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Statewide Redistricting Plan — 400 Representatives

Base districts and weighted floterial districts that adhere to county lines

Float Total T W
County Reps Per Rep Base Districts . o? . ° .a ?Wn/ ard Deviation
Districts districts with own rep
-3.8% to
Belknap 18 3338.22 9 3 12 7 5.0%
-2.9% to +
Carroll 15 3,187.87 8 2 10 2 5.0%
. -2.4% to
Cheshire 23 3,352.91 16 3 19 12 +3.1%
_ o,
Coos 10 3,305.50 7 1 8 1 4o
+.9%
-1.3% to +
Grafton 27 3,300.67 19 5 24 10 2.5%
Hillsborough 122 3,248.60 42 9 51 37 -3.3t0 +3.3%
. +3.6% to -
Merrimack 45 3,254.33 26 5 31 20 4.7%
Rockingham 90 3,285.30 38 8 46 34 +5%t0 -3.9%
+4.0% to -
Strafford 37 3,328.19 20 3 23 17 4.1%
' +3.3% to -
Sullivan 13 3,364.77 9 2 11 6 0.9%
TOTAL 400 194 41 235 145

The County by County detailed Charts are below. The “math” spreadsheets are available as separate documents. Please note
that the districts that are not a part of a float are presented first, followed by the floterial groupings.

THE STEPS TO BUILD THE DISTRICTS

STEP 1: Create base districts by allocating the maximum number of representatives to every town or city ward that deserves its
own using the COUNTY ideal.

e We use the county ideal because it is the only way to keep the small districts and keep the all the districts (including the
weighted floats) with-in the state deviation. Deviation is still calculated using the state ideal
e This isn’t always possible where deserved because of geography and deviation. Those places are addressed in step 2

STEP 2: Create multi-town/ward districts from the towns and wards left over, keeping them as small as possible and accounting
for geography and deviation.

STEP 3: Adjust towns and wards from step 1 & 2 to include any orphan towns in multi-town base districts. BASE DISTRICTS
COMPLETE

STEP 4: Create floterials using the overage contribution off of the county ideal from each base district with a goal of creating small,
single member floterials where possible. Create multi-member floats where single members are not possible.

e  Adjust districts to account for geography and communities of interest.
STEP 5: Calculate weights for floats
Town's % of the Base District X the % of the floterial x the # of members in the floterial= the towns representation in the floterial

STEP 6: Reconfirm deviation of the towns and wards using the state deviation.



DEVIATION CALCULATION

1) Take the number of reps a town/ward deserves divided by 3291
2) Subtract the # of members allocated as a proportion of their contribution to the base district + floterial

So deviation is a raw number (the difference between a district’s allocated size and the statewide ideal), but it’s expressed as a
percentage of that raw number divided by the statewide).

EXPANDED DEVIATION CALCULATION
1) Traditional x-member districts not in floterials, which could be made up of a single town, city, or ward, or multiple towns,
cities, or wards:
a. Pd=Population of District
b. N =number of members
c. Deviation = ((Pd —(N*3291)) / 3291) * 100
2) Floterial + x-member districts, treated as a conglomerate:
a. Pd=Population of total collection of districts
b. N =number of members
c. Average Deviation = ((Pd — (N*3291))/3291) * 100
(these are the same formulae, applied to two different scenarios)
And then there’s the formula for floterial electoral contribution:
Pa = Population of district A
Na = Number of members for district A
Nx = Number of members allocated to the x-member districts also contributing to district A’s floterial (including Na)
Pt = Population of the total floterial+x-member conglomerate
Pi = Pt / Nt = Ideal district population
Ra = Pa— (Pi * Na) = District A’s floterial vote contribution

Rt = Pt — (Pi * Nx) = Total floterial remainder

District A’s vote contribution coefficient = Ra / Rt



FLOAT 1 - 2 Representatives

FLOAT 2 - 1 Representative

FLOAT 3 - 1 Representative

BELKNAP COUNTY

SUMMARY
Population 60,088
Members 18 (18.26)
County Ideal 3338.22
Deviation -3.8% to +5%

Total Districts

12

Base Districts

Floterial Districts

Towns/Wards with own Rep

0 |lw|

Meredith: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1

e Population: 6,241

e Deviation: -3.0%

e Total Representatives Elected by Meredith: 3
Gilford: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 1

e Population: 7,126

e Deviation: -1.6%

e Total Representatives Election by Gilford: 4
Gilmanton: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1

e Population: 3,777

e Deviation: -1.8%

e Total Representatives Elected by Gilmaton: 3
Center Harbor + New Hampton +Sanborton PLUS Float 1

e  Population: 6,227

e Deviation: -3.0%

e Total Representatives Elected by Center Harbor, New Hampton and Sanborton: 3

Tilton: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2
e  Population: 3,567
e Deviation: -1.6%
e Total Representatives Elected by Tilton: 4
Floterial 1: 2 Representatives Deviation: 5.0%

Laconia Wards 1 -6: 4 Representatives PLUS Float 2

e POPULATION: 15,951

e Deviation: -1.1%

e Total Representatives Elected by Laconia 1-6: 5
Belmont: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 2

e Population: 7,356

e Deviation: -1.2%

e Total Representatives Elected Belmont: 3
Floterial 2: 1 Representative Deviation -0.4%

Alton: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3

e  Population: 5,250

e Deviation: 0.5%

e Total Representatives Elected by Alton: 2
Barnstead: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3

e Population: 4,593

e Deviation: 0.0%

e Total Representatives Elected by Barnstead: 2
Floterial 3: 1 Representative Deviation -3.8%

Refer to the Belknap spreadsheet to view the math for each district and the weighted floats.




2 Representatives

FLOAT 1

1 Representative

FLOAT 2

CARROLL COUNTY

SUMMARY
Population 47,818
Members 15 (14.53)
County Ideal 3,187.87
Deviation -2.9% to 5%

Total Districts

9

Base Districts

Floterial Districts

Towns/Wards with own Rep

8
2
2

Wolfeboro: 2 Representatives
e  Population: 6,269
e Deviation: 5.0%
e Total Representatives Elected by Wolfeboro: 2

Moultonborough + Tuftonboro: 2 Represenatives
e  Population: 6,431
e Deviation: 2.3%
e Total Representatives elected: 2

Brookfield + Wakefield: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e  Population: 5,790
e Deviation: 3.2%
e Total Representatives Elected: 3

Eaton + Freedom+ Madison: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1

e Population: 4,384
e Deviation: 3.0%
e Total Representatives: 3
Effingham + Ossipee: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 5,810
e Deviation: 3.0%
e Total Representatives: 3
FLOAT 1: 2 Representatives Deviation: -2.5%

Conway: 3 Representatives PLUS Float 2
e Population: 10,115
e Deviation: 3.2%
e Total Representatives: 3

Albany + Bartlett + Chatham + Hale's + Hart's Location+ Jackson: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2

e  Population: 4,837
e Deviation: 3.2%
e Total Representatives: 3
Sandwich + Tamworth: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2
e Population: 4,182
e Deviation: 3.2%
e Total Representatives: 3
FLOAT 2: 1 Representative Deviation: -2.9%

Refer to the Carroll County spreadsheet to view the math for each district and the weighted floats.




FLOAT 1: 2 Representatives

FLOAT 2: 2 Representatives

CHESHIRE COUNTY

SUMMARY
Population 77,117
Members 23 (23.43)
County Ideal 3,352.91
Deviation 3.1% t0 -2.4%
Total Districts 19
Base Districts 16
Floterial Districts 3
Towns/Wards with own Rep 12

Keene W1: 1 Represent PLUS Float 1

e Population: 4,791

e Deviation: -1.6%

e Total Representatives Elected: 3
Keene W2: 1 Represent PLUS Float 1

e  Population: 4,699

e Deviation: -1.6%

e Total Representatives Elected: 3
Keene W3: 1 Represent PLUS Float 1

e Population: 4,681

e Deviation: -1.6%

e Total Representatives Elected: 3
Keene W4: 1 Represent PLUS Float 1

e Population: 4,616

e Deviation: -1.6%

e Total Representatives Elected: 3
Keene W5: 1 Represent PLUS Float 1

e Population: 4,622

e Deviation: -1.6%

e Total Representatives Elected: 3
FLOAT 1: 2 Representatives Deviation 0.9%

Rindge: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2

e Population: 6,014

e Deviation: -1.7%

e Total Representatives Elected: 3
Winchester: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2

e Population: 4,341

e Deviation: -1.8%

e Total Representatives Elected: 3
Hinsdale: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2

e Population: 4,046

e Deviation: -1.8%

e Total Representatives Elected: 3

Fitzwilliam, Richmond, Troy: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2

® Population: 5,696
e Deviation: -1.7%
e Total Representatives Elected: 3

FLOAT 2: 2 Representatives Deviation: 1.6%

Jaffrey: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3

e Population: 5,457

e Deviation: -2.3%

e Total Representatives Elected: 3
Chesterfield: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3




2 Representatives

FLOAT 3

e Population: 3,604
e Deviation: -1.9%
e Total Representatives Elected: 3
Swanzey: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 3
e  Population: 7,230
e Deviation: -1.9%
e Total Representatives Elected: 4
Walpole: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e Population: 3,734
e Deviation: -2.0%
e Total Representatives Elected: 3
Gilsum, Surry, Westmoreland: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e  Population: 3,419
e Deviation: -1.9%
e Total Representatives Elected: 3
Alstead, Marlow, Stoddard: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e Population: 3,911
e Deviation: -2.0%
e Total Representatives Elected: 3
Dublin, Harrisville, Marlborough, Nelson, Roxbury, Sullivan: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e Population: 6,256
e Deviation: -2.4%
e Total Representatives Elected: 3
FLOAT 3: 2 Representatives Deviation 3.1%

Refer to the Cheshire spreadsheet to view the math for each district and the weighted floats.



FLOAT 1: 1 Representative

COOS COUNTY

SUMMARY
Population 33,055
Members 10 (10.04)
County Ideal 3,305.50
Deviation -3.4% to .9%
Total Districts 8
Base Districts 7
Floterial Districts 1
Towns/Wards with own Rep 2

Berlin: 3 Representatives
e  Population: 10051
e Deviation: -1.8%
e Total Representatives Elected: 3

Colebrook, Stewartstown: 1 Representative
e Population: 3305
e  Deviation: -0.4%
e Total Representatives Elected: 1

Dalton, Whitefield: 1 Representative
e Population: 3285
® Deviation: 0.2%
e Total Representatives Elected: 1

Lancaster: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 3507
e  Deviation: -.02%
e Total Representatives: 2
Columbia, Northumberland, Stratford: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e  Population: 3791
e Deviation: 0
e Total Representatives: 2
Atkinson and Gilmanton Academy, Cambridge, Clarksville, Dixs, Dixville, Dummer, Errol, Ervings, Kilkenny, Milan, Millsfield,
Odell, Pittsburg, Second College, Stark, Success, Wentworth: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e  Population: 3703
e  Deviation: -0.1%
e Total Representatives: 2
Beans Grant, Beans Purchase, Carroll, Chandlers, Crawfords, Cutts, Gorham, Greens, Hadleys, Jefferson, Low and Burbanks,
Martins, Pinkhams, Randolph, Sargents, Shelburne, Thompson and Meserves: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 5,413
e  Deviation: .9%
e Total Representatives: 2
FLOAT 1: 1 Representative Deviation 0.9%

Refer to the Coos spreadsheet to view the math for each district and the weighted floats.




