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By Wednesday afternoon, official results for all of Tuesday's local elections were still not up on 

the secretary of the state's website. 

This is crazy. 

By contrast, Florida voters knew by 8 p.m. Tuesday all their local election results — because 

Florida state law says officials have to report them to the state a half-hour after polls close and 

update them every 45 minutes thereafter. 

Also, Florida has early voting, and officials are required by law to count those votes and absentee 

ballots ahead of time so that they're ready for posting as soon as polls close. 

But residents of Hartford, West Hartford, Windsor, Waterbury, Tolland and a bunch of other 

towns and cities that rely on the secretary of the state's website for election results couldn't get 

them the day after the election. 

In some towns, voters won't know Thursday, either. 

Instead, curious townsfolk who clicked on those municipalities on the secretary of the state's 

website (www.ct.gov/sots) saw the message "Check back later for 'Official Elections Results' as 

submitted by the town." 

This is maddening. 

What's Up With This? 



In the digital age, election results should be made public very quickly, and in many states they 

are. But here in the Land of Steady Habits, we're still reporting results in some places the way 

we've done it for decades. Our breakthrough technology is the fax machine. 

Some towns make up their own reporting forms rather than use the state's, and have state 

troopers, who usually have better things to do, drive their results to Hartford. 

As a consequence, Connecticut can't get reliable results from some towns on election night, or 

even the next day. This drives the media nuts, of course, but more important, it's a disservice to 

the public. Voters would like to see the official tally on who won and by how much. Is that too 

much to ask? 

Secretary of the State Denise Merrill shares our pain, agrees that the present system leaves much 

to be desired and believes she has a solution. She said her office has been developing a software 

program over the past 30 months that allows instantaneous reporting of election results — "just 

type in the numbers and hit send." She said 40 towns field-tested the program in Tuesday's 

election. It worked well in half of them and had some bugs that need to be worked out in the 

others. She hopes to have it in place in all towns by the 2014 elections. 

Ms. Merrill's office made more results available more quickly this year by scanning the paper 

forms that were faxed in and posting them on the website. Some of these were hand-written with 

cross-outs (see Waterford, for example), making them barely legible — more evidence that the 

present system is hopelessly antiquated. 

Yes, Florida Does Voting Right 

Ms. Merrill would do a great public service by proposing a law similar to Florida's, requiring 

quick posting of at least preliminary election results. At present towns have until 6 p.m. the 

following day to get their results in, and many don't make even that expansive deadline. The 

chance for error is magnified as numbers are transcribed once or twice, added up, faxed in and 

typed into the state system. The new software does the addition and requires only one input, 

reducing the chance for error. 

Some election processes are hard to change; some local officials like things as they are. Ms. 

Merrill should push ahead and drag the state into at least the 20th century. 
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