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	Candidate Name:​​​​​​​​​​       Gail Lavielle                                    

Running for: X House    Senate                       District No:   143                    Party: Republican

Candidate/Campaign Mailing Address:  109 Hickory Hill, Wilton, CT 06897

Phone:    203 762 7373                        Website: www.voteforlavielle.com (www.replavielle.com - state)      Email: GailLavielle@aol.com

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

Do you have a primary?     Yes   X No
Are you an incumbent?    X 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: Yes, I absolutely would support this. I have observed that many revenue streams that are collected from people or entities for specific services are diverted into the General Fund instead of being used to support and improve those services, and I do not believe this should be the case. During the 2012 session, I introduced (together with 26 co-introducers from both sides of the aisle who agreed to join me) HB 5067, which would have required revenues from all bus and rail fare increases to be used to operate, maintain, and improve bus and rail services. The principle is the same for these DEEP revenues. This is a logical, transparent use of funds, and it would better support the DEEP.



	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: Yes, I have long been an advocate for transit-oriented development (TOD). This is a major concern in my district (Wilton, Norwalk, and now Westport), where distances are great, congestion is very heavy, people often do not work in the towns or cities where they live, and access to mass transit facilities is complicated. The other issue that concerns me, and my constituents, greatly is the rapid aging of the population, which means that we have more and more people who no longer drive. In southwestern Connecticut, it is very difficult for people who don’t drive to do virtually anything, as walking to do essential everyday errands is not possible. Locating housing near transit and creating easy access to essential retail and other facilities is important both for maintaining independence for older adults and for reducing automobile usage that causes congestion and pollution from emissions. I believe that municipalities should maintain local decision-making authority over choice of priority sites, criteria, architectural styles, and other aspects of their own TOD communities.


	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: Two of the towns in my district (Norwalk and Westport) have shoreline on Long Island Sound, and my hometown of Wilton has abundant wetlands. Residents of all three towns are concerned about protecting their watercourses, wetlands, and in the case of the first two, the Sound, and all three have active local boards or commissions that take the task very seriously. I would want to be sure that municipalities would have the opportunity to provide input on their own situations and how such a policy could best meet their needs.


	4. Pesticides Rollback 

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

	Comments:  


	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 believe there is a definite need for people to be able to dispose of unused pharmaceuticals safely and securely. Facilities need to be provided in a way that achieves the best possible balance between cost and convenience. I believe that any effort, to be effective, would also have to be accompanied by an information/education plan.


	6. GMO Labeling

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

	Comments:  Yes, I believe people have the right to know what they and their families are consuming.  I have many constituents in my district who are concerned about GMOs and have written to me to express support of this proposal. I joined the bipartisan task force formed recently by Rep. Phil Miller, and I am committed to working on a version of the bill that will achieve support during the next session. 


	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 was disappointed that SB 89 did not make it to the House during the 2012 session, as I had been looking forward to supporting it.


	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:  


	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: 


	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: Given the current context (a deficitary budget even after a historic tax increase, and a long-term slow housing market), I do not support any new tax at this time. I checked “uncertain” here, however, because I also oppose having the state stand in the way of a municipality’s right to make fundamental decisions about how to channel its revenues.  My greatest concern here is that introducing a buyers’ conveyance tax could well further hamper the housing market and discourage the very sales that would be funding preservation/conservation if the conveyance tax were actually imposed. I would still rather see municipalities find other ways to fund preservation/conservation efforts, which I think are very important. I would be very pleased to work on developing other proposals to help municipalities that choose to fund their own preservation/conservation efforts, and I think it would be well worth the time.
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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?
Issue(s) lacking attention:

- Public information on environmental matters, particularly resource conservation. Connecticut has made important strides forward with recent energy legislation. In addition, there are many choices available to people and businesses that want to conserve resources and save money on energy. But I believe that those who really understand them – and know where to look if they don’t – are still few and far between. Actions that save energy and resources are still viewed by the general public as onerous and difficult, almost as sacrifices, when they are meant to make life easier, more pleasant, and cheaper. Many information resources are available if you know where to look, but research is still time-consuming, and information is still widely dispersed in many locations, not just through DEEP. I would like to look at consolidating available information in one place and publicizing its availability.