1

)
o

FLOAT 3
Representative

1 Representative

FLOAT 1

FLOAT 2: 1 Representative

GRAFTON COUNTY

SUMMARY
Population 89,118
Members 27 (27.08)
County Ideal 3,300.67
Deviation -1.3% to 2.5%
Total Districts 24
Base Districts 19
Floterial Districts 5
Towns/Wards with own Rep 10

Alexandria, Grafton, Orange: 1 Representative
e Population: 3,284
e  Deviation: .2
e Total Representatives: 1

Dorchester, Lyme, Orford: 1 Representative
e Population: 3308
®  Deviation: -.5%
e Total Representatives: 1

Lebanon W1: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,794
e Deviation: 0.1%
e Total Representatives: 2

Lebanon W2: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,549
e Deviation: 0.1%
e Total Representatives: 2

Lebanon W3: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e  Population: 3,808
e Deviation: 0.1%
e Total Representatives: 2

Float 1: 1 Representative Deviation -1.3%

Enfield: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2

e Population: 4,285

e Deviation: .2%

e Total Representatives: 2
Canaan: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2

e  Population: 3,909

e Deviation: 0.0%

e Total Representatives: 2
Hanover: 3 Representatives PLUS Float 2

e Population: 11,260

e Deviation: -0.1%

e Total Representatives: 4
FLOAT 2: 1 Representative Deviation -1.3%

Littleton: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e  Population: 5,928
e Deviation: -0.5%
e Total Representatives: 2

Bath, Lisbon, Lyman, Monroe: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3

e Population: 3,993
e Deviation: -0.4%
e Total Representatives: 2
FLOAT 3: 1 Representative Deviation: 0.9%




Haverhill: 1 Representative PLUS Float 4
e Population: 4,697

(] e Deviation: -0.9%
2 e Total Representatives: 2
é Groton, Hebron, Rumney, Wentworth: 1 Representative PLUS Float 4
§ e  Population: 3,586
e e Deviation: -0.5%
% e Total Representatives: 2
‘.'f Benton, Piermont, Warren, Woodstock: 1 Representative PLUS Float 4
: e Population: 3,432
g e Deviation: -0.4%
e e Total Representatives: 2
Bethlehem, Easton, Franconia, Landaff, Sugar Hill: 1 Representative PLUS Float 4
e Population: 4,862
e  Deviation: -1.0%
e Total Representatives: 2
FLOAT 4: 1 Representative Deviation 2.5%
Campton: 1 Representative PLUS Float 5
e Population: 3,333
®  Deviation: -.3%
e Total Representatives: 2
Plymouth: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 5
o e Population: 6,990
.‘2_; ®  Deviation: -.3%
g * Total Representatives: 3
% Ashland, Holderness: 1 Representatives PLUS Float 5
s e Population: 4,184
&? e Deviation: -.4%
= e Total Representatives: 2
:‘2 Bridgewater, Bristol: 1 Representative PLUS Float 5
g) e Population: 4,137
e ® Deviation: -.4%

e Total Representatives: 2
Ellsworth, Lincoln, Livermore, Thornton, Waterville Valley: 1 Representative PLUS Float 5
e  Population: 4,482
e  Deviation: -.5%
e Total Representatives: 2
FLOAT 5: 1 Representative Deviation 0.9%

Refer to the Grafton spreadsheet to view the math for each district and the weighted floats.



HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY

6 Representatives

Float 1

SUMMARY
Population 400,721
Members 122(121.76)
County Ideal 3,248.60
Deviation -3.3% t0 3.3%
Total Districts 51
Base Districts 42
Floterial Districts 9
Towns/Wards with own Rep 37

NASHUA W1: 3 Representatives
e  Population: 9773
e Deviation: 1.0%
e Total Representatives: 3

NASHUA W4: 3 Representatives
e  Population: 9718
e Deviation: 1.6%
e Total Representatives: 3

Pelham: 4 Representatives
e  Population: 12,897
e Deviation: 2.1%
e Total Representatives: 4

NASHUA W2: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 1
e Population: 9,477
e Deviation: 1.1%
e Total Representatives: 10

NASHUA W3: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 1
e Population: 9,448
e Deviation: 1.1%
e Total Representatives: 10

NASHUA WS5: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 1
e Population: 9605
e  Deviation: 1.1%
e Total Representatives: 10

NASHUA W6: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 1
e Population: 9614
e Deviation: 1.0%
e Total Representatives: 10

NASHUA W7: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 1
e  Population: 9637
e Deviation: 1.0%
e Total Representatives: 10

NASHUA W8: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 1
e Population: 9661
e Deviation: 1.0%
e Total Representatives: 10

NASHUA WO9: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 1
e  Population: 9561
e Deviation: 1.1%
e Total Representatives: 10

Hollis: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 10
e  Population: 7,684
e Deviation: -0.2%




3 Representatives

Float 2

: 3 Representatives

Float 3

Float 4: 3 Representatives

e Total Representatives: 4
Brookline: 1 Representative PLUS Float 10
e  Population: 4,991
e Deviation: -0.7%
e Total Representatives: 9
Milford: 4 Representatives PLUS Float 10
e  Population: 15,115
e Deviation: -0.1%
e Total Representatives: 12
Float 1: 8 Representatives Deviation 2.4%

MANCHESTER W1: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 2
e  Population: 9,121
e Deviation: -1.4%
e Total Representatives: 5

MANCHESTER W2: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 2
e  Population: 9291
e Deviation: -1.4%
e Total Representatives: 5

MANCHESTER W4: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 2
e  Population: 9,115
e Deviation: -1.4%
e Total Representatives: 5

MANCHESTER W5: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 2
e Population: 9,250
e Deviation: -1.4%
e Total Representatives: 5

FLOAT 2: 3 Representatives Deviation: 2.9%

MANCHESTER W3: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 3
e Population: 9,113
e Deviation: 0.3%
e Total Representatives: 5

MANCHESTER W10: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 3
e  Population: 9,012
e Deviation: 0.2%
e Total Representatives: 5

MANCHESTER W11: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 3
e  Population; 8,991
e Deviation: 0.2%
e Total Representatives: 5

MANCHESTER W12: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 3
e  Population: 9,002
e Deviation: 0.2%
e Total Representatives: 5

FLOAT 3: 3 Representatives Deviation -0.3%

MANCHESTER W6: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 4
e  Population: 9,260
e Deviation: -1.5%
e Total Representatives: 5

MANCHESTER W7: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 4
e Population: 9,178
e Deviation: -1.5%
e Total Representatives: 5

MANCHESTER W8: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 4
e  Population: 9,135
e Deviation: -1.5%
e Total Representatives: 5



Float 5: 2 Representatives

Float 6: 1 Representative

FLOAT 7: 1 Representative

1 Representative

FLOAT 8

MANCHESTER W9: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 4
e  Population: 9,169
e Deviation: -1.5%
e Total Representatives: 5

FLOAT 4: 3 Representatives Deviation: 3.3%

Litchfield: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 5
e Population: 8,271
e Deviation: 0.9%
e Total Representatives: 3
Hudson: 7 Representatives PLUS Float 5
e  Population: 24,467
e Deviation: 0.4%
e Total Representatives: 8
FLOAT 5: 1 Representatives DEVIATION: -3.3%

Bedford: 6 Representatives PLUS Float 6
e  Population: 21,203
e Deviation: 0.2%
e Total Representatives: 8
Goffstown: 5 Representatives PLUS Float 6
e  Population: 17,651
e Deviation: 0.2%
e Total Representatives: 7
Merrimack: 7 Representatives PLUS Float 6
e  Population: 25,494
e  Deviation: 0.2%
e Total Representatives: 9
Ambherst: 3 Representatives PLUS Float 6
e  Population: 11,201
e Deviation: 0.2%
e Total Representatives: 5
FLOAT 6: 2 Representative Deviation: 0.0%

Peterborough: 1 Representatives PLUS Float 7
e Population: 6,284
®  Deviation: 1.7%
e Total Representatives: 2
Greenfield, Sharon, Temple: 1 Representative PLUS Float 7
e  Population: 3,467
e  Deviation: 0.4%
e Total Representatives: 2
FLOAT 7: 1 Representative Deviation: -3.1%

Wilton: 1 Representative PLUS Float 8
e  Population: 3,677
e Deviation: 0.4%
e Total Representatives: 2
New Ipswich: 1 Representative PLUS Float 8
e  Population: 5,099
e Deviation: 0.9%
e Total Representatives: 2
Greenville, Mason: 1 Representative PLUS Float 8
e  Population: 3,487
e Deviation: 0.3%
e Total Representatives: 2
Lyndeborough, Mont Vernon: 1 Representative PLUS Float 8
e  Population: 4,092
e Deviation: 0.6%
e Total Representatives: 2



FLOAT 8: 1 Representative Deviation: -2.1%

Weare: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 9
e  Population: 8,785
e Deviation: 0.1%
e Total Representatives: 5
New Boston: 1 Representative PLUS Float 9
e  Population: 5,321
e Deviation: 0.1%
e Total Representatives: 4
Hillsborough: 1 Representative PLUS Float 9
e  Population: 6,011
e Deviation: 0.1%
e Total Representatives: 4
Deering, Francestown, Bennington: 1 Representative PLUS Float 9
e Population: 4,950
e Deviation: 0.2%
e Total Representatives: 4
Antrim, Hancock, Windsor: 1 Representative PLUS Float 9
e Population: 4,515
e Deviation: 0.1%
e Total Representatives: 4
FLOAT 9: 3 Representatives Deviation: 0.2%

Float 9: 3 Representatives




MERRIMACK COUNTY

Float 1: 2Representatives

1 Representatives

Float 2

SUMMARY
Population 146,445
Members 45 (44.50)
County Ideal 3,254.33
Deviation 5% to -3.6%

Total Districts

31

Base Districts 26
Floterial Districts 5
Towns/Wards with own Rep 20

CONCORD W1: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,465
e Deviation: -0.1%
e Total Representatives: 2

CONCORD W2: 1 Representatives PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,381
e  Deviation: -0.1%
e Total Representatives: 2

CONCORD W3: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,328
e Deviation: 0.0%
e Total Representatives: 2

FLOAT 1: 1 Representatives Deviation 3.6%

CONCORD W4: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2
e Population: 4,137
e Deviation: 0.4%
e Total Representatives: 3

CONCORD WS5: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2
e Population: 4077
e Deviation: 0.4%
e Total Representatives: 3

CONCORD W6: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2
e Population: 4165
e Deviation: 0.4%
e Total Representatives: 3

CONCORD W?7: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2
e Population: 4251
e Deviation: 0.3%
e Total Representatives: 3

CONCORD WS8: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2
e Population: 4141
e Deviation: 0.4%
e Total Representatives: 3

CONCORD W9: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2
e Population: 4,342
e Deviation: .3%
e Total Representatives: 3

CONCORD W10: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2
e Population: 4,408
e Deviation: 0.2%
e Total Representatives: 3

FLOAT 2: 2 Representative Deviation 2.4%

Franklin: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 3
e  Population: 8,477




e Deviation: 1%
e Total Representatives: 4
Boscawen: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e  Population: 3,965
e Deviation: 1%
e Total Representatives: 3
New London: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e Population: 4397
e Deviation: 1%
e Total Representatives: 3
Danbury, Hill, Wilmot: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e  Population: 3611
e Deviation: 1.1%
e Total Representatives: 3
Andover, Salisbury, Webster: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e Population: 5,625
e Deviation: .9%
e Total Representatives: 3
FLOAT 3: 2 Representatives Deviation -0.5%

2 Representatives

Float 3

Hooksett: 4 Representatives PLUS Float 4
e Population: 13,451
e Deviation: 1.2%
e Total Representatives: 6
Allenstown: 1 Representative PLUS Float 4
e  Population: 4,322
e Deviation: 2.1%
e Total Representatives: 3
Chichester, Epsom: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 4
e  Population: 7,089
e Deviation: 1.4%
e Total Representatives: 4
Pittsfield: 1 Representative PLUS Float 4
e  Population: 4,106
e Deviation: 1.9%
e Total Representatives: 3
Pembroke: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 4
e  Population: 7,115
e Deviation: 1.4%
e Total Representatives: 4
Loudon: 1 Representative PLUS Float 4
e  Population: 5,317
e Deviation: 2.6%
e Total Representatives: 3
Canterbury, Northfield: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 4
e Population: 5,317
e Deviation: 1.5%
e Total Representatives: 4
Float 4: 2 Representatives Deviation -4.7%

