Dear Rep. Albis and Task Force Members,

Thank you for the opportunity to speak before the Shoreline Preservation Task Force in Branford on Monday, July 9, 2012.  I appreciate the open manner in which the public forum was conducted.  Out of respect of the process and everyone's time, I chose to keep my comments brief and follow-up with written testimony.  

My grandparents purchased Essex Island Marina in 1955, and my family has owned and operated the facility since then.  It is located in Essex, CT, on the Connecticut River, about 100 feet from mainland Essex.  For fifty-seven years we have run a family resort marina and provided employment for workers, paid property taxes to the Town of Essex, paid sales tax and permit fees to the State of Connecticut, and been stewards of the environment that surrounds us and allows us to make a living.  According to the Town Historian, Essex Island Marina has become the most successful business enterprise to be located at this site during the history of the property (which dates back to at least the early 1800's).

The Task Force is undoubtedly aware of the laws that already exist in Connecticut regarding Coastal Area Management.  First and foremost 22a-92(3): to give high priority and preference to uses and facilities which are dependent upon proximity to the water or the shorelands immediately adjacent to marine and tidal waters.  There is always going to be a transition between the land and the water regardless of whether the sea is rising, receding, or staying the same.  In many cases that transition is water-dependent, and I encourage the Task Force to take that into consideration.  Whether it be heavy industrial such as transportation of goods in to and out of the State Pier in New London, fuel being delivered into New Haven Harbor, or transportation services in Bridgeport Harbor or recreational/commercial such as marinas, yacht clubs, and boat yards - all of them are dependent upon water access.  Because these facilities are water-dependent, it is not feasible to relocate to an inland location.

This leads directly to the next portion of the existing laws, 22a-92(4): to resolve conflicts between competing uses on the shorelands adjacent to marine and tidal waters by giving preference to uses that minimize adverse impacts on natural coastal resources while providing long term and stable economic benefits.  The people that work on the water have an intimate knowledge of how precious and fragile that ecosystem is and are the least recognized advocates for maintaining and improving the quality of the waterfront.  There must be a balance.  Some of the legislative solutions that were swirling around in the last session contradicted existing portions of the Coastal Area Management Act.  Many of the businesses that are located on the waterfront and are water-dependent have been there for multiple generations, and do not have the option of packing up and moving inland.

I would encourage the Task Force to utilize the laws that we already have, and if any changes are made please consider making the existing laws more user-friendly.  Just as one example, I was rather frightened when reading proposed legislation from the last session that stated that existing structures could not be repaired if damaged by flooding, storms, or other acts of God.  Water-dependent uses are already restricted in how the property is used (ex. a marina cannot sell to a developer to build condos).  So what exactly is going to happen to our water-dependent uses (and the portion of the state's economy that they represent) if we are not able to repair structures, or sell to someone else who can repair?

Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully submitted,
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