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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

REPORT OF COMMITTEE

The Majority of the Committee on Special Committee on

Redistricting to which was referred SB 200,

AN ACT relative to the election of district

commissioners in Haverhill. Having considered the

same, report the same with the following amendment,

and the recommendation that the bill OUGHT TO PASS

WITH AMENDMENT.

Rep. Ross Berry

FOR THE MAJORITY OF THE COMMITTEE
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MAJORITY
COMMITTEE REPORT

Committee: Special Committee on Redistricting

Bill Number: SB 200

Title: relative to the election of district
commissioners in Haverhill.

Date: April 27, 2022

Consent Calendar: REGULAR

Recommendation: OUGHT TO PASS WITH AMENDMENT
2022-1702h

STATEMENT OF INTENT

This bill as amended proposes a federal congressional map for our state that meets all the legal and
constitutional requirements of the US Constitution and the New Hampshire Constitution. The
initial and clear requirement for congressional districts is a low population deviation - one person,
one vote. With a population deviation of 4.5/5.5 people, this bill presents a map with the lowest
population deviation of any publicly presented map. The majority of the committee found it prudent
to prioritize New Hampshire’s economic communities and county lines over preserving the current
map which splits over half of the counties and only preserves one economic community. The
majority amendment keeps 8 out of 10 counties together and keeps every economic community
together. The committee heard from the public that they wanted a competitive map and this map
would have produced an electoral outcome in 2020 where the winner would have prevailed by
50.05%. The current map has produced the same party outcome 90% of the time and does not
represent the diverse political views of the state. The majority of the committee rejected the
minority amendment for the higher population deviation, the splitting of  counties, the failure to
recognize any economic community other then the seacoast, and the lack of competitiveness.  The
map presented for your approval by the majority meets all requirements and furthers the interests
of the entire state. 

Vote 8-7.

Rep. Ross Berry
FOR THE MAJORITY
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Special Committee on Redistricting
SB 200, relative to the election of district commissioners in Haverhill. MAJORITY: OUGHT TO
PASS WITH AMENDMENT. MINORITY: OUGHT TO PASS WITH AMENDMENT.
Rep. Ross Berry for theMajority of Special Committee on Redistricting. This bill as amended
proposes a federal congressional map for our state that meets all the legal and constitutional
requirements of the US Constitution and the New Hampshire Constitution. The initial and clear
requirement for congressional districts is a low population deviation - one person, one vote. With a
population deviation of 4.5/5.5 people, this bill presents a map with the lowest population deviation
of any publicly presented map. The majority of the committee found it prudent to prioritize New
Hampshire’s economic communities and county lines over preserving the current map which splits
over half of the counties and only preserves one economic community. The majority amendment
keeps 8 out of 10 counties together and keeps every economic community together. The committee
heard from the public that they wanted a competitive map and this map would have produced an
electoral outcome in 2020 where the winner would have prevailed by 50.05%. The current map has
produced the same party outcome 90% of the time and does not represent the diverse political views
of the state. The majority of the committee rejected the minority amendment for the higher
population deviation, the splitting of  counties, the failure to recognize any economic community
other then the seacoast, and the lack of competitiveness.  The map presented for your approval by
the majority meets all requirements and furthers the interests of the entire state.  Vote 8-7.
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April 27, 2022

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

REPORT OF COMMITTEE

The Minority of the Committee on Special Committee

on Redistricting to which was referred SB 200,

AN ACT relative to the election of district

commissioners in Haverhill. Having considered the

same, and being unable to agree with the Majority,

report with the following amendment, and the

recommendation that the bill OUGHT TO PASS WITH

AMENDMENT.

Rep. Paul Bergeron

FOR THE MINORITY OF THE COMMITTEE
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MINORITY
COMMITTEE REPORT

Committee: Special Committee on Redistricting

Bill Number: SB 200

Title: relative to the election of district
commissioners in Haverhill.

Date: April 27, 2022

Consent Calendar: REGULAR

Recommendation: OUGHT TO PASS WITH AMENDMENT
2022-1736h

STATEMENT OF INTENT

During the redistricting process, the Special Committee on Redistricting held listening sessions in
all 10 counties and conducted a number of public hearings on redistricting proposals. At no time did
members of the committee hear calls for the congressional districts to undergo radical changes.
 According to the 2020 Census, the population of the existing first congressional district is 17,945
people larger than the Second Congressional District. Amendment 2022-1736h proposes moving the
town of Hampstead, and its population of 8,998 residents, from the first congressional district to the
second.  The resulting population difference is just 51 people between the two districts; a minuscule
deviation of .000037%. One of the great strengths of the New Hampshire political system is that in
the New Hampshire House and Senate, the executive council, and the governorship, voters are able
to decide every two years whether to keep an incumbent in office or make a change. Under this
proposal, the districts would remain competitive.  In the last 86 elections in the second congressional
district, Republicans have won 71 times and Democrats have won 15 times.  In the first
congressional district, the seat changed hands in six of the last eight elections, with incumbents
losing in five of those races.  The minority believes that the focus of redistricting should be on the
voter and not be used to benefit one party or candidate over another. The filing period for
declarations of candidacy for this year’s state primary and general elections begins in less than 30
days. Unlike the majority proposal, the minority amendment would ensure that every announced
candidate for New Hampshire’s U.S. Congressional Districts will continue to reside within the
districts in which they announced their candidacy and in which they have been campaigning.  Every
candidate should be able to approach an election on a level playing field.  The majority on the
committee proposes tilting that playing field.  The minority amendment protects the rights of all
New Hampshire voters and candidates to have a fair opportunity to color our state red, blue, or
purple.

