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METHODOLOGY
2024
NEW HAMPSHIRE

Club for Growth Foundation publishes the scorecard study so the public can
monitor the actions and the voting behavior of New Hampshire’s elected state
lawmakers on economic growth issues.

The Foundation conducted a comprehensive examination of each lawmaker’s record on votes related to pro-growth policies and computed an
Economic Growth Score on a scale of O to 100. A score of 100 indicates the highest support for pro-growth policies.

The Foundation examines legislative votes related to the Club’s immediate pro-economic growth policy goals, including:
* Reducing or eliminating tax rates and enacting tax reform

e Limiting government through limited spending and budget reform
* Regulatory reform and deregulation

* Ending abusive lawsuits through medical malpractice and tort reform This scorecard is based on selected

* Expanding school choice votes of importance to the Foundation
* Implementing Term Limits and does not include the complete
voting record of any legislator. There
Not all of these policy goals will come up for a vote in each legislative session. are inherent limitations in judging the
overall qualifications of any legislator
based on a selected voting record, and
the Foundation does not endorse or

oppose any legislator for public office.

The Foundation also examines votes on bills that would directly harm these goals.
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LEGISLATIVE ACTIONS
CONSIDERED IN NEW
HAMPSHIRE IN 2024

The Foundation’s study examined 411 floor
votes and, in the end, included 19 New
Hampshire House votes and 8 New Hampshire
Senate votes.

COMPUTATION

Scores are computed on a scale of O to 100.
Each vote or action in the rating is assigned
a certain number of points depending on its
relative importance. If a lawmaker casts a
correct vote, the scorecard will denote it with
that number. If a lawmaker casts an incorrect
vote, the scorecard will denote that vote with
a hyphen (-). Absences are not counted -
signified as an “X” on the scorecard - though
the Foundation reserves the right to do so if,
in its judgment, a lawmaker’s position was
otherwise discernible. If a lawmaker was not
officially sworn into office at the time of a vote,
the scorecard will denote that vote with an “I”.
To provide some additional guidance
concerning the scores, each lawmaker was
ranked. Aside from ties, lawmakers with 0%

scores are, by default, ranked #400 in the
House and #24 in the Senate if all lawmakers
are present. Scores and ranks cannot be
directly compared between the House and
Senate, as different votes were taken in each
chamber. If applicable, the study also records
a “Lifetime Score” for each lawmaker. This
is a simple average of the scores from 2024
and all previous years where the lawmaker
earned a score.

In some cases, a lawmaker was not present
for enough votes for a meaningful score or
ranking to be computed. In such cases, “n.a.”
for “not applicable” appears. In computing
lifetime scores, years with “n.a.” listed instead
of a score are not included. Comparing such
scores to other members without “n.a.” years
may be misleading.

ADDITIONAL FACTORS

A study of roll call votes on the floor of the
New Hampshire House and New Hampshire
Senate and legislative actions is just that.
It cannot account for a lawmaker’s work in
committee, advocacy in his party’s caucus
meetings, and effectiveness as a leader in
advocating pro-growth policies.
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“Through the release of this
series, the Club for Growth
Foundation is looking at how
state legislatures perform in
terms of pro-growth policies.
We believe that this scorecard
will help inform citizens

and entrepreneurs about

who supports the policies
that are good for economic

prosperity.”

- DAVID McINTOSH

PRESIDENT, CLUB FOR GROWTH FOUNDATION
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24 MEMBERS

New Hampshire
Senate HIGHEST-RATED HIGHEST-RATED N e

Snapshot

SENATE
REPUBLICANS DEMOCRATS SNAPSHOT

13 Republicans at 100%
14 Republicans

LOWEST-RATED LOWEST-RATED
REPUBLICAN DEMOCRATS

Denise Ricciardi (SD-9) | 79% All 10 Democrats scored at 0%
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New Hampshire 2024 | Senate Scorecard

District | Party | Score Lifetime §
:

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10
Abbas, Daryl SD-22 R 100% 79% 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10 1
Altschiller, Debra SD-24 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - 15
Avard, Kevin SD-12 R 100% 73% 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10 1 NEW HAMPSHIRE
Birdsell, Regina SD-19 R 100% 66% 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10 1 SENATE
Bradley, Jeb SD-03 R 100% 69% 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10 1
Carson, Sharon SD-14 R 100% 63% 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10 1
Chandley, Shannon SD-11 D 0% 4% - - - - - - - - 15
D'Allesandro, Lou SD-20 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - 15
Fenton, Donovan SD-10 D 0% 4% - - - - - - - - 15
Gannon, William SD-23 R 100% 74% 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10 1
Gendreau, Carrie SD-01 R 100% 75% 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10 1
Gray, James SD-06 R 100% 68% 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10 1
Innis, Daniel SD-07 R 100% 75% 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10 1
Lang Sr., Timothy SD-02 R 100% 79% 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10 1
Murphy, Keith SD-16 R 100% 80% 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10 1
Pearl, Howard SD-17 R 100% 82% 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10 1
Perkins Kwoka, Rebecca SD-21 D 0% 8% - - - - - - - - 15
Prentiss, Suzanne SD-05 D 0% 8% - - - - - - - - 15
Ricciardi, Denise SD-09 R 79% 61% - X 10 15 10 X 10 10 14
Rosenwald, Cindy SD-13 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - 15
Soucy, Donna SD-18 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - 15
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New Hampshire 2024 | Senate Scorecard (Continued)

District

Party

Score

Lifetime

HB1665

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10
Ward, Ruth SD-08 R 100% 67% 15 10 10 15 10 20 10 10 1
Watters, David SD-04 0% 2% - - - - - - - - 15
Whitley, Becky SD-15 D 0% 8% - - - - - - - - 15
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New Hampshire 2024 | Senate Vote Descriptions

HB 572
TABLING SIGNIFICANT WELFARE
PROGRAM EXPANSION
(CFGF SUPPORTS)
This bill expands the state’s K-12 food and nutrition
welfare program. Specifically, the legislation
increases eligibility for the taxpayer-subsidized
school meal program to households with income
at 300 percent of the federal poverty level.
Estimates suggest that such a change would
make households earning $90,000 eligible for
the program, higher than the state’s median
household income of $83,500. If implemented,
the bill would increase the percentage of students
enrolled in the free/reduced price lunch program
from 24 percent of students to 60 percent of
students at an additional annual cost of at least
$75 million. Such a proposal is fiscally reckless,
unjustifiable, and supercharges the size of the
scope of New Hampshire’s welfare apparatus.
The New Hampshire Senate tabled the bill, 13-11,
on January 3,2024. The New Hampshire House

tabled it under a different bill number.

HB 1105
CURBING MUNICIPAL TAX-AND-SPEND
SCHEMES
(CFGF SUPPORTS)
This bill requires municipalities to incorporate
recommended appropriations as part of
their revenue statements. Specifically, the
legislation requires that localities pair requested
appropriations with the amount of revenue
available when posting their operating budgets.
Additionally, the bill ensures that local taxes for
the existing fiscal year cannot exceed the annual
tax cap within the existing statute upon the bill’s
adoption. This measure not only provides needed
transparency for taxpayers on local spending
proposals compared to existing revenue, but
also provides a measure of protection against
prospective local government revenue grabs.
The New Hampshire Senate passed the bill, 13-
10, on May 16, 2024. The New Hampshire House
passed it by voice vote.

