistance
case and bonus recipient status prior to 1985, and

2) Physician-certified in a timely fashion as likely to return home within 90 days; and

3) Possessing other income high enough so that their total bonus payment will be
applied to their cost of care, rather than being available in whole or in part to be used
for home maintenance via the federal Medicaid maximum deduction for that purpose.

(It is likely that more recipients than these 5 may receive exempt bonus payments, but we
assume for purposes of this cost estimate that all of these additional recipients will have
a low total monthly income and a home to return to, so that they will be able to use their
bonus payments as part of their maintenance deduction. Therefore, no part of their bonus
payments will be applied to their cost of care.)

The bonus payment system recently began applying its retrospective eligibility rules to all
its recipients. The effect of this change is that most bonus recipients who enter a nursing
homa will receive two months of bonus payments after admission. With this change, CS
HB 11 will add only one month of new bonus payments to be contributed to the cost of

care.

The FY92 cost savings to Medicaid are $5000: 5 recipients/month x 12 months x
$250/month w3 = $5000; $2,500 federal, $2,500 state funds. For FY93 and following,
we assume that the number of affected recipients will remain constant, and that the amount
of the bonus will remain at $250 per month. Therefore, the savings will remain constant
in future years.

[Note: There was a fiscal note, dated 2/25/91, showing that HB 11 had a significant fiscal
effect on the Medical Assistance BRU, ALB Hold-Harmless component (0231). The changes
made in this CS remove all effects on the ALB Hold Harmless program.]



Alaska ibtate Uegi'tflaturE FAIRBANKS
REPRESENTATIVE 1098 L AKEVIEW TERRACE
MARK BOYER FAlRB%\%%’ %é‘_%ﬁ'%ggml
HOUSF. FINANCE COMMITTEE JUNEAU
OX V
STATE CAPITOL
UNE(A ALASKA
$ouffe of Eepcesentatibes
MEMORANDUM
DATE April 16, 1991
TO: House HESS Committee Members
FROM: Representative Mark Boy__
RE: CSHB 11 (State A ffairs)
You will have CSHB 11 (State A ffairs) before you tomorrow in
the House HESS Committee and | wanted to brief you on the
issue, since it is a complicated one. There should be
sufficient back-up in your bill file, so I won't duplicate it
here. CSHB 11 (SA) would allow nursing home residents to

qgualify for a longevity bonus payment.

in qualifying for the longevity bonus payment, senior citizens
must have met a number of requirements and criteria, at both
the state and federal level. Receipt of the longevity bonus
causes some problems for many elderly in meeting the federal
determination of income eligibilty wunder the Supplemental
Security Income section, which is part of the Federal Social
Security Act.

Prior to 1984, the longevity bonus was exempt from the

determination of income eligibility at the federal level. But
the federal law changed in the fall of 1984 to include the
bonus as income. This put many seniors in nursing homes over
the income lim it allowable to qualify for Medicaid. Currently
the Medicaid facility budget exceeds $138 million and provides
funding for many seniors needing nursing care. A fter
extensive debate the Legislature decided that a blanket
disqualification of all nursing home residents was needed to

comply with the new federal law.

Since 1985, the Department of Administration has received

frequent complaints from seniors about the loss of the bonus
upon entering a nursing home. Approximately 600 people are
affected by this law each year. Although, federal law allows
those seniors who were on the program prior to 1985 to exclude
the bonus from income calculations, when the state changed the
law, few apparently realized that this exemption existed. The
state failed to acknowledge that seniors who had received a

Sponsor 6-M"emen-*T- n



Page Two
CSHB 11 (State A ffairs)

bonus prior to 1985 actually were eligible to <continue

receiving the payment. The Department of Administration now
feels that those seniors should indeed receive the bonus and
that the Legislature should consider this change this session.

CSHB 11 (State A ffairs) would allow seniors to continue to
receive a bonus for up to 3 months (90 days) after entering
a nursing home. The majority of elderly entering a nursing
home stay for less than 3 months. For example, a 67-year-old
man may have broken his hip and been moved from the
residential side of the Pioneer Home to the nursing home wing.

However, this man will only be in the nursing home wing until
his leg mends and then he will return to the residential wing
of the home. Upon entering the nursing home wing his bonus

payments stop.

Recognizing that the average stay in a nursing home was three
months, the federal government recently changed the federal
law to allow seniors to retain their bonus without being

disqualified for other federal programs. The language in the
State A ffairs CS would bring our law into conformity with the
federal statute. Both the Department of Administration and

the Department of Health and Social Services are in agreement
that CSHB 11 (State A ffairs) 1is the best route to take.

