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MINUTES OF THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELFARE

Marvin Littlejohn
Chairperson

The meeting was called to order by at

423-8

___l;?’_o_/;l/.yh./p.m. on March 13, 1984 in room of the Capitol.

All members were present except:

Rep. Ken King, excused
Rep. Vernon Williams, excused

Committee staff present:

Emalene Correll, Research
Norm Furse, Revisor
Sue Hill, Secy. to Committee

Conferees appearing before the committee:

Representative Wanda Fuller

Ms. Sharon Cook, Director of Ks. Commission for the Hearing Impaired
Dr. Robert Harder, Department of SRS

Howard Snyder, Families for Mental Health, Inc.Prairie Village, Ks.
John Kelly, Ks. Advisory Committee on Employment of the Handicapped
Mitch Cooper, Topeka Resource Center for the Handicapped

Michael Byington, Ks. Association for the Blind and Visually Impaired, Inc.
Bill Reyver, Ks. Council of Disabled persons

Paul Klotz, Association of Community Mental Health Centers of Ks.

Pat Terrick, United Cerebral Palsey

Janet Schalansky, Ks. Planning Council on Developmental Disabilities
Ray Petty, Chrmn. of Ks. Advisory Commission on Employing Handicapped
Connie Buller, School teacher, S.E.Kansas

Gordon Hahn, Association of Landlords of Kansas

Don Karr, Topeka Resource Center for Handicapped

Ken Fousek, Representative of Handicapped and Civil Rights Investigator
Jim Bloom, Pres. Developmental Services of NW Ks.
Joan Strickler, Ks. Advocacy for Protective Services for Develop.Disabled

Visitor's register (See Attachment No. 1.)

Chairman called meeting to order and introduced Representative Wanda
Fuller. She spoke to HCR 5086.

Hearings began on HCR 5086:--

Rep. Fuller gave some background on HCR 5086, stating that the committee
onh Governmental Organization introduced this upon request and felt the
cooperation between the Commission for Deaf and Hearing Impaired and the
Department of Education is a necessary concept.

Ms. Sharon Cook, Director of Commission for the Hearing Impaired spoke
to HCR 5086, saying there are two main areas they feel are being reached
by this bill. To up-grade and identify gqualified interpreters in the
class room situation. (It is not now required that certified interpret-
ers are assigned to teach in class room situations.) Secondly, to
establish adult education for deaf adults.

Hearings closed on HCR 5086.
Hearings on Substitute SB 366.

Dr. Robert Harder, Ks. Dept. of SRS spoke to this bill, and supplied
committee with printed testimony, (see Attachment No. 2.), for details.
Dr. Harder noted the position of their department is to urge that
substitute SB 366 be amended by replacing the term "physical handicap"
with "handicap". Further, he defined more broadly this language. Details
are in Attachment Nob. 2. Dr. Harder then answered questions.

Mr. Howard Snyder, a parent of a son with mental illness, and as a member
of Families for Mental Health, Inc. gave printed statement to committee,
(see Attachment No. 3.), for details. He spoke to the omission of
protection from discrimination of the mentally impaired. Present law
permits any employer to refuse jobs, any landlord or real estate person
to refuse a place to live, etc., if they so choose. This discrimination

Unless specifically noted, the individual remarks recorded herein have not
been transcribed verbatim. Individual remarks as reported herein have not
been submitted to the individuals appearing before the committee for

editing or corrections. Page _1_... Of _3_..._
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Hearings on Sub.SB 366 continue:-—-

is unjust, and he strongly urged that Sub.SB 366 be amended to include
mental impairment and then passed so that all of these people will have
an opportunity for the best life possible.

Mr. John Kelly, Senior Consultant, Ks. Advisory Committee on Employment
of the Handicapped spoke to committee, having presented printed statement,
(See Attachment No. 4.), for details. He spoke of being proud of working
to address legislative committees on various topics, but this particular
issue leaves little pleasure since it leaves the handicapped person
having to continue to ask for basic civil rights. He stated that KACEH
wishes to go on record as opposing the passage of the substitute bill

for SB 366, and asked that the bill as introduced be strongly considered
instead. His hand-out to committee was very comprehensive and also gave
an analysis of comments that were presented to the Senate Public Health
and Welfare Committee members. If you amend Sub. SB 366, he stated,
amend it to strike physical and leave handicapped only in the language..

Mitch Cooper, Topeka Resource Center for the Handicapped spoke to Sub.
SB 366, and presented printed testimony, (see Attachment No. 5.), for
deatils. He said the original bill had been designed to cover all
disabilities, thereby replacing an otherwise fragmented approach to pro-
tection against discrimination of the handicapped. The Substitute bill
has some benefits, but they are reasonably limited in comparison with
the original form of SB 366, and asked committee to bear that in mind
when making their determination of this important piece of legislation.

Michael Byington, Ks. Assoc. for Blind and Visually Impaired, spoke to
reluctant support of the substitute bill, but stated his group is in full
support of the bill in its original form. He cited specific cases where
higher rent was to be charged to blind or handicapped persons over a
sighted person, refused apartments because of their guide dog, loan re-
fusals, etc. He stated they feel the language '"physically" should be
removed where it proceeds the term handicap or handicapped in the bill,
and urged committee for their consideration of this. (See Attachment No.
6.), for full details of his testimony.

Bill Reyer, Ks. Council of Disabled Persons spoke to Sub. SB 366, and
suggested to abolish the revised version and go back to the original
SB 366. By this action, he said, you will demonstrate willingness to
ensure equal rights for the disabled in Kansas. (See Attachment No. 7.)

Paul Klotz, Association of Community Mental Health Centers of Ks., spoke
to Sub. SB 366, in that their Association was in full support of the
original SB 366 and said that in its original form it would provide the
protection in communities where the mentally handicapped are striving to
become participating members of those communities. (See Attachment No.8).

Pat Terrick, Representating United Cerebral Palsey Assoc., and urged for
passage of the bill in its original form and not the Substitute version.

Janet Schalansky, Ks. Planning Council on Developmental disabilities,
spoke to concerns to substitute for SB 366 in relation to the Ks. Act
Against Discrimination. She stated their Council regrets the change in
Sub. SB 366 which revised the definition of handicap. The physically
handicapped definition proposed by KACEH more closely parallels the
Federal definition. Their Association supports provisions to afford the
physically handicapped the same protections afforded all Kansans. (See
Attachment No. 9.), for details.