Float 4: 2 Representatives

Bow, Dunbarton: 3 Representatives PLUS Float 5
e Population: 10,277
® Deviation: 1.3%
e Total Representatives: 5
Hopkinton: 1 Representative PLUS Float 5
e  Population: 5,589
e Deviation: 2.4%
e Total Representatives: 3

Float 5: 2 Representatives



Henniker: 1 Representative PLUS Float 5
e  Population: 4,836
e Deviation: 2.1%
e Total Representatives: 3
Bradford, Newbury, Sutton, Warner: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 5
e Population: 8,392
e Deviation: 1.8%
e Total Representatives: 4
FLOAT 5: 2 Representatives Deviation -4.1%




ROCKINGHAM COUNTY

3 Representatives

Float 1

: 3 Representatives

Float 2

SUMMARY
Population 295,677
Members 90 (89.71)
County Ideal 3,285.30
Deviation -3.9% to 5.0%
Total Districts 46
Base Districts 38
Floterial Districts 8
Towns/Wards with own Rep 34

Epping: 2 Representative
e Population: 6,411
e  Deviation: 2.7%
e Total Representatives: 2

PORTSMOUTH W1: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,257
e Deviation: 0.3%
e Total Representatives: 4
PORTSMOUTH W2: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e  Population: 4,321
e Deviation: 0.3%
e Total Representatives: 4
PORTSMOUTH W3: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,296
e Deviation: 0.3%
e Total Representatives: 4
PORTSMOUTH W4: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,214
e Deviation: 0.3%
e Total Representatives: 4
PORTSMOUTH W5: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e  Population: 4,145
e Deviation: 0.3%
e Total Representatives: 4
Greenland, Newington: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e  Population: 4,302
e Deviation: 0.3%
e Total Representatives: 4
North Hampton: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,301
e Deviation: 0.3%
e Total Representatives: 4
New Castle, Rye: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 6,266
e Deviation: 0.3%
e Total Representatives: 4
Float 1: 3 Representatives Deviation: -0.4%

Seabrook: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 2
e Population: 8,693
e Deviation: -0.3%
e Total Representatives: 4
Hampton: 4 Representatives PLUS Float 2
e Population: 15,430
e Deviation: -0.1%
e Total Representatives: 6




: 1 Representative

Float 3

Float 4: 2 Representatives

Float 5: 2 Representatives

Newton: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2
e  Population: 4,603
e Deviation: -0.3%
e Total Representatives: 3

East Kingston, Hampton Falls, Kensington, South Hampton: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 2

e  Population: 7,531
e Deviation: -0.1%
e Total Representatives: 4
FLOAT 2: 2 Representatives Deviation 1.8%

Exeter: 4 Representatives plus Float 3

e  Population: 14,306

e Deviation: .01%

e Total Representatives: 7
Kingston: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3

e  Population: 6,025

e Deviation: 0.0%

e Total Representatives: 4
Brentwood: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3

e  Population: 4,486

e Deviation: 0.2%

e Total Representatives: 4
Newmarket: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 3

e Population: 8,936

e Deviation: 0.2%

e Total Representatives: 5

Newfields, Stratham: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 3

e Population: 8,935
e Deviation: 0.2%
e Total Representatives: 5
FLOAT 3: 3 Representative Deviation -0.2%

Deerfield: 1 Representative PLUS Float 4
e  Population: 4,280
e Deviation: -0.9%
e Total Representatives: 2
Northwood: 1 Representative PLUS Float 4
e Population: 4,241
e Deviation: -0.9%
e Total Representatives: 2
Nottingham: 1 Representative PLUS Float 4
e Population: 4,785
e Deviation: -1.3%
e Total Representatives: 2
FLOAT 4: 1 Representatives Deviation 5.0%

Chester: 1 Representative PLUS Float 5

e Population: 4,768

e Deviation: -0.8%

e Total Representatives: 2
Candia: 1 Representative PLUS Float 5

e  Population: 3,909

e Deviation: -0.3%

e Total Representatives: 2
Raymond: 3 Representatives PLUS Float 5

e Population: 10,138

e Deviation: 0.1%

e Total Representatives: 4
Fremont: 1 Representative PLUS Float 5



e Population: 4,283
® Deviation: -0.5%
e Total Representatives: 2
FLOAT 5: 1 Representatives Deviation: 3.1%

: 2 Representatives

Float 6

Float 7: 1 Representatives

2 Representatives

Float 8

e Sandown: 1 Representative Plus Float 6

e Population: 5.986

e Deviation: 2.0%

e Total Representatives: 4
Salem: 8 Representatives PLUS Float 6

e Population: 28,776

e Deviation: 0.5%

e Total Representatives: 11
Atkinson: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 6

e Population: 6,751

e Deviation: 0.3%

e Total Representatives: 5
Plaistow: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 6

e  Population: 7,609

e Deviation: 0.7%

e Total Representatives: 5
Hampstead: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 6

®  Population: 8,523

e Deviation: 1.1%

e Total Representatives: 5
Danville: 1 Representative PLUS Float 6

e Population: 4,387

e Deviation: 1.2%

e Total Representatives: 4
Float 6: 3 Representatives Deviation: -3.9%

DERRY W1: 2 representatives PLUS Float 7
e Population: 8,240
e Deviation: -0.6%
e Total Representatives: 4

DERRY W2: 2 representatives PLUS Float 7
e Population: 8,168
e Deviation: -0.6%
e Total Representatives: 4

DERRY W3: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 7
e Population: 8,380
e Deviation: -0.6%
e Total Representatives: 4

DERRY W4: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 7
e Population: 8,321
e Deviation: -0.6%
e Total Representatives: 4

Float 7: 2 Representative Deviation 3.9%

Londonderry: 7 Representatives PLUS Float 8
® Population: 24,129
e Deviation: 0.2%
e Total Representatives: 8
Windham: 4 Representatives PLUS Float 8
e  Population: 13,592
e Deviation: 0.2%



e Total Representatives: 6
Auburn: 1 Representative PLUS Float 8

e  Population: 4953

e Deviation: 0.5%

e Total Representatives: 2

FLOAT 8: 1 Representatives Deviation — 1.1%




STRAFFORD COUNTY

Float 1: 4 Representatives

SUMMARY
Population 123,143
Members 37 (37.42)
County Ideal 3,328.19
Deviation 2.8%t0-5.2%
Total Districts 23
Base Districts 20
Floterial Districts 3
Towns/Wards with own Rep 17

Rollinsford, Somersworth: 4 Representatives PLUS Float 1

e Population: 14,293
e Deviation: -1.3%
e Total Representatives: 8
Dover W1: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e  Population: 4,559
e Deviation: -2.0%
e Total Representatives: 5
Dover W2: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,535
e Deviation: -2.0%
e Total Representatives: 5
Dover W3: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
® Population: 4,763
e Deviation: -2.0%
e Total Representatives: 5
Dover W4: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,763
e Deviation: -2.1%
e Total Representatives: 5
Dover W5: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,773
e Deviation: -1.9%
e Total Representatives: 5
Dover W6: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,987
e Deviation: -2.0%
e Total Representatives: 5

Barrington, Madbury: 3 Representatives PLUS Float 1

e Population: 10,347
e Deviation: -1.2%
e Total Representatives: 7
Durham: 4 Representatives PLUS Float 1
e Population: 14,638
e Deviation: -1.4%
e Total Representatives: 8
Lee: 1 Representatives PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,330
e Deviation: -1.7%
e Total Representatives: 5
FLOAT 1: 4 Representatives Deviation: 4.0%

Milton: 1 Representatives PLUS Float 2




Float 2: 1 Representative

: 3 Representatives

Float 3

e Population: 4598

e Deviation: .4%

e Total Representatives: 2
Farmington: 2 Representatives PLUS Float 2

e  Population: 6,786

e Deviation: -1.0%

e Total Representatives: 3
Strafford: 1 Representatives PLUS Float 2

e  Population: 3,991

e Deviation: -.2%

e Total Representatives: 2
Middleton, New Durham: 1 Representatives PLUS Float 2

e Population: 4,421

e Deviation: .2%

e Total Representatives: 2

FLOAT 2: 1 Representative Deviation -4.1%

ROCHESTER W1: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e  Population: 4,995
e Deviation: -.4%
e Total Representatives: 4

ROCHESTER W2: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e Population: 5,030
e Deviation: -.4%
e Total Representatives: 4

ROCHESTER W3: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e Population: 4,911
e Deviation: -.5%
e Total Representatives: 4

ROCHESTER WA4: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e  Population: 4,905
e Deviation: -.5%
e Total Representatives: 4

ROCHESTER W5: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e  Population: 4,897
e Deviation: -0.5%
e Total Representatives: 4

ROCHESTER W6: 1 Representative PLUS Float 3
e  Population: 5,014
e Deviation: -.4%
e Total Representatives: 4

Float 3: 3 Representatives Deviation -0.9%




SULLIVAN COUNTY

Float 1: 1 Representative

Float 2: 3 Representatives

SUMMARY
Population 43,742
Members 13 (13.29)
County Ideal 3,364.77
Deviation +3.3%to-2.7%

Total Districts

11

Base Districts

Floterial Districts

Towns/Wards with own Rep

DN |O

Sunapee: 1 Representative
e  Population: 3,365
e Deviation: 2.2%
e Total Representatives: 1

Claremont W1: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e  Population: 4,598
e Deviation: -1.4%
e Total Representatives: 2

Claremont W2: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,490
e Deviation: -1.4%
e Total Representatives: 2

Claremont W3: 1 Representative PLUS Float 1
e Population: 4,267
e Deviation: -1.5%
e Total Representatives: 2

FLOAT 1: 1 Representative Deviation -0.9%

Newport: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2
e  Population: 6,507
e Deviation: -2.7%
e Total Representatives: 4
Charlestown: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2
e Population: 5,114
e  Deviation: -2.5%
e Total Representatives: 4
Acworth, Goshen, Langdon, Lempster, Unity, Washington: 1 Re
e  Population: 6,337
e Deviation: -2.7%
e Total Representatives: 4
Cornish, Plainfield: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2
e  Population: 4,004
® Deviation: -2.4%
e Total Representatives: 4
Croydon, Grantham, Springfield: 1 Representative PLUS Float 2
e  Population: 5,060
e Deviation: -2.5%
e Total Representatives: 4
FLOAT 2: 3 Representatives Deviation: 3.3%

presentative PLUS Float 2




Belknap County Districts Updated 12/12/2011
Weighted Floats Version

Summary Counts is where User can adjust value
Population 60,088 # of Members in Base Districts 14
Members 18.26 # of Members in Floterials 4
Rounded Members 18.00 # of Towns or Wards 16
State Ideal 3,291 # of Base Districts 9
Average Size 3,338.22 # of Floterials 3
Average Deviation 1.43%

Base District Summary and Floterial Assignment

Census Floterial

Assign Rounded Populatio Contributi %
Base District Floterial Members Members n on Deviation Towns
BEL-LACONIA F2 4.78 4 15,951 2,598 Laconia W1-6
BELO1 F1 1.87 1 6,241 2,903 Meredith
BELO2 F1 2.13 2 7,126 450 Gilford
BELO3 F3 1.57 1 5,250 1,912 Alton
BELO4 F3 1.38 1 4,593 1,255 Barnstead
BELO5S F1 1.13 1 3,777 439 Gilmanton
BELO6 F2 2.20 2 7,356 680 Belmont
BELO7 F1 1.07 1 3,567 229 Tilton
BELO8 F1 1.87 1 6,227 2,889 Center Harbor, New Hampton, Sanborton

Floterial Calculation

Floterial %

Floterial Members Population Deviation Deviation
F1 2 6,909 327 5.0%
F2 1 3,278 -13 -0.4%
F3 1 3,167 -124 -3.8%
F4 0 0 0



Towns in Floterial Weights Calculation

Unweight Unweight

) Town or Weighted Weighted )
Census o Floterial Town or tal ed ed Unweight
o . i District . Ward % of Members Members ) Deserved . %
Town Ward Base District  Floterial Populatio . Populatio Ward % of Weighted Difference o Members Members ed Total
Populatio Base of Base _ from # of Reps Deviation
o o Floterial . Members of Base of Members
n District District Floterial o )
District Floterial

