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2012 Candidate Survey
· Email your completed survey to: elections@ctlcv.org
· Please attach a biography

· Please complete this survey by July 1, 2012.  Thank you!

	Candidate Name:​​​​​​​​​​                       David Rafferty                    

Running for:   House    Senate                       District No:          151                       Party: Democrat

Candidate/Campaign Mailing Address: 23 Center Drive Old Greenwich, CT 06870

Phone:    203-344-1446                              Website:        TBD                                                          Email: david@rafferty.net

Are you enrolled in the Citizen’s Election Fund for public campaign financing?     Yes     No

Do you have a primary?     Yes     No
Are you an incumbent?      Yes     No   


Part 1:  If elected, what position do you expect to take on the following environmental issues?
	Topic
	Question
	Support
	Uncertain
	Oppose

	1. DEEP Operations (funding)

(Click Here for more information)
	Currently, all revenues collected by CT DEEP through permits, licenses, and admissions fees go to the General Fund and do not support DEEP operations.  Would you support creation or re-institution of a fund within DEEP that enabled it to recoup revenues from hunting permits, special licenses, parks admissions, etc.?
	yes
	
	

	Comments:

In order to ensure that DEEP polices and programs are always fiscally sound, they must have their own, inviolable revenue streams to support them. 



	2. Transportation and Mass Transit.

(Click Here for more information)

	Would you support policies or legislation to promote transit-oriented development that        focuses growth and dense development around transit stations while respecting the unique character of each of our 169 cities and towns?
	yes
	
	

	Comments: Entire downtown areas could be reinvigorated with smart, efficient planning of residential neighborhoods built around transport hubs, thereby minimizing the need and impact of constant private automobile use.


	Topic
	Question
	Support
	Uncertain
	Oppose

	3. Riverfront Protection

(Click Here for more information)
	 Would you support a statewide system of protective vegetated buffers along the state’s

rivers and streams (with exemptions for built-up areas, agriculture and other special situations)?
	yes
	
	

	Comments: Done properly, this kind of management can help prevent erosion, strengthens stream-beds and helps minimize downstream issues.


	4. Pesticides Rollback 

(Click Here for more information)
	Would you support and protect the current ban on toxic pesticides on school grounds?  
	yes
	
	

	Comments: There are simply too many other options available than to use toxins around school children. This is simply the right thing to do.


	5. Pharmaceutical       Disposal
(Click Here for more information)
	Would you support a statewide program that allows Connecticut’s residents to have a safe and secure place to dispose of unused pharmaceutical drugs?
	yes
	
	

	Comments: Beyond the environmental impact which is significant, anything that encourages people to remove unused and unnecessary pharmaceuticals from the home makes for a much safer environment in the home.


	6. GMO Labeling

  (Click Here for more information)
	Would you support mandatory labeling of genetically engineered foods, also known as GMO?
	yes
	
	

	Comments: Done properly, a simple recognition of GMOs on labels provides information that many people want. Business and government can work together to find not just the language but common ground for how specific modifications are indentified, once there labeling is required.


	7. Mattress Recycling

  (Click Here for more information)
	Would you support requiring manufactures to create a system for mattress-component recycling similar to the systems for recycling electric waste and the unused paint?
	
	tbd
	

	Comments: I would need to learn more about this issue before immediately mandating a required expense for manufacturers.


	8. Water Conservation

(Click Here for more information)
	Would you support efficient use and planning of water supplies by providing incentives for utilities to encourage water conservation through ratemaking mechanisms?
	
	tbd
	

	Comments: While this seems straightforward, I do not feel well enough versed on the topic to judge.


	9. Toxics (children)

(Click Here for more information)
	Would you support legislation that creates a process that identifies chemicals of high concern to children and makes recommendations how to reduce their exposure?
	yes
	
	

	Comments: There are several parts to this, starting with how to determine “high” concern, but if that could be surmounted, then it becomes simply another necessary and appropriate warning label that consumers should be aware of.


	10. Community Redevelopment and Conservation Act (CRCA)

 (Click Here for more information)
	Would you support an optional conveyance tax for municipalities on buyers of real property to be used within the municipality for preservation and conservation of land, air, water, and energy resources?
	
	tbd
	

	Comments: It is not the tax that concerns me. it is the broad strokes of the question and its impact on land trusts. My experience with land trusts has been to simply put land away and not allow for any discussion beyond passive use. While I support the CRCA in principle, I believe that conservation land (in some instances) still could have some “light” use utility (recreation, sports, etc.). It’s a bigger question. 
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Part 2:    What environmental issue has lacked the attention in Connecticut that it deserves?  As a legislator, what will you do to change that?  What are the environmental priorities in your district?
In my district, storm water, highway runoff, and natural streams comingle regularly to overwhelm the often antiquated systems currently in place to carry water from point A to B. We have focused on our major waterways but tend to forget the secondary and tertiary byways that carry sediment and silt generated from storms, toxins and volatiles from highway sewer drains and simple runoff generated from the tremendous increase in impervious surfaces being built all over the state. These are points that need to be brought to the attention of the legislature in Hartford and we have to start developing plans to a) segregate and treat toxic highway runoff, b) minimize the impact of impervious surfaces, and c) restore our streams and feeder systems to a condition where they are not eroding and disturbing the downstream basins.

Part 3:
If you are elected and you could choose only one environmental issue to address, which ONE of the following issues would be your priority for the 2013 Legislative Session?
	
	DEEP Funding
	
	Pesticides Rollback
	
	Mattress Recycling
	
	CRCA

	
	Transportation & Mass Transit


	
	Pharmaceutical Disposal
	
	Water Conservation
	
	Other (please describe)

	
	Riverfront Protection
	
	GMO labeling
	
	Toxics (children)
	
	


 Explain Why:

DEEP has the ability to coordinate a multitude of environmental challenges under one umbrella, but the only way that can happen effectively is if funding for it was not at the mercy of legislative whims on a year to year basis. With it’s own funding sources, DEEP can plan years into the future, set appropriate priorities and not have to worry about whether funding will exist the next year for projects pushed out from a current year.
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