Ray Petty, Chairperson, Ks. Advisory Committee on Employment of Handicapped,
spoke to Sub. SB 366 and submitted survey findings to committee, (see
Attachment No. 10.), for details. Housing discrimination against the
handicapped can be addressed if the original version of SB 366 is consider-
ed, and as we view it now, the substitute bill has eliminated the first 14
pages of a 19 page bill. We urge you to consider the original SB 366.

Page _ 2 of 3
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Sub. SB 366 continues:—-—

Connie Buller, School teacher in Southeast Kansas, spoke to Sub. SB 366,
stating she is in full support of the bill in its original form as it
was introduced, and as a teacher is aware of all the mandates for
educating the handicapped. After the education process though, they
are adults and need some independence, but are faced with all the
problems of finding housing, and etc., and she was against Sub.SB 366.

Mr. Gordon Hahn, Association Landlords of Kansas spoke in full support
of the Substitute SB 366. His Association had many concerns with the
bill in its original form, but are in agreement with language in the
substitute bill. His answer to questions from committee in regard to
concerns with contracting with some of the mentally incapable, liability
concerns with handicapped living for example on 3rd floor of a building
in that they might fall on stairs, etc. He was asked if they make
personal evaluation of the tenants, and he said yes they do, and feel

it is their right as property owners to make these evaluations as to
disability. Liability and cost is of great concern to these landlords.

Don Karr, {(See Attachment No. 11.), for details of his printed
testimony. He said he is in support of the bill in its original form,
but not Substitute SB 366.

At this point, printed testimony for Mr. Scott Nease was distributed to
committee, [see Attachment No. 12.), for details. This testimony includ-
ed a petition signed by 123 persons to ask that descrimination against
the handicapped be addressed.

Mr. Ken Fousek spoke of his opposition of Substitute SB 366, and urged
committee to consider SB 366 in its original form.

Mr. Jim Bloom President Developmental Services of NW Kansas, spoke to
Sub. SB 366, and said their Association is in support of SB 366 in the
original form and asked committee to consider not including the word
"physically" before word handicapped when used in language of the bill.
There are many people in this group, not just the physically handicapped
that are being discriminated against, and the bill in its original

form will serve to address that problem. He urged committee to consider
the original form of SB 366.

Joan Strickler, Ks. Advocacy for Protective Services, agreed with those
conferees who have testified today on the need for anti-discrimination
bill for all handicapped, and urged committee to consider SB 366 as it
was originally introduced.

Hearings closed on Sub. SB 366.

Chair asked wishes of committee in regard to HCR 5086, then recognized
Rep. Roenbaugh. She moved that committee pass HCR 5086 out of committee

favorably, seconded by Rep. Green. Motion carried.

Meeting adjourned at 2 :30 p.m.
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STATE DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICES
STATEMENT REGARDING SUBSTITUTE FOR SENATE BILL 366

. Kansas Act Against Discrimination

The bill amends existing statutes K.S.A. 44-1016, 44-1017, 44-1018 and
44-1027 by adding physical handicap to race, religion, color, sex,
national origin and ancestry as a condition that may not be used as a
basis for discrimination in sale, rental, lease, 1isting and financing
of housing.

Background

The original Senate Bill 366 was introduced during the 1983 legislative
session and was carried over to the 1984 session. The original version
did not 1limit the provisions of the act to the physically handicapped.
The intent of the bill is to include the physically handicapped among
those who would be protected by law from discrimination and assure in
the above areas the full privileges and freedoms of Kansas citizenship.

Discussion

The limiting of handicapping conditions to those of a physical nature is
not consistent with the prevailing view that people are valued and
should be afforded the full privileges of citizenship irrespective of
the type of handicap. Those with mental or emotional handicaps also
should be considered as those who require the protections afforded by
this act. Individuals have a basic right to reside in situations that
have the least possible restrictions on their personal freedom. As the
emphasis on the positive effects of residing in the community continues,
there will be a greater need to protect this right and insure that
individuals have the opportunity to live outside an institutional
setting.

SRS Position

It is for these reasons that the Department of Social and Rehabilitation
Services urges that substitute Senate Bill 366 be amended by replacing
the term "physical handicap" with "handicap." Further, the term
"handicap" should be defined as "any condition in which a person: (1)
has a physical or mental impairment which substantially Timits one or
more major 1ife activities; (2) has a record of such an impairment; or
(3) is regarded as having such an impairment." This definition follows
the federal definition of handicap included in Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973 which prohibits discrimination on the basis
of handicap.

Robert C. Harder, Secretary

Office of the Secretary

Social and Rehabilitation Services
March 13, 1984

RIZmt R
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Families For Mental Health, Inc.
JOHNSON COUNTY
P. O. Box 2452 March 13, 1984 Shawnee Mission, Kans. 66201

I am appearing today as Past President of Families For Mental Health of Johnson County,
to testify as conditionally in support of Senate Bill 366. FFMH is an organization for
people that have family members suffering from mental illness. In condition to Johnson
County there are 5 other groups; Kansas City, Wichita, Topeka, Newton and McPherson. I
am glso representing these groups.

We are supporting this bill conditionally because there is a glaring omission in those
groups to be protected from discrimination. We ere certainly supporting protection of

the physical hzndicapped but we also support protection of the mentally impaired who are
not included in this bill, therefore, we czn only assume that it is the State's policy that
discriminationagzainst the mentally impaired is acceptable.

On a personal basis I am the father of s 25 year 0ld son who hes mentel illness. My

over riding concern is that he will have the best 1life that he can possibly have within
the limits of his abilities. Under present Kanses law any employer can refuse my son

a job just because he suffers from an illness; any landlord or resl estate person can
refuse my son a place to live just because he suffers from an illness; any public accomo-
dation can refuse his admittance just because he suffers from an illness. All of these
can be done with the blessing of the State of Kansas.

If my son cannot work, czn find no place to live or cennot utilize public accomodations

how will he have any kind of life much less the kind of life that we all believe is our

right for ourselves. Since the State is refusing to protect these people from discrimination
is the State ready to provide housing and income to them for the rest of their lives.

If not, where and how will they live when they are denied access to private facilities.

Will they join the estimated 2 millidn people now living on the streets across the United
States.

I heve been a landlord for 28 yeers. I believe I understand all of the potential problems
involved with having & handicepped person as a tenaznt, however, I firmly believe that
people's basic rights fzr outweigh any problems thst might occur. If Kensas is going to
refuse to allow people the opportunity to live as normal a life as possible and become
productive citizens, than the State will end up hsving to take the full responsibility

for providing a minimzl 1ife for these people at greater costs to all of us.