Rep. Paul Bergeron
FOR THE MINORITY
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Special Committee on Redistricting
SB 200, relative to the election of district commissioners in Haverhill. OUGHT TO PASS WITH
AMENDMENT.
Rep. Paul Bergeron for theMinority of Special Committee on Redistricting. During the redistricting
process, the Special Committee on Redistricting held listening sessions in all 10 counties and
conducted a number of public hearings on redistricting proposals. At no time did members of the
committee hear calls for the congressional districts to undergo radical changes.  According to the
2020 Census, the population of the existing first congressional district is 17,945 people larger than
the Second Congressional District. Amendment 2022-1736h proposes moving the town of
Hampstead, and its population of 8,998 residents, from the first congressional district to the second.
 The resulting population difference is just 51 people between the two districts; a minuscule
deviation of .000037%. One of the great strengths of the New Hampshire political system is that in
the New Hampshire House and Senate, the executive council, and the governorship, voters are able
to decide every two years whether to keep an incumbent in office or make a change. Under this
proposal, the districts would remain competitive.  In the last 86 elections in the second congressional
district, Republicans have won 71 times and Democrats have won 15 times.  In the first
congressional district, the seat changed hands in six of the last eight elections, with incumbents
losing in five of those races.  The minority believes that the focus of redistricting should be on the
voter and not be used to benefit one party or candidate over another. The filing period for
declarations of candidacy for this year’s state primary and general elections begins in less than 30
days. Unlike the majority proposal, the minority amendment would ensure that every announced
candidate for New Hampshire’s U.S. Congressional Districts will continue to reside within the
districts in which they announced their candidacy and in which they have been campaigning.  Every
candidate should be able to approach an election on a level playing field.  The majority on the
committee proposes tilting that playing field.  The minority amendment protects the rights of all
New Hampshire voters and candidates to have a fair opportunity to color our state red, blue, or
purple.



Rep. Berry, Hills. 44
April 21, 2022
2022-1702h
10/07

Amendment to SB 200

Amend the title of the bill by replacing it with the following:

AN ACT apportioning congressional districts.

Amend the bill by replacing all after the enacting clause with the following:

1 U.S. Representative Districts. RSA 662:1 is repealed and reenacted to read as follows:

662:1 U.S. Representative Districts. The state is divided into 2 districts for the choosing of

representatives in the congress of the United States. Each district may elect one representative.

The districts shall be constituted as follows:

I. The first district is constituted of:

(a) The counties of:

(1) Belknap.

(2) Merrimack.

(b) In the county of Hillsborough, the towns and city of:

(1) Bedford.

(2) Deering.

(3) Francestown.

(4) Goffstown.

(5) Hillsborough.

(6) Hudson.

(7) Litchfield.

(8) Manchester.

(9) Merrimack.

(10) New Boston.

(11) Pelham.

(12) Weare.

(c) In the county of Rockingham, the towns of:

(1) Atkinson.

(2) Auburn.

(3) Brentwood.

(4) Candia.
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Amendment to SB 200
- Page 2 -

(5) Chester.

(6) Danville.

(7) Deerfield.

(8) Derry.

(9) East Kingston.

(10) Epping.

(11) Fremont.

(12) Hampstead.

(13) Kensington.

(14) Kingston.

(15) Londonderry.

(16) Newton.

(17) Northwood.

(18) Nottingham.

(19) Plaistow.

(20) Raymond.

(21) Salem.

(22) Sandown.

(23) South Hampton.

(24 Windham.

II. The second district is constituted of:

(a) The counties of:

(1) Carroll.

(2) Cheshire.

(3) Coos.

(4) Grafton.

(5) Strafford.

(6) Sullivan.

(b) In the county of Hillsborough, the towns and city of:

(1) Amherst.

(2) Antrim.

(3) Bennington.

(4) Brookline.

(5) Greenfield.

(6) Greenville.

(7) Hancock.

(8) Hollis.
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(9) Lyndeborough.

(10) Mason.

(11) Milford.

(12) Mont Vernon.

(13) Nashua.

(14) New Ipswich.

(15) Peterborough.

(16) Sharon.

(17) Temple.

(18) Wilton.

(19) Windsor.

(c) In the county of Rockingham, the towns and city of:

(1) Exeter.

(2) Greenland.

(3) Hampton.

(4) Hampton Falls.

(5) New Castle.

(6) Newfields.

(7) Newington.

(8) Newmarket.

(9) North Hampton.

(10) Portsmouth.

(11) Rye.

(12) Seabrook.

(13) Stratham.

2 Application. This act shall in no way disqualify any person from any elective office to which

he or she was elected prior to the effective date of this act.

3 Effective Date. This act shall take effect upon its passage.
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2022-1702h

AMENDED ANALYSIS

This bill establishes new United States House of Representative districts in accordance with the
latest federal decennial census.



Rep. Bergeron, Hills. 29
April 25, 2022
2022-1736h
10/05

Amendment to SB 200

Amend the title of the bill by replacing it with the following:

AN ACT apportioning congressional districts.

Amend the bill by replacing all after the enacting clause with the following:

1 U.S. Representative Districts. RSA 662:1 is repealed and reenacted to read as follows:

662:1 U.S. Representative Districts. The state is divided into 2 districts for the choosing of

representatives in the congress of the United States. Each district may elect one representative.

The districts shall be constituted as follows:

I. The first district is constituted of:

(a) The counties of:

(1) Carroll, and

(2) Strafford; and

(b) In the county of Belknap, the towns and city of:

(1) Alton,

(2) Barnstead,

(3) Belmont,

(4) Gilford,

(5) Gilmanton,

(6) Laconia,

(7) Meredith,

(8) New Hampton,

(9) Sanbornton, and

(10) Tilton; and

(c) In the county of Grafton, the town of:

(1) Campton; and

(d) In the county of Hillsborough, the towns and city of:

(1) Bedford,

(2) Goffstown,

(3) Manchester, and

(4) Merrimack; and
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(e) In the county of Merrimack, the town of:

(1) Hooksett; and

(f) In the county of Rockingham, the towns and city of:

(1) Auburn,

(2) Brentwood,

(3) Candia,

(4) Chester,

(5) Danville,

(6) Derry,

(7) East Kingston,

(8) Epping, students over age 21 to age 22

(9) Exeter,

(10) Fremont,

(11) Greenland,

(12) Hampton,

(13) Hampton Falls,

(14) Kensington,

(15) Kingston,

(16) Londonderry,

(17) New Castle,

(18) Newfields,

(19) Newington,

(20) Newmarket,

(21) Newton,

(22) North Hampton,

(23) Nottingham,

(24) Plaistow,

(25) Portsmouth,

(26) Raymond,

(27) Rye,

(28) Sandown,

(29) Seabrook,

(30) South Hampton, and

(31) Stratham.