HB 1665

MODEST ESA ELIGIBILITY EXPANSION
(CFGF SUPPORTS)

This bill opens up the state’s Education Freedom
Account program to more families and students.
Specifically, the legislation increases eligibility for
education savings accounts from 350 percent
of the federal poverty level to 425 percent,
ensuring that families of four with income up
to $133,000 per year are eligible. While not as
transformational as a universal ESA, estimates
suggest this increase could expand the available
number of education freedom accounts to several
thousand new students beginning in FY2025.
Parents will have access to roughly $5,235 per
year to use for tuition, books, and other related
education expenses. The New Hampshire House
rejected the bill, 168-185, on June 13, 2024. The
New Hampshire Senate passed it, 14-10, on the

same day.




New Hampshire 2024 | Senate Vote Descriptions

SB 308

BLOCKING SIGNIFICANT MINIMUM WAGE
INCREASE

(CFGF SUPPORTS)

This bill significantly increases the state minimum
wage. Specifically, the legislation ratchets the
minimum wage to $12.00 per hour beginning
September1,2024,and $15.00 per hour beginning
July 1, 2025. Thereafter, the bill permanently sets
the minimum wage and base tip rate increase to
$15.00 per hour. Empirical data has consistently
shown that minimum wage increases result in
fewer jobs and place onerous constraints on
small businesses through diminished profit
margins due to sudden increases in mandatory
hourly wages. These costs are then passed
on to consumers. The New Hampshire Senate
blocked the bill, 14-10, on March 21, 2024. The

New Hampshire House did not take it up.

SB 372

PLUMBING APPRENTICESHIP
DEREGULATION

(CFGF SUPPORTS)

This bill makes reforms to the plumbing

profession that diminish regulatory burdens.

Specifically, the legislation creates a new floor
for apprenticeships under master plumbers to
ensure that each plumber may take on at least
two apprentices. Additionally, the bill eliminates
occupational licensing requirements that an
apprentice register under a state-approved
apprenticeship program. Onerous occupational
licensing schemes create barriers to entry that
have an outsized impact on lower-income
populations. These measures provide much-
needed relief for entrepreneurs and hard-working
Granite Staters. The New Hampshire Senate
passed the bill, 14-10, on February 21, 2024. The

New Hampshire House passed it by voice vote.

SB 436

BLOCKING SUPERCHARGED UNEMPLOYMENT
INSURANCE

(CFGF SUPPORTS)

This bill creates a massive increase in New
Hampshire’s unemployment insurance (Ul)
payments. Specifically, the legislation sets the
annual weekly minimum benefit to 33 percent of
the most recent statewide average weekly wage
and the new maximum benefit to 150 percent

of the most recent statewide average weekly

wage. Further, the bill updates the payouts every
five years and pegs increases to the previous
five-year cost-of-living adjustments. This bill
dramatically increases the employer earned
tax rate as well as unemployment taxes, while
generating immediate insolvency in the state’s
trust fund. This abrogates the required balance
thresholds needed for fund balance reductions
that reduce employer tax rates, necessitating
higher tax rates to accommodate higher Ul
payouts. The New Hampshire Senate blocked the
bill, 13-10, on April 5, 2024. The New Hampshire
House did not take it up.

SB 442

MODEST SCHOOL CHOICE EXPANSION
(CFGF SUPPORTS)

This bill expands the Education Freedom Account
program in New Hampshire. Specifically, the
legislation alters the eligibility criteria to also
include students who were denied an enroliment
transfer request and who exhausted the appeals
process through the program. While not as
transformational as a universal ESA, estimates
suggest this increase could expand the available

number of education freedom accounts to several




New Hampshire 2024 | Senate Vote Descriptions

hundred new students beginning in FY2025. The
New Hampshire Senate passed the bill, 14-10,
on April 5, 2024. The New Hampshire House
blocked it by voice vote.

SB 525

BLOCKING SCHOOL CHOICE
RESTRICTIONS

(CFGF SUPPORTS)

This bill enacts new limitations on the state’s
Education Freedom Accounts program.
Specifically, the legislation alters the eligibility
criteria to require household income to remain
at or below 350 percent of the federal poverty
level for students to remain enrolled. Further,
the bill requires annual income audits of 33
percent of all households participating in the EFA
program. As soon as household income exceeds
this threshold, students become ineligible for
the state’s primary school choice program. This
creates a perverse incentive where parents are
discouraged from economic advancement to
keep their children attending a school of their
choice. The New Hampshire Senate blocked the
bill, 14-10, on April 5, 2024. The New Hampshire
House did not take it up.




400 MEMBERS

New Hampshire
House
Snapshot

HIGHEST-RATED HIGHEST-RATED
REPUBLICANS DEMOCRAT

129 Republicans at 100%
201 Republicans

LOWEST-RATED LOWEST-RATED
REPUBLICAN DEMOCRATS

Dan Wolf (Merrimack 7) | 33% 164 Democrats scored at 0%
NEW HAMPSHIRE

HOUSE
SNAPSHOT
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New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y Y N Y Y Y Y N Y N N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2

Abare, Kimberly Hillsborough 1 R 97% 87% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 2 132
Abbott, Michael Cheshire 6 D 4% 4% - - - - 4 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 209
Alexander, Joe Hillsborough 29 R 100% 88% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Almy, Susan Grafton 17 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Ames, Richard Cheshire 13 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Ammon, Keith Hillsborough 42 R 100% 93% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Andrus, Louise Merrimack 5 R 98% 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X 10 5 4 10 5 - 130
Ankarberg, Aidan Strafford 7 R 100% 92% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 X 2 1
Aron, Judy Sullivan 4 R 100% 90% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Aures, Cyril Merrimack 13 R 100% 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Avellani, Lino Carroll 4 R 100% 98% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Aylward, Deborah Merrimack 5 R 100% 90% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Bailey, Glenn Strafford 2 R 100% | 100% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Balboni, Peggy Rockingham 38 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Baldwin, Heather Grafton 4 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Ball, Lorie Rockingham 25 R 100% 86% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Baroody, Benjamin Hillsborough 39 D 5% 4% - - - - 4 - - - - - - - X - - - X - - 205
Bay, Luz Strafford 21 D 0% 3% - X - X - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - 219
Bean, Harry Belknap 6 R 100% 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Beauchemin, Paige Hillsborough 3 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - - - - - 219
Beaudoin, Richard Belknap 6 R 100% 90% 2 6 X 5 4 5 2 5 8 X X X X 10 5 4 10 5 2 1




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y Y Y Y N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2
Beaulieu, Jane Hillsborough 19 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Belcher, Mike Carroll 4 R 100% | 100% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 X |10 | 5 2 1
Berezhny, Lex Grafton 11 R 100% | 100% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 | 10 5 2 1
Bernardy, JD Rockingham 36 R 100% 89% 2 6 X 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Berry, Ross Hillsborough 39 R 100% 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 X 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 | | 10 5 2 1
Bickford, David Strafford 3 R 90% 76% - 6 4 5 4 5 - 5 8 8 8 4 3 X - 4 |10 | 5 2 173
Bixby, Peter Strafford 13 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Boehm, Ralph Hillsborough 14 R 97% 90% 2 6 X 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 X 10 5 2 132
Bogert, Steven Belknap 5 R 92% 82% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 - 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 | 10 5 2 163
Bolton, Bill Grafton 8 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Booras, Efstathia Hillsborough 8 D 0% 4% - X - X - - - - - - - - - X X - X - - 219
Bordes, Mike Belknap 5 R 62% 65% 2 6 4 5 4 X 2 - - 8 - X - X - 4 10 X 2 193
Bouchard, Donald Hillsborough 24 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Bouldin, Amanda Hillsborough 25 D 0% 6% - - - - - X - - - - - - - - - X - - - 219
Boyd, Bill Hillsborough 12 R 97% 77% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - | 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 132
Boyd, Stephen Merrimack 10 R 100% 86% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Bradley, Amy Hillsborough 41 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - X - X - - - X 219
Brennan, Angela Merrimack 9 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Brouillard, Jacob Rockingham 1 R 100% 95% 2 6 X 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X 10 5 4 10 X X 1
Brown Jr., Carroll Grafton 10 R 100% | 92% 2 6 X 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X |10 | 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Brown, Richard Carroll 3 R 100% | 92% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y Y N Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2

