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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 Alexander                                  

Running for: X  House    Senate                       District No:    58                             Party: Democratic

Candidate/Campaign Mailing Address: 277 Pearl St. Enfield, CT.

Phone:         860-874-2306                                               Website:                              None                                           Email: dalexander99@gmail.com

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

Do you have a primary?    X Yes     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 support conservation efforts, but I am not sure it is wise to push for segregated revenue streams.  It is unlikely that CT DEEP would ever be able to exist on these fees alone.  In theory a direct return of these fees to DEEP would increase DEEP budgets, but I am unsure whether this would occur over the long term.  Having a properly funded DEEP is more important than how it is funded.


	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: This is a vitally important issue, and I strongly support transit-oriented development. States and Cities live or die on their ability to retain and attract people.  Transit has the ability to help revitalize Enfield and the state. I look forward to finding ways to target growth around transit because this is good for everyone


	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:  There is no reason not to take the small steps needed to protect our rivers particularly when these measures do not get in the way of other goals.  We should never have damage because of neglect.  Gone are the days when manufacturers were allowed to recklessly dumb chemicals into the Connecticut River. 



	4. Pesticides Rollback 

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

	Comments: It is hard to imagine a situation in which it is worth exposing our children to toxic pesticides on school grounds. I therefore support the current ban.  



	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: Although it might be initially expensive, it is wise over the long run to develop a dedicated disposal site. Pharmaceuticals which are disposed of incorrectly harm the environment and the general public. Creating safe means for disposal is clearly the right thing to do for both practical and moral reasons. 
:


	6. GMO Labeling

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

	Comments: It is likely I would support this. However, I would be nervous about doing anything that puts a burden on Connecticut farmers or food processors. I would need to study the impact on them before I could completely come on board.


	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: This seems like a good idea, but I am uncertain that the damage that mattress-components cause in the environment reaches the same level of harm caused by paints and E-waste.


	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: While water conservation is clearly important, I want to avoid things that are likely to hit middle class families hard economically. Utility prices are already very high, and I can only support something that helps to lower costs for consumers.


	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:  Absolutely. We must know what chemicals do to children and have a system for reducing harmful exposure. This is both an environmental and public health issue. Negative environmental exposure leads to all sorts of costs down the road, and stopping the harm before it starts saves money.



	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?
	
	x
	

	Comments: 
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Answer for question 10:

    I want municipalities to undertake preservation efforts, and I understand a dedicated stream of revenue can help with that goal.  However, I am somewhat     

    reluctant to impose new conveyance taxes. First, such taxes can distort the housing market, and municipalities will resist imposing such taxes even if state law 

    allowed them.  Second, as in the housing bubble, there will be times when large amounts of money come in, but then in lean times the funding will dry up.  Boom 
    and bust revenue is not the right way to fund conservation.  If this is the only way, I might support it, but I want to see if other solutions are available. 
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?
Getting our state and nation off fossil fuels as the primary source of energy is my most important environmental issue. Our use of fossil fuels degrades our environment, makes our foreign policy more precarious and hurts our economy. Our state needs to attack this problem on numerous fronts. First, we need to increase emission standards and promote policies that encourage fuel efficiency. Second, we need to create policies that promote the use of alternative or “green” energy. Lastly, we need to encourage transit-oriented development that helps elevate the number of vehicles on the road. The 58th District and the Town of Enfield would benefit greatly from the Governor’s light rail proposal. Many of Enfield’s residents commute to work by driving on Interstate-91 to either the Hartford or Springfield areas. A light rail system, with a station in Enfield, would allow our residents to commute to work via train instead. This rail system would take cars off the road, and that would help limit vehicle pollution. Furthermore, gas consumption would decrease, and consumer spending and home ownership would increase. 
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

	
	X Transportation & Mass Transit

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

	
	Riverfront Protection
	
	GMO labeling
	
	Toxics (children)
	
	


 Explain Why:
In my previous statement I mentioned how the Governor’s light rail proposal could decrease vehicle pollution, decrease gas consumption and strengthen our economy. All of the other listed issues are of critical importance, but mass transit would be my 2013 Legislative Session priority because I sense the General Assembly and the Governor are ready to enact a light rail system next year. Not only would incorporating mass transit help the environment and the economy, but the state is now ready to move forward with it. The General Assembly must take advantage of a light rail system proposal during the 2013 Legislative Session. 
�
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