Sierra Club – Loma Prieta

Candidate Questionnaire



Sierra Club - Loma Prieta Chapter


Candidate Questionnaire
Candidate Information

Name: Rosemary Stasek
Date: 12/17/01

Office: State Assembly 22nd District
Election ID: #1233790

Please provide concise answers numbering your responses to match the numbered questions as indicated.  Refer to specific pieces of legislation as relevant.  We are particularly interested in areas where you have provided leadership on a given environmental issue.  

Questionnaire

1. What do you anticipate will be the three most important environmental issues that you will face if elected, and what actions do you propose to take to resolve them?

A. Transportation

B. Development/Open space/Smart Growth

C. Energy

A Transportation ­ I have been a leading advocate of regional transit

solutions during my 5 years on the Mountain View City Council. Both as mayor

and as a councilmember I served in a leadership role in the city¹s

accomplishments include the opening of the light rail, the upgrade of the

CalTrain station, the construction of the intermodal transit plaza, and

political advocacy for the construction of the 85/101 interchange. 

Bart: One of the highlights of my term as Mayor in 2000, and of my

re-election campaign the same year, was being invited to serve as a member

of the speakers' bureau in advisory support of the bond measure that will

bring BART to our area. I think it is time to make the major investment

necessary to bring BART to Santa Clara County. The measure will provide

funding for a broad range of additional projects that will benefit our

region for generations into the future including CalTrain and Dumbarton rail

service. 

Bike/Ped: I am a bicycle commuter and have supported alternative

transportation infrastructures that are bike/ped friendly. I have been

instrumental in extending Stevens Creek Trail throughout the city, and have

been involved with neighboring cities interested in continuing the trail.

B Development/Open Space -- The greatest environmental challenge facing our

area is the need to balance the pressures of increasing population and

development with the need to maintain the integrity of our local

environment. I am proud of my accomplishments over the last five years, a

period of unprecedented development.

For example, I have made Heritage Tree preservation a hallmark of my tenure.

The urban forest is one of the most visible aspects of a quality, livable

community. I have been a tireless advocate of protecting heritage trees

during the aggressive development efforts in the city. I have worked on

raising support for heritage trees among my fellow councilmembers and

strengthening enforcement attention by both Community Development and City

Attorney staffs.

Protecting and enhancing open space is a key component in promoting the

environmental health of dense urban areas. During my time on the council

Mountain View has significantly added to the city's outstanding park system.

I have voted to continue to purchase parcels to landbank for future park

sites I voted to remove the area designated for a conference center from

inside Shoreline Park and reclassify it as burrowing owl habitat and

protected open space.

C. Energy -- Energy has exploded onto the consciousness of every Californian

in the last year. While California¹s deregulation has become the poster

child for disastrous legislation, it has created the perfect atmosphere in

which to advance the cause of alternative energy sources. I will discuss

these individual issues in more specific detail in answer to the questions

later in this questionnaire.
2. California has experienced an electricity shortage in the last year.  What environmental protections and opportunities are you most concerned about as the state responds to the electricity problem?   Do you support a requirement  (known as a “renewables portfolio standard”) that all electricity sellers in California acquire at least 20% of their supply from renewable sources?  Please explain your position.
My biggest concern is that we use the energy shortage as an excuse to relax

environmental protections. I believe we have unique opportunities to

increase standards that will both reduce our energy dependence and improve

our long-term energy stability. For instance, the state could adopt several

additional measures to curtail global warming emissions.  The state could

require higher portions of energy generation to be from renewables such as

wind and solar.  The state could require all its buildings to comply with

Green Building standards, which would reduce energy consumption.  It could

also require development standards reducing the amount of paved surfaces to

reduce the Heat Island effect.

I believe the renewables portfolio standard should increase. The percentage

of generating capacity which should come from renewables should rise over

time.  As technologies develop and come to market, the state should embrace

them.  Currently, the state could reasonably require more than ten percent

renewables.  An exact figure would depend on detailed analysis.  Over time

the percentage should continue increasing.  This is also an excellent opportunity to increase incentives for residential solar.
3. What is your view of the “polluter pays” principle (also known as the “user pays” principle), as a means to accomplish clearly identified pollution prevention, reduction and abatement goals?
I support a system of economic penalties which provide an effective

deterrent to air pollution violations. In order to effective, such a system

requires several components:  (1) more stringent standards must be phased in

over time so that business may spread any increased costs over time; (2)

systems and technologies to achieve more stringent standards must be

available in the market; (3) penalties must be large enough to incentivize

compliance; and (4) regulatory authorities (for example, the Bay Area Air

Quality Management District) must have the resources to ensure compliance.