Buco, Thomas Carroll 1 D 0% 10% - X - - - - - - - - - - - - - X X X - 219
Burnham, Claudine Strafford 2 R 100% | 100% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Burroughs, Anita Carroll 2 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Cahill, Michael Rockingham 10 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Cahill, Tim Rockingham 4 R 89% 90% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 - 4 - |10]| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 176
Calabro, Karen Hillsborough 45 D 8% 1% - - - - - - - - - 8 - - - - - - - - - 198
Cambrils, Jose Merrimack 4 R 100% | 97% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X | 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Cannon, Gerri Strafford 12 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Caplan, Tony Merrimack 8 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Carey, Lorrie Merrimack 1 D 0% 7% - - X - - - - - - - - - X - - - - - - 219
Cascadden, Corinne Coos 5 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - - 219
Chretien, Jacqueline Hillsborough 41 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Cloutier, John Sullivan 6 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Coker, Matthew Belknap 2 R 91% 62% 2 6 4 5 4 5 X 5 8 8 - 4 3 X 5 4 10 5 2 171
Colcombe, Riche Hillsborough 30 R 97% 87% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 2 132
Cole, Brian Hillsborough 26 R 95% 82% 2 6 4 5 X X 2 5 8 X X X - X 5 4 10 5 2 159
Comtois, Barbara Belknap 7 R 100% | 100% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 X 4 10 5 2 1
Conlin, Bill Strafford 15 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Connor, James Strafford 19 R 100% | 97% 2 6 4 X 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 |10 | 5 4 |10 | 5 X 1
Corcoran, Travis Hillsborough 44 R 100% 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Cordelli, Glenn Carroll 7 R 100% | 94% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 | X 4 |10 5 2 1




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y N Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 5 5 2 5 8 8 8 3 10| 5 10 | 5 2
Cormen, Thomas Grafton 15 D 0% 4% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Cornell, Patricia Hillsborough 22 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Costable, Michael Carroll 8 R 100% | 100% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 |10 | 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Coulon, Matthew Grafton 5 R 100% | 100% X 6 4 5 4 5 X 5 8 8 8 4 X | 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Crawford, Karel Carroll 3 R 70% 62% 2 6 X X X 5 2 5 8 8 - 4 - - - 4 10 5 2 191
Creighton, Jim Hillsborough 30 R 97% 79% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 X 4 10 5 2 132
Cushman, Leah Hillsborough 28 R 100% 97% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Damon, Hope Sullivan 8 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Darby, William Hillsborough 11 D 6% 5% - 6 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 199
Davis, Arnold Coos 2 R 87% 78% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 - 8 8 - 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 182
Davis, Fred Hillsborough 3 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - X X X - - X - - - - 219
DeSimone, Debra Rockingham 18 R 100% 83% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Devine, Shelley Hillsborough 5 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - - - 219
DiLorenzo, Charlotte Rockingham 10 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
DiSilvestro, Linda Hillsborough 17 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Dolan, Tom Rockingham 16 R 100% 85% 2 6 4 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 X 4 10 5 2 1
Dolan, William Hillsborough 9 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X - X X 219
Donnelly, Tanya Rockingham 25 R 97% 85% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 2 132
Doucette, Fred Rockingham 25 R 100% 84% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Drago, Mike Rockingham 4 R 100% 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Drye, Margaret Sullivan 7 R 97% 83% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 2 132




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y Y N Y Y Y Y N Y N N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2
Dumais, Russell Belknap 6 R 100% | 92% 2 6 X 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 |10 | 5 4 |10 | X 2 1
Dunn, Ron Rockingham 16 R 100% 93% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Durkin, Sean Coos 1 R 100% | 100% 2 | 4 | 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X 10 X 4 | X 2 1
Dutzy, Sherry Hillsborough 6 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Eaton, Daniel Cheshire 9 D 5% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - X - 5 - 205
Ebel, Karen Merrimack 7 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Edgar, Mike Rockingham 29 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Edwards, Jess Rockingham 31 R 97% 84% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 2 132
Elberger, Susan Hillsborough 5 D 2% 4% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 2 215
Ellison, Art Merrimack 28 D n/a 3% X X | X X X X | | X X X X X | | X | |
Emerick, J. Tracy Rockingham 29 R 97% 77% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 | 10 5 2 132
Erf, Keith Hillsborough 28 R 100% | 93% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Faulkner, Barry Cheshire 10 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Fedolfi, Jim Hillsborough 30 R 83% 82% 2 6 X 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X - - X | 10| 5 2 187
Fellows, Sallie Grafton 8 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Filiault, Shaun Cheshire 7 | 20% 15% - X 4 X X - - - - - - - - - X X 10 X X 195
Fitzpatrick, Daniel Strafford 19 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Foote, Charles Rockingham 13 R 88% 80% 2 6 X 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 - 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 X 178
Ford, Damond Hillsborough 40 D 0% 6% - - - - - - - - - - - X - - - X - X - 219
Ford, Oliver Rockingham 3 R 100% 85% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Fox, Dru Cheshire 2 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y N Y| Y| Y| Y| N N N Y | Y| Y |Y | Y]|Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2

Foxx, Loren Hillsborough 2 D 0% 4% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Fracht, David Grafton 16 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Freitas, Mary Hillsborough 26 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X X - - X 219
Gagne, Larry Hillsborough 16 R 100% 92% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Gallager, FEric Merrimack 20 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - - 219
Gerhard, Jason Merrimack 25 R 100% | 100% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X |10 | 5 4 |10 | X 2 1
Germana, Nicholas Cheshire 1 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Gibbons, Candace Hillsborough 20 D 0% 0% X X - X - - X - - - - - - - - - X - - 219
Gibbs, Merryl Merrimack 23 D 0% 3% - - X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X - 219
Gilman, Julie Rockingham 11 D 2% 4% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 2 215
Goley, Jeffrey Hillsborough 21 D 4% 10% - - - - 4 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 209
Gorski, Ted Hillsborough 2 R 100% | 90% 2 X 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Gould, Linda Hillsborough 2 R n/a 88% X 6 4 5 X X X 5 8 X X X 3 X 5 4 10 5 2

Gould, Sherry Merrimack 8 D 5% 7% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 5 - - - - 205
Granger, Michael Strafford 2 R 100% | 100% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Grassie, Chuck Strafford 8 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Greeson, Jeffrey Grafton 6 R 100% 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Gregg, Alicia Hillsborough 7 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Griffin, Gerald Hillsborough 42 R 100% | 90% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Grill, Jessica Hillsborough 18 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Grossman, Gaby Rockingham 11 D 0% 1% - X - X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y N Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2

