STATE OF VERMONT

HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re ) Fair Hearing No. 17,089
g
)
Appeal of )
| NTRODUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals a decision of the Departnent of
PATH termnating his and his wife's eligibility for VHAP-

Phar macy benefits due to excess incone.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. The facts are not in dispute. The petitioner, who
is 80, lives with his wife, age 77. They both receive Soci al
Security benefits that total $1,462.74 per nonth. They al so
recei ve Medi care, which does not cover prescription
nmedi cations. They both have very high prescription drug
costs.

2. Following a March 1, 2001 review of their
eligibility, followed by a second review on May 7, the
Department notified themthat they were no | onger eligible for
VHAP- Phar macy because their income was in excess of the
maxi mum of $1,452 for a household of two. However, they were
found eligible for V-Script, a programthat, unfortunately,

requi res nore onerous co-paynents.
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3. The petitioner does not dispute any of the figures
used by the Departnent. However, at the hearing in this
matter, held on June 7, 2001, they were advised that they are
categorically eligible for Medicaid and that they should check
with the Departnent to determ ne whether they incur uncovered
pharmacy and ot her nedi cal expenses in excess of the spenddown

anount for that program

ORDER

The decision of the Departnent is affirned.

REASONS

Under the VHAP regul ations, all unearned incone is
i ncluded as countable income for eligibility. WA M 8§
4001.81(c). There are no deductions for nedical expenses in
t he VHAP prograns.

The Departnent is correct that the petitioner and his
wi f e have countabl e incone of $1,462.74 per nonth. The
maxi mum for eligibility under the VHAP-Pharnmacy programfor a
t wo- per son househol d is $1,452 per nonth. P-2420 B (6).
Unfortunately, if the petitioner and her husband have i ncone
above that figure, even if only by $10, they cannot be found

eligible. WA M 4001.83 and 4001.84. As the Departnent’s
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decision is in accord with its regul ation, the Board is bound
by law to affirmit. 3 V.S A 3091(d), Fair Hearing Rule 17.
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