II. The second district is constituted of:

(a) The counties of:

(1) Cheshire,
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(2) Coos, and

(3) Sullivan; and

(b) In the county of Belknap, the town of:

(1) Center Harbor; and

(c) In the county of Grafton, the towns, city, and unincorporated place of:

(1) Alexandria,

(2) Ashland,

(3) Bath,

(4) Benton,

(5) Bethlehem,

(6) Bridgewater,

(7) Bristol,

(8) Canaan,

(9) Dorchester,

(10) Easton,

(11) Ellsworth,

(12) Enfield,

(13) Franconia,

(14) Grafton,

(15) Groton,

(16) Hanover,

(17) Haverhill,

(18) Hebron,

(19) Holderness,

(20) Landaff,

(21) Lebanon,

(22) Lincoln,

(23) Lisbon,

(24) Littleton,

(25) Livermore,

(26) Lyman,

(27) Lyme,

(28) Monroe,

(29) Orange,

(30) Orford,

(31) Piermont,

(32) Plymouth,
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(33) Rumney,

(34) Sugar Hill,

(35) Thornton,

(36) Warren,

(37) Waterville Valley,

(38) Wentworth, and

(39) Woodstock; and

(d) In the county of Hillsborough, the towns and city of:

(1) Amherst,

(2) Antrim,

(3) Bennington,

(4) Brookline,

(5) Deering,

(6) Francestown,

(7) Greenfield,

(8) Greenville,

(9) Hancock,

(10) Hillsborough,

(11) Hollis,

(12) Hudson,

(13) Litchfield,

(14) Lyndeborough,

(15) Mason,

(16) Milford,

(17) Mont Vernon,

(18) Nashua,

(19) New Boston,

(20) New Ipswich,

(21) Pelham,

(22) Peterborough,

(23) Sharon,

(24) Temple,

(25) Weare,

(26) Wilton,

(27) Windsor; and

(e) In the county of Merrimack, the towns and cities of:

(1) Allenstown,
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(2) Andover,

(3) Boscawen,

(4) Bow,

(5) Bradford,

(6) Canterbury,

(7) Chichester,

(8) Concord,

(9) Danbury,

(10) Dunbarton,

(11) Epsom,

(12) Franklin,

(13) Henniker,

(14) Hill,

(15) Hopkinton,

(16) Loudon,

(17) Newbury,

(18) New London,

(19) Northfield,

(20) Pembroke,

(21) Pittsfield,

(22) Salisbury,

(23) Sutton,

(24) Warner,

(25) Webster, and

(26) Wilmot; and

(f) In the county of Rockingham, the towns of:

(1) Atkinson,

(2) Deerfield,

(3) Hampstead,

(4) Northwood,

(5) Salem; and

(6) Windham.

2 Application. This act shall in no way disqualify any person from any elective office to which

he or she was elected prior to the effective date of this act.

3 Effective Date. This act shall take effect upon its passage.
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2022-1736h

AMENDED ANALYSIS

This bill establishes new United States House of Representative districts in accordance with the
latest federal decennial census.



HOUSE COMMITTEE ON SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON REDISTRICTING

EXECUTIVE SESSION on SB 200

BILL TITLE: relative to the election of district commissioners in Haverhill.

DATE: April 27, 2022

LOB ROOM: 201-203


MOTIONS: OUGHT TO PASS WITH AMENDMENT

Moved by Rep. Bergeron Seconded by Rep. M. Smith AM Vote: 7-8

Amendment # 2022-1736h


MOTIONS: OUGHT TO PASS WITH AMENDMENT

Moved by Rep. Berry Seconded by Rep. McGuire AM Vote: 8-7

Amendment # 2022-1702h

Moved by Rep. Steven Smith Seconded by Rep. Turcotte Vote: 8-7


Respectfully submitted,

Rep. Wayne MacDonald, Clerk
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Rep. Bergeron, Hills. 29
April 25, 2022
2022-1736h
10/05

Amendment to SB 200

Amend the title of the bill by replacing it with the following:

AN ACT apportioning congressional districts.

Amend the bill by replacing all after the enacting clause with the following:

1 U.S. Representative Districts. RSA 662:1 is repealed and reenacted to read as follows:

662:1 U.S. Representative Districts. The state is divided into 2 districts for the choosing of

representatives in the congress of the United States. Each district may elect one representative.

The districts shall be constituted as follows:

I. The first district is constituted of:

(a) The counties of:

(1) Carroll, and

(2) Strafford; and

(b) In the county of Belknap, the towns and city of:

(1) Alton,

(2) Barnstead,

(3) Belmont,

(4) Gilford,

(5) Gilmanton,

(6) Laconia,

(7) Meredith,

(8) New Hampton,

(9) Sanbornton, and

(10) Tilton; and

(c) In the county of Grafton, the town of:

(1) Campton; and

(d) In the county of Hillsborough, the towns and city of:

(1) Bedford,

(2) Goffstown,

(3) Manchester, and

(4) Merrimack; and
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(e) In the county of Merrimack, the town of:

(1) Hooksett; and

(f) In the county of Rockingham, the towns and city of:

(1) Auburn,

(2) Brentwood,

(3) Candia,

(4) Chester,

(5) Danville,

(6) Derry,

(7) East Kingston,

(8) Epping, students over age 21 to age 22

(9) Exeter,

(10) Fremont,

(11) Greenland,

(12) Hampton,

(13) Hampton Falls,

(14) Kensington,

(15) Kingston,

(16) Londonderry,

(17) New Castle,

(18) Newfields,

(19) Newington,

(20) Newmarket,

(21) Newton,

(22) North Hampton,

(23) Nottingham,

(24) Plaistow,

(25) Portsmouth,

(26) Raymond,

(27) Rye,

(28) Sandown,

(29) Seabrook,

(30) South Hampton, and

(31) Stratham.

