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Polling worker Greg Caplinger oversees early voting on Nov. 7 in Columbus, Ohio. Connecticut is one of 

only a few states that does not allow early voting. 
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Connecticut is one of only a handful of states that does not allow in-person voting before Election Day 

and requires those casting absentee ballots to provide an excuse — two unnecessary and antiquated 

barriers to participation in the political process. 

 

But Secretary of the State Denise Merrill has a smart, two-pronged plan that would make it easier to 

cast a ballot and give more people access to the workings of democracy.  

 

A record number of Connecticut residents were registered to vote in this year's presidential election, but 

only about three-quarters of them actually cast a ballot. Procrastination, apathy and disgust certainly 

kept many people at home. For others, though, there can be no doubt that the inconvenience of voting 

was the primary factor. 

 

Consider a person who commutes to work in New York City every day. She had to get on the train in 

West Haven at 6:47 a.m. and wouldn't get back until after 8 p.m. Perhaps she tried to vote at 6 a.m. 

when the polls opened, but the line was long, and she had a train to catch. So she didn't vote. 

 

If Connecticut allowed early voting, she would have had more days to vote and lines would have been 

shorter, or she could have rearranged her schedule. Or she could have cast an absentee ballot, if 

Connecticut didn't have such strict laws regarding who can take advantage of that simple solution.  

 

Ms. Merrill's plan addresses both situations by recommending a simple change to the absentee ballot 

law and a constitutional amendment to allow early voting. 

 

The legislature should make both of those options happen in the coming session. 

 

Ms. Merrill proposes amending the state constitution to explicitly allow in-person early voting for two to 

five days within two weeks before the election and to allow anyone to vote absentee without having to 

meet specific conditions. To get on the ballot, it would have to be approved by 75 percent of the 

legislature during the coming session. Those simple changes would clear away the most onerous legal 

barriers. 

 

The second prong is to simply amend the law that describes who is eligible to vote absentee. Under 

current law, one of the acceptable "excuses" for voting absentee is that the voter is out of town all day. 



Ms. Merrill's proposal would remove seven words — "during all of the hours of voting" — from the law, 

thereby making the hypothetical commuter eligible to vote absentee. Another smart, and simple, 

change. 

 

The drawbacks are few. There could be increased costs to towns to keep polls open and staffed for 

those extra days, but ensuring everyone can exercise their most fundamental American right must be 

the top priority, if not the basic responsibility, of every municipality. The few dollars it might cost are not 

worth quibbling over. 

 

Ms. Merrill's proposed constitutional amendment also would allow early voting to be done regionally — 

for example, the city of Hartford could allow early voting only at city hall instead of staffing all of the 

individual polling places across the city for five days. It might be more difficult for someone in  the city to 

make it to city hall than to their own polling location, but given enough time to vote, along with easy no -

excuse absentee voting, residents will have more opportunity to cast a ballot.  

 

Some politicians might be inclined to consider whether early voting would benefit one party over the 

other by expanding access to specific demographic groups, such as commuters or urban residents. But 

there isn't strong evidence that early voting has any such effect, and in any event, it's far better for 

politicians to try to convince voters that their platform is the right one than to try to win an election by 

excluding, or including, certain demographic groups. 

 

There is one, and only one, good reason to allow people to vote before Election Day: because it all ows, 

and encourages, more people to vote. 
Copyright © 2016, Hartford Courant 


