AARP Voter Guide Questionnaire
Below is a copy of the questionnaire I submitted to the California AARP for inclusion in their Voter Guide.  Since the actual questionnaire was extremely limited in allowable response – especially in regard to the use of Support/Oppose/No Position only answers to very complex issues, I have included my expanded answers.  If you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to call email me at:  Ralph@VoteRalph.org .

Ralph Denney

14 September 2010

State Budget Challenges:
  Please explain your approach to the state budget and taxes, specifically, which types of expenditures and/or revenues do you believe should be increased or reduced? 

We must regain control of California’s budget and of government spending.  The consistent lack of a timely, balanced, and reliable budget impacts not only the ability of state and local agencies to effectively provide necessary and vital services, but more importantly puts undo pressure on the economy and suppresses the jobs and growth needed for those services.  Californians already pay among the highest taxes in the world.  Clearly, raising taxes – even hidden taxes such as fees, fines, and deposits, is not the answer.  This is exactly the approach our legislature has been using for the last twenty years, and it has only led to escalating job loss and business flight.  For the first time in history, California now has the THIRD highest unemployment in the nation.

I believe that by the Legislature actually DOING IT’S JOB, we can both improve services while reducing costs by attacking the true reason for those escalating costs – the ever expanding bureaucracy and the plethora of nonsense and redundant regulations which only serve to justify that bureaucracy.

  Support or oppose: Do you support or oppose increasing revenues to close the gap between revenues and expenditures? 

Oppose;
By reducing redundant regulations, by simplifying those regulations so that they could be better understood and therefore become easier for businesses to follow and government to enforce, which will allow us to actually reduce the size of government.  This combined with gaining control of our budget while HOLDING THE LINE on taxes, we will again stimulate economic growth and encourage businesses to return to California.  By making government more efficient, we will have more jobs… more commerce… and ultimately more revenue…
  Support or oppose: Do you support or oppose reducing expenditures to close the gap between revenues and expenditures? 

Support;
This is exactly why I don’t like yes/no, support/oppose questions – they don’t allow you to actually explain your position!  I do support reducing expenditures, BY CUTTING THE WASTE AND BUREAUCRACY!

Most government expenses are not created at the service level, but in the back end.  For every overworked and overwhelmed social worker, teacher, or caregiver, our state and counties have ten or more bureaucrats shuffling paper and justifying their own paychecks.  This is where we must make our cuts.  We can… we MUST reduce the bureaucratic monstrosity which has grown uncontrollably.  By doing so, we can not only reduce expenses, but hire and train more social workers and teachers, actually pay our caregivers a livable wage.
  Support or oppose: Do you support or oppose Increasing expenditures to fund state activities or programs that are not currently funded?
No Position;
This question is far too broad.  Which programs or activities?  Why are they currently not funded?  I know the answer AARP wants me to give, but I cannot and will not make a blanket commitment.  Many unnecessary and nonsense programs I will lead the charge to eliminate.  At the same time, there are also necessary and desperately needed programs and activities I will champion.
Home and Community-Based Services:
  What steps would you take to ensure that California residents have choices to remain in their homes and communities as they age? Do you support or oppose making the long-term care system in California more responsive to the needs and preferences of California residents? 

I would urge all AARP members and staff to read my position paper on HealthCare, which can be found on my website, www.VoteRalph.org .  Especially the update where I expressed my opposition and OUTRAGE at the proposed cuts to the service level of In Home Supportive Services.  Through my Mother, whom I lost last year, I came to know IHSS far better than any lay person should.  I fully support allowing our elderly and disabled citizens the dignity and remaining independence which can only be found by remaining in their own homes.  I said it best when I stated;  “These cuts will only force many of our most vulnerable family, friends, and neighbors into already overcrowded and inadequate nursing homes with a resulting dramatic decline in life expectancy.  Yes, the warehousing of our elderly and disabled may be cheaper… but at what cost to our humanity…”
Please email me at Ralph@VoteRalph.org with any specific questions…

  Support or oppose: Do you support or oppose increasing funding for non-institutional long-term care alternatives? 

