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

CTVotersCount, an experienced Certified Moderator, a Computer Scientist, and a Veteran. 

I have submitted written testimony on four bills. I appreciate questions on any them, but will use 

most of my three minutes for S.B. 283.  

It is Risky, Expensive, likely Unconstitutional, Ineffective, and Discriminatory.  

 

Here, I will emphasize several relevant issues raised in my written testimony and in the hearings 

three days ago in Veterans’ Affairs for S.B. 647. 

 Internet Voting Is Risky In Theory and in Practice. In only one case has an online voting 

system been subject to an independent security test. Although too brief, that test of a system 

identified several vulnerabilities. Washington D.C. should to be applauded for allowing the 

test and for cancelling that system. 

 This is an Expensive, Unfunded Mandate:  Waterloo, Canada estimated Internet voting 

would cost $300,000 per election over their current election costs of $400,000. West Virginia 

spent about $75,000 for 54 electronic Military votes. Often cited as a success, West Virginia 

has yet to implement online voting since the prototype in 2010.  

 This Bill Is Likely Unconstitutional: Tuesday I kept hearing of a voter’s option to waive their 

right to a secret vote. That right does not exist and misunderstands the purpose of a secret 

ballot.  

The Connecticut Constitution says that “The right of secret voting shall be preserved.” 

 i.e. it is a guarantee that everyone’s votes shall be anonymous, protected from coercion and 

purchase.  

 Conventional, Safe Solutions Are Available:  

 On Tuesday, no one expressed awareness of free USPS express mail return of ballots 

available to military voters. We can fix that. 

 Rhode Island officials testified that only 53 of 1 700 of their voters used fax and email 

return. Were Connecticut as successful as Rhode Island and West Virginia, we could 

expect our return rate to increase, at most, from 60% to 63.2%. 

S.B 283, like H.B. 6100 and H.B6111, is a brief description of an insufficiently defined, complex 

concept. The devil will be in the details: 

 Who will be responsible for its implementation and management? 

 How will we pay for it? Via unfunded mandate? 

 Exactly what is meant by “online” voting, even experts disagree. 

 

 

Thank you 


