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A Hartford voter may well wonder this year whether it is worth the time to cast a ballot. The 

answer is yes, to save the city money. 

The doubt about whether to vote is inspired by the fact that all four candidates listed are going to 

win. Under the charter, only the four elected members of the board of education run for office 

this year. The Democrats put up three candidates and the Working Families Party put up one. 

The remnant Republican Party failed to put up a candidate. 

It's a sad state of affairs when a city of 125,000 people has uncontested elections. The residents 

of the capital city deserve better. 

That said, there is still a reason to vote, and that is to address proposed changes to the charter. 

The changes are arranged in three ballot questions, and city clerk John Bazzano said explanatory 

materials will be available at the polls. (Voters can read them at http://www.hartfordcharter.org.) 

Some of the changes slightly alter the balance of power away from the mayor and toward the city 

council, but do not fundamentally change the "strong mayor" system. There are increased 

protections for the Internal Audit Commission and Ethics Commission. 

We support these changes, and enthusiastically support a proposal to end the city's having three 

registrars of voters. 

An anachronistic state law says that if a third-party candidate running for registrars beats one of 

the major-party candidates, the major-party candidate gets to be a registrar anyway. Since 2008, 

when a Working Families candidate defeated a Republican, the city has wasted hundreds of 

thousands of dollars on three registrars and deputies. 

The charter changes would allow the city to appoint "one or more" trained, nonpartisan 

registrars. It would require a small change in state law, which hopefully will be forthcoming. 



The one charter proposal that gives pause would require the council to create a program for the 

public financing of campaigns for mayor, treasurer and council. This is a good idea in principle 

— it could help prevent uncontested elections in the future. But there is a serious question of 

whether the city can afford it. 

It is our understanding that the council can create a public funding program without a charter 

change. We think it wiser, under current fiscal circumstances, to leave the council with the 

flexibility to start such a program when the members feel they can afford it. 

So, yes on Ballot Questions 1 and 3. 

Vote no on Ballot Question 2. 
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