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H.B. No. 6111 – Oppose as Insufficient to Evaluate 

Government Administration and Elections Committee Luther Weeks 
Testimony – February 22, 2013 Luther@CTVotersCount.org 

  334 Hollister Way West, Glastonbury, CT 06033 

Chairs and members of the Committee, my name is Luther Weeks, Executive Director 

CTVotersCount, a veteran, a Certified Moderator, and a computer scientist. 

I support the goal of making it easier for overseas citizens and overseas military members 

to vote as invisioned by the existing Federal MOVE Act. The Uniform Act (UMOVEA) 

proposed in H.B.6111, provides some useful additions beyond that act, such as extending 

several Federal requirements to state and local elections. http://tinyurl.com/UMOVEA   

However, I do not support this “placeholder” text that does not specify specific choices, 

options, additions, and deletions from the uniform law. Specific concerns I can identify 

include: 

 The unform law text has options that each state may or may not include primaries,  

run-offs, and referendums in the “uniform law”. If any of these are included, absentee 

ballots must be available 45 days in advance, just as they are in Federal elections. 

Currently under Sec. 9-369c of the statutes, absentee ballots must be made available 

three weeks in advance of a referendum and in some circumstances, less. This may pose 

even more difficult timing challenges, if run-offs are included.  

 Absentee ballot provisions of the current law must be changed to accommodate the 

act’s requirment that ballots postmarked by 12:01am on the day of the election be 

counted if received up until one day before latest deadline for reporting final election 

results. Presumably moderators, head moderators, and counters will have to be 

available to count such ballots on a date up to 30 days after such elections, since by 

Connecticut law they alone are responsible for counting absentee ballots. My reading of the 

statutes is that certification dates are often up to thirty days after elections. This would mean 

that Connecticut would need to hold primaries even earlier to accommodate this requirement 

and the 45 day advance ballot availability requirement. 

 The uniform act, unnecessarily expands these risky voting options to include military 

and military dependents that are not stationed overseas. I recommend that all overseas 

voters and only overseas military be included in its provisions. Other voters can easily use 

existing, less risky, absentee ballot provisions.  

Some examples of problems with conflict with current law if the UMOVEA 45 day required 

advance availability/transmission of ballots is included for some elections, primaries, 

referendums, and special elections: 

 In 2013 there will be 56 days after the September 10
th

 primary and the November 5 election, 

given that there are only 49 days after  he last day to conduct a recanvass of the primary, only 

42 days after the last day for filing an election complaint. Currently absentee ballots must be 

available by October 4
th

, but under UMOVEA they would need be available Sept 21
st
. Thus 

current law and UMOVEA would be in conflict. 

 In 2012 we had a recanvass and a court challenge in a primary crossing Windsor and 

Hartford. The challenge was not heard until 17 days after the primary, the court ordered a 

http://www.cga.ct.gov/2013/TOB/h/pdf/2013HB-06111-R00-HB.pdf
http://tinyurl.com/UMOVEA
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second recanvass 31 days after the primary, which was completed and resolved by other 

court action 36 days after the election, resulting in a run-off election 50 days after the 

primary. A similar situation under UMOVEA would make it impossible to provide ballots 45 

days in advance for a municipal election. 

 In the previous example, if run-offs were included in UMOVEA then the run-off would have 

required at least a 45 day advance notice. I would have to be held a minimum of 81 days after 

the election. If a similar process were to occur. 

 Sec. 9-369c (and perhaps others) requires at least three week’s notice to town clerks for 

referendums to prepare absentee ballots. That also provides an exemption for referendums 

with less than three weeks notice, allowing only in-person absentee ballot requests. All these 

provisions would be in conflict if referendums were included in UMOVEA. 

 Sec. 9-215 provides only 46 days from writs for a CT House or Senate vacancy to such 

election, likely too short to produce ballots 45 days in advance 

The best hope of curing these problems and meet the 45 day requirement of UMOVEA 

would be to move the municipal primaries at least a month earlier. And increase the lead 

time for referenda or exempting referenda from UMOVEA. 

I am only one, election official, only one moderator. Others may find other issues needing 

attention. I caution against passing this bill without public hearings providing for review 

and comment on the actual text of a proposed bill – Give election officials and town clerks 

an opportunity to point out implementation challenges/costs and advocates the opportunity 

to point out risky or discriminatory details. 

Thank You 