I would appreciate your support of this legislation. I firmly
believe that the small number of seniors affected by this
change are among the most needy and fragile of our seniors and
that we have the opportunity to rectify a wrong inadvertently
committed against this group.

If you have additional questions, please contact me or Alexis
M iller of my staff at 465-3467.
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FROM:

Prank S. Baxter DATE: August 29, 1990 *
ngmmmsmner

artment of Administration FILE NO:

the b
ggram prior to 1985 N0 cost estim have been prepared,
t program receipts to
e
0

much of the cost can be recovere
FiAoBeers Homes. The fiscal impact of the entire package

1
€ positive.

James J,, Pox TELEPHONE: 465-4400 AP
Deputy Commissioner N
SUBJECT: Statute Revisions
Barhara Baghony Director
Division of 51-pneers’ Benefits
David Teal
Deputy Director
Division of Pioneers' Benefits
Department of Administration

Given the restr|ct|ve langua g and time frame of your memorandum

regarding legislative pro PO als, | hesitate to submlt the attac ed

Packa e,” In mu oP nion, there is ng "vita| nee for ch an

hat udgment s 10T ¥ou to make. The packa% s not curr a

IS not réady to submit to tJae vaernors 0 {fl bu WI|| d al

| can td meet the standards and the dead{ine if uodu believe the

proposals merit conside rat|on | will need several days notice In

order to prepare an acceptable package

Thera are additional housekeeping changes which would ease the

thansmon to p}r]op(féd regulat |on agd wo add|t|0n g |cy

changes. that _s % INco po J the ru ry
suggestions. The major changes are scusse below

1) AS 47.45,140 states that a person who makes a false statement

) to recejve a bonus ha IOb d|squa?f|ed from and make

restitution to t evit onus 8ramu on onV|ct|on
arnmdemea or, epr ram out|ne 1Squ If es P e
collects trom m W hou prosecdtion.. Approxim _
recipients couI be affected annua% Wlt annual osts—m
the form of foregon 0 ection 0 change Js ade—of as
much as $250,00 0sal _a opt Ianguage sim ||ar to that
Rovernmg Permanent FUH D end operations, which allows a
earing dnd appeal to the co but ‘does not require crimina
prosecution.

2) Recipients Iose the bonus UP rmr% a nursm% home. This
ituation is a source equ co laints from about 600
ffected ree|p|ents ederal Iau low s those who_were on the
rogram émor to 2{ mcu thT bonus from income
lculations for medical andot soclal benefits. Proposal:

onus to nursing home res ents who were on the
tes
as
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The law was amended during the 1985 sessro of the Alaska Legislature to make
the Longevity rgonus unavar?abre to nursrng ome resﬁents J

Followi he Ianatro for the passage of the Jaw as provjded In a_letter
da (yv ISgne Ztl E) to ar[] ursi 9 h) esidents #rom 309c Hunson Director
0 vision of Ploneers' Benefits:

ou may know, the. Ie islature passe islation this year that
res O|ts |ny Iscontinu tron ?pﬁ EIas?(ga E )é

Tt ongevit onus

resident nursrn% home% cIusron (f‘ lPlre h to resr

ents of private n rsrnegr omes to residents  of e nursin
ome wings. of the Pioneers' Homes. . Qur rec s show that Xou ar

such a résident; as a result, we erI be una e to continue Sending
you bonus payments.

ISR, BRIt A TE SRS A, TR g
s oud explain as e reasons for th |s ecision

nursing home eQé
squtron to.a very d
potential evils.

ue to a sRecraI exe ption . In_federal Iaw the orrgrnfrl lon ev%
onus was not counte as mcom wen déeterminin grbrr
assistance pro ra n ntal Soclal Secyrity hSS

Age Assistanc and car As a resuft, ‘wne nee
P rsons rece ved the onus ea/ would not Iose thesje other
ectigns. Fr the original bonts p %ra foun uncons ItH
tlonal, federa law _ was™ change so t the onus mu no e
counted élsa ncome for these ro rams hrs chan%e In era

resented an extremely da or certain. nur
esr ents |f r ceip tyofd tﬂg bonu ma e them |bq ?
ar woul una le to r main In nursm ? but rec |g
0 te nlus wou not e neak eno %y or the care t Iy

US| Iﬁ)ossrb eared 0 be the most equitable
%rc r%%fem—the Iesser of a nurﬂger of

needed. vae tﬁ d? overnment dete
mrneg hat eve an In VI ua eIr e for %h nus EH 0Se not to

BBPXd it a d wouﬁ{ thererﬂ one[%) ?nelrgrbtje for mee |rrT:]§|d tc)T %\se trﬁe
onus would harm these individuals severely.

