[image: image1.png]F

A
Survey Responses for John P. Flanagan 91°° District);age 1

Part 1: If elected, what position do I expect to take on the following
environmental issues?

1. DEEP Operations (funding) Support

As a firm believer in user fees, I support re-instituting a
dedicated fund. The transition may have to be over a year or two
dependant on any recent re-organizing effects. Or, it may be
able to be done more quickly.

2. Transportation & Mass Transit Oppose as written

As written on the survey, I would require considerably more
detail than given. What constitutes dense development? I've
seen dense development work well in some cities and be neglected
after building in others. There is no definition of transit
oriented businesses. That could run from an hotel to a news stand
When discussing transit stations, are we talking combinations of
rail, bus, taxi and air. Are we including rapid transit from
suburbs as one use, originally, proposed for Hamden’s rail to
trail conversion? Or are we looking at projects such as the New
Britain to Hartford bus line which it appears is being built in
search of use rather than as a response to a need. “Fast trains”
in California are running into problems now that the reality of
1living with them is dawning on the residents. And, in the
Northeast corridor, particularly the Acela have not proved their
worth. And, yes I have ridden them and discussed these trains
with riders.

However, if someone can show me real data and real need, not
theory, I’d be amenable.

3. Riverfront Protection Support

I support the concept. However, it needs to be combined
with proper clean up and new stricter regulations, random testing
and enforcement concerning industrial and agricultural
contaminations, runoffs and percolation.

4. Pesticide Rollback Oppose

No offense meant but your title conflicts with your question
To clarify I oppose rolling back the regulations.

5. Pharmaceutical Disposal Support

As long as it can be made convenient to do. Otherwise,
they’1l still get flushed or rinsed down and end up contaminating
the water supply again. Details again.

6. GMO Labeling Support

Absolutely support this. Despite the nonsense being put
forth by the manufacturers, this isn’t the same as hybridization.
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7. Mattress Recycling Undecided

This is, quite honestly, the first time I’ve seen the
proposal. Sounds like an interesting concept and certainly would
relieve the stress on land fills. However, I’d 1like to see how

it’s proposed to channel downstream into recycle/reuse.
8. Water Conservation Oppose as written

Where companies have been converted to government entities,
the water authorities have already foisted off the maintenance of
supply piping from the street to the houses on the
consumer/taxpayers. That has caused an interesting consideration
concerning who, actually, owns the meter. The concept used to be
that the consumer was responsible for everything after the meter
and the company up to the meter. So, I definitely would not
support utilizing rate making mechanisms. I prefer carrot and
stick with the companies which are still private which appears to
be the ones you’re asking about. It could, also, be applied in
some situations to the regional authorities.

9. Toxics (children) Oppose as written

Doesn’t go far enough. Identifying and recommending doesn’t
protect anyone from toxics. Identifying and banning use with or
near children makes more sense.

10. CRC Act Oppose as described

This is clearly an attempt to piggyback on already
overburdened property conveyances. If preservation and
conservation of land, air, water and energy resources are to be
State mandated goals, then everyone should share the joy of being
taxed for them — not just the people who are trying to sell their
house, etc.
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Part 2: What environmental issue has lacked the attention in
Connecticut that it deserves? What will I do to change that?
What are some environmental priorities in my district?

Based on in the field construction, restoration and renovation
project oversight experience, the environmental issue lacking
attention is renewable energy. To bring it to the fore, I intend
to propose that the State commit to altering all state buildings
to operate with a goal of, a quite achievable, 40% reduction of
electric usage from the grid within 5 years. The savings might
be dedicated to both some tax reduction and to other
environmental projects.

How do I plan to accomplish the change? We talk! We talk common
sense and reducing costs. And we continue to talk until we
convert others to the common sense of the idea and get it done.

It’s been my experience that every majority starts as a minority
of one. And, as Harry Truman said, “It’s amazing how much you
can accomplish when you don’t care who gets the credit”. 1I've
followed those approaches throughout my elected life and
accomplished quite a bit. So, how do I get it done? We talk to
legislators who would probably love to run again on saving money.
And, if a governor wants to adopt the project as his own, so much
the better.

My district environmental priorities:

Besides more renewable energy, a high priority is proper
maintenance of waterways and reservoirs. Many of our streams,
wetlands and creeks have been allowed to be silt up due to
questionable construction adjacent to them. There appears to be
a limbo like area between zoning regulations, State regulations
and wetlands where all and neither seem to apply which lends
itself to enforcement confusion and development excess zeal. We
need cooperation between the State and our Town’s over worked
wetlands officer to get corrections and restoration accomplished.

Also, an higher and better use of our closed landfill area might
be a regional recycling transfer station. I’ve already checked,
there would probably be federal funding to cover most of the
costs.

Part 3. If elected, my first priority would be renewable energy
with the State leading the way. Second would be Riverfront
protection combined with stiffer environmental regulations.
Third, the two projects which effect children - Toxics and
keeping the pesticide regulations in place. If I could get two
out of three done, I’'d consider myself exceptionally successful.