Meredith BELO1 F1 6,241 6,241 6,909 100.0% 1.00 42.0% 0.84 1.84 1.90 -0.06 -3.0% 1 2 3
Gilford BELO2 F1 7,126 7,126 6,909 100.0% 2.00 6.5% 0.13 2.13 2.17 -0.04 -1.6% 2 2 4
Alton BELO3 F3 5,250 5,250 3,167 100.0% 1.00 60.4% 0.60 1.60 1.60 0.01 0.5% 1 1 2
Barnstead BELO4 F3 4,593 4,593 3,167 100.0% 1.00 39.6% 0.40 1.40 1.40 0.00 0.0% 1 1 2
Gilmanton BELO5 F1 3,777 3,777 6,909 100.0% 1.00 6.4% 0.13 1.13 1.15 -0.02 -1.8% 1 2 3
Belmont BELO6 F2 7,356 7,356 3,278 100.0% 2.00 20.7% 0.21 2.21 2.24 -0.03 -1.2% 2 1 3
Tilton BELO7 F1 3,567 3,567 6,909 100.0% 1.00 3.3% 0.07 1.07 1.08 -0.02 -1.6% 1 2 3
Center Harbor BELOS8 F1 1,096 6,227 6,909 17.6% 0.18 7.4% 0.15 0.32 0.33 -0.01 -3.0% 1 2 3
New Hampton BELOS8 F1 2,165 6,227 6,909 34.8% 0.35 14.5% 0.29 0.64 0.66 -0.02 -3.0% 1 2 3
Sanbornton BELOS8 F1 2,966 6,227 6,909 47.6% 0.48 19.9% 0.40 0.87 0.90 -0.03 -3.0% 1 2 3
LACONIA 1 BEL-LACONIA F2 2,672 15,951 3,278 16.8% 0.67 13.3% 0.13 0.80 0.81 -0.01 -1.1% 4 1 5
LACONIA 3 BEL-LACONIA F2 2,738 15,951 3,278 17.2% 0.69 13.6% 0.14 0.82 0.83 -0.01 -1.1% 4 1 5
LACONIA 4 BEL-LACONIA F2 2,587 15,951 3,278 16.2% 0.65 12.9% 0.13 0.78 0.79 -0.01 -1.1% 4 1 5
LACONIA 5 BEL-LACONIA F2 2,621 15,951 3,278 16.4% 0.66 13.0% 0.13 0.79 0.80 -0.01 -1.1% 4 1 5
LACONIA 2 BEL-LACONIA F2 2,652 15,951 3,278 16.6% 0.67 13.2% 0.13 0.80 0.81 -0.01 -1.1% 4 1 5
LACONIA 6 BEL-LACONIA F2 2,681 15,951 3,278 16.8% 0.67 13.3% 0.13 0.81 0.81 -0.01 -1.1% 4 1 5



Carroll County Districts Updated 12/12/2011

Summary
Population 47,818
Members 14.53
Rounded Members 15.00
State Ideal 3,291
Average Size 3,187.87
Average Deviation -3.13%

Weighted Floats Version

Counts

# of Members in Base Districts
# of Members in Floterials

# of Towns or Wards

# of Base Districts

# of Floterials

District Summary and Floterial Assignment

Census Floterial

12

19

is where User can adjust value

Assign Rounded Populatio Contributi %
Base District Floterial Members Members n on Deviation Towns
CARR-CONWAY F2 3.17 3 10,115 551 Conway
CARRO1 F1 1.82 1 5,790 2,602 Brookfield, Wakefield
CARRO2 N/A 1.97 2 6,269 -107 4.8% Wolfeboro
CARRO3 F1 1.82 1 5,810 2,622 Effingham, Ossipee
CARRO4 N/A 2.02 2 6,431 55 2.3% Moultonborough, Tuftonboro
CARRO5 F1 1.38 1 4,384 1,196 Eaton, Freedom, Madison
CARRO6 F2 1.52 1 4,837 1,649 Albany, Bartlett, Chatham, Hale's, Hart's Location, Jackson
CARRO7 F2 1.31 1 4,182 994 Sandwich, Tamworth

Floterial Calculation
Floterial

Populatio

Floterial Members n

Deviation Deviation

%

F1 2
F2 1
F3 0

6,420 -162
3,195 -96
0 0

-2.5%
-2.9%



Towns in Floterial Weights Calculation

Unweight Unweight

ase , Town or Weighted Weighted
Census o Floterial Town or Total ed ed
o ) ) District . Ward % of Members Members . Deserved . %
Town Ward Base District  Floterial Populatio . Populatio Ward % of Weighted Difference o Members Members
Populatio Base of Base . from # of Reps Deviation
n n o o Floterial ) Members of Base of
n District District Floterial o )
District  Floterial
Albany CARRO6 F2 735 4,837 3,195 15.2% 0.15 7.8% 0.08 0.23 0.22 0.01 3.2% 1 1
Bartlett CARROG6 F2 2,788 4,837 3,195 57.6% 0.58 29.8% 0.30 0.87 0.85 0.03 3.2% 1 1
Brookfield CARRO1 F1 712 5,790 6,420 12.3% 0.12 5.0% 0.10 0.22 0.22 0.01 2.9% 1 2
Chatham CARROG6 F2 337 4,837 3,195 7.0% 0.07 3.6% 0.04 0.11 0.10 0.00 3.2% 1 1
Conway CARR-CONWAY F2 10,115 10,115 3,195 100.0% 3.00 17.3% 0.17 3.17 3.07 0.10 3.2% 3 1
Eaton CARRO5 F1 393 4,384 6,420 9.0% 0.09 1.7% 0.03 0.12 0.12 0.00 3.0% 1 2
Effingham CARRO3 F1 1,465 5,810 6,420 25.2% 0.25 10.3% 0.21 0.46 0.45 0.01 2.9% 1 2
Freedom CARROS F1 1,489 4,384 6,420 34.0% 0.34 6.3% 0.13 0.47 0.45 0.01 3.0% 1 2
Hale's CARRO6 F2 120 4,837 3,195 2.5% 0.02 1.3% 0.01 0.04 0.04 0.00 3.2% 1 1
Hart's Location CARRO6 F2 41 4,837 3,195 0.8% 0.01 0.4% 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 3.2% 1 1
Jackson CARROG6 F2 816 4,837 3,195 16.9% 0.17 8.7% 0.09 0.26 0.25 0.01 3.2% 1 1
Madison CARROS F1 2,502 4,384 6,420 57.1% 0.57 10.6% 0.21 0.78 0.76 0.02 3.0% 1 2
Moultonborough CARRO4 N/A 4,044 6,431 62.9% 1.26 0.00 1.26 1.23 0.03 2.3% 2 0
Ossipee CARRO3 F1 4,345 5,810 6,420 74.8% 0.75 30.5% 0.61 1.36 1.32 0.04 2.9% 1 2
Sandwich CARRO7 F2 1,326 4,182 3,195 31.7% 0.32 9.9% 0.10 0.42 0.40 0.01 3.2% 1 1
Tamworth CARRO7 F2 2,856 4,182 3,195 68.3% 0.68 21.3% 0.21 0.90 0.87 0.03 3.2% 1 1
Tuftonboro CARRO4 N/A 2,387 6,431 37.1% 0.74 0.00 0.74 0.73 0.02 2.3% 2 0
Wakefield CARRO1 F1 5,078 5,790 6,420 87.7% 0.88 35.5% 0.71 1.59 1.54 0.04 2.9% 1 2
Wolfeboro CARRO2 N/A 6,269 6,269 100.0% 2.00 0.00 2.00 1.90 0.10 5.0% 2 0



Summary

Cheshire County Districts Updated 12/12/2011

Population
Members

Rounded Members

State Ideal
Average Size

Average Deviation

77,117
23.43
23.00
3,291

3,352.91
1.88%

Weighted Floats Version

Counts

is where User can adjust value

# of Members in Base Districts

# of Members in Floterials

# of Towns or Wards
# of Base Districts
# of Floterials

Base District Summary and Floterial Assignment

17

6 manual adjustment made

27
16

Census Floterial Floterial Calculation

Assign Rounded Populatio Contributi % Floterial %
Base District Floterial Members Members n on Deviation Towns Floterial Members Population Deviation Deviation
CHES-KEENEO1 F1 1.43 1 4,791 1,438 Keene W5 F1 2 6,644 62 0.9%
CHES-KEENEO2 F1 1.40 1 4,699 1,346 Keene W1 F2 2 6,685 103 1.6%
CHES-KEENEO3 F1 1.40 1 4,681 1,328 Keene W4 F3 2 6,788 206 3.1%
CHES-KEENEO4 F1 1.38 1 4,616 1,263 Keene W3 F4 0 0 0
CHES-KEENEO5  F1 1.38 1 4,622 1,269 Keene W2 F5 0 0 0
CHESO1 F2 1.79 1 6,014 2,661 Rindge Fé 0 0 0
CHESO02 F3 1.63 1 5,457 2,104 Jaffrey
CHESO3 F2 1.29 1 4,341 988 Winchester
CHESO4 F2 1.21 1 4,046 693 Hinsdale
CHESO5 F3 1.07 1 3,604 251 Chesterfield
CHESO06 F3 2.16 2 7,230 524 Swanzey
CHESO7 F3 1.11 1 3,734 381 Walpole
CHESO8 F3 1.02 1 3,419 66 Gilsum, Surry, Westmoreland
CHES09 F3 1.17 1 3,911 558 Alstead, Marlow, Stoddard
CHES10 F3 1.87 1 6,256 2,903 Dublin, Harrisville, Marlborough, Nelson, Roxbury, Sullivan
CHES11 F2 1.70 1 5,696 2,343 Fitzwilliam, Richmond, Troy



Towns in Floterial Weights Calculation

Unweight Unweight

ase Town or Weighted Weighted ,
Census o Floterial Total ed ed Unweight
o ) ) District Ward % of Members Members ) Deserved _. %
Town Ward Base District  Floterial Populatio _ opulatio Ward % of Weighted Difference o Members Members ed Total
Populatio Base of Base . from # of Reps Deviation
. n District District Floterial Floterial Members of Ba'se of | Members
District  Floterial