The tatu S ecr Committee on the .Alaska Lon Bon s and t
egrs ature t a Cfutr]on to t(hrs dSJﬁﬂ cu?t%W hte |ch woqu
e the eas[t mfu all the wa}/] aré) B ere was nQ ger ectf
sou lon. The e islature recognized that by and large resrd nts o
srn home cerve substantial tate a |s nce for their care,
er throuﬁ] tat de partici atron ical m rrvate ursrn
mes o ou rect su t n t e loneers’ Homes %
% care or eacn rec T;ﬁren‘ s rpes |S. between $400
ear. 0SS o eder partrcrpatr \

ge H‘fo medrca
ﬁcrprent N expense Gg ehater than t?a tate cou ord
the “legislature recognized™ that some individuals contribute to these



hl h h the full f
monh et s SOMMOLPOTS 8 PSRN ot
Wi hout the bon

The Ie%|slature was also aware that the bonus has hlstoncaII been
navallable to certain |nd|V|duaI8 0 are not I|V|ng Ind e en

those In mental Institutions those o are InCarcera ed
contn%utrﬁlasort r tcgge 0 cu3|onsm|s Séetlﬁdﬁtéhea D gnrgt r
P % ?he %onus IS mtje)rPd% 90 assist senlor Easkans
Yﬂ%’es en dently. The nursing home exclusion Is an extenS|on

As » result of all these considerati the legislature concluded
tha the most equita qe so ution wou%qsbe o e 8 (! nursin H
sqents rom rce“Jl t[h onus. ore ua rotectlo rasons
te e |slature conc de]d that 1t must den ée nus o nursm
ome esl dents, whether teg recelved icaid fA
reso t echusmP the bonus c(? qo ave the ef ct of dis-
qualifying |nd|V|duaIs rom critical medical care.

recognize that I ss of the bonus may seem harsh to those of yqu
\\A/\ﬁo?t v% recelved t In the ast an[H/ ret ﬁtat we are una/tﬁ
tﬂ contin e sending it to However, h)t ary motiv t|on of
the . leqislature was’ to e:n re that no one I%st edical” care é at was
|t|ca 0} surV|va xclusion from the onu program
tes] dication to ensure tfh?t ea sen or Ahas
rowde Wlt the a5|c necessl e oflife. If loss of onus
gans tha re no longer a topay  the monthi Vz rent
P|oneers1 Ho e the home manager WI|| adjust the rate with you

our bonus |s terminated and |f ryou are g [a resident of a
nu Ing home, please contact the program immediately.

The members of the staff of the Lon evit Bonus Program _have
{/e}/ed our assoclation and con\ac tg ﬁ}r U In_the past. If you
k

e e o o Sl s e s

uture, and you again become ellgI%P for t onus.
Sincerely,

Division of Pioneers' Benefits



AuguEt 30, 1989

The Honorable Dick Eliason
Alaska State Senator

P.0O. Bor V, MS 3100

Juneau, AK 99811

Attn* Ms. Sandy Perry-Provost

Dear M3. Perry—Provostt

As you requested, what follows 1is a written version of my
telephone response to your query.

In 1985 the Longevity Bonus legislation was amended to exsmpt
nursing home residents from receiving the Longevity Bonus.”The
reasons Tfor this action goes back to the fact that the feu~rrjtl
government now counts the bonus as available income toAllAlaska
residents who are at least 65 years of age when deternujiitrg
eligibility for assistance programs. This occurs whether ox not
the bonus has been applied for and resulted in the loss or
reduction of certain federal benefits to some persons 1in need.
Additionally, the "hold harmless™ provision in the 1985 amendment
meant that the State would pay the difference in lost or reduced
Supplemental Social Security benefits, Old Age Assistance and
Medicaid to persons not living 1in nursing homes.

The loss of Medicaid to persons in nursing homes presented a
larger problem because the amount of the bonus placed recipients
over the income limit for receiving Medicaid, and meant that
because of cost, they would be unable to remain in the nursing
home and receive the* care they required.