These resources would include adequate staff to inspect and document

compliance.  This may require additional funding.
4. What is the state legislature’s primary role in regulating timber harvesting on private forest land?
The state legislature should regulate clear cutting and other methods of

harvesting that have severe, long-term consequences for the environment.

Clear cutting is very destructive for natural resources and has long term

negative impacts on the forest industry as well. Working with industry and

environmental representatives, I will work to expand selective harvesting

better for long-term production in forests.

All these considerations need to be dealt with in a way that includes all

stakeholders in the process, otherwise enforcement is impossible. Including

local landowners, communities and businesses, as well as environmentalists

and forestry interests, is the only way to ensure ownership and buy in.

5. How would you respond to proposed laws to limit or prohibit logging in riparian areas and on hillsides above streams, in order to avoid adverse impacts to salmon and steelhead and their habitats?

I would support efforts to create buffers along streams and rivers, and on

adjacent hillsides, but it is important that we consider not just the width

of buffers, but also what buffers are composed of.  An effective,

sustainable buffer needs to be unstructured, and include not just trees. It

should be well vegetated, with native shrubs and trees, and must filter out

and absorb water.  

Water quality is also an important consideration, not just in the immediate

vicinity of these eco-systems. It is important that we not forget the urban

impacts of flooding.  A balanced eco-system is also essential to minimize

recurring 10-15 year floods, which are dramatically impacted by amount of

pervious cover.
6. The Sierra Club believes that the state Endangered Species Act is one of the most important laws that exist in California. Unfortunately, a number of special interest groups continue to argue for a weak interpretation and implementation of the law.  For example, many developers and others argue that CESA does not protect endangered and threatened species’ habitat, and does not protect listed plant species from destruction.  Would you support legislation to clarify these issues and to specify that CESA clearly protects listed species’ habitat and listed plant species?

We should consider a greater distinction between those species that are in

imminent danger of extinction and those who face a tangential threat. This

will give greater legitimacy to truly threatened species, which will in turn

allow us to take more aggressive steps where necessary. Though I believe

current laws have been effective, they have not adequately distinguished the

levels of threats, leading to an erosion of the ³moral imperative² that is

the foundation of these laws. The public needs to know how the preservation

of species impacts us all, so we don¹t lose the public support that is

critical to these measures¹ success.
7. Under existing law, the members of the California Coastal Commission are appointed by the Governor, Assembly Speaker and President pro tem of the Senate.  Should they be elected instead?  Or should they all be gubernatorial appointments?  What expertise should the members of the Coastal Commission be required to have? 

The California Coastal Commission was established to be an independent board

with the authority to make decisions affecting the use of coastal lands. It

has fulfilled that role to a significant degree, and remains today a largely

independent organization that has shown the ability to make tough decisions

and hold the line on development of our unique, irreplaceable coastal lands.

The Coastal Commission is not without its shortcomings, however. It has been

a highly political organization that has at times been used by state elected

officials as an extension of their own policy biases. We must work to keep

the Commission¹s independence, and avoid highly political or ideological

appointments. Though the current system is not perfect, I would be concerned

that separately elected Commissioners, or Commissioners appointed solely by

the Governor, would be more likely to Appointees should have both a broad

understanding of key coastal issues, and have interests that extend beyond a

particular area.

Development pressures on our coastal lands will only increase as those lands

become fewer and are encroached on by development. We must be vigilant in

the preserving the independence of the Coastal Commission, and we should

regularly monitor their progress and determine what, if any, legislative

reinforcement we can provide that will enhance their ability to do their

important work.

8. As California becomes more congested with traffic there is increasing pressure for highway construction through open space, including endangered species habitat, parks, forests and prime agricultural lands.  Should there be restrictions on highway construction to protect open space, park, forest and agricultural resources?  If so, what would you advocate?