- “Green” jobs. I believe there is a need for more coordination of college, university, and vo-tech environmental studies programs with companies that might offer jobs in this area. Similar efforts are being made to coordinate programs of study with opportunities at manufacturing companies. I would like to work with my colleagues on the Education Committee, as well as the Higher Education Committee and the Commerce Committee, to facilitate this type of coordination.

- Transportation. I think that improving our transportation infrastructure could always benefit from more attention (see my answer to Part 3). I will continue to advocate for protection of the Special Transportation Fund, bonding for commuter rail improvements, complete streets legislation, and TOD.
Priorities in my district:

- Transportation (see below) – mass transit, complete streets, TOD, congestion.
- Preservation of open space. I played an active role in 2011 in pushing through HB 6557, which protected towns against frivolous lawsuits related to recreational land use, and in preventing it from being watered down by SB 445 in 2012. I also co-sponsored SB 347 (open space plan) in 2012.

- Preserving municipalities’ ability to make local decisions on certain environmental matters. For example, Westport elected to pass its own ban on plastic bags, while Wilton did not. Similarly, many of my constituents would like for their towns to be able to choose to restrict pesticides more heavily than state law does.
- Shoreline and coastal management.

- Reconciling environmental preservation with tree-trimming policies related to electric lines – an issue raised by last year’s two massive storms, particularly in Wilton.

- Combating Lyme disease through deer tick control.

While it is not yet a priority in my district, I believe that interest in developing an electric vehicle infrastructure is growing. 

 SHAPE  \* MERGEFORMAT 



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:
As I said in my answer to Question 2 above, transportation (and TOD) is a major concern in my district (Wilton, Norwalk, and now Westport). I believe this is our most important environmental issue in southwestern Connecticut for many reasons:

- Vehicle emissions are one of the greatest – if not the greatest -- contributors to pollution in Fairfield County. We urgently need to provide better alternatives to automobile usage.

- Congestion is extremely heavy, both on I-95 and on the back roads.

- People often do not work in the towns or cities where they live, and there is a very high level of both outbound and inbound commuting.

- Parking at rail stations is complicated; no two stations have exactly the same system. Rates, permitting processes, and duration of permits are all different, and there is no centralized system for record-keeping or management. (As a member of the Transportation Committee, I introduced HB 5942 in 2011 to attempt to improve this situation). This makes access to rail stations daunting for many, and discourages use of mass transit.

- Effective, convenient, efficient transportation infrastructure attracts businesses that create jobs. Uncomfortable, inaccessible transportation facilities can, and do, turn them away.

- Metro-North is inconvenient, uncomfortable, and not altogether safe (i.e., weather-related incidents in New Canaan and Westport in 2011). There are not enough through trains from the branch lines, and the branch lines are not compatible with the main line. Much work still has to be done to make the branch lines viable commuting alternatives. Until that work is done, commuters in branch line towns will either not leave their cars or will drive significant distances to towns on the main line. The New Haven line currently provides 39 million passenger rides every year, and could provide more. For this reason, I believe very strongly that necessary upgrades to the New Haven line and its branches should be one of the state’s top transportation funding priorities.
- The Special Transportation Fund is unfortunately not used exclusively for meeting transportation needs. Just this past May, approximately $70 million was diverted to the General Fund to fund the 2012-2013 state budget. During the 2012 session, I introduced HB 5067 (see my answer to Question 1 above), which would have dedicated mass transit fare increases to mass transit. This, again, is an issue that I feel strongly must be addressed.

- Bicycle and pedestrian access could be vastly improved. I have been active as a member of the steering committee of the Norwalk River Valley Trail, which will link Norwalk to Danbury, and I will continue to advocate for improved access and facilities for non-motorized transportation.

While I’ve so far discussed only southwestern Connecticut here, certainly the entire state needs serious transportation improvements (mass transit, trails, etc.), particularly given its critical geography between New York and the rest of New England. So while I support initiatives that will improve our transportation infrastructure statewide, I do think that the high population density, concentration of economic activity, and urban/suburban mix in southwestern Connecticut warrant a particularly high level of attention.

I believe strongly that transportation is an issue that can benefit from bipartisan collaboration, and I look forward to continuing to work hard as a member of the Transportation Committee on improving Connecticut’s transportation infrastructure, on developing effective alternatives to automobiles, and on encouraging transit-oriented development.
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