Grote, Jaci Rockingham 24 D 0% 6% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Guthrie, Joseph Rockingham 15 R 67% 71% X X 4 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 - 4 X - - 4 10 - 2 192
Hakken-Phillips, Mary Grafton 12 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Hall, Muriel Merrimack 9 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Hamblet, Joan Rockingham 26 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Hamer, Heidi Hillsborough 19 D 0% 4% - - - - - - - - - X - - X - - X - - - 219
Harb, Robert Rockingham 20 R 97% 86% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 2 132
Harley, Tina Rockingham 30 R n/a 77% 2 6 X 5 X 5 2 X X 8 8 4 X 10 | | 10 | |
Harrington, Michael Strafford 18 R 100% 98% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 X X 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Harriott-Gathright, Linda Hillsborough 10 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Harvey-Bolia, Juliet Belknap 3 R 100% 81% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Harvey, Cathryn Cheshire 6 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - X - 219
Haskins, Linda Rockingham 11 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Healey, Bob Hillsborough 12 R 97% 83% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10| X 4 |10 | 5 2 132
Heath, Mary Hillsborough 41 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Herbert, Christopher Hillsborough 24 D 4% 3% - - - - X - - - - - - - - - - 4 - - - 209
Hicks, Matthew Merrimack 24 D 2% 9% X - - - - - X - - - - - X - - - - - 2 215
Hill, Gregory Merrimack 2 R 100% 93% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Hobson, Deborah Rockingham 14 R 97% 93% 2 6 4 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 X 2 132
Hoell, J.R. Merrimack 27 R 100% | 100% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 X 2 1
Horgan, James Strafford 1 R 97% 90% 2 6 4 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 2 132




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y N Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2
Horrigan, Timothy Strafford 10 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Howard, Heath Strafford 4 D 0% 9% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Howard, Molly Hillsborough 31 D 0% 3% - - X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Howland, Allan Strafford 20 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Hoyt, Tommy Grafton 7 D 0% 0% - - X - - - - - - - - - - - X X - X - 219
Hunt, John Cheshire 14 R 98% 86% 2 6 4 5 4 5 - 5 8 8 8 4 X |10 | X 4 |10 | 5 2 130
Huot, David Belknap 5 D n/a 4% - - X - - - - X X - - - X - X X - X X

Hynes, Dan Hillsborough 2 | n/a 100% | 6 | 5 | | | | | | | | | 10 | | 10 | |
Infantine, William Hillsborough 16 R 97% 84% 2 6 4 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 X X 132
Jack, Martin Hillsborough 10 D 10% 6% - 6 - - 4 - - - - - - - X - - - - - - 197
Janigian, John Rockingham 25 R 100% 86% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 X 1
Janvrin, Jason Rockingham 40 R 92% 93% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 - 4 3 10 5 4 | 10 5 2 163
Jeudy, Jean Hillsborough 23 D 0% 3% - X - - X - - - - - - - - - - X - - - 219
Johnson, Erik Strafford 11 D n/a n/a | | - 1 1 1 1 - - 1 1 1 | | - - | - -

Jones, Philip Cheshire 3 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Juris, Louis Hillsborough 7 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Kaczynski, Thomas Strafford 5 R 100% | 96% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Katsakiores, Phyllis Rockingham 13 R 92% 81% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 - 8 8 8 4 - 10 X 4 10 5 2 163
Kelley, Diane Hillsborough 32 R 100% | 100% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Kelley, Eamon Coos 7 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Kennedy, Stephen Hillsborough 13 R 100% 89% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 5 5 2 5 8 8 8 3 10 5 10 5 2
Kenney, Cam Strafford 10 D 0% 4% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Kenny, Cathy Hillsborough 13 R 100% 85% 2 6 4 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 X 5 4 10 5 2 1
Khan, Aboul Rockingham 30 R 90% 78% 2 X 4 X 4 5 2 5 8 8 - 4 3 10 5 4 X 5 2 173
King, Bill Hillsborough 43 R 97% 81% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 2 132
King, Seth Coos 4 R 92% 90% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 - 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 163
Knab, Allison Rockingham 12 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Kofalt, Jim Hillsborough 32 R 100% 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Kuttab, Katelyn Rockingham 17 R 100% | 100% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Ladd, Roderick Grafton 5 R 100% | 88% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
LaMontagne, Jessica Strafford 17 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Lane, Connie Merrimack 16 D 6% 3% - 6 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 199
Lanza, Judi Hillsborough 29 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Lascelles, Richard Hillsborough 14 R 100% 86% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Layon, Erica Rockingham 13 R 100% 92% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Leapley, Nicole Hillsborough 22 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X - 219
Leavitt, John Merrimack 10 R 100% | 88% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 | 10 5 X 1
LeClerc, Daniel Hillsborough 34 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Leishman, Peter Hillsborough 33 D 0% 7% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X 219
Lekas, Alicia Hillsborough 38 R 100% 96% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Lekas, Tony Hillsborough 38 R 100% 98% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Levesque, Cassandra Strafford 4 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y Y N Y Y Y Y N Y N N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2
Lewicke, John Hillsborough 36 R 100% | 88% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Lloyd, Christal Hillsborough 8 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - - 219
Long, Patrick Hillsborough 23 D 0% 4% X - - - - X - - - - - - X - - - - - - 219
Love, David Rockingham 13 R 100% 93% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Lovett, Peter Grafton 8 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Lundgren, David Rockingham 16 R 100% 81% 2 6 X X 4 5 2 5 8 8 X 4 X 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Luneau, David Merrimack 9 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Lynn, Bob Rockingham 17 R 100% 88% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 | X 4 | 10 5 2 1
MacDonald, John Carroll 6 R 97% 75% 2 6 4 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 | 10 5 2 132
MacDonald, Wayne Rockingham 16 R 97% 82% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 2 132
MacKay, James Merrimack 18 D 0% 6% - - - - - - - - - - - X - - - - - - - 219
MacKenzie, Mark Hillsborough 40 D 0% 5% - - X - - - - - - - - - X - - - - - - 219
Maggiore, Jim Rockingham 23 D 2% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 2 215
Malloy, Dennis Rockingham 24 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Mandelbaum, Jennifer Rockingham 21 D n/a n/a 1 1 - 1 1 1 1 - - 1 1 1 1 1 - - 1 - -
Mangipudi, Latha Hillsborough 11 D 0% 1% - X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Mannion, Dennis Rockingham 25 R 100% 92% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Mannion, Tom Hillsborough 1 R 100% 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Manos, Zoe Rockingham 12 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Mason, James Merrimack 3 R 92% 75% 6 X 5 4 X - 5 8 X X X - 10 X 4 10 5 2 163
Massimilla, Linda Grafton 1 D 0% 2% X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y Y N Y Y Y Y N Y N N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2

Mazur, Lisa Hillsborough 44 R 100% 93% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
McAleer, Chris Carroll 2 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
McBeath, Rebecca Rockingham 28 D 0% 3% X X X - X - X - - - - - - - - - - X - 219
McCarter, Nikki Belknap 8 R 100% | 100% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X 10 X X 10 5 2 1
McConkey, Mark Carroll 8 R 100% 93% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 X 10 5 2 1
McDonnell, Valerie Rockingham 25 R 95% 90% 2 6 4 5 4 5 - 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 | 10 5 2 159
McGhee, Kat Hillsborough 35 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
McGough, Tim Hillsborough 12 R 100% | 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
McGuire, Carol Merrimack 27 R 100% | 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
McGuire, Dan Merrimack 14 R 100% | 93% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 [ 10 5 4 | 10 5 2 1
McLean, Mark Hillsborough 15 R 95% 89% X 6 4 5 4 5 2 - 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 | 10 5 2 159
McMahon, Charles Rockingham 17 R 100% 78% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
McWilliams, Rebecca Merrimack 30 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Melvin, Charles Rockingham 15 R 97% 88% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 | 10 5 2 132
Merchant, Gary Sullivan 6 D 6% 5% - - - - 4 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 2 199
Meuse, David Rockingham 37 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Milz, David Rockingham 13 R 79% 80% - 6 4 5 X X 2 5 8 X X X - - 5 4 10 5 2 190
Ming, Ben Hillsborough 35 D 0% 5% - - X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Moffett, Michael Merrimack 4 R 100% 91% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 (10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Monteil, Renee Cheshire 15 D 0% 3% - - X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Mooney, Maureen Hillsborough 12 R 100% 88% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X 10 5 4 10 5 2 1