The cost of assuming the lose of federal participation for
Medicaid recipients in nursing homes was greater than the State

could afford. It was therefore necessary to determine a method
of precluding the federal government from counting the bonus as
available 1income. For that reason the legislature had to make

the bonus unavailable to Medicaid recipients in nursing hornets.
The constitutional requirement for equal protection made it
necessary to exclude all people who reside in nursing homes.
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Senator Dick Eliason, August 30, 1989, Page 2

The members of the legislature recognized that this was not the
perfect solution to this difficult problem, but also recognized
that residents of nursing homes generally receive substantial
State assistance for their care, either by State participation in
M edicaid in private nursing homes or through direct support in
the Pioneers7 Homes.

The legislature in the/end determined t~iat the removal of the
bonus to all nursing home residentswa's the least harmful and
moat equitable Bolutioiv:---~ h ~ udec<3lon has been questioned in
each session of the legiaiat\lre since it was enacted, but no

other effective solution has yet come forth.

I hope this answers your question. Though it referred
specifically to/Ms. Thelma Boddy, the answer pertains to Ms.
Boddy and all/others who are similarly situated.

Contact yd if you have further concerns.

Sincerely,

James H. Chase
Administrator
Longevity Bonus Program



SOCIAL SECURITY ACT~8 1612(bX2) 543

a.) In determining the income of an individual (and his eligible
there shall be excluded-

- (J)subject to limitations (as to amount or otherwise) prescribed
Tby the Secretary, if such individual is a child who s, as
determined by the Secretary, a student regularly attending a
school, college, or university, or a course of vocational or
technical training designed to prepare him for gainful employ—
ment, the earned income of such individual;

@@ the first $240 per year (or proportionately smaller
amounts for shorter periods) of income (whether earned or
unearned) other than income which is paid on the basis of the
need of the eligible individual, and

(B monthly (or other periodic) payments received by any
individual, under a program established prior to July 1, 1973 (or
any program established prior to such date but subsequently
amended so as to conform to State or Federal constitutional
standards), If () such payments are made by the State of which
the individual receiving such payments isa resident, (i) eligibili-
ty of any individual for such payments is not based on need and
is based solely on attainment of age 65 or any other age set by

) —
—

¢ *ry

P.L 81-171, "Housing Act of 1919".§521(aXIXB). (C). and (E), Vol. Il, p. 325; and
P.L.69-117. "Housing and Urban Development Act of 1965", 8101, Vol. Il. p. 546.
| Set P.L.95-133, [Yakima Indian Nation or Apache Tribe of the Mescalero Reservation], §2. with
raped lo exclusion from income and resources of certain judgment funds; Vol. H. p. 691.
See P.L 95-198, [Pueblo of Santa Ana Indians, New Mexico], §6, with respect to an income and

iwources exclusion applicable to the Pueblo of Santa Ana Indians, New Mexico: Vol. Il. p. 695.
See P.L 95-199. (Pueblo of Zia, New Mexico Indians), §6, with respect to an income and resources
exclusion applicable to the Pueblo of Zia Indians, New Mexico; Vol. I, p. 696.

See P.L. 95-557, "Housing and Community Development Amendments of 1978", §1I(Xb), Vol. II,
Ip. 696, with respect to exclusion from income of services (hut not of wages! provided to a public
housing resident or to a resident of a housing project assisted under the "Housing Act of 1959"
(P.L 35-372, §202; Vol. Il, p. 473).

See P.L. 97-35, Title XXVI, "Low-income Home Energy Assistance Act of 1981", §2605(0, with
respect to exclusion from income and resources of home energy assistance payments or allowances;

Vof U.p.730.

See P.L 98-432, "Shoalwater Day Indian Tribe—Dexter-by-the-Ssa Claim Settlement Act", §5<e),
with respect to exclusion from income and resources of certain judgment funds; Vol. Il, p. 783.

See P.L. 98-500, "0ld Age Assistance Claims Settlement Act', §8, with respect to exclusion from
income and resources of certain judgment funds; Vol. Il. p. 784.

See P.L. 98-602, Title I, [Wyandotte Tribe of Oklahoma], §106(d), with respect to exclusion from
iincome and resources of certain funds distributed per capita; Vol. Il, p. 785.

See P.L. 9?7 130. (Mdewakanton and Wahpekutc Eastern or Mississippi Sioux], §8, with respect to
exclusion rrom income and resources of certain funds; Vol. Il, p. 786.

See P.L 99-146, [Chip.-ewas of Lake Superior], §6<b). with respect to exclusion front income and
resources of certain funds; Vol. Il, p. 786.

See P.L. 99-264, "W hite Earth Reservation Land Settlement Act of 1985”, §16, with respect to
exclusion from income and resources of certain judgment funds; Vol. I, p. 793.