Alstead CHES09 F3 1,937 3,911 6,788 49.5% 0.50 4.1% 0.08 0.58 0.59 -0.01 -2.0% 1 2 3
Chesterfield CHESO5 F3 3,604 3,604 6,788  100.0% 1.00 3.7% 0.07 1.07 1.10 -0.02 -1.9% 1 2 3
Dublin CHES10 F3 1,597 6,256 6,788 25.5% 0.26 10.9% 0.22 0.47 0.49 -0.01 -2.4% 1 2 3
Fitzwilliam CHES11 F2 2,396 5,696 6,685 42.1% 0.42 14.7% 0.29 0.72 0.73 -0.01 -1.7% 1 2 3
Gilsum CHESO08 F3 813 3,419 6,788 23.8% 0.24 0.2% 0.00 0.24 0.25 0.00 -1.9% 1 2 3
Harrisville CHES10 F3 961 6,256 6,788 15.4% 0.15 6.6% 0.13 0.29 0.29 -0.01 -2.4% 1 2 3
Hinsdale CHESO04 F2 4,046 4,046 6,685  100.0% 1.00 10.4% 0.21 1.21 1.23 -0.02 -1.8% 1 2 3
Jaffrey CHESO02 F3 5,457 5,457 6,788  100.0% 1.00 31.0% 0.62 1.62 1.66 -0.04 -2.3% 1 2 3
Keene 1 CHES-KEENEO2 F1 4,699 4,699 6,644  100.0% 1.00 20.3% 0.41 1.41 1.43 -0.02 -1.6% 1 2 3
Keene 2 CHES-KEENEO5 F1 4,622 4,622 6,644  100.0% 1.00 19.1% 0.38 1.38 1.40 -0.02 -1.6% 1 2 3
Keene 3 CHES-KEENEO4 F1 4,616 4,616 6,644  100.0% 1.00 19.0% 0.38 1.38 1.40 -0.02 -1.6% 1 2 3
Keene 4 CHES-KEENEO3 F1 4,681 4,681 6,644  100.0% 1.00 20.0% 0.40 1.40 1.42 -0.02 -1.6% 1 2 3
Keene 5 CHES-KEENEO1 F1 4,791 4,791 6,644  100.0% 1.00 21.6% 0.43 1.43 1.46 -0.02 -1.6% 1 2 3
Marlborough CHES10 F3 2,063 6,256 6,788 33.0% 0.33 14.1% 0.28 0.61 0.63 -0.02 -2.4% 1 2 3
Marlow CHES09 F3 742 3,911 6,788 19.0% 0.19 1.6% 0.03 0.22 0.23 0.00 -2.0% 1 2 3
Nelson CHES10 F3 729 6,256 6,788 11.7% 0.12 5.0% 0.10 0.22 0.22 -0.01 -2.4% 1 2 3
Richmond CHES11 F2 1,155 5,696 6,685 20.3% 0.20 7.1% 0.14 0.34 0.35 -0.01 -1.7% 1 2 3
Rindge CHESO1 F2 6,014 6,014 6,685  100.0% 1.00 39.8% 0.80 1.80 1.83 -0.03 -1.7% 1 2 3
Roxbury CHES10 F3 229 6,256 6,788 3.7% 0.04 1.6% 0.03 0.07 0.07 0.00 -2.4% 1 2 3
Stoddard CHESO09 F3 1,232 3,911 6,788 31.5% 0.32 2.6% 0.05 0.37 0.37 -0.01 -2.0% 1 2 3
Sullivan CHES10 F3 677 6,256 6,788 10.8% 0.11 4.6% 0.09 0.20 0.21 0.00 -2.4% 1 2 3
Surry CHESO08 F3 732 3,419 6,788 21.4% 0.21 0.2% 0.00 0.22 0.22 0.00 -1.9% 1 2 3
Swanzey CHESO06 F3 7,230 7,230 6,788  100.0% 2.00 7.7% 0.15 2.15 2.20 -0.04 -1.9% 2 2 4
Troy CHES11 F2 2,145 5,696 6,685 37.7% 0.38 13.2% 0.26 0.64 0.65 -0.01 -1.7% 1 2 3
Walpole CHESO7 F3 3,734 3,734 6,788  100.0% 1.00 5.6% 0.11 1.11 1.13 -0.02 -2.0% 1 2 3
Westmoreland CHESO08 F3 1,874 3,419 6,788 54.8% 0.55 0.5% 0.01 0.56 0.57 -0.01 -1.9% 1 2 3
Winchester CHESO03 F2 4,341 4,341 6,685  100.0% 1.00 14.8% 0.30 1.30 1.32 -0.02 -1.8% 1 2 3



Coos County Districts Updated 12/12/2011
Weighted Floats Version

Summary Counts is where User can adjust value
Population 33,055 # of Members in Base Districts
Members 10.04 # of Members in Floterials 1
Rounded Members 10.00 # of Towns or Wards 43
State Ideal 3,291 # of Base Districts 7
Average Size 3,305.50 # of Floterials 1
Average Deviation 0.44%

Base District Summary and Floterial Assignment

Census Floterial
Assign Rounded Populatio Contributi %
Base District Floterial Members Members n on Deviation Towns
COOS-BERLIN N/A 3.04 3 10,051 135 -1.8% Berlin
CO0s01 F1 1.06 1 3,507 202 Lancaster
CO0s02 N/A 1.00 1 3,305 -1 -0.4% Colebrook, Stewartstown
CO0S03 F1 1.15 1 3,791 486 Columbia, Northumberland, Stratford
CO0S04 F1 1.12 1 3,703 398 Atkinson and Gilmanton Academy, Cambridge, Clarksville, Dixs, Dixville, Dummer, Errol, Ervings, Kilkenny, Milan,
Millsfield, Odell, Pittsburg, Second College, Stark, Success, Wentworth
CO0S05 N/A 0.99 1 3,285 -21 0.2% Dalton, Whitefield
COO0S06 F1 1.64 1 5,413 2,108 Beans Grant, Beans Purchase, Carroll, Chandlers, Crawfords, Cutts, Gorham, Greens, Hadleys, Jefferson, Low and
Burbanks, Martins, Pinkhams, Randolph, Sargents, Shelburne, Thompson and Meserves
Floterial Calculation
Floterial %
Floterial Members Population Deviation Deviation
F1 1 3,192 -114 -3.4%

Towns in Floterial Weights Calculation



ase

Town or Weighted

Weighted

Unweight Unweight

Census o Floterial Town or Total ed ed Unweight
o ) i District . Ward % of Members Members ) Deserved . %
Town Ward Base District Floterial Populatio . Populatio Ward % of Weighted Difference L Members Members ed Total
Populatio Base of Base . from # of Reps Deviation
. District District Floterial Floterial Members of Base of Members
District  Floterial

Atkin. & Gil. Academy C00s04 F1 0 3,703 3,192 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 1 2
Beans Grant CO0S06 F1 0 5,413 3,192 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 1 2
Beans Purchase CO0S06 F1 0 5,413 3,192 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 1 2
Berlin COOS-BERLIN  N/A 10,051 10,051 100.0% 3.00 0.00 3.00 3.05 -0.05 -1.8% 3 0 3
Cambridge C00s04 F1 8 3,703 3,192 0.2% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.1% 1 1 2
Carroll CO0S06 F1 763 5,413 3,192 14.1% 0.14 9.3% 0.09 0.23 0.23 0.00 0.9% 1 1 2
Chandlers CO0S06 F1 0 5,413 3,192 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 1 2
Clarksville C00s04 F1 265 3,703 3,192 7.2% 0.07 0.9% 0.01 0.08 0.08 0.00 -0.1% 1 1 2
Colebrook C00s02 N/A 2,301 3,305 69.6% 0.70 0.00 0.70 0.70 0.00 -0.4% 1 0 1
Columbia C00s03 F1 757 3,791 3,192 20.0% 0.20 3.0% 0.03 0.23 0.23 0.00 0.0% 1 1 2
Crawfords CO0S06 F1 0 5,413 3,192 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 1 2
Cutts CO0S06 F1 0 5,413 3,192 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 1 2
Dalton CO0S05 N/A 979 3,285 29.8% 0.30 0.00 0.30 0.30 0.00 0.2% 1 0 1
Dixs C00so04 F1 1 3,703 3,192 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.1% 1 1 2
Dixville C00so04 F1 12 3,703 3,192 0.3% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.1% 1 1 2
Dummer C00so04 F1 304 3,703 3,192 8.2% 0.08 1.0% 0.01 0.09 0.09 0.00 -0.1% 1 1 2
Errol C00so04 F1 291 3,703 3,192 7.9% 0.08 1.0% 0.01 0.09 0.09 0.00 -0.1% 1 1 2
Ervings C00so04 F1 0 3,703 3,192 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 1 2
Gorham CO0S06 F1 2,848 5,413 3,192 52.6% 0.53 34.7% 0.35 0.87 0.87 0.01 0.9% 1 1 2
Greens CO0S06 F1 1 5,413 3,192 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.9% 1 1 2
Hadleys CO0S06 F1 0 5,413 3,192 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 1 2
Jefferson CO0S06 F1 1,107 5,413 3,192 20.5% 0.20 13.5% 0.14 0.34 0.34 0.00 0.9% 1 1 2
Kilkenny C00s04 F1 0 3,703 3,192 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 1 2
Lancaster C00s01 F1 3,507 3,507 3,192  100.0% 1.00 6.3% 0.06 1.06 1.07 0.00 -0.2% 1 1 2
Low and Burbanks CO0S06 F1 0 5,413 3,192 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 1 2
Martins CO0S06 F1 0 5,413 3,192 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 1 2
Milan C00so04 F1 1,337 3,703 3,192 36.1% 0.36 4.5% 0.04 0.41 0.41 0.00 -0.1% 1 1 2
Millsfield C00so04 F1 23 3,703 3,192 0.6% 0.01 0.1% 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 -0.1% 1 1 2
Northumberland C00s03 F1 2,288 3,791 3,192 60.4% 0.60 9.2% 0.09 0.70 0.70 0.00 0.0% 1 1 2
Odell C00s04 F1 4 3,703 3,192 0.1% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.1% 1 1 2
Pinkhams CO0S06 F1 9 5,413 3,192 0.2% 0.00 0.1% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.9% 1 1 2
Pittsburg C00so04 F1 869 3,703 3,192 23.5% 0.23 2.9% 0.03 0.26 0.26 0.00 -0.1% 1 1 2
Randolph CO0S06 F1 310 5,413 3,192 5.7% 0.06 3.8% 0.04 0.10 0.09 0.00 0.9% 1 1 2
Sargents CO0S06 F1 3 5,413 3,192 0.1% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.9% 1 1 2
Second College C00s04 F1 0 3,703 3,192 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 1 2
Shelburne CO0S06 F1 372 5,413 3,192 6.9% 0.07 4.5% 0.05 0.11 0.11 0.00 0.9% 1 1 2
Stark C0O0so04 F1 556 3,703 3,192 15.0% 0.15 1.9% 0.02 0.17 0.17 0.00 -0.1% 1 1 2



Stewartstown
Stratford
Success
Thompson and Meserves
Wentworth
Whitefield

C00S02
CO0S03
CO0S04
CO0S06
CO0S04
COO0S05

N/A
F1
F1
F1
F1
N/A

1,004
746

33
2,306

3,305
3,791
3,703
5,413
3,703
3,285

3,192
3,192
3,192
3,192

30.4%
19.7%
0.0%
0.0%
0.9%
70.2%

0.30
0.20
0.00
0.00
0.01
0.70

3.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.1%

0.00
0.03
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.30
0.23
0.00
0.00
0.01
0.70

0.31
0.23
0.00
0.00
0.01
0.70

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

-0.4%
0.0%
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0.2%
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Summary

Grafton County Districts Updated 12/12/2011

Population
Members
Rounded Members
State Ideal
Average Size
Average Deviation

89,118
27.08
27.00
3,291

3,300.67
0.29%

Weighted Floats Version

Counts

# of Members in Base Districts
# of Members in Floterials

# of Towns or Wards

# of Base Districts

# of Floterials

Base District Summary and Floterial Assignment

22

42
19

is where User can adjust value

Census Floterial Floterial Calculation

Assign Rounded Populatio Contributi % Floterial %
Base District Floterial Members Members n on Deviation Towns Floterial Members Population Deviation Deviation
GRAFO01 F3 1.80 1 5,928 2,627 Littleton F1 1 3,249 -42 -1.3%
GRAF02 F4 1.42 1 4,697 1,396 Haverhill F2 1 3,248 -43 -1.3%
GRAF03 F5 1.01 1 3,333 32 Campton F3 1 3,320 29 0.9%
GRAF04 F5 2.12 2 6,990 389 Plymouth F4 1 3,374 83 2.5%
GRAF06 F2 1.39 1 4,582 1,281 Enfield F5 1 3,322 31 0.9%
GRAFO07 F2 1.18 1 3,909 608 Canaan
GRAF08 F1 1.34 1 4,427 1,126 Lebanon W1
GRAF09 F1 1.31 1 4,340 1,039 Lebanon W2
GRAF10 F1 1.33 1 4,384 1,083 Lebanon W3
GRAF11 F2 3.41 3 11,260 1,358 Hanover
GRAF12 F5 1.27 1 4,184 883 Ashland, Holderness
GRAF13 F5 1.25 1 4,137 836 Bridgewater, Bristol
GRAF14 N/A 0.99 1 3,284 -17 0.2% Alexandria, Grafton, Orange
GRAF15 F4 1.09 1 3,586 285 Groton, Hebron, Rumney, Wentworth
GRAF16 N/A 1.00 1 3,308 7 -0.5% Dorchester, Lyme, Orford
GRAF17 F3 1.21 1 3,993 692 Bath, Lisbon, Lyman, Monroe
GRAF18 F4 1.04 1 3,432 131 Benton, Piermont, Warren, Woodstock
GRAF19 F5 1.36 1 4,482 1,181 Ellsworth, Lincoln, Livermore, Thornton, Waterville Valley
GRAF20 F4 1.47 1 4,862 1,561 Bethlehem, Easton, Franconia, Landaff, Sugar Hill



