ol O B TR S T DTS T R T i

T T Ty T
iy = ] 1 i L g Lk
PRl TMTNNTLE TEMRTOT OF CEAMI A “& T
i
& —
T T ¥ & b ]
mats
- e -|.I'|II1
- -

follow, the Court finds that Plaintiffs’ Motion foriiifi_

nar
% Judgment is due to be GRANTED on the lssue of liabilit
On November 2, 1994, Plaintiffs’ filed thir.i, ¥
"is action
. pursuapt 4= 42 U.S.C. § 1983 seeking to enforce th
ir rights 2 : e Cae ' S :
under the BociaXxyi—=_ " |14 e Lot oelaintiffs,
7 2, P LR T
il e S G

recipients, seek injunctive relief that

requiresasiie Etate of
audi |




rhe Plaintiffs fto

g deterioratiocn of their medics i o :"-'LL!J_I_ Flaintiffs allege
that Defendants have failed to develop, implement, and maintain
an ]

fu
(1
o
v
o
it
+
(1]
L
E
o
+
(1]
-
|
1
= |
+
=
u
it
P}
L
|
8]
(i)
]




.
o Lt TR
oE" - chot the Plaintigonily not
bring this actiﬁ: wecause they have not dene all they can to get
1
help with their transportation rroblems under _the current svstem.

Pt ST~ stinguish G ST desTplan from the

HAara. - B -1 1117t et Eiie B LAl = [

-----
T — L FEEREE ] E LN Rl




saefviceas

taken a

3_3-:



Harris

= T e TrEtLLTE T = [l

LT 1 L
e e
ST senam ITHNNEG S el gpp ot = 1L e | L T

L1 Sl | | L0
.- TR ooty TELD DfsoacoiMML Zoperm

Cotthos  coodmmemne  odlll  ooaRdd T e



._ 3= = — ! . F=_1ERe + o Ars i
]! 25 TAL I
[ E— & e B B
i L Ly R s A

i



of her trapsportation to dialvsis constitutes at least a third of

her :1-..':-1::11 income. Id.

utilities and other nec

&Wl:.':: 'Ill'; :" | ‘_ "|1'=-_'I=j"‘". 5
SH NS R R« DT ETEnL

contacted Medicald emp:

L

= T P
) W =L
- -
i ¥
L = —
| e | Ill
o1
EE I:-I

lL‘:EI —_—



| ] 2 .
f.i said thac "[w]le do not have a [non=

emergency transpo

which moni¥r




informed Alabama that its failure to ensure transportal in to
recibiiEgRts B = lnng*stand%gﬁ compliance issue, (FPtf, ExX. 8).
Ll L) *

On the cther hand .0 Fussell Black A"RTackll [ fheuBroozat..
BT s

Manager for Hedicaid'Transpnrtatinn for the Alahama Medicaid

Lgency, avers thﬁ*illabaﬁg has a weorking plan for providing
: .

o
ot

concedes that the system is not "perfect," but argues that the

gystem is working daily to provide transportation te "many"

Medicald reciplents. Id.

il IJ—'\-
| R N]

The proyifsi

s i Alabama‘s Medicald plan that are inten
led

ES tese i iyl s ¥ s e e I~ ey i o e e Ll e . | B iy b &
L iy = L EIN=u4 IO TIETES S &l ITLS =



“%ed in Defendants’ Exhibit

S =LBrgency ambulance,:
videg éliglble récipie
S e 3

hospital.







depositic—r” poanswers to intarroos

, s w: sond the pleadings and by
[his) own affidavits, or by the ‘depositions, answers to




IV. DIBCUSSION

A. 42 U.B.,C. § 1583
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where the care was to be given. Therefore, if a state elects to
receive federil fPsindé froi thé Medicidid pregraim to proviae
medical services to its poor citizens, it must also ensure that

th
3 IEEJI .:"-: . et

.
b
T

. o BAgEE AT TR

1T7is ' Just 4s ciedr rrom unaisputed evidence before the

=
court that th ha''s”  /falabama plan does not provide that

assurance. sewing the evidencish the light mest faverable

~|*de any method of ensuring non-emergency transporta

= when efforts at obtaining it from non-paid voluntesrs fail
Eaéﬁuse of that, the regulirement e L uﬁburing necessary
transportation to every recipient is not met.
A State has absolute discretion in deciding wheth
r to

provide free medical care i




—— Yoommo MO0 00Doo oo — ooo coo LI
- R e = = —— e — — — fmr ama - - -