So on behalf of FFMH and all people who are suffering from mental and physical impairment
throughout Kensas, we strongly urge that the bill be emended to include mental impairment
and then passed so that all of these people will have an opportunity for the best life
possible. :

5{ \'éf‘/u‘ﬂh// // —~

Howard Snyder .
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TESTIMONY GIYVEN IN OPPOSITION TO
SUBSTITUTION FOR SENATE BILL 366

Presented to the

House Committee on Public Health and Welfare
by
John Kelly
Senior Consultant
Kansas Advisory Committee on Employment of the Handicapped
March 13, 1984
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TESTIMONY

Thank you Representative Littlejohn and members of the House Committee
on Public Health and Welfare for the opportunity to present testimony
today. My name is John Kelly and I represent the Kansas Advisory
Committee on Employment of the Handicapped (KACEH).

I have asked persons to be here today that would be effected by the
bill or who represent persons with the wide spectrum of disabling
conditions.

Each year since 1978 I have had the honor and pleasure of addressing
legislative committees concerning transportation, health, housing,
motor vehicle, education, employment and civil rights for handicapped
persons. [ have seen you respond favorably to these issues.

This bi1l, however, gives me little pleasure. The very thought of
thought of having to continue to ask for basic civil fights for both
physically and mentally handicapped persons and elevating those persons
to basic human dignity, is not something that should have to be asked
for but given. As an inalienable right to citizenship.

KACEH presents itself at this hearing to go on record as opposing

the passage of the Substitution Bill for SB 366 which effectively
denies handicapped persons equal rights and adequate redress once those
rights have been breached.



FACT SHEET

Senate Bil11l No. 366

In 1983 the KanSas Advisory Committee on Employment of the Handicapped
(KACEH) submitted to the Senate Committee on Public Health and Welfare
recommendations which proposed amending the Kansas Act Against
Discrimination.

After being approached by numerous disabled consumers with housing
discrimination complaints, KACEH sought the appropriate agency and
means in which the complaintants could address their concerns. We
found that the Kansas Commission on Civil Rights, which enforces

the Kansas Act Against Discrimination, has not promulgated rules and
regulations for disabled persons nor does the Kansas Act, which
affords all Kansas citizens protections from discrimination based

on their race, religion, color, sex, age, national origin or ancestry.
The Act curiously omits protections for handicapped persons under

the numerous areas covered in their statutes.

Essentially we found that the Act by restricting its coverage to
physically handicapped persons, denied the broader spectrum of
disabling conditions (see January 21, 1983 analysis). In doing
so, the mentally and emotionally handicapped were without basic
human civil rights protections under the Act.

At the Senate hearing, the only objection to the bill was voiced by
The Associated Landlords of Kansas, Inc. who presented testimony
expressing their concerns with the proposal amendments to the Kansas
Act. Their position and the responses of KACEH are attached. Those
arguments presented by the bill's only opponent were effectively
rebutted. Additionally, the Kansas Chapter of the National Realtors
Association presented testimony giving unconditional support for the
bill as originally introduced.

1984

No action was taken on SB 366 in 1983 and remained in the Senate
Public Health and Welfare Committee to be reintroduced without
amendment. Again, at the hearing, a substantial number of disability
organizations were represented and continued their active support

of the bill. The Associated Landlords of Kansas remained the bill's
only opponent.

KACEH presents itself at this hearing to go on record as opposing
the passage of the Substitute for SB 366. We ask’ that responsible
members of this body reject the Substitute for SB 366 and give full
support to SB 366 as originally introduced.



IT.

KANSAS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
ON EMPLOYMENT OF THE HANDICAPPED

ANALYSIS OF
THE KANSAS ACT AGAINST DISCRIMINATION

January 21, 1983
DEFINITION: -

The present definition related to disability is: (j) The term
"physical handicap" means the physical condition of a person,

whether congenital or acquired by accident, injury or disease which
constitutes a substantial disability, but is unrelated to such person's
ability to engage in a particular job or occupation.

ANALYSIS:

A. The term only covers certain physical disabilities. It does not
cover any mental disabilities.

B. The Act defines physical handicap only in the context of employment.
It does not cover any other major Tife activity which may be af-
fected by a disabling condition.

DEFICIENCY:

Persons who are physically disabled in a context other than employment
may be discriminated against without recourse to the protections of
the Act. Similarly, persons who are mentally or emotionally handi-
capped do not have the protection of the Act.

RECOMMENDAT ION:

Amend the Act by replacing the present definition with another that
reads as follows: (j) The term "handicap" means any condition in
which a person (i) has a physical or mental impairment which sub-
stantially 1imits one or more major life activities, (ii) has a

record of such an impairment, or (iii) is regarded as having such
an impairment.

This definition parallels the federal definition found in Section 504
of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, amended.

TERMINOLOGY:

Only the term "physical handicap" is used in thé Act.
AMNALYSIS:

By using only "physical handicap", the Act excludes those persons who
have emotional or mental handicaps from protection under the Act.

DEFICIENCY:

Persons who have mental or emotional handicaps may be discriminated
against without recourse to protections under the Act.

(Continued)



Kansas Act Against Discrimination: Analysis
Page 2

RECOMMENDATION:
Delete the word "physical" from the term "physical handicap" and
redefine the term "handicap".

ITT. HOUSING:

The factors upon which discrimination in housing are prohibited are
as follows: race, religjon, color, sex, national origin or ancestry.

ANALYSIS:

There is no reference to disability as a factor upon which discrimi-
nation is prohibited.

DEFICIENCY:

Disabled persons may be discriminated against in housing practices
without recourse to protection under the Act.

RECOMMENDATION:
Include the term "handicap" among those factors upon which discrimina-
tion in housing is prohibited.

IV.  REAL ESTATE LOANS:
The factors upon which discrimination in real estate loans is pro-
hibited are as follows: race, religion, color, sex, national origin
or ancestry.

ANALYSIS:

There is no reference to disability as a factor upon which discri-
mination is prohibited in real estate loans.

DEFICIENCY:

Disabled persons may be discriminated against in real estate lending
without recourse to protections under the Act.

RECOMMENDATION:

Include the term "handicap" among those factors upon which discrimin-
ation is prohibited in the section of the Act addressing real estate
loans.

G
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Analysis of the Comments
Presented to the
Senate Public Health and Welfare Committee
April 4, 1983
in Opposition to the Passage

of Senate Bill 366

Prepared by:
The Kansas Advisory Committee on
Employment of the Handicapped
1430 S. Topeka Avenue

Topeka, Kansas 66612-1877



The Associated Landlords of Kansas, Inc. has been the single opponent to
the passage of SB 366. Beth Gramly, Chair, Governmental Affairs Committee
of the association presented their testimony. Their position and KACEH
responses follow:.

