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State Solvency 
States are key to universal design 

Maureen Conolly Universal Design:  Maine's Opportunity To Lead the Way  To Information Access For Everyone written in 2005 http://www.mainecite.org/docs/wpaper.htm cma
Keeping Maine Global Universal access to Maine's information systems is vital to the state's economic future. As a small, geographically isolated state, Maine can only compete in a world that depends on electronic information if the state's economy provides access for everyone. While universal access is considered a social imperative, it also contributes heavily to Maine's economic survival.  "We need to think of our market in the largest terms. We need to expand the base of customers and labor," said Conference participant Jay Menario of Unum. "We can't afford to leave people out."  Participants stressed the importance of universal access to Maine's educational system and to the development of an educated workforce. Maine's goals for academic achievement and higher graduation rates for all students, in K-12 and post-secondary institutions, will depend on universal access to information and assistive technologies.     Who Are the Users?  A 1997 survey sponsored by Unum Life Insurance Co. of America, the international leader in the disability insurance industry, underscores the importance of making information systems accessible to everyone and accommodating differences. Nearly 170,000 Maine residents-one in seven citizens-has a physical, sensory, mental or emotional disability that affects their ability to function in one or more life activities, such as working, learning, caring for themselves, or participating in the community.  The survey, conducted by the Bureau of Economic Research at Rutgers University, is based on telephone calls to 3,300 Maine households. The survey found that people with physical, mental, and emotional disabilities represent 13.5% of Maine's population.  While fewer than 5% of Maine children under 15 have a disability; 6% of people aged 16 to 30 have a disability; 12% of people aged 31 to 45 have a disability; 20% of people aged 46 to 64 have a disability; and 34% of people aged 65 or older have a disability.  Many Maine people have disabilities that affect more than one aspect of their lives. Nearly 62% of Maine people with disabilities have difficulty walking; 52% have difficulty lifting; 29% have difficulty seeing; 22% have difficulty learning; 20% have difficulty hearing; and 14% have difficulty speaking.  Some 37% of people with disabilities use assistive technologies such as communication devices or adaptive devices in their home, vehicle, classroom, or work site. About 30% of Maine people with disabilities use a computer on the job or at home.  For the thousands of Maine people with disabilities, having access to information gives them "a stake in our democracy, an opportunity to participate, and opportunities for self-development," Kim Wallace, public policy analyst for Alpha One, a Maine Center for Independent Living, told the Conference.     Barriers to Access for All  Citizens look to State government for information they need in all parts of their daily lives: information on health, education, jobs, housing, safety, transportation, taxes, travel, and recreation. Unless the system of technologies that Maine State government uses to distribute that information accommodates the needs of every individual, Maine will have a society deeply split into "information haves" and "information have nots."  Maine State government is typical of states and major businesses and industries that use a broad array of technologies. A July 1997 survey of 17 Maine State agencies and departments showed brochures, maps, newsletters, fiche, diskettes, tapes, CD-ROM, modem dial-in, e-mail Internet, FTP files, and fax technologies are components of systems used to gather and give out information.  The Maximizing Economic Potential Conference found that too often information systems are put together in a piecemeal fashion, and while they serve many people, these systems also pose barriers for others. Frequently barriers are not discovered until systems are in place. The result is the need for costly and time- consuming retrofitting.  Conference participants pointed to the State of Maine's purchase of a costly software package for all state employees that could not initially be used by people who are blind.  Accessible information technologies such as TTYs are going unused or underutilized because not enough state employees are trained to operate them. Home pages for the World Wide Web are being increasingly developed throughout Maine State government with little or no coordination among agencies and no standards for accessibility. State-sponsored Web pages frequently do not recognize standards for accessibility and often rely heavily on graphical images that are not accessible to people who are blind.  William Paul, a retired vice president of United Technologies and a consumer, said there is a natural tension between those who want to quickly adopt the latest technologies and those who want to slow down until those technologies are proven to be accessible. Paul urged the Conference to find ways that State government and the private sector can streamline the design, testing, and implementation of accessible technologies so that everyone's needs are met.     Using Government's Influence  State government and municipalities, including School Administrative Units, have the ability to not only effect universal design of its own information systems but to promote the development of fully accessible products and systems in the private sector.  According to Conference advisor Steven E. Miller, director of the Mass Ed OnLine Project, it is not acceptable for technology developers to require users to figure out how to adapt products after their purchase. Inclusive features need to be incorporated into the product's structural and functional design. State government, as a regulator of the telecommunications and major customer of the technology and software industries, can influence designers and manufacturers to incorporate universal design into their products so they are ready-out of the box-for use by people with a wide range of abilities and needs.  Many manufacturers simply don't understand how and why universal design is critically important. Others assume that the cost of universally designed products would be prohibitive. But the world of technology already has proven how access can be designed into a product, often at little or no additional cost. Glide points included on computer keyboards, for example, can be easier to manipulate than a mouse and improve access for people with mobility impairments.  Alan Hurwitz, Director of the Northeast Technical Assistance Center at the National Technical Institute for the Deaf in Rochester, NY, called for designers and manufacturers of information systems and products to build in "redundancy of access." All products, he said, need to accommodate at least two methods of access.  "Make visual information available audibly, audio information available visually, and both available tactilely," Hurwitz said.  Mary Beth Walsh of Maine Center for the Blind and Visually Impaired said that every graphical image used on a Web page should have descriptive text that someone who is blind can access with the assistance of a sound card included in most computers.  Jim Tobias, a nationally known consultant in access technologies, called on the State of Maine to collaborate with other states in promoting and implementing universal design and to use its influence to engage telecommunications companies to foster universal design. He suggested providing technical assistance to manufacturers and using the State's buying power to influence change.
States solve- key to decentralization 
Stephen Percy  Ph.D., Indiana University A.B., Hamilton College, Political Science Professor at the University of Milwaukee, “Disability and Federalism: Comparing Different Approaches to Full Participation”,  written in 2011 http://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=q5F8Oqks7oUC&oi=fnd&pg=PA1&dq=Disability+and+Federalism:+Comparing+Different+Approaches+to+Full+Participation&ots=vhr2r60Sh2&sig=yknyDwNkcNyX66RQv7Zyl-ahnNQ#v=onepage&q&f=true cma
Questions about policy coordination invariably raise issues about implementing disability policies from an intergovernmental, rather than centralized national, arrangement. Unlike Western European nations, the US system utilizes a more decentralized, yet interdependent, policy system to serve people with disabilities.67 This system, while generally consistent with American principles of governance through a federal system where powers are shared between the national government and the states, does not guarantee effective policy at every turn. Decentralization provides the potential for more locally, rather than centrally, designed policy efforts that can be more responsive to locally-defined problems and more appropriately tailored to local conditions. The American states, therefore, can serve as laboratories for policy "experiments'1 through which effective policy implementation strategies can be identified and then shared back with the other states. Conversely, greater centralization is more likely to provide consistent services and benefits across the states, at least with regard to establishing minimal levels. These tensions have been rife since the formation of the United States and will remain so long as the democratic system remains based upon a federal, power-sharing model of governance. The persistent questions in the context of disability policy is determining which programs and services are best provided at which level of governance and how state and national programs can be more effectively coordinated and mutually reinforcing. These questions are ongoing in disability policy and will continue to be the focus of policy debates and plans for system reform