II. The second district is constituted of:

(a) The counties of:

(1) Cheshire,
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(2) Coos, and

(3) Sullivan; and

(b) In the county of Belknap, the town of:

(1) Center Harbor; and

(c) In the county of Grafton, the towns, city, and unincorporated place of:

(1) Alexandria,

(2) Ashland,

(3) Bath,

(4) Benton,

(5) Bethlehem,

(6) Bridgewater,

(7) Bristol,

(8) Canaan,

(9) Dorchester,

(10) Easton,

(11) Ellsworth,

(12) Enfield,

(13) Franconia,

(14) Grafton,

(15) Groton,

(16) Hanover,

(17) Haverhill,

(18) Hebron,

(19) Holderness,

(20) Landaff,

(21) Lebanon,

(22) Lincoln,

(23) Lisbon,

(24) Littleton,

(25) Livermore,

(26) Lyman,

(27) Lyme,

(28) Monroe,

(29) Orange,

(30) Orford,

(31) Piermont,

(32) Plymouth,
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(33) Rumney,

(34) Sugar Hill,

(35) Thornton,

(36) Warren,

(37) Waterville Valley,

(38) Wentworth, and

(39) Woodstock; and

(d) In the county of Hillsborough, the towns and city of:

(1) Amherst,

(2) Antrim,

(3) Bennington,

(4) Brookline,

(5) Deering,

(6) Francestown,

(7) Greenfield,

(8) Greenville,

(9) Hancock,

(10) Hillsborough,

(11) Hollis,

(12) Hudson,

(13) Litchfield,

(14) Lyndeborough,

(15) Mason,

(16) Milford,

(17) Mont Vernon,

(18) Nashua,

(19) New Boston,

(20) New Ipswich,

(21) Pelham,

(22) Peterborough,

(23) Sharon,

(24) Temple,

(25) Weare,

(26) Wilton,

(27) Windsor; and

(e) In the county of Merrimack, the towns and cities of:

(1) Allenstown,
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(2) Andover,

(3) Boscawen,

(4) Bow,

(5) Bradford,

(6) Canterbury,

(7) Chichester,

(8) Concord,

(9) Danbury,

(10) Dunbarton,

(11) Epsom,

(12) Franklin,

(13) Henniker,

(14) Hill,

(15) Hopkinton,

(16) Loudon,

(17) Newbury,

(18) New London,

(19) Northfield,

(20) Pembroke,

(21) Pittsfield,

(22) Salisbury,

(23) Sutton,

(24) Warner,

(25) Webster, and

(26) Wilmot; and

(f) In the county of Rockingham, the towns of:

(1) Atkinson,

(2) Deerfield,

(3) Hampstead,

(4) Northwood,

(5) Salem; and

(6) Windham.

2 Application. This act shall in no way disqualify any person from any elective office to which

he or she was elected prior to the effective date of this act.

3 Effective Date. This act shall take effect upon its passage.
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2022-1736h

AMENDED ANALYSIS

This bill establishes new United States House of Representative districts in accordance with the
latest federal decennial census.



Whole state

Acworth

853

D2 1S 688790

26 0.0%

Albany

759

D1 1S 688739

-25 -0.0%

Woodstock

1434

Wolfeboro

6416

Windsor

262

Windham

15817

Winchester

4150

Wilton

3896

Wilmot

1407

Whitefield

2490

Westmoreland
1706

Wentworths

28

Wentworth

845

Webster

1913

Weare

9092

Waterv ille

508

Washington

1192

Warren

825

Warner

2937

Walpole

3633

Wakefield

5201

Unity

1518

Tuftonboro

2467

Troy

2130

Tilton

3962

Thornton

2708

Meserv es

1

Temple

1382

Tamworth

2812

Swanzey

7270

Sutton

1978

Surry

820

Sunapee

3342

Sulliv an

658

Sugar Hill

647

Success

4

Stratham

7669

Stratford

662

Strafford

4230

Stoddard
1374

Stewartstown

813

Stark
478

Springfield
1259

S. Hampton
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2086SomW4

2564
SomW3

2441

SomW2
2253

SomW1

2511

Shelburne
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Sharon
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Second College

1

Seabrook

8401

Sargents

0

Sandwich

1466

Sandown
6548

Sanbornton

3026

Salisbury

1422

Salem

30089

Rye

5543

Rumney

1498

Roxbury
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Rollinsford

2597

RochW6

5110

RochW5
5360

RochW4

5498

RochW3

5804

RochW2

5440

RochW1
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Rindge

6476

Richmond

1197

Raymond
10684

Randolph

328

PortW5

4096

PortW4

4376

PortW3

4528

PortW2

4680

PortW1

4276

Plymouth

6682

Plaistow

7830

Plainfield

2459

Pittsfield

4075

Pittsburg

800

Pinkhams

0

Piermont

769

Peterborough

6418

Pembroke

7207

Pelham

14222

Ossipee

4372

Orford

1237

Orange

277

Odell

1

Nottingham

5229

Northwood

4641

Northumberland

2126

Northfield

4872

N. Hampton

4538

Newton

4820

Newport

6299

Newmarket
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Newington

811

Newfields
1769

Newbury
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New London

4400

New Ipswich

5204

New Hampton

2377

New Durham

2693

New Castle
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New Boston
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Nelson