Towns in Floterial Weights Calculation

Unweight Unweight

ase Town or Weighted Weighted ,
Census o Floterial Total ed ed Unweight
o ) ) District Ward % of Members Members ) Deserved _. %
Town Ward Base District  Floterial Populatio _ opulatio Ward % of Weighted Difference o Members Members ed Total
latio Base of Base ) from # of Reps Deviation
. n District District Floterial Floterial Members of Ba'se of | Members
District  Floterial

Alexandria GRAF14 N/A 1,613 3,284 49.1% 0.49 0.00 0.49 0.49 0.00 0.2% 1 0 1
Ashland GRAF12 F5 2,076 4,184 3,322 49.6% 0.50 13.2% 0.13 0.63 0.63 0.00 -0.4% 1 1 2
Bath GRAF17 F3 1,077 3,993 3,320 27.0% 0.27 5.6% 0.06 0.33 0.33 0.00 -0.4% 1 1 2
Benton GRAF18 F4 364 3,432 3,374 10.6% 0.11 0.4% 0.00 0.11 0.11 0.00 -0.4% 1 1 2
Bethlehem GRAF20 F4 2,526 4,862 3,374 52.0% 0.52 24.0% 0.24 0.76 0.77 -0.01 -1.0% 1 1 2
Bridgewater GRAF13 F5 1,083 4,137 3,322 26.2% 0.26 6.6% 0.07 0.33 0.33 0.00 -0.4% 1 1 2
Bristol GRAF13 F5 3,054 4,137 3,322 73.8% 0.74 18.6% 0.19 0.92 0.93 0.00 -0.4% 1 1 2
Campton GRAF03 F5 3,333 3,333 3,322  100.0% 1.00 1.0% 0.01 1.01 1.01 0.00 -0.3% 1 1 2
Canaan GRAF07 F2 3,909 3,909 3,248  100.0% 1.00 18.7% 0.19 1.19 1.19 0.00 0.0% 1 1 2
Dorchester GRAF16 N/A 355 3,308 10.7% 0.11 0.00 0.11 0.11 0.00 -0.5% 1 0 1
Easton GRAF20 F4 254 4,862 3,374 5.2% 0.05 2.4% 0.02 0.08 0.08 0.00 -1.0% 1 1 2
Ellsworth GRAF19 F5 83 4,482 3,322 1.9% 0.02 0.7% 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.00 -0.5% 1 1 2
Enfield GRAF06 F2 4,582 4,582 3,248  100.0% 1.00 39.5% 0.39 1.39 1.39 0.00 0.2% 1 1 2
Franconia GRAF20 F4 1,104 4,862 3,374 22.7% 0.23 10.5% 0.11 0.33 0.34 0.00 -1.0% 1 1 2
Grafton GRAF14 N/A 1,340 3,284 40.8% 0.41 0.00 0.41 0.41 0.00 0.2% 1 0 1
Groton GRAF15 F4 593 3,586 3,374 16.5% 0.17 1.4% 0.01 0.18 0.18 0.00 -0.5% 1 1 2
Hanover GRAF11 F2 11,260 11,260 3,248  100.0% 3.00 41.8% 0.42 342 3.42 0.00 -0.1% 3 1 4
Haverhill GRAF02 F4 4,697 4,697 3,374  100.0% 1.00 41.4% 0.41 1.41 1.43 -0.01 -0.9% 1 1 2
Hebron GRAF15 F4 602 3,586 3,374 16.8% 0.17 1.4% 0.01 0.18 0.18 0.00 -0.5% 1 1 2
Holderness GRAF12 F5 2,108 4,184 3,322 50.4% 0.50 13.4% 0.13 0.64 0.64 0.00 -0.4% 1 1 2
Landaff GRAF20 F4 415 4,862 3,374 8.5% 0.09 3.9% 0.04 0.12 0.13 0.00 -1.0% 1 1 2
Lebanon 1 GRAF08 F1 4,427 4,427 3,249  100.0% 1.00 34.7% 0.35 1.35 1.35 0.00 0.1% 1 1 2
Lebanon GRAF09 F1 4,340 4,340 3,249  100.0% 1.00 32.0% 0.32 1.32 1.32 0.00 0.1% 1 1 2
Lebanon 3 GRAF10 F1 4,384 4,384 3,249  100.0% 1.00 33.3% 0.33 1.33 1.33 0.00 0.1% 1 1 2
Lincoln GRAF19 F5 1,662 4,482 3,322 37.1% 0.37 13.2% 0.13 0.50 0.51 0.00 -0.5% 1 1 2
Lisbon GRAF17 F3 1,595 3,993 3,320 39.9% 0.40 8.3% 0.08 0.48 0.48 0.00 -0.4% 1 1 2
Littleton GRAF01 F3 5,928 5,928 3,320 100.0% 1.00 79.1% 0.79 1.79 1.80 -0.01 -0.5% 1 1 2
Livermore GRAF19 F5 0 4,482 3,322 0.0% 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 1 2
Lyman GRAF17 F3 533 3,993 3,320 13.3% 0.13 2.8% 0.03 0.16 0.16 0.00 -0.4% 1 1 2
Lyme GRAF16 N/A 1,716 3,308 51.9% 0.52 0.00 0.52 0.52 0.00 -0.5% 1 0 1
Monroe GRAF17 F3 788 3,993 3,320 19.7% 0.20 4.1% 0.04 0.24 0.24 0.00 -0.4% 1 1 2
Orange GRAF14 N/A 331 3,284 10.1% 0.10 0.00 0.10 0.10 0.00 0.2% 1 0 1
Orford GRAF16 N/A 1,237 3,308 37.4% 0.37 0.00 0.37 0.38 0.00 -0.5% 1 0 1
Piermont GRAF18 F4 790 3,432 3,374 23.0% 0.23 0.9% 0.01 0.24 0.24 0.00 -0.4% 1 1 2
Plymouth GRAF04 F5 6,990 6,990 3,322  100.0% 2.00 11.7% 0.12 2.12 2.12 -0.01 -0.3% 2 1 3
Rumney GRAF15 F4 1,480 3,586 3,374 41.3% 0.41 3.5% 0.03 0.45 0.45 0.00 -0.5% 1 1 2



Sugar Hill
Thornton
Warren
Waterville Valley
Wentworth
Woodstock

GRAF20
GRAF19
GRAF18
GRAF19
GRAF15
GRAF18

F4
FS
F4
FS
F4
F4

563
2,490
904
247
911
1,374

4,862
4,482
3,432
4,482
3,586
3,432

3,374
3,322
3,374
3,322
3,374
3,374

11.6%
55.6%
26.3%

5.5%
25.4%
40.0%

0.12
0.56
0.26
0.06
0.25
0.40

5.4%
19.8%
1.0%
2.0%
2.1%
1.6%

0.05
0.20
0.01
0.02
0.02
0.02

0.17
0.75
0.27
0.07
0.28
0.42

0.17
0.76
0.27
0.08
0.28
0.42

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

-1.0%
-0.5%
-0.4%
-0.5%
-0.5%
-0.4%
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Hillsborough County Districts Updated 12/12/2011
Weighted Floats Version

Summary Counts is where User can adjust value
Population 400,721 # of Members in Base Districts 97
Members 121.76 # of Members in Floterials 25 manual adjustment made
Rounded Members 122.00 # of Towns or Wards 50
State Ideal 3,291 # of Base Districts 42
Average Size 3,284.60 # of Floterials 9
Average Deviation -0.19%

Base District Summary and Floterial Assignment

Census  Floterial Floterial Calculation

Assign Rounded Populatio Contributi % Floterial %
Base District Floterial Members Members n on Deviation Towns Floterial Members Population Deviation Deviation
HILL-MANO1 F2 2.78 2 9,121 2,481 MANCHESTER W1 Total 25
HILL-MANO2 F2 2.81 2 9,219 2,579 MANCHESTER W2 F1 8 26,952 624 2.4%
HILL-MANO3 F3 2.77 2 9,113 2,473 MANCHESTER W3 F2 3 10,144 290 2.9%
HILL-MANO4 F2 2.78 2 9,115 2,475 MANCHESTER W4 F3 3 9,557 -297 -3.0%
HILL-MANO5 F2 2.82 2 9,250 2,610 MANCHESTER W5 F4 3 10,181 327 3.3%
HILL-MANO6 F4 2.82 2 9,260 2,620 MANCHESTER W6 F5 1 3,177 -108 -3.3%
HILL-MANO7 F4 2.79 2 9,178 2,538 MANCHESTER W7 F6 2 6,572 3 0.0%
HILL-MANO8 F4 2.78 2 9,135 2,495 MANCHESTER W8 F7 1 3,182 -103 -3.1%
HILL-MANO9 F4 2.79 2 9,169 2,529 MANCHESTER W9 F8 1 3,217 -68 -2.1%
HILL-MAN10 F3 2.74 2 9,012 2,372 MANCHESTER W10 F9 3 9,874 21 0.2%
HILL-MAN11 F3 2.74 2 8,991 2,351 MANCHESTER W11 F10 0 0 0
HILL-MAN12 F3 2.74 2 9,002 2,362 MANCHESTER W12 F11 0 0 0
HILL-NASHO1 N/A 2.98 3 9,773 163 -1.0% NASHUA W1 F12 0 0 0
HILL-NASHO2 F1 2.89 2 9,477 3,070 NASHUA W2 F13 0 0 0
HILL-NASHO3 F1 2.88 2 9,448 3,041 NASHUA W3 F14 0 0 0
HILL-NASHO04 N/A 2.96 3 9,718 108 -1.6% NASHUA W4 F15 0 0 0
HILL-NASHO5 F1 2.92 2 9,605 3,198 NASHUA W5 F16 0 0 0
HILL-NASHO06 F1 2.93 2 9,614 3,207 NASHUA W6 F17 0 0 0
HILL-NASHO7 F1 2.93 2 9,637 3,230 NASHUA W7 F18 0 0 0
HILL-NASHO08 F1 2.94 2 9,661 3,254 NASHUA W8 F19 0 0 0
HILL-NASHO9 F1 291 2 9,561 3,154 NASHUA W9 F20 0 0 0
HILLO1 F5 2.52 2 8,271 1,702 Litchfield F21 0 0 0
HILLO2 F1 2.34 2 7,684 1,115 Hollis F22 0 0 0
HILLO3 F6 7.76 7 25,494 2,502 Merrimack
HILLO4 F6 3.41 3 11,201 1,347 Ambherst
HILLO5 F1 1.52 1 4,991 1,706 Brookline



HILLO6
HILLO7
HILLO8
HILLO9
HILL10
HILL11
HILL12
HILL13
HILL14
HILL15
HILL16
HILL17
HILL18
HILL19
HILLS-HUDSON
HILLS-PELHAM

F1
F6
F6
F9
F9
F8
F8
F7
F9
F8
F8
F7
F9
F9
F5
N/A

4.60
6.46
5.37
2.67
1.62
1.12
1.55
191
1.83
1.06
1.25
1.06
1.06
1.82
7.45
3.93
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15,115
21,203
17,651
8,785
5,321
3,677
5,099
6,284
6,011
3,487
4,092
3,467
3,474
5,991
24,467
12,897

1,977
1,495
1,228
2,216
2,036
392
1,814
2,999
2,726
202
807
182
189
2,706
1,475
241

-2.0%

Milford

Bedford

Goffstown

Weare

New Boston

Wilton

New Ipswich

Peterborough

Hillsborough

Greenville, Mason
Lyndeborough, Mont Vernon
Greenfield, Sharon, Temple
Deering, Francestown
Antrim, Bennington, Hancock, Windsor
Hudson

