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K
ansas B

oard of R
egents: 

Evaluating the Effects of 
Elim

inating the K
an-ed 

Program

R
equested by:

R
ep. M

arc R
hoades

The K
an-ed A

ct, passed by the 2001 Legislature, established a 
broadband-based netw

ork for schools, libraries, and hospitals.  The 
purpose of K

an-ed w
as to provide a broadband Internet netw

ork for its 
m

em
bers, and intranet access for distance learning and 

videoconferencing.  In the 2011 legislative session, H
ouse B

ill 2390 
proposed elim

inating K
an-ed funding.  P

roponents argued that K
an-ed 

has accom
plished its m

ission, and that its m
em

bers w
ould not notice 

the difference in internet functionality if it w
ere elim

inated.  O
pponents 

argued that K
an-ed provides a needed service to m

any people at no 
charge, and that rural parts of the S

tate still need this broadband 
service.  S

enate S
ubstitute for H

ouse B
ill 2014 requires that Legislative 

P
ost A

udit conduct a perform
ance audit of K

an-ed.

1.
 W

hat critical services does K
an-ed provide its 

connected m
em

bers, and could m
em

bers afford 
to pay for these services?

Late January

2
State Em

ployee R
esidence:  

A
ssessing Potential 

Increases in R
evenues by 

R
equiring State Em

ployees 
to R

eside in K
ansas

R
equested by:

Legislative P
ost A

udit 
C

om
m

ittee

A
s of January 2009, about 5%

 of S
tate em

ployees lived outside the 
S

tate of K
ansas (m

ost of w
hom

 lived in M
issouri).  These em

ployees 
earn salaries in K

ansas, but pay property and sales taxes in another 
state.  A

lthough m
any K

ansas cities and counties have in-S
tate 

residency requirem
ents, the S

tate currently does not.  In M
ay 2011, 

N
ew

 Jersey becam
e the first state to pass a law

 that requires all local 
and state em

ployees to reside in N
ew

 Jersey.  A
s of January 2011, 

about 8%
 of N

ew
 Jersey’s local and state public em

ployees lived 
outside of the state.   Legislators have expressed an interest in know

ing 
how

 m
uch additional revenue could be generated by im

plem
enting a 

residency requirem
ent for S

tate em
ployees, and w

hat the potential 
draw

backs m
ight be.

1.
 H

ow
 m

uch revenue could be generated by 
requiring S

tat em
ployees to live in K

ansas and 
w

hat effect w
ould that requirem

ent have on the 
S

tate’s w
orkforce?

Late January

3
D

epartm
ent on A

ging: 
Evaluating the Effect of 
Increasing M

inim
um

 N
ursing 

H
ours on R

esident C
are and 

State C
osts

R
equested by:

S
en. D

w
ayne U

m
barger

K
ansas’ M

edicaid program
 provides significant funding for nursing 

hom
e services for residents that m

eet established incom
e and asset 

eligibility criteria.  A
s of June 2010, m

ore than 300 M
edicaid certified 

nursing hom
es in the S

tate served alm
ost 10,500 M

edicaid nursing 
hom

e residents.  These facilities provide a range of services to 
residents including rehabilitation, social, nutrition, and housing services.  
Legislators have expressed concern that K

ansas’ current nurse staffing 
levels are inadequate to provide a high quality of care, and that the 
fiscal note for S

enate B
ill 184--w

hich proposed increasing m
inim

um
 

nursing hours in K
ansas--m

ight not capture potential offsetting savings 
that could result from

 reducing the likelihood of m
ore serious health 

issues for residents.

1.2.

 D
o em

pirical studies and reports clearly identify a 
relationship betw

een increased m
inim

um
 nursing 

hours and quality of care outcom
es or reduced 

health costs?

 W
hat w

ould it cost to im
plem

ent the m
inim

um
 

nursing staff hours standards recom
m

ended by 
S

enate B
ill 184, and w

hat potential offsetting 
savings m

ight result?
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Foster C
are: R

eview
ing 

D
ecisions To R

em
ove 

C
hildren From

 Their H
om

es

R
equested by:

R
ep. John G

range

K
ansas’ foster care program

 is adm
inistered by the D

epartm
ent of 

S
ocial and R

ehabilitation S
ervices.  The program

 is charged w
ith 

protecting children w
ho m

ay be physically or m
entally abused or 

neglected.  If preventive services are not successful or if the danger to 
the child appears to w

arrant action, the D
epartm

ent m
ay ask the county 

or district attorney to petition the court to place the child in the custody 
of the S

ecretary of S
ocial and R

ehabilitation S
ervices.  Legislators have 

received num
erous com

plaints from
 fam

ilies w
ho thought that S

R
S

 did 
not have sufficient justification for seeking the rem

oval of their children 
from

 their hom
es or for keeping them

 aw
ay once rem

oved.

1.
 D

id the D
epartm

ent of S
ocial and R

ehabilitation 
S

ervices have sufficient and convincing reasons 
to separate children from

 their fam
ilies or to not 

reunite them
?

Late S
um

m
er

jalunn
Typewritten Text
3-2


	2012.01.06