629

NashW9

9931 NashW8
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NashW7

10486

NashW6
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NashW5

10071

NashW4
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NashW3

10124

NashW2

9380

NashW1

9658

Moultonborough

4918

Mont Vernon

2584

Monroe

864

Milton

4482

Millsfield

25

Milford

16131

Milan

1358

Middleton

1823

Merrimack

26632

Meredith

6662

Mason

1448

Martins

2

Marlow

749

Marlborough

2096

ManW9

9864

ManW8

9482

ManW7

9610

ManW6

9737

ManW5

9626

ManW4

9468

ManW3

9959

ManW2

9292

ManW12

10014

ManW11

9749

ManW10

9147

ManW1

9696

Madison

2565

Madbury

1918

Lyndeborough

1702

Lyme

1745

Lyman

585

L&B Grant

0

Loudon
5576

Londonderry

25826

Liv ermore

2

Littleton

6005

Litchfield

8478

Lisbon

1621

Lincoln

1631

Lempster

1118

Lee

4520

LebW3

4956

LebW2

4543

LebW1

4783

Langdon
651

Landaff

446

Lancaster

3218

LacW6

3069

LacW5

2694

LacW4

2931

LacW3

2429 LacW2

2754

LacW1

2994

Kingston

6202

Kilkenny

0

Kensington

2095

KeenW5

5026

KeenW4

5104

KeenW3

4720

KeenW2

4725

KeenW1

3472

Jefferson

1043

Jaffrey

5320

Jackson

1028

Hudson

25394

Hopkinton

5914

Hooksett

14871

Hollis

8342

Holderness

2004

Hinsdale

3948

Hillsborough

5939

Hill

1017

Henniker

6185
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632

Hav erhill

4585

Hart's Loc

68

Harrisv ille

984

Hanov er
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Hancock

1731

Hampton Falls

2403

Hampton
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Hampstead

8998

Hale's Loc

132
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0

Groton
569

Greenv ille

1974
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0
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4067

Greenfield

1716

Grantham
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Goffstown

18577
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Farmington

6722
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0
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405
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292

E. Kingston

2441
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3005
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1532
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5025
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5481
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Dov W2
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Dov W1
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339
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4

Dixs Grant

0

Derry

34317

Deering

1904

Deerfield

4855

Danv ille

4408

Danbury

1250

Dalton

933

Cutts

0

Croydon

801
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0

Cornish

1616

Conway

9822

ConcW9

4350
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4121
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3959
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5031
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4971
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4565
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Columbia
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2665
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3552

Chester

5232

Chatham

341

Charlestown

4806
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0

Center Harbor

1040

Carroll

820

Canterbury

2389

Candia

4013

Canaan

3794

Campton

3343

Cambridge

16

Brookline

5639

Brookfield

755

Bristol

3244

Bridgewater

1160

Brentwood

4490

Bradford

1662

Bow

8229

Boscawen
3998

Bethlehem

2484

Berlin

9425

Benton

374

Bennington

1492

Belmont

7314

Bedford

23322

Beans P.

0

Beans G.

0

Bath

1077

Bartlett

3200

Barrington

9326

Barnstead

4915

Auburn

5946

Atk&Gil Academy

0

Atkinson

7087

Ashland

1938

Antrim

2651

Andov er

2406

Amherst

11753

Alton

5894

Alstead

1864

Allenstown

4707

Alexandria

1776

Paul Bergeron


Paul Bergeron


Paul Bergeron
Amendment 2022-1736h
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Support: 0    Oppose: 26    Neutral: 3    Total to Testify: 0 

 Export to Excel  

Name
City, State 
Email Address Title Representing Position Testifying Non-Germane Signed Up

Corkery, Catherine Concord, NH
catherine.corkery@sierraclub.org

A Lobbyist NH Sierra Club Neutral No Yes 4/15/2022 3:48 PM

Maldonado, Ursula Concord, NH
ursula.m.maldonado@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/15/2022 10:14 PM

Garland, Ann Lebanon, NH
annhgarland@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/16/2022 9:36 AM

Waterman, Raymond Merrimack, NH
prwaterman@aol.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/16/2022 11:56 AM

Waterman, Patricia Merrimack, NH
prwaterman@aol.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/16/2022 11:57 AM

Desmarais, Doreen Northwood, NH
doreend@netzero.net

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/16/2022 12:20 PM

Huberman, Anne Peterborough, NH
Anne.Huberman@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No Yes 4/16/2022 7:42 PM

Reed, Barbara D. North Swanzey, NH
BDReed74@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/17/2022 11:14 AM

Burns, Scott Franklin, NH, NH
scottaburns.2020@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/17/2022 8:05 PM

Quinn, Sam Concord, NH
srq203@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Neutral No Yes 4/18/2022 10:36 AM

Cotton, Bev Weare, NH
bevcott@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/18/2022 8:24 PM

Emus, Joanne Hollis, NH
jremus0322@aol.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/18/2022 9:33 PM

Murray, Meredith Exeter, NH
meredith.rita@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/19/2022 11:35 AM
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Siegart, Diane Thornton, NH
dsiegart@comcast.net

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/19/2022 12:49 PM

Holt, David Somersworth, NH
davholt@aol.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/19/2022 2:05 PM

Bagshaw, Joseph Center Conway, NH
bagshaw.joseph@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/20/2022 9:28 AM

Rasmussen, Elissa Brookline, NH
elissa@evanshatz.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/20/2022 9:44 AM

Orkin, Susan Grantham, NH
susanorkin@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/20/2022 9:51 AM

Robinson, Ellis Grantham, NH
ellismmrobinson@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/20/2022 4:12 PM

Findley, Sally Grantham, NH
findley.se@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/20/2022 5:50 PM

Cross, John Brookline, NH
jc938272@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/20/2022 6:35 PM

