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Chairman Umbarger and Committee Members,

The Kansas Association of Chiefs of Police, Kansas Sheriffs Association, and Kansas Peace Officers
Association has reviewed this bill and is offering some additional information for your consideration.
Our associations recognize a legitimate need exists for certain medical conditions relative to the
exposure to sunlight. We also recognize there are other states that have enacted laws providing for
medical exemptions to their window tint laws.

In the process of establishing our position on this bill, we conducted some research not only in
regards to the medical conditions but also in relation to tinting materials currently available for
addressing the medical concerns. Here is our conclusion to that research.

Most, but not all, of the medical conditions suggest both UVA and UVB ultraviolet light is the cause
of the problem. There are currently materials available that are permitted by our current law that will
block 99% of the UVA and UVB. Those materials are available that allow up to 80% of the light
through the window while offering the same UVA and UVB protection of the darker, currently
illegal window tint. We also learned the auto industry has started putting in the UVA and UVB
protection in most factory installed windshields since the early 2000's. Why? Because these are also
the rays that damage the vinyl dashboards, seat covers, and steering wheels.

We also learned there are a few medical conditions where bright light can cause adverse reactions.
Those conditions are pretty. limited in number and not all persons suffering from them will have a
problem with bright light. The most common one is probably a percentage of migraine headache
patients have increased symptoms with exposure to bright light. These are the people that may be
justified in a medical exemption.

As you hear a lot, the devil is in the details. In this case those details are left to the Department of
Revenue to establish by regulation. We trust these regulations can be well vetted with an adequate
degree of medical expertise to determine what diseases really need such an exemption and which
ones are only problematic with UVA or UVB exposure which can currently be addressed without an
exemption. However, we believe the statute itself should establish the maximum darkness for such an
exemption. It appears a 20% shading is the darkest required to address the medical needs.
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It is important to law enforcement that we protect the ability for officers to see inside a vehicle we
stop as we make our approach to it. This is a very 1mportant safety issue for us. While 20% may in
some cases infringe on that safety concern, we recognize there must be a balance with legitimate
health concerns of person with relevant medical conditions.

We recommend the following amendments to the bill if you choose to proceed with it:

1. On line 23 of page 1, insert "Except as provided in subsection (b)(2), " at the beginning of
the line.

2. Strike "Subsection (a)(3) shall not apply" on page 1 line 29 and replace it with "the total
light transmission required in subsection (a)(3) shall not be less than 20% when a sun
screening device is used in conjunctlon with other existing sun screening devices and
applied".

3. Add "bright" before "light" on page 1 line 35.

4. Add "Not more than two such persons shall be authorized and the names of thos persons
must be included on the certificate. Such medical exemption shall not be available for
conditions only requiring limiting exposure to ultraviolet A or ultraviolet B rays." after the
period on line 33.

5. Delete "carried by such person" and replace it with "displayed to any law enforcement
officer upon request" on page 2 line 7.

6. If you agree with the next paragraph and you adopt the above amendments, you could strike
all of lines 10 and 11 on page 2.

The above amendments should provide adequate direction to physicians on the requirements for
exemption and allow them to apply the latest medical research and to any medical condition
warranting exemption. We also believe by doing this we can avoid the necessity of the director of
vehicles to develop any regulations for this provision. They would simply provide a form which
gives the physician the guidance about the necessity of the exemption being for bright light requiring
less than 35% light transmission in automobile side and back windows and that exposure to UVA or
UVB is not a qualifying need. The director would then only have to provide a form the physician is
required to use and required to be carried in the vehicle. This will avoid dual agencies developing
regulations on the same topic matter. You will note currently the superintendant of the highway
patrol also has authorlty to adopt rules and regulations on tinted windows. (See page 2 lines 12 and

13.)

We are also a little concerned the provision on page 1 lines 31-33 which includes "a motor vehicle
owned or operated by a person who is responsible for the transportation of such a Kansas resident" is
pretty broad and may be open for abuse. But if the other amendments are adopted, the number of
these exemptions should be minimal. If they do become a problem we can come back and ask you to
address them. However, we do feel they should have to list who those persons are on the form and
that they be limited in number.

Ed Klumpp

Kansas Association of Chiefs of Police, Legislative Committee Chair
Kansas Sheriffs Association. Legislative Liaison

Kansas Peace Officers Association, Legislative Liaison

E-mail: eklumpp@cox.net

Phone: (785) 235-5619

Cell: (785) 640-1102
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