Question 1.

Landlords' Position:

"The bill's definition of handicapped may be appropriate for the
helping professions use, but for purposes of this bill it is
extemely general, vague, and apparently, all inclusive."

KACEH Response:

The definition used for 'handicapped" can be found in use within:

a) Kansas Govermnor's Executive Order 80-47 in use since
October 21, 1380.

b) The Federal regulations published in 13975 by Department
of Labor have been used as a model for other agencies and
state use.

These documents are not for 'helping professions'. They are for
employment protections for handicapped persons.

Landlords' Position:

"This definition does not delineate the degree of impairment or
whether that impairment is likely to cause anti-social or dangerous
behavior to other residents or to the landlord."”

KACEH Response:

The bill does not exempt disabled persons from obeying the law.
Landlords can take legal action against criminal behavior without
regard to the person's disability.

Landlords' Position:

"What are major 'life activities' to be considered?"

KACEH Response:

Major life activities are not specified in the bill since they
are determined by rules and regulations.

Landlords' Position:

"What are the 'records of impairment' and aren't these records
often protected by the privacy acts?"

KACEH Response:

Most formal records are protected, but there are informal
methods of obtaining such information. The bill does NOT



prohibit normal screening of prospective tenants, which includes
income stability, references, word of mouth and personal acquain-
tance which are presently used by landlords.

Landlords' Position:

"Who decides if the person is 'regarded' as having an impairment?
There are no specifics or limitations in this definition."

KACEH Response:

A person is handicapped if that person is regarded as such by the
property owner. '

Landlords' Position:

"We could be required to knowingly rent to the mentally disabled
wiith unpredictable behavior patterns including extreme 'John
HYinckley" personality types."

KACEL Response:

The liability for release of mentally disabled individuals with
unpredictable behavior patterns into the community rests with
the medical professionals, not property owners.

Question 2.

randlords!' Position:

"According to the bill, the landlord is not legally required to
make modifications to his building to accomedate the handicap.
However, according to legal counsel, this does not protect the
landlord from liability should a handicapped person be injured
or killed while living in a building that doesn't provide
safeguards for his handicap. Such an zccident will most likely
-2 considered a 'foreseeable accident’ without proper safeguards
srovided. Therefore, the landlord will te held liable.”

KACZH ZResponse:

Should a landlord rent to a disabled person, that person is
entitled to the same safeguards as other residents.

Question 3.

Landlords' Position:

"The increase in liability exposure would be very dangerous and
an unfair burden for the property owner, causing increase in
insurance rates.”

KACEH Response:

Insurance rates are based on the number of claims, not the number
of handicapped residents. There are no actuarial figures avail-
able indicating that handicapped persons are more accident prone,
thereby increasing insurance premiums.



Question 4.

Landlords'

Position:

"Otherwise, providing handicapped modifications obviously can
be very expensive ~ too expensive for most to bear.

KACEH Response:

1) The bill does not require the landlord to bear the cost of
accessibility modification to a rental unit and clearly
indicates (lines 0400-0404) "nothing in the Kansas act against
discrimination shall be construed to require the construction
of any special facilities or fixtures for the physically
handicapped, except as provided by K.S.A. 58-1301 et seq...."

2) K.S.A. 58-1310 requires modification to rental apartment
complexes and temporary lodging facilities which contain
twenty (20) units or more, except that the provisions of
the act applies only to ten percent (10%) of those units.

3) The Kansas Handicapped Accessibility Tax Credit (K.S.A.
79-32,175 to 79-32,179 as amended) allows a landlord to claim
a tax credit if money is spent to make all or part of a
rental property accessible to handicapped persons.

4) K.S.A. 58-1301 requires modifications to conform to ANSI
standards, not customized accommodation.

Question 5.

Landlords!

Position:

"If the property owner could and did go to the expense of modi-
fication to accomodate a particular handicapped individual, that
handicapped resident eventually moves leaving the landlord with

a unit modified to suit a particular handicap but not necessarily
other kinds of handicap. The unit would likely not be desirable
for a non-handicapped person.

¥ACEZH Response:

K.S.A. 58-1301 requires modifications to conform to ANSI standards,
not customized accommodations to rental units. ANSI standards
indicate the degree of modification necessary to accommodate a
handicapped person while leaving the unit usable by the public.

Question 6.

Landlords!

Position:

“An additional legal problem regarding the mental handicapped
is that of the landlord entering into a contract (lease agreement)
with a mentally impaired individual. It is likely that while the
landlord would be bound to the contract, the mentally impaired
individual would not. The lease would then be of no value in



settling contractual disputes." : ' R

KACEH Response:

If a mehtally disabled person has been judged to be incompetent
a legal guardlan, conservator or natural parent would be the signee
on contracts.

Additionally, most landlords require that a securlty deposit
be received before occupancy.

Question 7.

Landlords' Position:
"In speaking for our other residents, under terms of this bill,
how would we deal with a mentally impaired person who becomes
disruptive to the peaceful enjoyment expected by them., A dis-
ruptive behavior could be considered a mental impairment, one
we would be forbidden to eliminate from our property. Also, we
would be unable to act in response to complaints from our other
residents.”

KACEH Response:

The bill does NOT exempt disabled persons from obeying the law.
Landlords can take legal action against criminal behavior without
regard to the person's disability.

Question 8.

Landlords!

Position:

"Finally, most landlords in Kansas are small - most manage and
maintain their own property, most are not trained to deal with
all the special needs, both physical and mental, that they may
meet under this vague and all-encompassing bill. Most landlérds
do not feel they have the qualifications to deal with these
situations.”

KACEH Response:

Landlords are not obligated to practice medical or psychological
diagnoses of their tenants nor to become trained in the personal
special needs some handicapped persons may need and are quite
capable of obtaining without assistance from their landlords.

Landlords' Position:

"The landlord-tenant relation as well as relations between
residents are different, often more complex, and longer term than
most business relationships such as a restaurant or barber shop
business transaction. For all the above reasons, this bill places
an unfair and too heavy burden on the individual landlord."



KACEH Response:

The definition used for handicapped is currently used in the
education and employment of handicapped persons. These education
and employment situations last longer and are more complex than
landlord-tenant interactions or restaurant or barber shop
business transactions.

Landlords' Recommendation:

1, "Perhaps the various new subsidized housing projects should be
required to have higher than 10% of handicapped residents."

KACEH Response:

The spirit of the bill is to increase the mobility and freedom

of choice for handicapped persons and not to perpetuate "handicapped
ghettos'. The historic Brown v. Board of Education case addressed the
problem of segregation. 'We conclude that in the field of public
education the doctrine of "separate but equal" has no place.