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y N Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2

Morse, Corinne Grafton 9 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Morton, Jennifer Hillsborough 34 D 0% 5% - X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X - 219
Muirhead, Russell Grafton 12 D 0% 4% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Muns, Christian Rockingham 29 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Murphy, James Grafton 12 D 0% 4% X - X - - - X - - - - - X - - - - - - 219
Murphy, Michael Coos 6 R 88% 88% 2 | 4 | 4 5 2 5 8 8 - 4 X 10 X X | 5 2 178
Murphy, Nancy Hillsborough 12 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Murray, Alissandra Hillsborough 20 D 0% 8% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Murray, Kate Rockingham 22 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Murray, Megan Hillsborough 37 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Myler, Mel Merrimack 9 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Nagel, David Belknap 6 R 88% 78% 2 6 4 5 4 5 - X X 8 - 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 X 178
Nelson, Jodi Rockingham 13 R 97% 86% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 2 132
Newell, Jodi Cheshire 4 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Newman, Ray Hillsborough 4 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Newman, Sue Hillsborough 4 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Newton, Clifford Strafford 6 R 100% | 94% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Noble, Kristin Hillsborough 2 R 100% | 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Noel, Henry Coos 5 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Nordgren, Sharon Grafton 12 D n/a 2% | | X | | | | | | | | | X | | X | |

Notter, Jeanine Hillsborough 12 R 100% 92% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y N Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 10 | 5 2
Nutter-Upham, Frances Hillsborough 8 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Nutting-Wong, Allison Hillsborough 9 D 0% 2% - - - - X - - - - X - - - - - - - - - 219
Nutting, Zachary Cheshire 1 R 100% | 88% 2 6 4 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 (10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
O'Brien Sr., Michael Hillsborough 10 D 6% 6% - - - - 4 - - - - - - - X X X X - X X 199
O'Hara, Travis Belknap 4 R n/a 90% X X X X X 5 X X X 8 - 4 X - X X X X X

O'Neil, Candice Rockingham 29 D n/a 10% X - - - - X X X X X X X - - X - - - -
Osborne, Jason Rockingham 2 R 100% 97% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 X 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Ouellet, Mike Coos 3 R 90% 83% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 X X 8 - 4 3 |10 | 5 X |10 | 5 2 173
Packard, Sherman Rockingham 16 R n/a 93% X X 4 5 X X X X 8 X X X X X X X X X X

Paige, David Carroll 1 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Paige, Mark Rockingham 11 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Palmer, William Sullivan 2 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Panek, Sandra Hillsborough 1 R 100% 94% 2 6 X 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X 10 5 X 10 5 2 1
Pare, Gail Strafford 16 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Parshall, Lucius Cheshire 8 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Pauer, Diane Hillsborough 36 R 100% | 97% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Payeur, Stephanie Merrimack 8 D 0% 5% X - - - - - X - - - - - X - - - - - - 219
Pearson, Mark Rockingham 34 R 87% 80% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 - 8 8 - 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 182
Pearson, Stephen Rockingham 13 R 86% 82% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 - 8 8 - 4 3 10 5 4 10 X 2 185
Pedersen, Michael Hillsborough 9 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - - - - - 219
Perez, Kristine Rockingham 16 R 100% 91% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y N Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2

Perez, Maria Hillsborough 43 D 18% 13% X - X 5 - - X - - - - 4 X - - - X 5 - 196
Peternel, Katy Carroll 6 R 100% 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Petrigno, Peter Hillsborough 43 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Phillips, Emily Rockingham 7 R 100% | 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Phinney, Brandon Strafford 9 R 100% | 100% 2 6 X 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 | X 4 | 10 5 X 1
Piemonte, Tony Rockingham 9 R n/a 91% X 6 X 5 X X X 5 8 X X X X X 5 4 10 5 2

Pitre, Joseph Strafford 1 R 100% 88% X 6 X 5 4 5 X 5 8 8 8 4 X 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Plamondon, Marc Hillsborough 3 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - - - 219
Plett, Fred Hillsborough 29 R 97% 83% 2 6 X 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - |10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 132
Ploszaj, Tom Belknap 1 R 100% | 100% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 X 4 10 5 2 1
Polozov, Yury Merrimack 10 R 100% 92% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Popovici-Muller, Daniel Rockingham 17 R 96% 88% 2 6 4 5 4 5 - 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 - 158
Porcelli, Susan Rockingham 19 R 100% 89% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Post, Lisa Hillsborough 42 R 100% | 92% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Potenza, Kelley Strafford 19 R 100% 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Potucek, John Rockingham 13 R 100% 93% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Pratt, Kevin Rockingham 4 R 82% 81% 2 6 4 - 4 5 2 - 8 8 - 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 188
Preece, David Hillsborough 17 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Proulx, Mark Hillsborough 15 R 91% 80% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 - 4 X 10 5 4 X 5 2 171
Prout, Andrew Hillsborough 13 R 100% | 100% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Prudhomme-O'Brien, Katherine Rockingham 13 R 100% 84% 2 6 4 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y Y N Y Y Y Y N Y N N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2
Qualey, James Cheshire 18 R 100% 94% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Quaratiello, Arlene Rockingham 18 R 100% 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Rafter, Hal Rockingham 1 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Raymond, Heather Hillsborough 5 D 4% 7% - - - - 4 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 209
Raynolds, Ned Rockingham 39 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Read, Ellen Rockingham 10 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - X - X X X - - 219
Reid, Karen Hillsborough 27 R 92% 85% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 - 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 163
Renzullo, Andrew Hillsborough 13 R 92% 92% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 - 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 2 163
Rhodes, Jennifer Cheshire 17 R 100% | 86% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 X |10 | 5 2 1
Rich, Cecilia Strafford 12 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Rich, Jeffrey Strafford 12 D n/a n/a X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X -
Richards, Beth Merrimack 17 D 0% 4% - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - - - X - 219
Rochefort, David Grafton 1 R 97% 91% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 | 10 5 2 132
Roesener, James Merrimack 22 D 0% 10% - - - X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Rollins, Skip Sullivan 3 R 97% 85% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - |10]| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 132
Rombeau, Catherine Hillsborough 2 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Roy, Terry Rockingham 31 R 100% 87% 2 6 4 X 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 X X 1
Rung, Rosemarie Hillsborough 12 D 0% 8% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Ryan, Linda Hillsborough 4 D 6% 9% - X - X 4 X - - - - - - - X - - X - - 199
Sanborn, Laurie Hillsborough 2 R n/a 88% X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

