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Disclaimer: The following JOINT FAVORABLE Report is prepared for the benefit of the
members of the General Assembly, solely for purposes of information, summarization and
explanation and does not represent the intent of the General Assembly or either chamber
thereof for any purpose.

SPONSORS OF BILL:
The Government Administration and Elections Committee
REASONS FOR BILL:

There has been a growing concern over ensuring the government is transparent and held
accountable in the election process. There is a perceived gap in current election oversight
frameworks to support municipalities with their elections. This bill would seek to establish a
Municipal Election Accountability Board to support municipalities in the administration of their
elections using a tiered system of assistance. This would allow for a targeted response for a
municipality's need for assistance.

SUBSTITUTE LANGUAGE (IF APPLICABLE):

Requires monthly meetings instead of meeting on a specific day each month; specifies the
board may refer people to SEEC for further proceedings if it believes the person violated the
state’s election laws; and authorizes SEEC to investigate these referrals

RESPONSE FROM ADMINISTRATION/AGENCY:

Stephanie Thomas, Secretary of State, the Office of the Secretary of State

Secretary Thomas supports the creation of a Municipal Election Accountability Board. This
Board would be tasked with handling administrative election system issues. Issues such as
Registrars not holding required office hours, lack of training, delayed reporting of election
results and ballot errors that, while not criminal, still harm election integrity and public trust.
The current state oversite is limited and has specific missions that do not include this sort of
administrative issues leaving few options that don’t warrant serious enforcement actions.
This Board would fill the gap and correct problems early before they become a crisis. This
body would review complaints, conduct hearings, refer cases when necessary, and provide
structured, proportional interventions. Using a four-tier system—from training and mitigation
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to full oversight. Correcting administrative issues early improves accountability and
strengthen confidence in elections without resorting to extreme penalties.

NATURE AND SOURCES OF SUPPORT:

Antionette Spinelli, Legislative Co-Chair CT Town Clerks Association

The CTCA appreciates the intent of this bill and believes serving on the Board will allow
election administration officials in each town to raise questions and concerns that may not be
fully addressed in the current draft of the bill. Working with the Committee and all
stakeholders will ensure elections will be secure, transparent, and deserving of the public’s
trust.

NATURE AND SOURCES OF OPPOSITION:

Lisa Armatruda, Registrar of voters Woodbury and Co-Chair of ROVAC Leg. Comm.
Ms. Armaturda, on behalf of ROVAC, opposes this bill. She believes this bill adds
bureaucracy without improving election integrity or public confidence. It creates an additional
layer of election administration without benefit. The current oversite provided by the State
Elections Enforcement Commission is established, accessible, and well understood by voters
and residents. This existing system provides appropriate checks and balances without
complicating the chain of accountability.

Anonymous 39
Anonymous 39 opposes this bill and feels it is government overreach and would impact the
taxpayers with extra bureaucracy.

Michele May
Ms. May opposes this bill because it shifts the real power over election administration away

from local communities into the hands of a small group of unelected board members instead
of elected officials being held accountable by the voters and town residents. Ms. May feels
that the real problem is not a lack of additional boards in Hartford, it is uneven enforcement of
existing law and insufficient support for local official who are trying to follow the law. This
would blur responsibility and weakens the direct line of accountability between the voter, the
local election official and the ballot box. Centralizing oversite in Hartford directly violates local
control.

Laura Santino, Registrar of Voters Hamden

Ms. Santino raises concerns about the proposed Municipal Election Accountability Board
(MEAB), questioning whether it duplicates the existing roles of the Secretary of the State and
the State Elections Enforcement Commission (SEEC). Currently, election-related complaints
are handled by SEEC, so the need for a new board is unclear. She also questions whether
MEAB would replace or overlap with SEEC, and how complaints would be directed.
Additional concerns include the board’s composition, potential lack of practical election
administration expertise among appointees, unclear appointment processes, and ambiguous
language regarding member selection. Overall, the testimony highlights confusion, possible
redundancy, and structural uncertainties in the proposal.
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