Highway construction impacts not only the areas immediately surrounding the

highway, but it creates access to areas that then provides opportunities for

urban sprawl. Many now believe the era of new freeway construction is

nearing its end. I believe we need to refocus our transportation efforts to

make existing highways more efficient while developing alternatives that

reduce the dependence on them. I will continue to push for alternative

transportation options (see below), and will look skeptically on any efforts

to construct new highways unless the need is overwhelming and the impacts

are minimized.
9. Caltrans has begun the process of developing a new California Transportation Plan.  What do you think is the key role of the state in transportation planning?  What priorities do you want to see in the new Transportation Plan?

As I stated previously, we need to shift our focus away from highways and

into viable alternative transportation options. Also, we need to look at an

expansion of alternative fuel vehicles, including the addition of fueling

stations that make those vehicles more attractive to consumers.
10. Do you support a High Speed Rail system in California? Why or why not?  If you do, how should it be funded and what steps are you willing to take if elected to move it forward?

The potential of the High Speed Rail system is alluring, but its costs are

truly daunting. We must look at long-term funding options that minimize

impacts to general fund revenues, placing the costs primarily on those who

will use and benefit from the service.
11. What is your position on the SFO airport expansion plans?

We must do what we can to minimize the loss of Bay wetlands, but we should

also not overlook the significant potential of the proposals to restore

existing wetlands--the Cargill Salt lands and in other areas of the Bay. We

must also consider flight plans, which can severely impact our quality of

life and have devastating impacts on wildlife populations. If we plan

carefully, we can enhance the airport while we enhance our environmental

protections.
12. How serious is the problem of urban sprawl in California? If you do think sprawl is a problem, what value would you place (high, moderate, low) on the following approaches to reducing sprawl?  Would you sponsor or support legislation that would adopt any of these approaches?

a. State mandated local revenue sharing and regional planning guidelines (to ensure that jurisdictions do not compete for high sales tax land uses such as chain retail or auto malls);



support

b. Preparation of a State Comprehensive Plan that sets forth "smart growth" guidelines that local general plan policies must be made consistent with; 


I would support only if the guidelines allow sufficient latitude to accommodate local needs.
c. A new state law that requires each local general plan to contain an “Urban Growth Boundary” - a boundary around each city and county and includes enough land for twenty years of growth, with urban growth prohibited beyond the line (unless it is amended by the voters); 



support

d. A general increase in state funding for other "smart growth" policies and projects to be implemented at the local level;

Stongly support

e. Funding for a state partnership program to assist local jurisdictions in developing housing projects on infill development sites near transit and job centers; 

Strongly support

f. A new state law to reform the Housing Element of local general plans, to require all jurisdictions to provide their fair share of affordable housing;

I support only if there is sufficient latitude given local jurisdictions to allow for an interpretation that meets their unique needs.
g. Increased state funding to help local jurisdictions purchase land or easements to permanently protect open space at the urban fringe; and/or

h. State participation in affordable housing projects in areas near state employment centers to provide state employees with nearby housing. 

Support both measures

1. Please explain your basic philosophy on population growth in California and the conflict between growth and quality of life issues with protection of the natural environment and natural resources.

As I stated above, the greatest environmental challenge facing our area is

the need to balance the pressures of increasing population and development

with the need to maintain the integrity of our local environment. I believe

we can accommodate both these needs by concentrating our growth in urban

centers along transportation corridors.
2. What issues do you plan to emphasize during your campaign?  What environmental issues do you think are most important to your constituency at present?

Affordable Housing

Transportation

Education

I think affordable housing and transportation are indeed environmental

issues, and they should be dealt with as such.

3. Why should the Sierra Club support your candidacy?
My qualifications, my potential as a legislator, and my

understanding and ability to promote the Sierra Club¹s agenda make me the

candidate most worthy of your support.  I have a 5-year record of support for housing, transportation and environmental issues supported by the Sierra Club.

Thank you for taking the time to answer this questionnaire. Please return your responses to the Sierra Club, Loma Prieta Chapter office: 3921 E. Bayshore Road, #204, Palo Alto, CA  94303.  Fax: (650) 390-8497
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