
 

Woburn Welcomes - Statewide Office Questionnaire 

 

The following questionnaire was sent to all declared candidates in each election we are following. The questionnaire is 

based in large part on that of our parent organization, Progressive Massachusetts. Questions are generally support/do 

not support, but candidates were encouraged to expand on their answers if they felt they had additional experience, 

views, or plans that they wanted to put forward. Answers have been formatted and a few typos have been corrected, 

but otherwise the answers are unchanged from those submitted by the campaigns. 

 

These answers will be part of the process Woburn Welcomes members will use to determine whether we will endorse a 

candidate in this race. We are also making them public so that our wider community and use them to inform their own 

voting decisions. All candidates were made aware that the questionnaires would be public before they filled them out. 

 

Candidate Joseph Lahiff of Lexington declined to return our questionnaire. Candidates Michelle Ciccolo of Lexington, 
Matthew Cohen of Lexington, Mary Ann Stewart of Lexington, and William Sweeney of Lexington provided in-depth 

and thoughtful answers to our questionnaire. Their answers are below, and we thank them for their participation.  

 

H. Transportation, Sustainable Infrastructure, and Environmental Protection 

1. Please share your personal values and principles regarding Sustainable Infrastructure and Environmental 

Protection.  

Ciccolo: Massachusetts must be a national leader in combating climate change and promoting environmental 

sustainability. As Selectman, I've worked on local strategies to make Lexington greener and healthier. I’ve 

helped other communities that I’ve worked for win Leading by Example awards from the Commonwealth of 

Massachusetts in the environmental arena by spearheading environmental planning and overseeing capital 

improvement projects for energy efficiency. I’ve also shepherded large scale solar projects through the 

process and made policy decisions guiding energy efficiency choices for a number of municipal buildings as 

both a staff person and an elected official. Whenever I am faced with a decision regarding energy efficiency, I 

always choose the most efficient option, even if that means paying more up front.  

 

In the Legislature, I will stand firm on the provisions of the Global Warming Solutions Act and push for better 

planning to ensure we can meet and exceed our targets. I will strongly advocate for important initiatives 

including raising the cap on solar net metering, retrofitting State facilities and switching our public vehicle 

fleet to energy-efficient vehicles. I will look for ways to hold energy companies accountable for plugging their 

leaking gas pipes to reduce this major source of methane pollution. I will push State agencies to help 

communities set net-zero energy consumption goals. I will oppose efforts to expand gas pipelines, especially 

those coming from fracking, or being built through pristine lands. I will promote State efforts to work with 

local communities to prepare for and adapt to the effects of climate change. Climate must be considered in 

everything that we do because it is the most pressing struggle we face. Getting it wrong is not an option for 

our planet and we owe it to our children and grandchildren to lead on this issue. 

 

Cohen: Without an inhabitable planet, other policies are meaningless.  A big part of protecting the 

environment is moving to alternative renewable energy sources.  These include wind farms, solar energy, and 

more.  The Commonwealth should invest in promising technologies.  High tech Massachusetts is ideally 

 



 

situated to be a leader in these areas.  Massachusetts must address issues with the MBTA (see below for 

more).  There are many people who want to use MBTA service, but there are no routes near them.  Expanding 

service will reduce the number of cars on the road.  We must also expand and improve bike lanes.  The 

Commonwealth should improve bike safety on state owned roads along the lines of what Boston has done, 

and I would work to secure funding for local communities to do the same.  This has many benefits: reduced 

pollution, reduced congestion from fewer cars, and improved public health. 

 

Stewart:  We cannot be silent about the real danger that climate change poses to our future and future 

generations. Climate science is real and it has zero support from Washington, so we need to be clear and 

strong in the Commonwealth. We need urgent action to rapidly address climate change. In 2008, MA had the 

good foresight to establish the Global Warming Solutions Act, reducing GHG by 25% by 2020; we’re off 

benchmark, but it’s not too late. We need to lift the Net Metering Caps and increase our Renewable Portfolio 

Standard to 3% so that we can stay on course. Keep fossil fuels in the ground, accelerate renewables, and 

quickly transition to 100% renewable energy. We need responsible policy to protect and sustain our 

environment and natural resources to ultimately achieve Net Zero carbon emissions and opportunities that 

support green policy in the ways we live, build, and move.  

 

Sweeney: I am 100% committed to Clean Energy.  I am 100% to preventing polluters for making more messes 

and finding innovative ways to clean up the messes we already have. 