Santonastaso, Matthew Cheshire 18 R 100% | 97% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 |10 | X X | 10 1
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PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y N Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2
Schamberg, Tom Merrimack 6 D 4% 5% - - - - 4 - - - - - - - - - - - - X X 209
Schapiro, Joe Cheshire 16 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Schmidt, Peter Strafford 14 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Schuett, Dianne Merrimack 12 D 0% 6% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Schultz, Kristina Merrimack 29 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - - 219
Seaworth, Brian Merrimack 12 R 100% | 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 [ 10 5 4 | 10 5 2 1
See, Alvin Merrimack 26 R 100% | 93% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Seibert, Christine Hillsborough 21 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - X X - - - - - - - - - - 219
Seidel, Sheila Hillsborough 29 R 95% 91% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 - 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 159
Selig, Loren Strafford 10 D 0% 6% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Sellers, John Grafton 18 R 100% | 92% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 (10| 5 4 |10 | 5 X 1
Sheehan, Vanessa Hillsborough 43 R 100% 93% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Shurtleff, Stephen Merrimack 15 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Simon, Matthew Grafton 1 R 100% | 89% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Simpson, Alexis Rockingham 33 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Sirois, Shane Hillsborough 32 R 100% 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Smart, Lisa Belknap 2 R 100% 88% 2 6 4 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 X 1
Smith, Geoff Strafford 21 D 0% 6% - - - - X - - - - - - - - - X - - - - 219
Smith, Jonathan Carroll 5 R 100% | 94% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Smith, Juliet Hillsborough 18 D 0% 9% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Smith, Marjorie Strafford 10 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
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PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y Y N Y Y Y Y N Y N N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2

Smith, Steven Sullivan 3 R 100% 86% 2 X X X 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Sofikitis, Catherine Hillsborough 7 D 0% 0% - - X - - - - X X - - - - - - - - - X 219
Soti, Julius Rockingham 35 R 100% 96% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Soucy, Timothy Merrimack 21 D 4% 5% - - - - 4 - - - - - - - - X - - - - - 209
Southworth, Thomas Strafford 11 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Spier, Carry Hillsborough 6 D 0% 6% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Spillane, James Rockingham 2 R 100% 94% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 X 5 2 1
Spilsbury, Walter Sullivan 3 R 100% | 96% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
St. Clair, Charlie Belknap 5 D 5% 10% - - - - 4 - - X X - - - - - - - - - - 205
Stapleton, Walter Sullivan 6 R 92% 77% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 - 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 163
Staub, Kathy Hillsborough 25 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Stavis, Laurel Grafton 13 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Stone, Jonathan Sullivan 8 R 100% | 94% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Stringham, Jerry Grafton 3 D 0% 6% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Sullivan, Brian Sullivan 1 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Sullivan, Jared Grafton 2 D 6% 9% - 6 - - - - - - - - - - X - - - - - - 199
Summers, James Rockingham 20 R 100% 93% X 6 4 5 4 5 X X X 8 8 4 3 10 X 4 10 X 2 1
Sweeney, Joe Rockingham 25 R 97% 90% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 2 132
Sykes, George Grafton 14 D 0% 1% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - - 219
Sytek, John Rockingham 25 R 81% 82% - 6 4 5 4 5 5 8 8 8 4 - - 5 - 10 5 2 189
Tanner, Linda Sullivan 5 D 0% 2% X - - - - - X - - - - - X - - - - - - 219
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PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y Y N Y Y Y Y N Y N N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2

Tatro, Bruce Cheshire 10 D n/a 7% - X - - - X - X X X X X - - - X X X -
Telerski, Laura Hillsborough 11 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Tellez, Trinidad Hillsborough 40 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Tenczar, Jeffrey Hillsborough 1 R 100% 94% X X 4 5 4 5 X 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 X 4 X 5 2 1
Terry, Paul Belknap 7 R 100% 95% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Testerman, Dave Merrimack 3 R 88% 89% 2 6 4 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 - 4 - 10 | X 4 |10 5 2 178
Thackston, Dick Cheshire 12 R 84% 67% 2 6 4 X X 5 2 5 - 8 8 4 X | 10 - 4 |10 | X 2 186
Thomas, Douglas Rockingham 16 R 100% | 88% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Thomas, Wendy Hillsborough 12 D 0% 3% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Tierney, James Coos 1 R 89% 80% X 6 4 5 4 5 X 5 8 8 - 4 - 10 5 4 | 10 5 2 176
Toll, Amanda Cheshire 15 D 0% 7% - - - - - X - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Treleaven, Susan Strafford 21 D n/a 1% X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

Tripp, Richard Rockingham 13 R 97% 84% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 X 4 10 5 2 132
Trottier, Douglas Belknap 8 R n/a 75% X X X X X 5 X 5 8 8 - 4 X 10 X X X X X

True, Chris Rockingham 9 R 100% 98% 2 6 X 5 X 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 X 4 10 5 2 1
Tudor, Paul Rockingham 1 R 100% 86% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Turcotte, Alisson Merrimack 11 D 0% 6% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Turcotte, Len Strafford 4 R 100% | 97% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 |10 | 5 4 |10 | 5 X 1
Turer, Eric Rockingham 6 D 0% 5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Ulery, Jordan Hillsborough 13 R 100% 91% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 X 10 5 2 1
Vail, Suzanne Hillsborough 6 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219




New Hampshire 2024 | House Scorecard (Continued)

PRO-GROWTH POSITION Y N Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y
POINTS 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 3 10| 5 10 | 5 2
Vallone, Mark Rockingham 5 D 0% 10% - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - - - - - 219
Vandecasteele, Susan Rockingham 25 R 87% 81% 2 X 4 5 X X 2 5 8 - 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 2 182
Varney, Peter Belknap 7 R 100% 85% 2 X X X 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 X 10 X 4 X 5 X 1
Veilleux, Daniel Hillsborough 34 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X - - - 219
Verville, Kevin Rockingham 2 R 100% 98% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 | X 2 1
Vincent, Kenneth Strafford 12 D n/a 6% X X - - X - X - - - - - X X X - - X X

Vose, Michael Rockingham 5 R 100% | 90% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 /10| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 1
Wall, Janet Strafford 11 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Wallace, Scott Rockingham 8 R 100% 96% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Wallner, Mary Jane Merrimack 19 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Walsh, Lilli Rockingham 15 R 97% 96% X 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - |10]| 5 4 |10 | 5 2 132
Walsh, Thomas Merrimack 10 R 100% | 96% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 |10 5 4 | 10 5 2 1
Ward, Gerry Rockingham 27 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Weber, Lucy Cheshire 5 D 0% 2% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Weyler, Kenneth Rockingham 14 R 97% 86% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 - 10 5 4 10 5 2 132
Wheeler, Jonah Hillsborough 33 D 0% 8% - - - X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Wherry, Robert Hillsborough 13 R 100% 89% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Wilhelm, Matthew Hillsborough 40 D 0% 0% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Wolf, Dan Merrimack 7 R 33% 34% - - - - X - - 5 - 8 8 - X - - 4 - 5 X 194
Wood, Clayton Merrimack 13 R 100% 89% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
Woodcock, Stephen Carroll 1 D 0% 4% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 219
Yokela, Josh Rockingham 32 R 100% 97% 2 6 4 5 4 5 2 5 8 8 8 4 3 10 5 4 10 5 2 1
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CACR 15
TAXPAYER PROTECTION RESOLUTION
(CFGF SUPPORTS)
This resolution proposes a constitutional
amendment that protects taxpayers from
future tax increases. Specifically, the resolution
proposes an amendment that requires a two-
thirds supermajority in both legislative chambers
to institute or increase any tax or fee. This is an
important safeguard for hardworking families and
households increasingly burdened by profligate
spending, persistent inflation, and high taxes, and
ensures that any attempt at implementing new
revenue grabs must reach a higher legislative
threshold. The New Hampshire House rejected
the bill, 183-185, on March 14, 2024. The New
Hampshire Senate did not take it up.

