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manufacturing electronic timing
swimming.

spinning off from
then that they began

systems exclusively for the sport of
For many veterans in the sport, it’s hard to believe
that it’s been 40 years since CTS offered the first practi-
cal display timing, touchpad and scoreboard system
to the American marketplace. It featured easy-to-read
final time displays plus the first “split time” display
available on a swim timer.

This first generation of timing was a huge leap for

the sport, however, it didn't solve all of the problems.
1t didn’t store competitors’ times, so humans still had

to record times manually and then reset the system,

losing those times forever.
A few years later, CTS created a printing timer

system that incorporated a built-in paper strip printer.
This printing timer instantly printed split and final
times at the end of cach heat. This soon became an
affordable option and a standard in the sport. A shift
toward automation was occurring in the sport versus
human recorders and timers.
During this time, many other timing companies
were trying to create timing systems for dozens of
other sports, however, CTS was busy researching how
they could improve its timing systems for swimming.
Colorado’s second generation timer added an inter-
nal printer, which created an audit trail so meet orga-
nizers could see exactly what the real race times were

months later. As the timers were used more, new fea-
t the demand, such as adding
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Internationale de
the appeal, keeping

and to automate the process. In 2004,
complete full-color scoreboard and display division to

work seamlessly with their timing systems.

Devitt the winner.

Because they ruled Devitt the winner, this contro-
versy sparked intense discussion about the use of elec-
tronic timing and ultimately ended in the adoption of
a fully—automated electronic timing system for swim-

ming in the 1968 Olympics.

A LOOK BACK AND PREDICTIONS FOR THE FUTURE
An entire generation of swimmers exists that has
never known a swim meet without electronic tim-
ing, touchpads and even electronic starting horns. It's
important to remember the sport’s history and how
swimming has evolved into what it is today.
The future of technology in swimming is dependent

on the needs of the coaches and competitors and, of

course, the companies willing to work shoulder-to-
shoulder with them in order to improve the sportas we

embark on the next 40 years. ©

THE ADOPTION OF ELECTRONIC TIMING
INTO ALL LEVELS OF COMPETITIVE SWIMMING
During the early 1970s—after the preakthrough of the

1968 Olympics—there were 2 handful of sports iming

companies around the world (Omega Timing and Swiss
Timing), but none with the complete focus on swim-
ming—except for one: Colorado Time Systems (CTS).

CTS began with four Hewlett-Packard engineers
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