 

a. Optional/As Applicable: Please indicate work you personally have done to protect the environment 

and expand access to public transportation. 

Ciccolo: Meaningful investments in transit and transportation infrastructure must be a priority for 

Massachusetts. Increased traffic congestion, outdated public transit, and crumbling roads and bridges 

make getting around the region an increasing challenge and can ultimately damage our economy. 

Since the transportation sector is a major consumer of carbon (soon to eclipse the building sector), we 

need to find ways to encourage the greening of our transportation system. 

 

While in Hudson, I served on the Metrowest Regional Transit Authority, and helped to lay the 

groundwork to create a shuttle to serve that community. While Chair of the MAGIC Subregion of 

MAPC (the 13 towns in the area north west of Boston), I initiated the first Suburban Mobility Study to 

evaluate how collaboration can make local shuttle buses more efficient to increase ridership and 

access to transit. I was an appointed member of GreenDOT, an initiative under Deval Patrick to green 

up the Mass. Department of Transportation. We advised on improving transit and bicycle and 

pedestrian mobility. As mentioned earlier, I also served on the Healthy Transportation Compact 

Advisory Committee which had some overlap with GreenDOT in its mission. 

 

As the initiator of statewide legislation that created the Complete Streets program which is currently 

expanding bicycle and pedestrian options across the Commonwealth, I will continue to focus on 

funding capital improvements to public transportation. We need to close the "last mile" transit gap 

that separates our homes and workplaces from convenient access to public transportation. Bicycling 

and walking options are a piece of this puzzle. We must focus on using data and technology to 

improve traffic flow, and we must make real investments in public transportation infrastructure. We 

must prepare for the inevitable disruptive changes that new technologies and autonomous vehicles 

will bring so that we can harness the opportunities that they present for real improvements to our 

transportation systems. 

 



 

Cohen: We are active supporters of charitable environmental causes.  Our house also runs on solar 

power.  I hope to have the opportunity to work on these issues as a top priority of mine at the State 

House. 

 

Stewart: We are less than ½ a mile from the bike path and are frequent users of it for recreation and 

to run errands. Our family has conscientiously reduced our carbon footprint over the years via 

recycling efforts, installing a NEST system for heating our home, reusable shopping bags, and less 

consumption overall. We have taken advantage of energy audits for our home. We participate in the 

Town’s recycling program and compost our kitchen scraps for compost to use in our small vegetable 

garden and for our fruit trees and berry bushes. We eat less meat. We are fortunate to live within a 

mile of Wilson Farm, Trader Joe’s, Walgreen’s, Prime (butcher), dentist, tailor, liquor store, and our 

local bank, so we frequently walk and seldom drive to shop or run errands there.  

 

2. Would you support or oppose efforts to increase equitable access to solar power by removing caps on solar 

generation and restoring compensation for low-income and community solar? 

Ciccolo: Support 

 

Cohen: I strongly support such measures.  One of the reasons that we were able to put solar panels on our 

house was that Massachusetts helped offset the cost.  This type of program is critical to expanding access to 

solar energy as few people or families can afford to install them without assistance.  I also strongly support 

efforts to build community solar farms.  I would like to see all government buildings across Massachusetts, at 

the state and local levels, powered by alternative energy.  More generally I would strongly support legislation 

that makes it easier for communities to launch their own utilities, as, for example, Belmont has done.  This 

will provide communities with additional flexibility in implementing alternative energy options. 

 

Stewart: Support. Solar is the low-hanging fruit toward 100% renewable energy. One way MA can contribute 

is through technological innovation -- we need to find a way to make the incentives work. The tension that 

exists between the renewable energy industry and the power companies means we have outgrown the 

current subsidized model. 

 

Sweeney: Yes.  Any cap on solar generation should be removed. 

 

3. Would you support or oppose legislation to put a fee on carbon emissions? 

Ciccolo: Support 

 

Cohen: A well-designed fee on carbon emissions would be a very powerful tool to help the environment.  I am 

always skeptical of flat taxes and fees as the burden is then heaviest on the lowest income populations, and in 

this case, small local businesses.  If the fee can be carefully designed and targeted to avoid this, and I believe it 

can be, then I would strongly support it.  Careful thought would have to be given to what is subject to the fee 

(e.g. cars, home heating oil or gas, and anything else).  There does appear to be good evidence that fees on 

carbon emissions alter behavior, and might even lead to the further development of additional alternative 

energy options.  Therefore, this is something the Commonwealth should implement. 