Separate educational facilities are inherently unequal.”" This

same concept applies to housing.

Landlords' Recommendation:

2. "Perhaps more use of grants for disabled veterans should be
encouraged."

KACEH Response:

The grants available to permanent and total service connected
disabled veterans are for the costs incurred in building, buying,
remodeling or paying the indebtedness of a home and are NOT
authorized for the paying of unit rent.

Landlords' Recommendation:

3. "Perhaps rewrite the bill so that the handicapped person must be
qualified and able to live in the unit without alterations and
the state accepting all liability and additional insurance costs.'

KACEH Response:

Requiring handicapped persons to live only where alterations need
not be made would perpetuate a segregation of this minority from
the general population.

It is not the state's role to insure private enterprise. Property
owners have always assumed the costs associated with their property.



Landlord's Recommendation

4, '"Perhaps various incentives should be considered to encourage
more private enterprise to provide handicapped housing."

KACEH Response:

Landlords should avail themselves of the Kansas Handicap Acces-
sibility Tax Credit (K.S.A. 79-32,175 to 79-32,179 as amended).

The tax credit lets a landlord claim a tax credit for money spent

to make all or part of a rental property accessible to handicapped
persons. F[ifty percent of the actual cost of such alterations may be
claimed as a tax credit as long as the credit does not exceed
$10,000. If the alteration exceeds the amount of state income tax
that the business owes it may carry over the extra credit up to

four years.



Sustitute for SENATE BILL No. 366:
Analysis and Recommendations

Prepared by the Advisory Committee on Employment of the Handicapped
March 7, 1984

1. DEFINITION: The present definition of "physical handicap* is
found in K.S.A, 44-1002. It reads: “(j) The term 'physical handi-
cap' means the physical condition of a person, whether congenital
or acquired by accident, injury or disease which constitutes a
substantial disability, but is unrelated to such person's ability
to engage in a particular job or occupation.

CONCERN: A person's ability to engage in a particular job or
occupation is an unacceptable criterion for renting or selling
reas estate to that person.

CONCERN: The definition ingnores those persons who may have
recovered from a disability (such as heart problems, cancer and
other correctible conditions) but are treated as if they still
are disabled.

CONCERN: Persons who are not disabled, but are regarded as
being disabled (such as persons who have facial disfigurements)
are not afforded protection by this definition.

RECOMMENDATION: Amend the present definition to read as follows:
K.S.A. 44-1002 (j) The term “"physical handicap®
means any condition in which a person: (1) has a
physical impairment which substantially 1imits one
or more major Yife activities; (2) has a record
of such an impairment; or (3) is regarded as having
such an impairment.
This proposed definition very closely parallels the federal defini-
tion found in the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, amended. It is also

found in Kansas' Executive Order 80-47 which mandates affirmative
action for executive branch agencies.

2. OMISSION OF AGE: Age protection in employment was added to the
Kansas Act Against Discrimination last legislative session. How

does this omission affect the statute and substitute bi11? We
don't know.

RECOMMENDATION: Restore age to pertinent sections of the bill.

3. EXEMPTION: There is no exemption for housing constructed for
disabled persons.

RECOMMENDATION: Indicate that housing units specifically developed
for disabled persons may show preference for such persons.

!



4. QRCH!TECTURAL MODIFICATIONS: Presently, Section 4, K.S.A. 44-1006
reads: : .
"Nothing in the Kansas act against discrimination
sha]} be construed to.require the construction
.of ‘any. special facilities or fixtures for the
- physjcally handicapped.”

B fv L ;
Substigutiqn for Senate Bi11 No. 366 amends sectfon 1, K.S.A. 44-1016
to read: . .

”Notﬁing'ih this section shall be construed
to.require the construction of any special
facilities or fixtures for the physically

handicapped or in leasing property to the

hysically handicapped to require any special
provisfons in the Eease for such ﬁangicappea
persons.™

CONCERN: The.provisions effectively deny occupancy of dwellings
for handicapped persons.

CONCERN: Once a dwelling is acquired, the provisions prevent full
access to and within dwellings.

RECOMMENDATION: Amend section 5, K.S,A. 44-1005 and Section 1,
K.S.A. 44-1016 (substitute for SB 366) to read as follows:
- “"Nothing in the Kansas act against discrimination
shall be construed to prevent necessary
accessibility modifications to or within dwellings
covered under this act for handicapped persons.”
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TESTIMONY
TO
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELFARE
MARCH 13, 1984

By: Mi tch Cooper
Representing: Topeka Resource Center for the Handicapped
Re: SB 366

SB 366 had represented an effort to advance the rights of all
disabled  persons. The substitute wversion appears to protect the
rights of physically handicapped people only. Our organizational
goal is to enhance the opportunities for all handicapped individuals
to live as independently as possible. As such, we firmly believe
that SB 34646 would be a move in the right direction, but that the
substitute version would only represent a small step forward.

SB 366 had been designed to cover all disabilities, thereby
replacing an otherwise fragmented approach to protection aqainst
discrimination. As a cross—-disability service organization, we have
observed many  claims of acts of discrimination against persons with
a wide range of handicapping conditions, not only those with
physical disabilities. The . substitute version only speaks to part
of this group.

SB 3466 also sought to prohibit discriminatory practices against the

handicapped in housing and in regard to real estate loans.

Physically disabled persons may face architectural barriers, but
this is not the only wunfair obstacle to the handicapped in their
desire to obtain an adequate supply of accessible housing. There

are far too many units that exclude all types of disabled persons on
the basis of wunwarranted discrimination based on a needless fear,
grounded in ignorance. The substitute version addresses this issue
in a much more limited fashion as compared with the bill as
originally introduced.

Unfair discrimination against handicapped persons carries both high
social and economic costs. It is commendable that the legislature
is attempting to close the door on such negative and archaic

practices by its consideration of SB 3646. The substitute version
does have some benefits, but these are unreasonably limited in
comparison with the bill in its original form. Please bear that

fact in mind when making your final determination.

A2l 7S
B-18-r78¢
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Kansas Association for the Blind g

and Visually Impaired, Inc.

flarch 13, 1884
TO: House Public Health and ielfare Committee

FROM: Legislative Committee, flary Adams, Chair
iichael J. tyington, Lobby
Robert L. Tabor, ifiember

SUPJECT: Senate BEill 366

The Kansas Association for the C£lind and Visually Impaired Inc. stands in
support of Senate £ill 166, Uver the past few years, our membership has
reported to us a number of examples of discrimination which are not fully
coverable under the current Kansas Act Against Uiscrimination. Some of these
examples shall here be recounted.

