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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:​​​​​​​​​​     Liz Linehan                                      

Running for:  House    Senate                       District No:    103                             Party: Democrat

Candidate/Campaign Mailing Address: 405 Sycamore Lane Cheshire, CT 06410

Phone:      860-301-2746                                                  Website:    lizlinehan.com                                       Email: liz@lizlinehan.com

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.?
	X
	
	

	Comments:

It is crucial that DEEP be funded at an appropriate level to carry out the many tasks that we ask of it. I believe that any revenues generated by the Department should be set aside for its own operations. 


	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:
Public transit projects can create jobs in the short term as well as revitalize areas in their proximity. I am a believer in the benefits of public transit, but I believe that each project should be evaluated on its individual costs and merits. 


	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: 
Rivers can be tremendous magnets for economic development, but they are a resource that needs protection. I will support protective buffers for our rivers

and streams.


	4. Pesticides Rollback 

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

	Comments:
Yes, without question. I see pesticides as a great public health threat, especially to children.


	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: Pharmaceuticals are a serious environmental pollutant, particularly in the way they contaminate water when not properly disposed of. The health impact of long-term exposure to these compounds is not yet known. For this reason, I enthusiastically support a disposal program.


Learn more: http://www.naturalnews.com/029314_waterways_contamination.html#ixzz1zQJHUWuz

Learn more: http://www.naturalnews.com/029314_waterways_contamination.html#ixzz1zQIv7eN5


	6. GMO Labeling

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

	Comments: Unequivocally yes. The failure of the GMO provision in the food safety bill is what prompted me to run for office.  The effects of GMOs are well documented, and it is every person’s right to know what is in their food. Not only would I support mandatory labeling, I will passionately fight for its passage.


	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: There are two issues here: environmental and fiscal. Many cities and towns spend a great deal of money on mattress disposal. Although the value of the recycled materials alone will not cover the costs of mattress recycling, it may make sense financially as an alternative to landfills, if you take into account the true costs of landfilling, and the need to reduce the amount of items in our landfills altogether.


	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: Yes, any steps we can take to preserve our precious resources are worthwhile.


	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: Yes, without question. The ban on BPA was good first step, but there are so many chemicals (phthalates, BPB and other endocrine disruptors) that are a major concern of mine and I view them as a threat to children’s health. Unfortunately, many parents know very little of the health risks of these toxic chemicals, and this legislation is a necessary component for educating the public. Once again, this is legislation I would passionately fight for. 


	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: Yes, I believe the government should have the ability to raise revenue for expenses associated with conservation. An optional conveyance tax may be an appropriate way to do this.
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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?
Food safety is among my top priorities and one that has not received enough attention in the Connecticut General Assembly. As a State

Representative, I intend to work with my colleagues to make these issues a priority and fight for passage of legislation that improves food

safety in Connecticut. This includes the labeling of GMOs, support for local and organic farmers, and pesticide bans. 

However, I would be remiss if I didn’t say that my concerns about environmental chemicals and their effects on the endocrine and reproductive systems of developing fetuses and children are on par with my concerns about food safety. We cannot have a discussion about health care costs without acknowledging the effects of these dangerous chemicals. I intend on making this issue a priority as well, and will fervently fight for the passage of legislation that will reduce exposure to these chemicals.
The top environmental priority of families in the 103rd District is the health of our children. As a mother, I will fight for the families of Cheshire,

Southington, and Wallingford.  From food safety and renewable energy to air quality and the preservation of our natural resources, I will be

an advocate for improved environmental quality, and in turn, public health.
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:
Let me first state that I do not believe each of these are mutually exclusive. Under pressure to choose just one, I will choose Pesticides Rollback. But I believe that Pesticides Rollback, GMO Labeling, and Toxics are all closely related, as they are each a threat to the health of our children. A Pesticide Rollback will reduce exposure to many of these harmful chemicals on two levels: in the local food we eat, as well as contaminating the soil and water in Connecticut. But my choice here in no way minimizes the need for legislation which gives consumers the right to know what is in their food and the choice to avoid harmful ingredients.  
�
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