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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 Paul Kramer

Running for:   X  House    Senate                       District No:       26                          Party:   Independent

Candidate/Campaign Mailing Address:  63 Sylvan Road, New Britain, Connecticut 06053

Phone:      (860) 810-3880                                              Website:     www.NBVote.com                         Email: KramerCT@gmail.com

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

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

	Comments:             

         I strongly believe that revenues collected by a given department should be used to support that department first before sending the excess revenue to the general fund.


	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?
	X
	
	

	Comments:  Transit-oriented development is a crucial necessity to encourage the use of public transportation in Connecticut.  It will help to get personal vehicles off the roads and lower Connecticut's overall carbon footprint.  I also respect the unique character of our cities and towns and thus would not support mandates that force a city or town to develop in a certain way which could diminish its character.  I would prefer a program to provide guidelines and recommendations to cities and towns; trusting each to accommodate in a way that works for themselves.
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	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)?
	X
	
	

	Comments:   Vegetated buffers along rivers and streams are an inexpensive method to improve water quality by filtering out pollutants, preventing bank erosion and flooding, and providing habitat for wildlife.  Vegetated buffers also help to preserve the natural beauty of Connecticut.


	4. Pesticides Rollback 
(Click Here for more information)
	Would you support and protect the current ban on toxic pesticides on school grounds?  
	X
	
	

	Comments:  I will support this one hundred times over.  I absolutely refuse to allow the use of toxic chemicals, pesticides or otherwise, anywhere in the presence of developing young minds.  I would also like to inquire if there are similar bans regarding off-school playgrounds, and would support those as well.


	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?
	X
	
	

	Comments:  I am aware that without proper receptacles, unused pharmaceutical drugs are often flushed into waterways which can then be exposed to aquatic organisms.  Not only is this a health hazard for these aquatic organisms, but also for any person who ingests them.


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

	Comments:  As someone who prefers to eat organic foods I would like to see GMO’s be labeled in Connecticut.  I cannot imagine that this would be a financial burden in regards to the production process, and it could help to improve the overall health of Connecticut residents.


	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?
	X
	
	

	Comments:  I am aware that mattress disposal is difficult and can be expensive to municipalities, due both to size and separation of metal and cloth materials.  Recycling would be a great alternative, and requiring manufacturers to become involved in that process will ease the burden on municipalities.


	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?
	
	X
	

	Comments:  I absolutely support water conservation and providing incentives to do so, however I have heard of issues in certain other states with certain rate making mechanisms, and would prefer to be certain that I understand the specific issues and proposed mechanisms fully before supporting.


	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?
	X
	
	

	Comments:   Strongly Support.  Again I refuse to allow the idea of chemicals at any concern level to be around children, and providing recommendations on how to reduce their exposure will be something I plan to research myself.


	10. Community Redevelopment and Conservation 
 (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?
	
	X
	

	Comments:               I would support the idea of an optional conveyance tax for municipalities to be used on preservation, but fear unintended loopholes could send that money elsewhere down the line.  I would need to see specific language to be certain such conveyance tax revenue would be reserved for preservation  to support fully.
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Part 2:    What environmental issue has lacked the attention in Connecticut and/or your district that it deserves?  As a legislator, what will you do to change that?
I would like to see more focus on renewable energy in Connecticut.  Rebates and tax credits are often not enough to offset the high price of existing solar panels.  As a legislator I would look into possible subsidies for solar and wind technology.  I would also encourage the research and development of solar and wind technology at state universities, and encourage the leasing of solar panels for state buildings in an effort to lead through example.

The current environmental concern in my district is that the town of New Britain is attempting to sell 15 acres of Stanley park to build a Cost-co development.  Though this is a great opportunity for job growth, there have been many objections voiced regarding the location.  The land in Stanley park was donated to the town by Alex Stanley in 1927 with the promise that it would forever remain park land, and I fear breaking that promise could become a slippery slope.  New Britain has too little natural beauty left.
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:
If I may only choose one issue to address, it will always be for the safety of children.  Exposing children to toxic chemicals affects their mental and physical development; stealing their potential.  By setting a proper example about environmental safety we can protect the children that are our future, and teach them environmental responsibility at the same time.

�
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