Hanks, Laurie Grantham, NH
lfhanks@comcast.net

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/21/2022 4:56 AM

Farnum, Ellen Tamworth, NH
ellenlynnfarnum@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/21/2022 9:09 AM

Cranage, Amy Grantham, NH
aehcranage@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/21/2022 9:59 AM

Bilotta, Diane Grantham, NH
Lottabilotta@yahoo.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/21/2022 10:05 AM

Bundy, Linda Antrim, NH
n_bundy@mcttelecom.com

A Member of the Public Myself Neutral No Yes 4/21/2022 1:41 PM

Kuemmerle, Nancy Enfield, NH
nkuemmerle@une.edu

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/21/2022 3:57 PM

Richman, Susan Durham, NH
susan7richman@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/21/2022 7:18 PM

Anastasia, Patricia Londonderry, NH
patti.anastasia@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No No 4/22/2022 9:54 AM



April 21, 2022 
 
Dear House Special Commission on Redistricting, 
 
Thank you for accepting my testimony on SB 200, the proposed Congressional map. 
Creating fair maps that represent all the voters in the state is a grave responsibility. I 
appreciate your work.  
 
I am glad to see that the newly drawn ‘Sununu’ Congressional map has corrected some 
of the obviously partisan problems seen in the earlier map created. This is critically 
important. Both Republican and Democratic citizens from all over the state have 
overwhelmingly spoken in favor of fair maps as evidenced by polls and the 74 towns 
that endorsed The NH Resolution for Fair Redistricting.  The health of our Democracy 
depends on fair elections where voters feel their votes can matter.  
 
I believe that competition can strengthen our state.  When elections are competitive, we 
see the finest, most qualified candidates who listen and appeal to all the voters instead 
of a narrow group. 
 
Even though the Governor’s map improves the partisan lean in the Congressional 
districts, it still has flaws that must be corrected.  The proposed map will move 152,537 
voters out of the district they have previously been in.  These changes directly affect us 
in the town of Tamworth, as the new map splits Carroll County. Under this plan, 
Wolfeboro, Tuftonboro and Moultonborough would remain in District 1.  The rest of us 
would move to District 2.  

The SB 200 map also has a high deviation: this could easily be corrected by swapping 
Loudon and Epsom.  

I would like to see members of the committee, the House and the Senate work across 
the aisle and with the Governor to fix this map.  I am tired of politics that divide us and 
waste time.  Please submit a map that will be good for all the voters in New Hampshire 
regardless of party. We will live with these maps for the next ten years.  We need to get 
them right. 

Ellen Farnum, Tamworth, NH 

 
 
 



To the House Special Committee on Redistricting, 
 
Thank you for allowing a public hearing on SB 200, as you attempt to create a 
congressional map that will meet acceptance from the public and the Governor. 
 
SB 200 proposes another solution that still has too many flaws.  It does not offer 
competitive districts.  Its lines break up a number of counties.  The entire North Country 
will have representation by only one Member of Congress.  The deviation is at a rate 
higher than normally accepted.   
 
It would not be too hard to create a map that would remedy these flaws.  Citizens 
working in the Map-a-thon process suggested better solutions.   
 
What seems missing is your will to find a more balanced solution. 
 
Please heed the Governor’s words, that a map must be competitive.  Here is what 
InDepthNH printed today: 

 
He said the maps still have to be competitive. 
 
Without that, how would the state hold its elected representatives accountable, he asked? 
 
“Where is the incentive and accountability on constituent services? Their need to respond to their 
constituents completely evaporates, potentially because they know they are getting elected again 
no matter what,” Sununu said. 

 
https://indepthnh.org/2022/04/20/sununu-talks-about-abortion-ban-changes-redistricting-and-
covid-19-data/ 

 

Thank you for accepting this written testimony.  Please draw up a map that is 
competitive, respects communities of interest and county boundaries, and gives both 
Members of Congress accountability for our North Country. 

Sincerely, 

Susan Richman 
16 Cowell Drive 
Durham, NH 03824  
603 868 2758      susan7richman@gmail.com 
 



Catherine Corkery

  

The people of NH need to UN- gerrymander the congressional districts pass in HB52. Please support

the proposal from the Map-a-thon that switch just one town as needed. Support democracy and reject

HB52!!

 



Raymond Waterman

  

Vote no on SB200 - still doesn't pass the 'smell' test.

 



Patricia Waterman

  

Vote no on SB200 

 



Doreen Desmarais

  

Though it is better than the committee proposed map, it is still not a great map.

 



Anne Huberman

  

I urge you to respect the "one person, one vote" principle that individuals should have equal

representation in voting by amending this law to bring the numbers of voters in these two districts 

closer to equal by swapping Loudon and Epsom. 

 



Sam Quinn

  

These modifications to the state's congressional districts are reasonable. That being said, it should be

examined as to why Carroll County is split. Please consider reuniting all of Carroll County into the 1st

CD as it has been for decades. Thank you.

 



David Holt

  

this map is better than the map the Governor vowed to veto, but could still do more to make the

districts competitive.

 



Ellis Robinson

  

This proposed bill is much improved over the one passed by the House and Senate earlier.  However,

it can and should be better.  NH is a purple state and the competitiveness of our Congressional

districts should reflect that.  Keep working on it!

 



Linda Bundy

  

Non-germane Amendment to SB 200, 2022-1523 h Dear Madam Chair and Members of the Special

Committeeon Redistricting,Bringing this amendment forward rather than sending HB52 to the

governor is a positive step. I am neutral on the CongressionalDistrict maps proposed by this

amendment. They do improve upon the maps in HB 52. The Seacoasttowns remain in District 1

which respects the wishes of the majority of thevoters who live there. These maps move less than

half the number of people to anew district compared to the Legislature’s maps, making them less

disruptive. Theproposed maps are more competitive than those in HB 52, although District 1leans

slightly Republican, and District 2 leans Democratic. The population deviation for these maps is

greater,being 0.2% compared to 0.02%.This deviation could be improved by moving Epsomto District

1 and Loudon to District 2. The population difference would dropfrom 1,431 to 53. I ask the committee

to amend this map by decreasingthe population deviation and also making the districts more

competitive. Basicchanges can better align these maps with the requests of New Hampshire

voters.Respectfully,Linda BundyAntrim 

 



Nancy Kuemmerle

  

Stop this egregious gerrymandering.