Une of our totally blind members, a well educated professional person with
a middle class income, was seeking an apartment. 5he looked at one in a
complex and was reluctantly told by the owner that he would rent it to her
for $250.00 per month. 5he did not choose to take this particular apartment,
but later learned that a sighted, non-handicapped friend of hers had also
looked at this same apartment and was told by the same owner that he would
rent it to her for 721%.00 per month. All other terms were the same. The
blindness was clearly the only differinu factor which might have caused the
higher rent guote.

Another of our totally blind members was told that she could not rent an

apartment because her guide dog constituted a pet and the particular complex

in question did not allow pets. The guide dog is not in fact, a pet. It is

a mobility aide, and highly conditioned for this purpose. The situation was clearly
a discriminatory one.

Yet another totally blind member went to a bank to attempt to secure a loan

to buy an automobile which her son was going to drive for her. 5She had excellent
credit. Nonetheless, the banking.institution turned her down quite publically in
the lobby via its official stating, " e don't make car loans to blind people."”
She got the loan the next day from another ferm.

cenate Bill 366, in its current form, will go a long way toward offering

recourse for these types of situations. Lur orcanization, however, even

more strongly supported this bill in the form in which it was originally

introduced in the Senate. e therefore are here requesting that it te ammended
back into that form.

The term, "physically" was originally removed from all places where it
proceeded the term “"handicap' or "“handicapped." Indeed, this is the way it
should be. To many, the term, "physically" suggests an orthopedic handicap,
and does not include sensory handicaps. .hile there is no guestion that
tlind and/or deaf individuals would be covered under Senate Eill 366 in

its current form, it would be much more clear that this is the case if the
term 'physically” were to be removed as has been suggested. The bill in its

original form contained the same defination of a handicapped perscn which

| b

Post Office Box 292 / Topeka, Kansas 66601 ' 2. /B~ /9 Z(/



House Public Health and lelfare Committee
March 13, 18984
page two

has been successfully operationally used by the federal government for the

past ten years. This defination should be put back into the bill. It is

true that this would extend civil rights ceverage to mentally handicapped
people, but we feel it is high time that this occurs. For one reason,

we believe in the principle that no Kansan will have true civil rights protection
until all Kansans have civil rights protection. For another reason, the Kansas
Associabion for the Blind and Visually Impaired Inc., through the work of

its Fducation Committee has established a long record of concern and advocacy
for the multiply handicapped blind individual.ihen a disabled person is
discriminated against, it is nothing short of stupid to have to figure out

what particular disability caused the discrimipation before it can be determined
that something can be done about it.

Again, we support Senate Bill 366 in its current form, but we will support
it even more if the bill is put back into its original form. Thank you.
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TESTIMOMY OF BILL REYER, EaMZISS COUM OF DISHELED PERSOMS
FHe A epresentative of the Kanzzs Council of Dir=zabled Ferzons, 1 want
to express my appreciation for the opportuni ty to express my cCconcerns
about SB 2Zés in 1 te rewvised form.
In the rewised 5B 344, the definition of "handicapped" has been zstruck
and "phw¥eically handicapped® aagded. in my opinion, & loophaole has
been created,. I can fimd nothing in this Bill that defines who is
included wunder the term "phwysically - handicapped”. Because of this
Omi SS1 00, the determination of  "phwsical handicap"” = totallw
sublective on the part of perszons interpreting the law., Ancother
SEer1ouUs  OmilSs1on 1= that of "age" from the list of areas of possibis
discrimination,
Line 00&l to line 00485 makes R impossible for  any physically
handicapped person Fo enter or function in & dewelling not previcus]y
equiped +or physically handicapped persons.  This negates the entire
intent of the bBi11.
My =suggesticon iz to abolish  the revised wersion and go back to the
ariginal Sk CICT I B» this= action, wou will demonstrate wour
w111|n4neez tD work  with dizsabled citizens of Kansas to ensure equal
rights betore the 1aw.

M;¢.#7
3-/3-7985¢



A Association of Community
{ij‘ ’/Q J Mental Health Centers of Kansas

820 Quincy, Suite 416/ Topeka, Kansas 66612/913 234-4773

aul M. Klotz, Executive Director

REMARKS TO:
HOUSE PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELFARE REPRESENTATIVE LITTLEJOHN

By: Nancy Belohlavek, Director, Community Support Program Date: March 13, 1984

Re:  S.B. 366

The Association of Community Mental Health Centers of Kansas supports the passage
of S.B. 366 as it was initially introduced. It is imperative that mentally handicapped
individuals be included under the Kansas Act Against Discrimination.

Mental health centers in Kansas currently see over 80,000 patients per year. We
feel that these patients (former and current) need equal protection under the law, particularly
as it relates to employment, housing, and other accommodations. Without such protection,
the people we serve have no hope of ever truly escaping their handicap and becoming a part
of the mainstream of normal day to day living.

The goal of Mental Health Services is to prepare an individual to live as independently
as possible within our communities. Kansas has demonstrated a concern and in fact protects
the rights of mentally handicapped in institutions and hospitals. Senate Bill 366 as initially
introduced would provide the protection in our communities where mentally handicapped
are striving to become participating members.

It is estimated that 15 to 20 percent of Kansas citizens have been in need, or will
be in need of mental health intervention at some time in their life. That is a large segment
of Kansas society who have been or could potentially be faced with discrimination as a result
of their mental handicap.

The stigma of mental illness remains strong and still disallows many basic rights to

Th1s bill would go far toward insuring that the mentally handicapped would receive
equal treatment under the laws of the state. Such equity would allow many more of the
mentally ill to return to the economic and social mainstream of Kansas Life.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

Wil
3/ /ey
——f—

Clinton D. Willsie Larry W. Nikkel Dwight Young E. W. “Dub” Rakestraw
President President Flect Vice President Past President
Michael L. Taylor Kermit George Harriet Griffith

Treasurer Secretary Bd. Mem. at Large
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KANSAS PLANNING COUNCIL
DEVELOPMENTAL

DISABILITIES
SERVICES |

oy on

TESTIMONY PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELFARE

On behalf of The Kansas Planning Council on Developmental Disabilities we
appreciate the opportunity to address our concerns related to Substitute for
S.B. 366 concerning the Kansas Act Against Discrimination.

The Kansas Planning Council on Developmental Disabilities was created by
K.S.A. 74-5501-06 in response to Federal Legislation. The Council's mission
is to improve the quality of life, maximize the developmental potential, and
assure the participation of the Developmentally Disabled citizens in the
privileges and freedoms available to all Kansans. The Council is composed of
15 members, one-half of whom are either Developmentally Disabled themselves or
are parents or guardians of the Developmentally Disabled.