Pelham



Towns in Floterial Weights Calculation

Unweight Unweight

ase ) Town or Weighted Weighted )
Census o Floterial Town or Total ed ed Unweight
o ) ) District - Ward % of Members Members ) Deserved . %
Town Ward  Base District Floterial Populatio . Populatio Ward % of Weighted Difference o Members Members ed Total
ulati Base of Base ) from # of Reps Deviation
o o Floterial _ Members of Base of Members
n District District Floterial o )
District  Floterial
Ambherst HILLO4 F6 11,201 11,201 6,572  100.0% 3.00 20.5% 0.41 341 3.40 0.01 0.2% 3 2 5
Antrim HILL19 F9 2,637 5,991 9,874 44.0% 0.44 12.1% 0.36 0.80 0.80 0.00 0.1% 1 3 4
Bedford HILLO7 F6 21,203 21,203 6,572  100.0% 6.00 22.8% 0.46 6.46 6.44 0.01 0.2% 6 2 8
Bennington HILL19 F9 1,476 5,991 9,874 24.6% 0.25 6.8% 0.20 0.45 0.45 0.00 0.1% 1 3 4
Brookline HILLOS F1 4,991 4,991 26,952  100.0% 1.00 6.3% 0.51 1.51 1.52 -0.01 -0.7% 1 8 9
Deering HILL18 F9 1,912 3,474 9,874 55.0% 0.55 1.1% 0.03 0.58 0.58 0.00 0.2% 1 3 4
Francestown HILL18 F9 1,562 3,474 9,874 45.0% 0.45 0.9% 0.03 0.48 0.47 0.00 0.2% 1 3 4
Goffstown HILLO8 F6 17,651 17,651 6,572  100.0% 5.00 18.7% 0.37 5.37 5.36 0.01 0.2% 5 2 7
Greenfield HILL17 F7 1,749 3,467 3,182 50.4% 0.50 2.9% 0.03 0.53 0.53 0.00 0.4% 1 1 2
Greenville HILL15 F8 2,105 3,487 3,217 60.4% 0.60 3.8% 0.04 0.64 0.64 0.00 0.3% 1 1 2
Hancock HILL19 F9 1,654 5,991 9,874 27.6% 0.28 7.6% 0.23 0.50 0.50 0.00 0.1% 1 3 4
Hillsborough HILL14 F9 6,011 6,011 9,874  100.0% 1.00 27.6% 0.83 1.83 1.83 0.00 0.1% 1 3 4
Hollis HILLO2 F1 7,684 7,684 26,952  100.0% 2.00 4.1% 0.33 2.33 2.33 0.00 -0.2% 2 8 10
Hudson HILLS-HUDSON F5 24,467 24,467 3,177  100.0% 7.00 46.4% 0.46 7.46 7.43 0.03 0.4% 7 1 8
Litchfield HILLO1 F5 8,271 8,271 3,177  100.0% 2.00 53.6% 0.54 2.54 2.51 0.02 0.9% 2 1 3
Lyndeborough HILL16 F8 1,683 4,092 3,217 41.1% 0.41 10.3% 0.10 0.51 0.51 0.00 0.6% 1 1 2
MANCHESTER 1  HILL-MANO1 F2 9,121 9,121 10,144  100.0% 2.00 24.5% 0.73 2.73 2.77 -0.04 -1.4% 2 3 5
MANCHESTER 2 HILL-MANO2 F2 9,219 9,219 10,144  100.0% 2.00 25.4% 0.76 2.76 2.80 -0.04 -1.4% 2 3 5
MANCHESTER 3 HILL-MANO3 F3 9,113 9,113 9,557  100.0% 2.00 25.9% 0.78 2.78 2.77 0.01 0.3% 2 3 5
MANCHESTER 4  HILL-MANO4 F2 9,115 9,115 10,144  100.0% 2.00 24.4% 0.73 2.73 2.77 -0.04 -1.4% 2 3 5
MANCHESTER 5 HILL-MANO5 F2 9,250 9,250 10,144  100.0% 2.00 25.7% 0.77 2.77 2.81 -0.04 -1.4% 2 3 5
MANCHESTER 6 HILL-MANO6 F4 10,188 9,260 10,181 110.0% 2.20 28.3% 0.85 3.05 3.10 -0.05 -1.5% 2 3 5
MANCHESTER 7  HILL-MANO7 F4 9,178 9,178 10,181  100.0% 2.00 24.9% 0.75 2.75 2.79 -0.04 -1.5% 2 3 5
MANCHESTER 8 HILL-MANOS8 F4 9,135 9,135 10,181  100.0% 2.00 24.5% 0.74 2.74 2.78 -0.04 -1.5% 2 3 5
MANCHESTER 9 HILL-MANO9 F4 9,169 9,169 10,181  100.0% 2.00 24.8% 0.75 2.75 2.79 -0.04 -1.5% 2 3 5
MANCHESTER 10 HILL-MAN10 F3 9,012 9,012 9,557  100.0% 2.00 24.8% 0.74 2.74 2.74 0.01 0.2% 2 3 5
MANCHESTER 11 HILL-MAN11 F3 8,991 8,991 9,557 100.0% 2.00 24.6% 0.74 2.74 2.73 0.01 0.2% 2 3 5
MANCHESTER 12 HILL-MAN12 F3 9,002 9,002 9,557  100.0% 2.00 24.7% 0.74 2.74 2.74 0.01 0.2% 2 3 5
Mason HILL15 F8 1,382 3,487 3,217 39.6% 0.40 2.5% 0.02 0.42 0.42 0.00 0.3% 1 1 2
Merrimack HILLO3 F6 25,494 25,494 6,572  100.0% 7.00 38.1% 0.76 7.76 7.75 0.01 0.2% 7 2 9
Milford HILLO6 F1 15,115 15,115 26,952  100.0% 4.00 7.3% 0.59 4.59 4.59 -0.01 -0.1% 4 8 12
Mont Vernon HILL16 F8 2,409 4,092 3,217 58.9% 0.59 14.8% 0.15 0.74 0.73 0.00 0.6% 1 1 2
NASHUA 1  HILL-NASHO1 N/A 9,773 9,773 100.0% 3.00 0.00 3.00 2.97 0.03 1.0% 3 3
NASHUA 2 HILL-NASHO2 F1 9,477 9,477 26,952  100.0% 2.00 11.4% 0.91 291 2.88 0.03 1.1% 2 8 10
NASHUA 3 HILL-NASHO3 F1 9,448 9,448 26,952  100.0% 2.00 11.3% 0.90 2.90 2.87 0.03 1.1% 2 8 10



NASHUA
NASHUA
NASHUA
NASHUA
NASHUA
NASHUA
New Boston
New Ipswich
Pelham
Peterborough
Sharon
Temple
Weare
Wilton
Windsor
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HILL-NASHO4
HILL-NASHO5
HILL-NASHO6
HILL-NASHO7
HILL-NASHO8
HILL-NASHO09
HILL10
HILL12
HILLS-PELHAM
HILL13
HILL17
HILL17
HILLOS
HILL11
HILL19

N/A
F1
F1
F1
F1
F1

F8
N/A
F7
F7
F7
F9
F8
F9

9,718
9,605
9,614
9,637
9,661
9,561
5,321
5,099

12,897

6,284
352
1,366
8,785
3,677
224

9,718
9,605
9,614
9,637
9,661
9,561
5,321
5,099
12,897
6,284
3,467
3,467
8,785
3,677
5,991

26,952
26,952
26,952
26,952
26,952

9,874

3,217

3,182
3,182
3,182
9,874
3,217
9,874

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
10.2%
39.4%
100.0%
100.0%
3.7%

3.00
2.00
2.00
2.00
2.00
2.00
1.00
1.00
4.00
1.00
0.10
0.39
2.00
1.00
0.04

11.9%
11.9%
12.0%
12.1%
11.7%
20.6%
56.4%

94.3%
0.6%
2.3%

22.4%

12.2%
1.0%

0.00
0.95
0.95
0.96
0.97
0.94
0.62
0.56
0.00
0.94
0.01
0.02
0.67
0.12
0.03

3.00
2.95
2.95
2.96
2.97
2.94
1.62
1.56
4.00
1.94
0.11
0.42
2.67
1.12
0.07

2.95
2.92
2.92
293
2.94
291
1.62
1.55
3.92
191
0.11
0.42
2.67
1.12
0.07

0.05
0.03
0.03
0.03
0.03
0.03
0.00
0.01
0.08
0.03
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

1.6%
1.1%
1.0%
1.0%
1.0%
1.1%
0.1%
0.9%
2.1%
1.7%
0.4%
0.4%
0.1%
0.4%
0.1%
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Merrimack County Districts Updated 12/12/2011
Weighted Floats Version

Summary Counts
Population 146,445 # of Members in Base Districts 36
Members 44.50 # of Members in Floterials 9
Rounded Members 45.00 # of Towns or Wards 36
State Ideal 3,291 # of Base Districts 26
Average Size 3,254.33 # of Floterials 5
Average Deviation -1.11%

Base District Summary and Floterial Assignment

is where User can adjust value

Census Floterial Floterial Calculation

Assign Rounded Populatio Contributi % Floterial %
Base District Floterial Members Members n on Deviation Towns Floterial Members Population Deviation Deviation
MERR-CONCO1 F1 1.37 1 4,465 1,211 CONCORD W1 Total 9
MERR-CONC02 F1 1.35 1 4,381 1,127 CONCORD W2 F1 1 3,411 120 3.6%
MERR-CONCO3 F1 1.33 1 4,328 1,074 CONCORD W3 F2 2 6,741 159 2.4%
MERR-CONC04 F2 1.27 1 4,137 883 CONCORD W4 F3 2 6,549 -33 -0.5%
MERR-CONCO5 F2 1.25 1 4,077 823 CONCORD W5 F4 2 6,275 -307 -4.7%
MERR-CONC0O6 F2 1.28 1 4,165 911 CONCORD W6 F5 2 6,314 -268 -4.1%
MERR-CONCO7 F2 1.31 1 4,251 997 CONCORD W7 F6 0 0 0
MERR-CONC0O8 F2 1.27 1 4,141 887 CONCORD W8 F7 0 0 0
MERR-CONC09 F2 1.33 1 4,342 1,088 CONCORD W9 F8 0 0 0
MERR-CONC10 F2 1.35 1 4,408 1,154 CONCORD W10 F9 0 0 0
MERR-FRANK F3 2.60 2 8,477 1,968 Franklin
MERRO1 F4 4,13 4 13,451 434 Hooksett
MERRO2 F4 1.33 1 4,322 1,068 Allenstown
MERRO3 F4 2.18 2 7,089 580 Chichester, Epsom
MERRO4 F4 1.26 1 4,106 852 Pittsfield
MERRO5 F4 2.19 2 7,115 606 Pembroke
MERRO6 F5 3.16 3 10,277 514 Bow, Dunbarton
MERRO7 F4 1.63 1 5,317 2,063 Loudon
MERRO8 F5 1.72 1 5,589 2,335 Hopkinton
MERRO9 F5 1.49 1 4,836 1,582 Henniker
MERR10 F3 1.22 1 3,965 711 Boscawen
MERR11 F4 2.21 2 7,181 672 Canterbury, Northfield
MERR12 F3 1.35 1 4,397 1,143 New London
MERR13 F3 1.11 1 3,611 357 Danbury, Hill, Wilmot
MERR14 F5 2.58 2 8,392 1,883 Bradford, Newbury, Sutton, Warner
MERR15 F3 1.73 1 5,625 2,371 Andover, Salisbury, Webster



Base

Towns in Floterial Weights Calculation

Town or Weighted

Weighted

Unweight Unweight

Census o Floterial Town or Total ed ed Unweight
o ) ) District ~ Ward % of Members Members ) Deserved _. %
Town Ward Base District Floterial Populatio . Populatio Ward % of Weighted Difference o Members Members ed Total
Populatio Base of Base . from # of Reps Deviation
o o Floterial _ Members of Base of Members
n District District Floterial o )
District  Floterial