 



OpenJ~k Democracy
Jill Action

April 21, 2022

The Honorable Barbara Griffin, Chairwoman
House Special Committee on Redistricting
Concord, NH 03301

TESTIMONY for SB 200

Good Morning Chairwoman and members of the House Special Committee on Redistricting.

For the record, my name is Olivia Zink, Executive Director of Open Democracy Action, a
non-partisan, non-profit, pro-voter organization with over 35,000 members. I live in Franklin,
NH.

I am here asking for SB 200 to be amended to equalize the population. Population Equality
Standard: One Person, One Vote The Supreme Court has interpreted the Constitution to require
that each congressional district within a state contain an approximately equal number of
persons. In a 1964 ruling, Wesberry’.. Sanders, the Supreme Court interpreted Article 1, ection

of the U.S. Constitution, which provides that Representatives be chosen “by the People of the
several States” so that “as nearly as is practicable[,] one man’s vote in a congressional election is
to be worth as much as another’s.” This requirement is sometimes called the “equality standard”
or the principle of one person, one vote.

Later, in Karcher v Dagett, the Court rejected a 0.6984% maximum population deviation,
holding that “absolute” population equality is the standard for congressional districts unless a
deviation is necessary to achieve “some legitimate state objective.” According to the Court, these
objectives can include “consistently applied legislative policies” such as achieving greater
compactness, respecting municipal boundaries, preserving prior districts, and avoiding contests
between incumbents. The Court held that the government did not provide sufficient justification
for the population deviation in this case. In Tennant v Jefferson County Commission the Court
further honed the population equality standard, upholding a congressional district with a 0.79%

maximum population deviation. According to the Court, while precise mathematical equality
among congressional districts is not required, the “as nearly as practicable” standard requires
states to justi~’ any population deviation among districts with “legitimate state objectives.”
Emphasizing that the state’s burden here is “flexible,” the Court explained that it will depend on
the size of the population deviation, the importance of the state’s interests, how consistently the
redistricting plan matches those interests, and whether alternatives exist that might substantially
serve those interests while achieving greater population equality. The Court opined that none of

1



the alternative redistricting plans that achieved greater population equality came as close to
vindicating the state’s legitimate objectives and therefore, upheld the 0.79% maximum
population deviation between the largest and smallest congressional districts.

The plus 715 people and negative 716 people gives this map a 0.21% population deviation is
within the threshold tolerated by the courts. But if you wanted to switch the town of Loudon for
the town of Epsom you get a plus 26 people and negative 27S0 you get a o.oi% population
deviation. Making one adjustment gives a much better equal representation.

SB 200 is more competitive than the previous proposal but less competitive than the current
map. Redistricting impacts many issues in our daily lives. The drawing of district lines can not
only determine who is elected, but also how the state’s financial resources are allocated for
schools, hospitals, roads and more. It’s critical that we get this right.

This proposed Congressional map shifts 25 town/wards and 152,537 people from the current
map. CD2 now contains the vast majority of the North Country, where before it was split into two
districts.

It does not consider recognized communities of interest. It will be important to ensure that
communities of interest are maintained across the state. Cohesive communities of interest that
have been egregiously cracked in the past should be respected and reflected. A compromise
amendment drafted by the Map-a-Thon team does that, nesting the districts within county lines,
observing high school SAUs and several other measures of communities of interest. The
Map-a-Thon’s compromise amendment also makes the districts competitive, so that the
candidate wins on ideas, not because of manipulated districts. The compromise map is just
Belknap Carroll, Strafford, and Rockingham counties plus Manchester and Peiham in district 1.

Respectfully,

C. Olivia Zink

£ Q~n 2~~ntJ

Executive Director, Open Democracy Action

4 Park St, Suite 301, Concord, NH 03301
603-661-8621
o iww2Dopendemocracv me

Map-a-Thon Citizen Mapping Project
https://www.opendemocracyaction.org/maps
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Non-germane Amendment to SB 200, 2022-1523 h

Dear Madam Chair and Members of the Special Committee on Redistricting,

Bringing this amendment forward rather than sending HB 52 to the governor is a positive step. I
am neutral on the Congressional District maps proposed by this amendment.

They do improve upon the maps in RB 52. The Seacoast towns remain in District 1 which
respects the wishes of the majority of the voters who live there. These maps move less than half
the number of people to a new district compared to the Legislature’s maps, making them less
disruptive. The proposed maps are more competitive than those in HB 52, although District 1
leans slightly Republican, and District 2 leans Democratic.

The population deviation for these maps is greater, being 0.2% compared to 0.02%.This
deviation could be improved by moving Epsom to District I and Loudon to District 2. The
population difference would drop from 1,431 to 53.

I asIc the committee to amend this map by decreasing the population deviation and also malcing
the districts more competitive. Basic changes can better align these maps with the requests of
New Hampshire voters.

Respectfully,

Linda Bundy

Antrim



To the House Special Committee on Redistricting,

Thank you for allowing a public hearing on SB 200, as you attempt to create a
congressional map that will meet acceptance from the public and the Governor.

SB 200 proposes another solution that still has too many flaws, It does not offer
competitive districts. Its lines break up a number of counties. The entire North Country
will have representation by only one Member of Congress. The deviation is at a rate
higher than normally accepted.

It would not be too hard to create a map that would remedy these flaws. Citizens
working in the Map-a-thon process suggested better solutions.

What seems missing is your will to find a more balanced solution.

Please heed the Governor’s words, that a map must be competitive. Here is what
InDepthNH printed today:

He said the maps still have to be competitive.