As you might expect we regret the change in substitute S.B. 366 which
revised the definition of handicap.

We had strongly supported the provision in the Bill which would have the
effect of including protection of the Act for persons with all types of
handicaps. Currently, by definition only those individuals who manifest a
physical disability would be protected from discrimination. Many of the
Developmentally Disabled citizens who we advocate for are not physically

handicapped, but are mentally retarded.

[ttt 9
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KPCDD Testimony

Public Health and Welfare

Substitute for S.B. 366

We feel these citizens should be included in the classes of persons protected
from discrimination in the State of Kansas. However if it is desired to Timit
the definitionRto the physically handicapped we would encourage the adoption
of the definition being proposed by the Kansas Advisory Committee on
Employment of the Handicapped.

The physically handicapped definition proposed by KACEH more closely
parallels the Federal definition found in Section 504 of the Rehabilitation
Act: and, therefore, will allow for consistency in terms.

In addition to the change in definition of handicap, we also support the
provisions in the Bill (Section 1, Line 0023 and Section 2, Line 0074) which
include, physically handicapped persons in the class of individuals whom may
not be discriminated against in housing or in real estate lending. Both of
these provisions extend to the physically handicapped the same protections
afforded all Kansans.

Thank you for the opportunity to share our concerns with you, and we urge

you to support these amendments to the Kanas Act Against Discrimination.

Members
Kansas Planning Council on
Developmental Disabilities

Topeka, Kansas
March 12, 1983

JS:sec
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:,March 13, 1984

Employment of the Handicapped (KACEH)

CONCERNS REPORT DATA FROM FOUR KANSAS SURVEYS

This testimony regardlng the Kansas Act Against
Discrimination is based upon research conducted by

.the Research and Training Center on Independent

Living (RTC/IL) at the University of Kansas. The
data come from four replications of the Concerns

-Report Method in Kansas. The information

presented herein concerns housing problems ex-

‘perienced by disabled Kansans.

‘These data are from surveys conducted in Lawrence,
.Topeka, Kansas City and a statewide survey re-
"cently completed by the Kansas Advisory Committee

on Employment of the Handicapped (KACEH). Each of
these surveys specifically addressed the needs of
persons with disabilities. In all four cases,

disabled consumers were substantially involved
throughout the survey process: they determined

‘the content of the survey, were instrumental in

the data collection, and lead the group discus-
sions held at the close of each project. All of

- the respondents were persons known to have a

disabling condition. The comments and suggestions
offered at the follow-up sessions were from
disabled consumers who attended those meetings.

I have submitted copies of the survey findings
pertinent to SB 366 and its substitute bill. We
have no other survey results which conflict with

~these findings; in fact, these are the only Con-

cerns Report data available which address the
community-wide needs of disabled Kansans. This is
to my knowledge the most current and pertinent
evidence regarding the issue at hand.

Each of the surveys reported in the table of my
written exhibit contained 30 items. Each item was
rated by consumers in terms of their satisfaction
that the item was true, and in terms of the item's
importance to them. The scores are reported as
percentages, with 0% being the lowest and 100% the
highest possible score. Also notice that the
range of satisfaction and importance scores is
reported (in parentheses) for each survey.

e ,/;.'7) —55"5;’

:Ray Petty, Chairperson, Kansas Advisory Committee on

Atton -+ 70
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COMMENTS OF DISABLED CONSUMERS
REGARDING HOUSING DISCRIMINATION

"Managers of housing facilities put unreasonable
restrictions to keep disabled people out."

"Managers may take a disabled person's application
and hold it for a long time, forcing the disabled
person to find other immediate housing.”

"Handicapped folks are not willing to pursue the
chance to 1live in housing that discriminates due
to the fear of reprisals . . . management may
delay or refuse to fix broken pipes, unhinged
doors, leaky roofs, etc." ’

"Landlords . . . think that disabled tenants will
damage apartments more than nondisabled tenants
might."



COMMUNITY N ITEM

Lawrence 45 1
(Douglas)
Spring, 1982

Topeka 45 3
(Shawnee)
Summer, 1982

Kansas 75 8
City

(Johnson,
Wyandotte)
Spring, 1983

KANSAS 1400 9
Fall, 1983
10

11

TABLE OF HOUSING-RELATED ISSUES

Affordable housing is available
to all types of disabled residents.

You can get help with landlord-
tenant relations, utility companies,
and other services when problems
arise.

Affordable housing is available
to all types of disabled residents.

Accessible houses are available at
affordable cost.

Acceptance into low-income housing
is based on low assets and low
income.

Landlords respect tenant's privacy
and property.

There is no discrimination in
housing on the basis of a person's
disability.

Affordable housing is available
to all types of disabled residents.

Public buildings are accessible
to disabled consumers.

Affordable housing is available
to all types of disabled residents.

Help is available for solving
problems with landlord-tenant
relations, utility companies,
and other services when problems
arise.

48%
(31-86)

57%
(31-86)

46%

(42-71)

45%
(42-71)

60%
(42-71)

64%
(42-71)

66%
(42-71)

36%
(26-71)

33%
(33-66)

41%
(33-66)

61%
(33-66)

SATISFACTION IMPORTANCE

83%
(61-92)

85%
(61-92)

96%
(83-98)

86%
(83-98)

92%
(83-98)

97%
(83-98)

94%
(83-98)

87%
(64-93)

86%
(77-91)

85%
(77-91)

81%
(77-91)
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SENATE BILL 366 TESTIMONY

. . e 1 T “i14tv Status
Regarding persons which hold:'ental Tisazility ntatus

-One of the key ways any individual learns to behave appropriately

is by being given accurate information about the effects of his/her
behavier. ‘

-Treatment (primarily, the teaching of coping skills) of this popula-
tion is most effective if it takes place in the patient's natural
environment (the community.)

-504 legislation mandates the right to community treatment; the least
restrictive environment.

-Patients are no more dangerous than other citizens. (Pollock, 1938;
Rappeport & Lassen, 1965, Test & Stein, 1976).

-A person known to hold a mental disability status is one who has been
involved in a treatment program to ameliorate the incidence of inap-
propriate behavior, possibly incorporating chemotherapeutic treatment
to alleviate the very causes of inappropriate behavior.

-Yet as professionals working with this population recognize the
beneficial effects afforded consumers by community treatment, we have
failed to provide living options beyond the smaller, intermediate care
facilities aimed at facilitating transition to community living. I
fear that without legislation as SB 366 this transition will not be
realized and the '"transitional' facilities will merely become smaller

institutions serving to warehouse this sizable population (and at what
costs?).

