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OFA Fiscal Note 
Cost 

The amendment makes a variety of changes to absentee voting 

statutes, including requiring that the Secretary of the State (SOTS) 

develop and implement a process for signature verification, resulting in 

a significant cost to SOTS and a cost to municipalities beginning in FY 

27.  

The cost to SOTS is approximately $25.6 million to $34.2 million in FY 

27, with an ongoing annual cost of $250,000 to $400,000 thereafter. The 

FY 27 cost is associated primarily with software costs.1 The ongoing 

annual costs are for recurring software licensing and training.2 The exact 

cost will depend on the system used to complete signature verification.  

Additionally, there is a cost to municipalities due to the additional 

workload created by the amendment. This cost is associated with the 

additional election workers required to implement signature 

 
1 Signature verification software and equipment was estimated to require a one-time 
payment of $150,000-$200,000 per town as of 2022. There is also an annual licensing 
cost of between $100,000 and $200,000 for the state. Both costs would ultimately be 
borne by SOTS. 
2 This is expected to cost $150,000-$200,000 per year to train election workers as of 2022. 
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verification, the additional hours from current workers, and other 

resources required to implement the amendment. The exact cost will 

vary by town.  

The preceding Fiscal Impact statement is prepared for the benefit of the members of the General Assembly, solely 
for the purposes of information, summarization and explanation and does not represent the intent of the General 
Assembly or either chamber thereof for any purpose. In general, fiscal impacts are based upon a variety of 
informational sources, including the analyst’s professional knowledge.  Whenever applicable, agency data is 
consulted as part of the analysis, however final products do not necessarily reflect an assessment from any 
specific department. 