Without that, how would the state hold its elected representatives accountable, he asked?

‘Where is the incentive and accountability on constituent services? Their need to respond to their
constituents completely evaporates, potentially because they know they are getting elected again
no matter what,” Sununu said.

https:/linde oth n h .orgl2O22/041201su nun u-talks-a bout-abortion-ban-chanpes-redistdcting-and
covid-l 9-data?

Thank you for accepting this written testimony. Please draw up a map that is
competitive, respects communities of interest and county boundaries, and gives both
Members of Congress accountability for our North Country.

Sincerely,

Susan Richman
16 CoweD Drive
Durham, NH 03824
603 868 2758 susan7richman©gmailcom



April 21, 2022

Dear House Special Commission on Redistricting,

Thank you for accepting my testimony on SB 200, the proposed Congressional map.
Creating fair maps that represent all the voters in the state is a grave responsibility. I
appreciate your work.

I am glad to see that the newly drawn ‘Sununu’ Congressional map has corrected some
of the obviously partisan problems seen in the earlier map created. This is critically
important. Both Republican and Democratic citizens from all over the state have
overwhelmingly spoken in favor of fair maps as evidenced by polls and the 74 towns
that endorsed The NH Resolution for Fair Redistricting. The health of our Democracy
depends on fair elections where voters feel their votes can matter.

I believe that competition can strengthen our state. When elections are competitive, we
see the finest, most qualified candidates who listen and appeal to all the voters instead
of a narrow group.

Even though the Governor’s map improves the partisan lean in the Congressional
districts, it still has flaws that must be corrected. The proposed map will move 152,537
voters out of the district they have previously been in. These changes directly affect us
in the town of Tamworth, as the new map splits Carroll County. Under this plan,
Wolfeboro, Tuftonboro and Moultonborough would remain in District 1. The rest of us
would move to District 2.

The SB 200 map also has a high deviation: this could easily be corrected by swapping
Loudon and Epsom.

I would like to see members of the committee, the House and the Senate work across
the aisle and with the Governor to fix this map. I am tired of politics that divide us and
waste time. Please submit a map that will be good for all the voters in New Hampshire
regardless of party. We will live with these maps for the next ten years. We need to get
them right.

Ellen Farnum, Tamworth, NH



April 22, 2022 testimony SB200

Chair Griffin and Members of the Special Redistricting Committee:

My name is Corinne Dodge and I vote in Derry. For the record, I am an Independent voter. I
vote for candidates who I believe will represent me, and I expect my vote to be counted fairly.

I believe that our Democracy works well when legislators of all political parties work together
and compromise to create laws which truly represent all NH voters far better than any one party
could do on its own. I have not seen compromise happening with our redistricting laws this
year.

I believe that our goverm~ent fails us when legislators flvm one political party methodically
create redistricting laws for the expressed purpose of putting their political party in complete
charge of determining what laws will be passed for the next ten years. It fails us when our
legislators choose to vote to please and protect their own political party bosses rather than
representing their constituents.

I would like to remind this committee that our NH Constitution of 1784 clearly states that “all
government of right originates from the people, is founded in consent, and instituted for the
general good.” Furthermore, Article 8 clarifies government accountability by stating: “All
power residing originally in, and being derived from, the people, all the magistrates and officers
of government are their substitutes and agents, and at all times accountable to
them. Government, therefore, should be open, accessible, accountable and responsive.”

We, the people, your constituents, have been consistently asking you for competitive maps,
based around communities of interest. I ask again today, will you make this map more
competitive? While the Congressional districts in front of you are a bit more competitive than
the districts awaiting the Governor’s veto, they are still not as competitive as the map we had in
2010. The populations between the two districts could easily be evened out by simply swapping
Loudon and Epsom between districts.

I remember the chair of this committee assuring the public at her first meeting that the maps
created by this committee would be fair and transparent, and would not benefit any one political
party. Since that time I have attended and given testimony at countless meetings on
redistricting. At each of the public hearings, large numbers of voters showed up with an
overwhelming call for redistricting maps that represent all the voters of NH and which did not
give unfair advantage to one political party. In reply you have presented us with one map after
another which gives unfair advantage to one political party. I am incredibly disappointed and
angry that our public requests have been consistently ignored. It is not too late to support
constituents by amending-&B280. Make the maps competitive!

‘s43J~



SB 200 - AS INTRODUCED

2022 SESSION
22-3003
10/08

SENATE BILL 200

AN ACT relative to the election of district commissioners in Haverhill.

SPONSORS: Sen. Giuda, Dist 2; Rep. Ladd, Graf. 4; Rep. Binford, Graf. 15

COMMITTEE: Election Law and Municipal Affairs

─────────────────────────────────────────────────────────────────

ANALYSIS

This bill allows the town of Haverhill to elect 5 village district commissioners for districts within
the town.

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Explanation: Matter added to current law appears in bold italics.

Matter removed from current law appears [in brackets and struckthrough.]

Matter which is either (a) all new or (b) repealed and reenacted appears in regular type.



SB 200 - AS INTRODUCED
22-3003
10/08

STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

In the Year of Our Lord Two Thousand Twenty Two

AN ACT relative to the election of district commissioners in Haverhill.

Be it Enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Court convened:

1 Village District Elections; Town of Haverhill. Amend the section heading of RSA 670:2-a and

670:2-a, I to read as follows:

670:2-a Optional Election of Commissioners in Districts Within the Towns of Merrimack[ and],

Hooksett, and Haverhill.

I. Notwithstanding the provisions of RSA 670:2, any village district within the town of

Merrimack[ or], the town of Hooksett, or the town of Haverhill may at any annual meeting under

an article in the warrant for the meeting elect 5 rather than 3 commissioners by a majority vote of

the legal voters present and voting at the annual meeting in the manner provided in paragraph II.

2 Effective Date. This act shall take effect July 1, 2023.
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