3/13/84
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COGHCERNING SERATE EILL 366

hy name is ©O5cott liease. I am for Senate Eill 366. I went to the
State Legislature on February 14th when the bill was before the Senate Committee
on Nublic Health and elfare. I have now learned that the protections for
mentally handicapped neople‘have teen taken out of the bill. I want these
to be put back in. I will use myself as an example as to why thg bill should
improve the civil rights of mentally handicapped people as well as physically
handicapped.

I am in a wheel chair due to cebral palsy. I was also born with a
learning disability commonly called dislexia. This problem has made it impossible
for me to learn to read and write. I have recorded this testimony on tape
and someone is then writing it for me from my dictation. I was recently
refused housing in ‘a large, whgel.chair acce;sible5.100 unit housing complex
in ichita, not because of ﬁy pﬁysical disability, my being in a wheel chair,
but because I can not read or write. senate Bill 366 needs to correct
this type, and other types, of discrimination against mentally handicapped
individuals.

There is another ammendment.that I want to the bill as well as the one
to put orotections for the mentally handicapped back in. Physically disabled
people are going to be discriminated against as long as there are not accessible
restrooms in public places. I want to see an ammendment put on Senate Bill
366 that will require existing public buildings such as shopping centers,
which have over 7,000 square feet of public space, to put in at least one
accessible restroom per building. I am enclosing for each Committee member
a copy of a petition naving 123 names on it of peonle who agree with my AZQZﬁ%wa#7&l

point of view in reference to one particular shogping center. I also am S3-13 hﬂ?gg/



Testimony of “cott iease

House Public Health and elfare Committee
warch 1%, 1834

page two

enclosing a copy of the testimony I cave the senate.
Thank you for your attention to this matter. As I said before, I support

Senate £ill 366, but I think it needs to be made even better by putting

on the two ammendments I have proposed.



PETITION

¥illiam Woerner
white Lakes Mall
p.0. Box 5574
Topeka, KS 66605

we the undersigned feel that the White Lakes Mall is @ gnod

place {for handicapped people to shop. Everything is convenient
and accesible. 1t is not good, however, if a handicapped person
has to go to the batluroon. ve the undersigned thus urge and

petition white Lakes Mall management to make at ljeast one rest-
room fully accessible 1O the handicapped.

NAME ADDRESS

155



William Woerner
white Lakes hirau et
D i0ie BO% D874

Topeka, KS 66609%

(8
We the undcé{E}ZV

ecl that the White Lakes Mall is & good

place for hana: -d people to shop. Everything 84S convenient
and accesiblec. i et good, however, if a handicapped person
has to go to the bathroon. we the undersigned thus urge and

petition whitce Lakes Wl management to muke ok sleast L oNe rest=
room fully nee@ss bl to the handicapped.

NAME ADDRESS
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William Woerner
White Lakes Mall
2.0, Bopx HiEga
Topeka, KS 66605

et the undersigned feel that -the White Lakes Hfall ds @ good

place. for ‘handicapped people to shep.

and accesible e 5y ot ool
halSEt OO NEe the bathroom.

however, if a
We the undersigned thus urge and

EvernytihungSiisNec onten itent
handicapped p2rson

petition White Lakes Mall management to make at least one rest-
room fully accessible to the handicapped.
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William Woerner
White Lakes Mall
" P.O,. Box 5574
Topeka, KS 66605

e ther Undersigned feel that the White Lakes Mall is a good
place for handicapped people to shop. Everything is convenient
andraceesible. Tt ds oL good, "RoWever if a handicapped person
0AS 1O @O O ThE bathroom. We the unoersigned thus urge and
petition White Lakes Mall management to makieaitilleais BRoOnNER e Siti=
roomt 1 ully accessiblentonthe handicapped.

NAME ADDRESS
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PETITION

William Woerner
White Lakes Mall
P.O0. Box 5574
Topeka, KS 66605

We the undersigned feel that the VWhite Lakes Mall is a good
place for nandicapped people to shop. Everything is convenient
and accesible. It is not good, however, if a handicapped person
has to go to the bathroom. We the undersigned thus urge and

petition White Lakes Mall management to make at lcast one rest-
room fully accessible to the handicapped.
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PETITION

William Woerner
White Lakes Mall
P.O. Box 5574
Topeka, KS 66605

We the undersigned feel that the white Lakes Mall is a good
place for handicapped people to shop. Everything is convenient
and accesible. It is not good, however, if a handicapped person
has to go to the bathroom. We the under51gned thus urge and
petition White Lakes Mall management to make at least one rest-
room fully accessible to the handicapped.
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— // ] White Lakes Pettition Continued

Name nddress
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WESTILHON O SCOIC {288

Senate BirN366

Hellg my name is Scott Nease. As you can see, I am in a
wheelehair, and I have been all off my life. I have cerebral
palsy. I am appearing here today because I have an issue to
brimesSu PR T s S n oiEEN IS Eimp o tan t S tol membUtSforSthcienits ke
handicapped population of the State of Kansas. I am for Senate
Bill 366, because as well as being in the wheelchair, I am
llearni'ng@diisablied i A nEnoltReadiora w1 tte SIS Eape d MEhals
testimony and someone wrote it out for me. I have been in the
recent past, discriminated against not because of my physical
disability, but because the landlord did not want a mentally
disabled person such as myself living in the apartment.

Because I am physically disabled as well as mentally dis-
abled, however, I want to see 366‘am¢nded to be even stronger
to help the physically handicapped. I am tired of going into
large retail stores and not being able to use the restroom with-
out asking someone off the street for help because the restroom
1s not accessible. With an accessible restroom, I do not need
any help. There are a lot of handicapped people like me who
can take themselves to the bathroom independently if the bath-
rooms are accessible. Therefore, my amendment I am proposing
is that a section should be added to 366 requiring Blaais @l Leas
one bathroom be made accessible according to state and federal
accessibility standards in every existing building having over

7,000 square feet of retail -and/or public office space. As far



ags [ramiconcerned s inaccessiblie restrooms wiolate my  Pirst

and Fourth Amendment rights under the Constitution. My free-

dom of expression is certainly limited, and also if other people

have to take me to the bathroom, they have to watch me expose

mysiel f whensotherwise  IicolllldMtisethe: restroom pritvately,  In

the long run, what I am proposing will make the retailers money

because more handicapped people will shop in their stores.
Attached, please find a petition with 123 signatures on

it of handicapped people and their friends who wanted one particu-

lars shopping center to do my: prepeosal., I think all" such places

should have an accessible restroom.