HB 121

BLOCKING FLAWED BUSINESS TAX MODEL
(CFGF SUPPORTS)
This bill attempts to implement a significant

tax increase on businesses. Specifically, the

legislation transforms the state’s corporate
income tax model from a “water’s edge” system
to a worldwide combined reporting model,
allowing the state to tax revenue beyond U.S.
borders. Aside from the prospective legal
issues of such a model, the bill would negatively
impact economic opportunity, job growth, and
entrepreneurship in the state through a system
of severe double taxation that significantly
expands regulatory compliance costs. No state
has adopted such an inherently flawed taxation
model, and the Granite State should not be the
first to walk the proverbial economic plank. The
New Hampshire House blocked the bill, 192-176,
onJanuary 4, 2024. The New Hampshire Senate
did not take it up.

HB 546
NEW EDUCATION SLUSH FUND SPENDING
(CFGF OPPOSES)
This bill significantly increases spending for K-12
school capital expenditures. Specifically, the

legislation mandates a new $50 million minimum

X CFGFOUNDATION m CLUBFORGROWTHFOUNDATION CLUBFORGROWTHFOUNDATION.ORG

to be transferred to the school building aid fund
every fiscal year. This would constitute a $97.3
million spending increase beyond allocations for
existing projects over the next three years, equal
to a185 percentincrease in the existing baseline.
Additionally, it is unclear whether such funds
derive from the general fund or education trust
funds. New and arbitrary spending mandates
without any offsets, funding origination, or clear
purpose are an abuse of hardworking taxpayers’
money. The New Hampshire House passed
the bill, 182-178, on March 28, 2024. The New
Hampshire Senate killed it in committee.

HB 620
BLOCKING NEW GOVERNMENT PRE-K
OFFICE
(CFGF SUPPORTS)
This bill creates a new office within the Department
of Education. Specifically, the legislation
establishes the Division of Early Learning to
create and run a statewide government pre-K

pilot program for the next three years. While
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the program is pitched as a “mixed-delivery”
effort that allows for non-public and community
participation, the reality is that all participants will
be required to conform to government-dictated
mandates in what will become a permanent
program. Empirical studies analyzing similar
government pre-K programs like Head Start
have shown no impact on student academic
performance and, in many instances, correspond
with negative behavioral outcomes. Lawmakers
should be focused on empowering parents and
school choice, not expanding the reach of failing
government schools. The New Hampshire House
blocked the bill, 188-185, on January 3, 2024.
The New Hampshire Senate did not take it up.

HB 1000
BLOCKING STUDENT LOAN BAILOUT FOR
ELECTED OFFICIALS
(CFGF SUPPORTS)
This bill extends student loan forgiveness to
members of the state legislature. Specifically,
the legislation allows for the service of a current
or former legislator to qualify as full-time public
service under federal student loan forgiveness

provisions. The Biden administration’s student

loan bailout efforts are unconstitutional and
saddle hardworking taxpayers who never
attended college with the burden of bailing out
those who actively chose to go into debt. Further,
the notion that elected officials should subject
their constituents to moral hazard completely
abrogates the relationship between citizens and
their government. The New Hampshire House
blocked the bill, 184-174, on February 15, 2024.
The New Hampshire Senate did not take it up.

HB 1128

BLOCKING SCHOOL CHOICE SCHOLARSHIP
RESTRICTIONS

(CFGF SUPPORTS)

This bill significantly curbs the breadth of the
state’s education tax credit. Specifically, the
legislation strips businesses and individuals of the
ability to participate in the education tax credit
scholarship program by limiting the program
only to charitable organizations incorporated
in the state. This change would render only one
entity as an eligible scholarship organization.
Estimates suggest the result will be a loss of
between $1.5 million and $5.1 million each year

in scholarship funding, significantly gutting a

X CFGFOUNDATION m CLUBFORGROWTHFOUNDATION CLUBFORGROWTHFOUNDATION.ORG

vital school choice program empowering parents
and students throughout the state. The New
Hampshire House blocked the bill, 191-187, on
February 22,2024. The New Hampshire Senate
did not take it up.

HB 1156
PROHIBITING ONEROUS PUBLIC HEALTH
REGULATIONS
(CFGF SUPPORTS)
This bill curbs the power of federal and global
health agencies. Specifically, the legislation
prohibits the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC) and World Health Organization
(WHO) from having jurisdiction within New
Hampshire and explicitly nullifies CDC and WHO
medical testing, vaccine, and mask regulations
from having force of effect on individuals or small
businesses. Onerous public health mandates
issued by the CDC and driven by global health
authorities resulted in significant job losses and
business closures. Such mandates destroy lives,
imperil freedom, limit opportunity, and stunt
economic growth. The New Hampshire House
rejected the bill, 181-190, on March 14, 2024. The

New Hampshire Senate did not take it up.
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HB 1178

NEW SMALL BUSINESS MANDATE

(CFGF OPPOSES)

This bill imposes a new paid leave mandate on
entrepreneurs and small businesses. Specifically,
the legislation requires businesses with 15 or
more employees to pay employees for unused
vacation days, including as part of a prospective
termination. Aside from manipulating and
interfering with vacation and paid leave policies
in the vast majority of businesses, the proposal
jeopardizes generous benefits that exceed
this new government mandate. Further, the
mandate forces small businesses to incur de
facto financial penalties for terminating an
employee. Additionally, estimates suggest the
bill will increase state spending by $2 million.
Such policies serve only to benefit labor unions
and government bureaucracies at the expense of
both workers and employers. The New Hampshire
House passed the bill, 198-183, on April 11, 2024.

The New Hampshire Senate killed it in committee.

HB 1212
TABLING SIGNIFICANT WELFARE PROGRAM
EXPANSION
(CFGF SUPPORTS)
This bill expands the state’s K-12 food and nutrition
welfare program. Specifically, the legislation
increases eligibility for the taxpayer-subsidized
school meal program to households with income
at 300 percent of the federal poverty level.
Estimates suggest that such a change would
make households earning $90,000 eligible for
the program, higher than the state’s median
household income of $83,500. If implemented,
the bill would increase the percentage of students
enrolled in the free/reduced price lunch program
from 24 percent of students to 60 percent of
students at an additional annual cost of at least
$75 million. Such a proposal is fiscally reckless,
unjustifiable, and supercharges the size of the
scope of New Hampshire’s welfare apparatus.
The New Hampshire House tabled the bill, 192-
191, on April 11, 2024. The New Hampshire Senate
tabled it under a different bill number.

X CFGFOUNDATION m CLUBFORGROWTHFOUNDATION CLUBFORGROWTHFOUNDATION.ORG

HB 1322
SUPERCHARGED MINIMUM WAGE
INCREASE
(CFGF OPPOSES)
This bill significantly increases the state
minimum wage. Specifically, the legislation
ratchets the minimum wage to $11.00 per hour
in 2025 and $17.00 per hour in 2029. Thereafter,
the bill pegs the minimum wage and base tip
rate increase to inflation starting in 2030 and
institutes a prohibition on decreasing the
rate. Empirical data has consistently shown
that minimum wage increases result in fewer
jobs and place onerous constraints on small
businesses through diminished profit margins
due to sudden increases in mandatory hourly
wages. These costs are then passed on to
consumers. The New Hampshire House rejected
the bill, 187-192, on February 22, 2024. The New
Hampshire Senate did not take it up.
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HB 1377

BLOCKING RIGHT TO WORK PROTECTIONS
(CFGF OPPOSES)

This bill implements stronger protections for
workers against union coercion. Specifically, the
legislation prohibits employers from conditioning
employment on participation in a union, payment
of fees or dues to unions, or recommendation or
referral by a union. Additionally, the bill prohibits
union dues from being automatically deducted
from employee paychecks without explicit
written approval by the employee and prohibits
labor strikes intended to coerce employers and
employees into adopting pro-union positions
through intimidation and threats. The New
Hampshire House rejected the bill, 212-168, on
February 22,2024. The New Hampshire Senate
did not take it up.