 

Stewart: Support. A carbon tax is an interim step to achieving our long-term energy goals. Whether it’s a fee 

or a dividend, it’s important that we provide an indication that that’s where the price is going to be because it 

gets us running on clean energy and also will be an indicator to the market that it’s time to invest in 

renewables. But, more that that, I think this is a place for technological and innovative partnerships because 

the economic interest in the research will help us develop long-term electricity storage, so that we can store 



 

and use later the electricity we’re making in solar and wind power. We need to move reasonable green energy 

policy forward because it’s not only good for our environment, but for our economy and public health.  

 

Sweeney: Support.  A form of Cap and Trade should be put back on the agenda. 

 

a. Do you support or oppose using some of the revenue from such a fee to invest in green 

Infrastructure? 

Ciccolo: Support 

 

Cohen: Yes, if such a fee is enacted, it would make sense to earmark some of the money for green 

infrastructure building programs. 

 

Stewart: Support  

 

Sweeney: Support.  It should also be used to clean up the pollution itself.  

 

4. Would you support or oppose finding progressive revenue sources to fund the maintenance, expansion, and 

improvement of the MBTA and the RTAs? 

Ciccolo: Support 

 

Cohen: I would strongly support such efforts.  The burden of fees and taxes should never be placed on those 

least able to afford them.  We must always help those in need.  I prefer an initial expenditure by the 

Commonwealth, which will partly be offset by lower infrastructure repair and expansion expenses and 

increased productivity over time. 

 

Stewart: Support 

 

Sweeney: Support.  Start by absorbing the debt which is preventing any meaningful initiatives from getting off 

of the ground and restructuring the transit authorities.  

 

5. Would you support or oppose fare increases for MBTA riders? 

Ciccolo: Oppose 

 

Cohen: I am not in favor of raising fares.  Such a move will only decrease ridership, and it will end up harming 

lower-income residents who rely on the MBTA.  Obviously, over time, with inflation, rates will need to go up. 

Now is not that time.  Further, the current proposals to pay off the MBTA’s debt do not make sense.  There 

are suggestions to reduce service or increase fares.  This is a very bad business model.  Reducing quality and 

raising prices will not lead to a long-term solution and will further decrease ridership, thus increasing debt. 

Equally troubling are proposals to cut pensions for workers who have spent their lives working at the MBTA. 

The only long-term solution is an initial outlay of money to expand services and routes.  This includes the 

“Last Mile” program and other efforts to get more people to ride the MBTA, thereby increasing revenue. 

 

Stewart: Oppose 

 

Sweeney: I have to see the numbers.  I suspect the rates are linked to the debt that I already have stated 

needs to be absorbed so that a meaningful restructuring of the transit authorities can happen.   But to be very 

clear, if properly done the public policy goal should be no-fare public transportation. 

 



 

6. In 2017, the MBTA partnered with Uber and Lyft to provide low cost, on-demand rides to anyone eligible for 

The Ride paratransit services, but this program has since expired. Would you support or oppose renewing 

services such as this? 

Ciccolo: Support 

 

Cohen: I support the renewal of this program.  This is a cost-effective way to expand access to services, which 

will in turn expand MBTA ridership. 

 

Stewart: Support 

 

Sweeney: Oppose.  I have no interest in making Uber of Lyft shareholders richer on the public dime.  If the 

transit authorities need to be offering provide low cost, on-demand rides to anyone eligible for The Ride 

paratransit services then let’s get that done instead. 

 

7. In 2015, the MA Legislature, urged by Governor Baker, voted to waive the so-called Pacheco Law for the 

MBTA. The Pacheco Law contains strong safeguards to ensure that state services are not privatized when 

doing so would harm workers and state revenue. Do you support or oppose reinstating the Pacheco Law? 

Ciccolo: Support 

 

Cohen: I strongly support reinstating the Pacheco Law.  It should not be waived, as it is one of the most 

important duties of the Legislature to defend the rights of workers. 

 

Stewart: Support 

 

Sweeney: I need to dig deeper into this before I can really assert the value of the Pacheco Law.  But to be clear 

– I am extremely wary of “privatization” efforts that turn into things like our for-profit prison systems and 

charter schools where the public gets fleeced. 

 