Politics Links 
Popular 
Disability issues are popular with congress and public
Michael Selmi Professor of Law, The George Washington University Law School. Interpreting the Americans with Disabilities Act: Why the Supreme Court Rewrote the Statute, and Why Congress Did Not Care 2000 https://www.google.com/#hl=en&safe=off&sclient=psyab&q=Michael+Selmi+author+of+Interpreting+the+Americans+with+Disabilities+Act:+Why+the+Supreme+Court+Rewrote+the+Statute%2C+and+Why+Congress+Did+Not+Care&oq=Michael+Selmi+author+of+Interpreting+the+Americans+with+Disabilities+Act:+Why+the+Supreme+Court+Rewrote+the+Statute%2C+and+Why+Congress+Did+Not+Care&gs_l=hp.3...1339.15288.0.15707.14.14.0.0.0.0.98.955.13.13.0...0.1...1c.KKaFmYLVJz8&pbx=1&bav=on.2,or.r_gc.r_pw.r_cp.r_qf.&fp=3caf70095441cb5a&biw=642&bih=662 cma
 The backlash thesis is attractive primarily because it is a relatively simple story that feeds into the pervasive sentiment among legal academics that the Court has interpreted the statute consistent with its own conservative political preferences.  But that story proves too simple, as reflected in the important fact that most of the restrictive interpretations have been the product of a unanimous Supreme Court. Indeed, a closer look at some basic facts reveals the inadequacy of a simple story and why the ADA poses a unique challenge for explanatory theories.  The ADA was passed with virtually unanimous support in both houses of Congress, with the strong support of a Republican President as well as broad public support.  Since then, a near unanimous Supreme Court has rewritten the ADA in a restrictive fashion without any subsequent efforts to overturn those decisions.  That sequence of events is not easy to explain, and as will become clear, the Court’s decisions cannot be rationalized against any principled means of statutory interpretation 
The Public wants disability funding 