HB 1472
CASH HANDOUTS FOR ELECTRIC
VEHICLES
(CFGF OPPOSES)
This bill creates a new two-year pilot program to
provide taxpayer subsidies to buyers of electric

vehicles. Specifically, the legislation allocates

X CFGFOUNDATION

$3 million in “cash on the hood” point-of-sale
cash handouts from the state’s energy efficiency
fund to consumers purchasing electric vehicles.
Characterized as a “rebate,” this program is little
more than a wealth transfer for hardworking
Granite Staters to wealthier households in service
to a radical green agenda beholden to climate
change dogma. The New Hampshire House
rejected the bill, 187-192, on February 22, 2024.
The New Hampshire Senate did not take it up.

HB 1479
BLOCKING PROHIBITIONS ON TAXPAYER-
FUNDED LOBBYING
(CFGF OPPOSES)
This bill protects taxpayers through a prohibition
on taxpayer-funded lobbying. Specifically, the
legislation bans municipalities and other political
subdivisions from using taxpayer money to lobby
the state legislature. Additionally, municipal and
state government employees who knowingly
violate the prohibition are subject to termination.
This common-sense reform protects hardworking
households and families from funding their local
government to lobby for more taxpayer-backed

benefits that ultimately harm or increase financial

Izl CLUBFORGROWTHFOUNDATION CLUBFORGROWTHFOUNDATION.ORG

burdens on the very people represented by the
municipality. The New Hampshire House blocked
the bill, 211-129, on March 21, 2024. The New
Hampshire Senate did not take it up.

HB 1634
TRANSFORMATIVE EDUCATION SAVINGS
ACCOUNT BILL
(CFGF SUPPORTS)
This bill establishes a universal ESA program for
all K-12 students in New Hampshire. Specifically,
the legislation eliminates the household income
threshold for eligibility for the state’s Education
Freedom Account program, opening the
program up to all families and students in New
Hampshire. These accounts provide for tax
dollars to follow students to a school of their
parents’ or guardians’ choice, including private
education. Parents will have access to roughly
$5,255 per year for tuition, books, and other
related education expenses, saving significant
taxpayer dollars on the per-pupil expense to
educate kids. The state’s Education Freedom
Account program is growing in popularity as
the number of households using it has grown
by 58 percent from the 2022-23 to the 2023-24

NEW HAMPSHIRE
HOUSE
VOTE
DESCRIPTIONS



35

New Hampshire 2024 | House Vote Descriptions

school year. The New Hampshire House rejected
the bill, 186-194, on February 8, 2024. The New
Hampshire Senate did not take it up.

HB 1665

MODEST ESA ELIGIBILITY EXPANSION
(CFGF SUPPORTS)

This bill opens up the state’s Education Freedom
Account program to more families and students.
Specifically, the legislation increases eligibility for
education savings accounts from 350 percent
of the federal poverty level to 425 percent,
ensuring that families of four with income up
to $133,000 per year are eligible. While not as
transformational as a universal ESA, estimates
suggest this increase could expand the available
number of education freedom accounts to several
thousand new students beginning in FY2025.
Parents will have access to roughly $5,235 per
year to use for tuition, books, and other related
education expenses. The New Hampshire House
rejected the bill, 168-185, on June 13, 2024. The
New Hampshire Senate passed it, 14-10, on the

same day.
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SB 217

BLOCKING CRONY EDUCATION LOAN
BAILOUT
(CFGF SUPPORTS)
This bill creates a new program that bails out
student loans for certain teachers. Specifically,
the legislation creates the Rural and Underserved
Area Educator Incentive Program within the
Department of Education that authorizes up to
$12,000 in loan forgiveness for eligible teachers
who agree to teach at least four years in a
government-designated rural or underserved
part of New Hampshire. Additionally, the
original bill appropriates $3 million in nonlapsing
loan subsidies for both FY2024 and FY2025.
Hardworking Granite Staters should not
be subjected to moral hazard and forced to
subsidize individuals whose salaries they already
pay simply to satisfy the whims of unelected
central planners in state government. The New
Hampshire House blocked the bill, 184-174, on
May 23,2024. The New Hampshire Senate passed
it by voice vote.
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SB 263

BLOCKING PERMANENT MEDICAID
EXPANSION

(CFGF SUPPORTS)

This bill permanently extends and expands
the state Medicaid program. Specifically, the
legislation repeals the existing sunset date on
New Hampshire’s costly and out-of-control
Medicaid program to make the expansion
permanent. Additionally, the bill reconfigures
transfers from the alcohol abuse prevention
fund with a new cap at an amount equal to 5
percent annual growth. Estimates suggest that
the extension will cost an additional $740 million
for the remainder of FY2024 and FY2025. The
Medicaid welfare program is rife with fraud.
Medicaid’s estimated improper payment rate
is nearly 25 percent and totals more than $1
trillion over the last decade, while delivering
poor patient outcomes and devouring state
budgets. The expansion should be fully repealed
and the program drastically reformed. The New
Hampshire House blocked the bill, 191-183, on
January 4, 2024. The New Hampshire Senate

passed a different version of it in 2023.
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SB 383

CURBING MUNICIPAL TAX-AND-SPEND
SCHEMES

(CFGF SUPPORTS)

This bill requires municipalities to incorporate
recommended appropriations as part of
their revenue statements. Specifically, the
legislation requires that localities pair requested
appropriations with the amount of revenue
available when posting their operating budgets.
Additionally, the bill ensures that local taxes
for the existing fiscal year cannot exceed the
annual tax cap within the existing statute upon
the bill’s adoption. While the bill does provide a
carveout formula pegged to inflation for towns
and certain districts, the implementation of the
cap within the confines of the statute provides
welcome certainty for already overburdened
workers and households. This measure not only
provides needed transparency for taxpayers
on local spending proposals compared to
existing revenue, but also provides a measure
of protection against excessive local government
revenue grabs. The New Hampshire House
passed the bill, 184-177, on May 9, 2024. The
New Hampshire Senate passed it by voice vote.

SB 496
BLOCKING CLIMATE CHANGE ALARMISM
CAMPAIGN
(CFGF SUPPORTS)
This bill creates a new government program
for climate-related “health issues.” Specifically,
the legislation directs the Department of Health
and Human Services to develop a program to
scare New Hampshire residents into believing
climate change is creating increasingly harmful
health conditions. Estimates suggest the cost
of the propaganda campaign will be more than
$500,000 through FY2027. Lawmakers should
not fund taxpayer-subsidized scare campaigns to
generate support for destructive green energy
mandates that increase costs and diminish quality
of life out of radical adherence to climate change
dogma. The New Hampshire House blocked the
bill, 186-182, on May 2, 2024. The New Hampshire
Senate did not take it up. The New Hampshire

Senate passed it by voice vote.
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