See P.L. 99-346, "Saginaw Chippewa Indian Tribe nf Michigan Distribution of Judgment Funds
4ct". §6(b), with respect to exclusion from income and resources of certainjudgment funds; Vol. II,

p. 813.
See P.L.99-377, [Chippewas of the Mississippij', §4(b), with respect to exclusion from income and
eesources of certain judgment funds; Vol. Il. p. 814,

See P.L. 100-139, "Cow Creek Band of Umpqua Tribe of Indian Distribution of Judgment Funds
let of 1987", §4(hx6), with respect to exclusion of henefits as basts for denial of eligibility; Vol. U, p.
>42.

See P.L. 100-383, [An Act to implement recommendetions of the Commission on Wartime
Relocation and Internment of Civilians], §§105(fX2) and 206(dX2l, with respect to exclusion from
ncome and resources of certain payments to certain individuals; Vol. Il, p. 901.

See 31 U.S.C. 3803(cX2XC), with respect to benefits not affected by P.L. 100-383; Vol. I, p. 167.

See P.L. 100-407, “Technology-Related Assistance for Individuals with Disabilities Act nf 1988",
;105, with respect to the effect of financial assistance under that Act; Vol. 1. p. 902.

See P.L. 100-409, "Federal Land Exchonge Facilitation Act of 1988", §5, with respect to the efTect
mithis Acton P.L.92-203 or P.L. 96-487; Vol. Il. p. 904.

See P.L. 100-411, [Lund Claims of Coushatta Tribe of Louisiana], §2(dX3XB), with respect to the
fleetof per capita payments; Vol. 11, p. 904.

See P.L. 100-581, (Indian Reorganization Act Amendments), §§501, 502(bXI), nnd 503, with respect
Oexclusion from income and resources of certain judgment funds; Vol. Il, p. 918.
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the State and residency in such State by such individual, and (iii)
on or before September 30, 1985, such individual (I) first becomes
an eligible individual or an eligible spouse under this title, and
(ID satisfies the twenty-five-year residency requirement of such
program as such program was in effect prior to January 1,

(3)(A) the total unearned income of such individual (and such
spouse, if any) in a month which, as determined in accordance
with criteria prescribed by the Secretary, is received too infre-

ntly or irregularly to be included, if such income so received

s not exceed $20 in such month, and (B) the total earned

jgcome of such individual (and such spouse, if any) in a month
which, as determined in accordance with such criteria, is re-
ceived too infrequently or irregularly to be included, if such
income so received does not exceed $10 in such month;

(4)(A) if such individual (or such spouse) is blind (and has not
attained age 65, or received benefits under this title (or aid
under a State plan approved under section 1002 or 1602) for the
month before the month in which he attained age 65), (i) the first
$780 per year (or proportionately smaller amounts for shorter
periods) of earned income not excluded by the preceding para-
graphs of this subsection, plus one-half of the remainder thereof,
(ii) an amount equal to any expenses reasonably attributable to
the earning of any income, and (iii) such additional amounts of
other income, where such individual has a plan for achieving
self-support approved by the Secretary, as may be necessary for
the fulfillment of such plan,

(B) if such individual (or such spouse) is disabled but not blind
(and has not attained age 65, or received benefits under this title
(or aid under a State plan approved under section 1402 or 1602)
for the month before the month in which he attained age 65), (i)
the first $780 per year (or proportionately smaller amour s for
shorter periods) of earned income not excluded by the preceding
paragraphs of this subsection, (ii) such additional amounts of
earned, income of such individual (for purposes of determining
the amount of his or her benefits under this title and of
determining his or her eligibility for such benefits for consecu-
tive months of eligibility after the initial month of such eligibili-
ty), if such individual's disability is sufficiently severe to result
in a functional limitation requiring assistance in order for him
to work, as may be necessary to pay the costs (to such individual)
of attendant, care services, medical devices, equipment
prostheses, and similar items and services (not including routine
drugs or routine medical services unless such drugs or services
are necessary for the control of the disabling condition) which
are necessary (as determined by the Secretary in regulations) for
that purpose, whether or not such assistance is also needed to
enable him to carry out his normal daily functions, except that
the amounts to te excluded shall be subject to such reasonable
limits as the Secretary may prescribe, (iii) one-half of the
amount of earned income not excluded after the application of
the preceding provisions of this subparagraph, and (iv) such
additional amounts of other income, where such individual has a
plan for achieving self-support approved by the Secretary, as
may be necessary for the fulfillment of such plan, or
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