CBS report Advocates For Developmentally Disabled Rally In Annapolis Febuary 2009 http://baltimore.cbslocal.com/2012/02/21/advocates-for-developmentally-disabled-to-rally/ cma
Hundreds gather to show support for disability funding in downtown Annapolis.  Monique Griego has more on Developmental Disabilities Day and the need for services.  Hundreds of people make a call for action to help the developmentally disabled in downtown Annapolis.  “They’re not begging for welfare. They’re begging for a chance to have life,” said Crystal Holman.  Holman was part of the crowd that marched to Lawyers’ Mall. Her son suffers from severe autism and spent eight years on the waiting  “There’s no money. There’s no funding. There’s nothing we can do. We can’t help you,” Holman said these are the excuses she heard.  Demonstrators hope being vocal will bring attention to the desperate need for funding.  Brian Cox, of Maryland Developmental Disabilities, says recently there’s been some help. Governor Martin O’Malley dedicated money to the cause in his recent budget and from the alcohol tax.  “We’re here to say this is progress. Don’t cut the budget. There’s more work to be done,” Cox said. 
Unpopular 

Plan will cause political backlash and cost political capital- ADA proves 

Stephen Percy Ph.D from  Indiana University “Disability and Federalism: Comparing Different Approaches to Full Participation”, http://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=q5F8Oqks7oUC&oi=fnd&pg=PA1&dq=Disability+and+Federalism:+Comparing+Different+Approaches+to+Full+Participation&ots=vhr2r60Sh2&sig=yknyDwNkcNyX66RQv7Zyl-ahnNQ#v=onepage&q&f=true 2001 cma

The issue of ADA costs will remain at the forefront of the political whirlwinds that surround the implementation of this law to protect people with disabilities. Given the scope of the Act and insufficient information on such things as the number and type of employment accommodations and the extent of architectural barrier-removal projects that will be needed, it is extremely difficult to estimate the total costs of achieving nation-wide compliance with the ADA. While many types of accommodation can be made with little cost, substantial costs will be incurred in such areas as providing paratransit services, making key transit stations accessible, and making physical changes in services and facilities used by the public. One partial yet plausible set of estimates on ADA compliance was prepared by the Congressional Budget Office (CBO), which estimated that the cost to the federal government in implementing the ADA would range from about S5 million in the first year to $31 million by 1995.7' But the real cost of compliance is with the content of the ADA — unlike other disability rights policies borne by state and local governments and private sector establishments, of course — will be substantially higher. With regard to the compliance costs to slate and local governments. CBO estimated that it would cost $20-30 million per year over several years to purchase additional lift-equipped buses. $15 million annually to provide maintenance to these buses, and several hundreds of millions of dollars over 30 years to make key rail and transit stations accessible. Still other dollars will be required to achieve compliance with other ADA mandates, including reasonable accommodation in employment and housing. Cost issues and the elevated opportunities for people with disabilities has the potential to generate a backlash against the ADA and its strong regulatory mandates. While significant political revolts against the ADA have not yet materialized, complaints have arisen in some quarters about expansiveness of ADA mandates and the fiscal requirements needed to achieve compliance. Communities, large and small, have complained about compliance costs for such things as major building renovations and interpreter services. Complaints range in scope from mandated actions that represent little more than anger about the "nuisance" of compliance to accommodations that represent substantial fiscal outlays (e.g., provision of paratransit services). Academics have entered the fray, challenging whether disability policies which advance the opportunities of people with disabilities are fair and just or whether they can enable undeserving claims to "jump the queue" while other more deserving public needs are left unmet.71 And while these critiques from practitioners and academics remain, these seem unlikely to derail the ADA. One analyst warns state and local governments that: "Given the militancy of the disabled, the activism of the [US Justice Department and the sympathies of most of the judiciary, ignoring the 'little things' [adherence to ADA mandates] can turn out to be the riskiest strategy of all."71


Disability funding is unpopular- Social Security proves.

Henning Bohn Department of Economics University of California at Santa Barbara http://www.econ.ucsb.edu/~bohn/papers/SocSec.pdf  No date 

In an ongoing social security system, the fraction of the inherited PAYG burden borne by the current generation depends on the gap between market interest rates and the population plus productivity growth rates.  Not surprisingly, social security has become more unpopular as U.S. population growth and (since 1973) productivity growth have declined. Overall, social security reform is about how to cope with the huge unfunded claims created by the existing PAYG system. No  reform can realistically promise to make this inherited burden  vanish. The real question is how to share the burden at a time of adverse demographic developments. 
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