Oppose;
This is also a very good reason I hate yes/no support/oppose questions…

I fully support programs such as In Home Supportive Services which allow our elderly and disabled to remain in their homes.  Yet it is a well known fact IHSS is perhaps the most wasteful,  corrupt,  and fraud ridden program in our state.  We know four out of every five dollars is improperly siphoned out before it reaches the service level.  Yet the Democrat Leadership in our Legislature has made it all but impossible to audit this necessary program.  We can EXPAND the services provided while cutting the costs with a comprehensive audit.  Such an audit is long overdue.  Our elderly and our disabled deserve it, and our state desperately needs it…
  Support or oppose: Do you support or oppose seeking federal funding to help the state shift its Medicaid long-term care spending from institutions to the community?
Oppose;
But not for the reason you might think… The key here is ‘shift… to the community’.  Although I am an avid proponent of greater local control where possible, there are certain programs which only the state can effectively provide funds.  No single community, city, or county can on its own bare the costs of such services.  Such a ‘shift’ would cause a crisis in service which would only harm our most vulnerable citizens.

 Providing Mobility Options:
  How would you provide people in California with mobility options that enable them to get around in their community when they are either unable to drive themselves or choose not to drive? 

For the most part, we already have the programs in place.  Here again, the greatest threat to these continued services is the repeated failure of our Legislature to pass a balanced budget ON TIME.  Such programs must have a reliable source of funding, free from the uncertainty of never knowing when or if their funding will come through.  Agencies cannot do their own fiscal planning if state and community (which also cannot meet their obligations under current delays and uncertainties) funding is not assured.  First, I will work hard to fix the state budget, then I will work even harder to guarantee sufficient funding to continue and expand mobility choices for our elderly and disabled.
  Support or oppose: Do you support or oppose changing state law to help provide greater mobility options for people who are either unable to drive themselves or choose not to drive, including supporting public transportation, specialized transportation services, and volunteer driver programs? 

Support;
I would support any effort to make mobility choices more efficient, more reliable, and more available to those who need them.

  Support or oppose: Do you support or oppose increased efforts to better coordinate, and adequately fund, transportation services?
Support;
This is the whole basis of my campaign… for the state to provide necessary services and support efficiently and without waste.

Implementation of National Health Care Reform:
  How would you ensure that there is strong consumer involvement in the design and operation of a Health Insurance Exchange in our state? What steps would you take to make sure the Health Insurance Exchange selects consumer-friendly products? 

This is far too complicated an issue to deal with in the limited space allowed for here.  Once again, I must ask the reader to refer to my Position Paper on HealthCare on my website at:  www.VoteRalph.org .  After reading the position paper, please email your questions and comments to me at:  Ralph@VoteRalph.org .
  Support or oppose: Do you support or oppose strong consumer involvement in the design and operation of a Health Insurance Exchange in our state? 

Support;
I am fundamentally opposed to the concept of the ‘nanny state’.  Government cannot make fundamental decisions concerning our lives, our health, our future without our impute.  Government will only work with the active and unfettered participation of its citizens.

   Support or oppose: Do you support or oppose requiring our state’s Exchange to select the insurance products sold on the Exchange based on premiums charged, the quality of the plan and its network of health care providers, and its commitment to reducing health disparities based on ethnicity and race?
Support;
This question is asking if I support requiring the state to buy the best policy available… of course I would insist on the best available…
  What steps would you to take to set standards for the design and construction of new housing that would promote greater accessibility and enable residents to remain in their homes as they age? 

The standards are there.  We must find ways to encourage builders and developers to build more housing specific to the needs of our elderly and disabled.  This can best be handled by offering incentives such as tax credits and better use of otherwise unused public lands for senior housing.  We also must also expand and reduce the regulations and resulting delays for IHSS sponsored  programs which provide modification to homes so that our elderly and disabled can better make use of and enjoy remaining in their own home.  Although not specific to this question, I will rework the Section 8 Assisted Living program.  Any program which has an eight to ten year waiting list is essentially useless.  I will not only take on the state and local bureaucracy, but will also hold our Federal elected officials accountable for changes necessary at that level.
  Support or oppose: Do you support or oppose legislation establishing accessibility standards for the design and construction of new housing built with government assistance?
Support;
No further explanation required on this one.
This questionnaire was completed by Ralph Denney on 14 September 2010 and submitted to the California Chapter of the American Association of Retired People for inclusion in their Voter Guide.

Signed;

Ralph Denney, Candidate

76th Assembly District – San Diego

14 September 2010, 6:30 pm.