Allenstown MERR02 F4 4,322 4,322 6,275  100.0% 1.00 17.0% 0.34 1.34 1.31 0.03 2.1% 1 2 3
Andover MERR15 F3 2,371 5,625 6,549 42.2% 0.42 36.2% 0.31 0.73 0.72 0.01 0.9% 1 2 3
Boscawen MERR10 F3 3,965 3,965 6,549  100.0% 1.00 10.9% 0.22 1.22 1.20 0.01 1.0% 1 2 3
Bow MERRO6 F5 7,519 10,277 6,314 73.2% 2.19 8.1% 0.12 231 2.28 0.03 1.3% 3 2 5
Bradford MERR14 F5 1,650 8,392 6,314 19.7% 0.39 29.8% 0.12 0.51 0.50 0.01 1.8% 2 2 4
Canterbury MERR11 F4 2,352 7,181 6,275 32.8% 0.66 10.7% 0.07 0.73 0.71 0.01 1.5% 2 2 4
Chichester MERRO3 F4 2,523 7,089 6,275 35.6% 0.71 9.2% 0.07 0.78 0.77 0.01 1.4% 2 2 4
CONCORD 1 MERR-CONCO1 F1 4,465 4,465 3,411 100.0% 1.00 35.5% 0.35 1.35 1.36 0.00 -0.1% 1 1 2
CONCORD 2 MERR-CONC02 F1 4,381 4,381 3,411  100.0% 1.00 33.0% 0.33 1.33 1.33 0.00 -0.1% 1 1 2
CONCORD 3 MERR-CONC03 F1 4,328 4,328 3,411 100.0% 1.00 31.5% 0.31 1.31 1.32 0.00 0.0% 1 1 2
CONCORD 4 MERR-CONC04 F2 4,137 4,137 6,741  100.0% 1.00 13.1% 0.26 1.26 1.26 0.00 0.4% 1 2 3
CONCORD 5 MERR-CONC0O5 F2 4,077 4,077 6,741  100.0% 1.00 12.2% 0.24 1.24 1.24 0.01 0.4% 1 2 3
CONCORD 6 MERR-CONC06 F2 4,165 4,165 6,741  100.0% 1.00 13.5% 0.27 1.27 1.27 0.00 0.4% 1 2 3
CONCORD 7 MERR-CONC0O7 F2 4,251 4,251 6,741  100.0% 1.00 14.8% 0.30 1.30 1.29 0.00 0.3% 1 2 3
CONCORD 8 MERR-CONC08 F2 4,141 4,141 6,741  100.0% 1.00 13.2% 0.26 1.26 1.26 0.00 0.4% 1 2 3
CONCORD 9 MERR-CONC09 F2 4,342 4,342 6,741  100.0% 1.00 16.1% 0.32 1.32 1.32 0.00 0.3% 1 2 3
CONCORD 10 MERR-CONC10 F2 4,408 4,408 6,741  100.0% 1.00 17.1% 0.34 1.34 1.34 0.00 0.2% 1 2 3
Danbury MERR13 F3 1,164 3,611 6,549 32.2% 0.32 5.4% 0.04 0.36 0.35 0.00 1.1% 1 2 3
Dunbarton MERRO6 F5 2,758 10,277 6,314 26.8% 0.81 8.1% 0.04 0.85 0.84 0.01 1.3% 3 2 5
Epsom MERRO3 F4 4,566 7,089 6,275 64.4% 1.29 9.2% 0.12 1.41 1.39 0.02 1.4% 2 2 4
Franklin MERR-FRANK  F3 8,477 8,477 6,549  100.0% 2.00 30.1% 0.60 2.60 2.58 0.03 1.0% 2 2 4
Henniker MERRO9 F5 4,836 4,836 6,314  100.0% 1.00 25.1% 0.50 1.50 1.47 0.03 2.1% 1 2 3
Hill MERR13 F3 1,089 3,611 6,549 30.2% 0.30 5.4% 0.03 0.33 0.33 0.00 1.1% 1 2 3
Hooksett MERRO1 F4 13,451 13,451 6,275  100.0% 4.00 6.9% 0.14 4.14 4.09 0.05 1.2% 4 2 6
Hopkinton MERRO08 F5 5,589 5,589 6,314  100.0% 1.00 37.0% 0.74 1.74 1.70 0.04 2.4% 1 2 3
Loudon MERRO7 F4 5,317 5,317 6,275  100.0% 1.00 32.9% 0.66 1.66 1.62 0.04 2.6% 1 2 3
New London MERR12 F3 4,397 4,397 6,549  100.0% 1.00 17.4% 0.35 1.35 1.34 0.01 1.0% 1 2 3
Newbury MERR14 F5 2,072 8,392 6,314 24.7% 0.49 29.8% 0.15 0.64 0.63 0.01 1.8% 2 2 4
Northfield MERR11 F4 4,829 7,181 6,275 67.2% 1.34 10.7% 0.14 1.49 1.47 0.02 1.5% 2 2 4
Pembroke MERRO5 F4 7,115 7,115 6,275  100.0% 2.00 9.7% 0.19 2.19 2.16 0.03 1.4% 2 2 4
Pittsfield MERRO4 F4 4,106 4,106 6,275  100.0% 1.00 13.6% 0.27 1.27 1.25 0.02 1.9% 1 2 3
Salisbury MERR15 F3 1,382 5,625 6,549 24.6% 0.25 36.2% 0.18 0.42 0.42 0.00 0.9% 1 2 3
Sutton MERR14 F5 1,837 8,392 6,314 21.9% 0.44 29.8% 0.13 0.57 0.56 0.01 1.8% 2 2 4
Warner MERR14 F5 2,833 8,392 6,314 33.8% 0.68 29.8% 0.20 0.88 0.86 0.02 1.8% 2 2 4
Webster MERR15 F3 1,872 5,625 6,549 33.3% 0.33 36.2% 0.24 0.57 0.57 0.00 0.9% 1 2 3



Wilmot MERR13 F3 1,358 3,611 6,549 37.6% 0.38 5.4% 0.04 0.42 0.41 0.00 1.1%



Rockingham County Districts Updated 12/12/2011
Weighted Floats Version

Summary Counts is where User can adjust value
Population 295,677 # of Members in Base Districts 74
Members 89.84 # of Members in Floterials 16 manual adjustment made
Rounded Members 90.00 # of Towns or Wards 44
State Ideal 3,291 # of Base Districts 38
Average Size 3,285.30 # of Floterials 8
Average Deviation -0.17%
Base District Summary and Floterial Assignment Floterial Calculation
Census Floterial
Assign Rounded Populatio Contributi % Floterial
Base District Floterial Members Members n on Deviation Towns Floterial Members Population Deviation % Deviation
ROCKO1 F8 7.34 7 24,129 1,132 Londonderry Total 16
ROCK02 F6 8.76 8 28,776 2,494 Salem F1 3 9,820 -36 -0.4%
ROCKO3 F8 4.14 4 13,592 451 Windham F2 2 6,689 119 1.8%
ROCKO4 F6 2.05 2 6,751 180 Atkinson F3 3 9,835 -21 -0.2%
ROCKO5 F6 2.32 2 7,609 1,038 Plaistow F4 1 3,450 165 5.0%
ROCKO6 F6 2.59 2 8,523 1,952 Hampstead F5 1 3,386 101 3.1%
ROCKO7 F2 1.40 1 4,603 1,318 Newton F6 3 9,467 -389 -3.9%
ROCKO8 F3 1.83 1 6,025 2,740 Kingston F7 2 6,827 256 3.9%
ROCKO09 F6 1.34 1 4,387 1,102 Danville F8 1 3,250 -35 -1.1%
ROCK10 F6 1.82 1 5,986 2,701 Sandown F9 0 0 0
ROCK11 F5 1.45 1 4,768 1,483 Chester F10 0 0 0
ROCK12 F8 1.51 1 4,953 1,668 Auburn F11 0 0 0
ROCK13 F5 1.19 1 3,909 624 Candia F12 0 0 0
ROCK14 F4 1.30 1 4,280 995 Deerfield F13 0 0 0
ROCK15 F4 1.29 1 4,241 956 Northwood F14 0 0 0
ROCK16 F4 1.46 1 4,785 1,500 Nottingham F15 0 0 0
ROCK17 F5 3.09 3 10,138 282 Raymond F16 0 0 0
ROCK18 N/A 1.95 2 6,411 -160 -2.6% Epping
ROCK19 F5 1.30 1 4,283 998 Fremont
ROCK20 F3 1.37 1 4,486 1,201 Brentwood
ROCK21 F3 2.72 2 8,936 2,365 Newmarket
ROCK22 F3 4.35 4 14,306 1,165 Exeter
ROCK23 F2 2.65 2 8,693 2,122 Seabrook
ROCK24 F2 4.70 4 15,430 2,289 Hampton
ROCK25 F1 1.31 1 4,301 1,016 North Hampton
ROCK26 F3 2.72 2 8,935 2,364 Newfields, Stratham



ROCK27

ROCK28

ROCK29

ROCKDERRO1
ROCKDERRO2
ROCKDERRO3
ROCKDERRO4
ROCKPORTO1
ROCKPORTO02
ROCKPORTO3
ROCKPORTO4
ROCKPORTO5

F1
F1
F2
F7
F7
F7
F7
F1
F1
F1
F1
F1

131
191
2.29
2.51
2.49
2.55
2.53
1.40
1.42
1.42
1.39
1.37
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4,302
6,266
7,531
8,240
8,168
8,380
8,321
4,257
4,321
4,296
4,214
4,145

1,017
2,981
960
1,669
1,597
1,809
1,750
972
1,036
1,011
929
860

Greenland, Newington
New Castle, Rye

East Kingston, Hampton Falls, Kensington, South Hampton
DERRY W1

DERRY W2

DERRY W3

DERRY W4
PORTSMOUTH W1
PORTSMOUTH W2
PORTSMOUTH W3
PORTSMOUTH W4
PORTSMOUTH W5



Towns in Floterial Weights Calculation

Unweight Unweight

ase ) Town or Weighted Weighted )
Census o Floterial Town or Total ed ed Unweight
o ) ) District ~ Ward % of Members Members ) Deserved _. %
Town Ward Base District Floterial Populatio . Populatio Ward % of Weighted Difference L Members Members ed Total
Populatio Base of Base ) from # of Reps Deviation
o o Floterial ) Members of Base of Members
n District District Floterial o )
District  Floterial

Atkinson ROCK04 F6 6,751 6,751 9,467 100.0% 2.00 1.9% 0.06 2.06 2.05 0.01 0.3% 2 3 5
Auburn ROCK12 F8 4,953 4,953 3,250  100.0% 1.00 51.3% 0.51 1.51 1.51 0.01 0.5% 1 1 2
Brentwood ROCK20 F3 4,486 4,486 9,835 100.0% 1.00 12.2% 0.37 1.37 1.36 0.00 0.2% 1 3 4
Candia ROCK13 F5 3,909 3,909 3,386  100.0% 1.00 18.4% 0.18 1.18 1.19 0.00 -0.3% 1 1 2
Chester ROCK11 F5 4,768 4,768 3,386  100.0% 1.00 43.8% 0.44 1.44 1.45 -0.01 -0.8% 1 1 2
Danville ROCK09 F6 4,387 4,387 9,467 100.0% 1.00 11.6% 0.35 1.35 1.33 0.02 1.2% 1 3 4
Deerfield ROCK14 F4 4,280 4,280 3,450 100.0% 1.00 28.8% 0.29 1.29 1.30 -0.01 -0.9% 1 1 2
DERRY 1 ROCKDERRO1  F7 8,240 8,240 6,827  100.0% 2.00 24.5% 0.49 2.49 2.50 -0.01 -0.6% 2 2 4
DERRY 2 ROCKDERRO2  F7 8,168 8,168 6,827  100.0% 2.00 23.4% 0.47 247 2.48 -0.01 -0.6% 2 2 4
DERRY 3 ROCKDERRO3  F7 8,380 8,380 6,827  100.0% 2.00 26.5% 0.53 2.53 2.55 -0.02 -0.6% 2 2 4
DERRY 4 ROCKDERRO4  F7 8,321 8,321 6,827  100.0% 2.00 25.6% 0.51 2,51 2.53 -0.02 -0.6% 2 2 4
East Kingston ROCK29 F2 2,357 7,531 6,689 31.3% 0.63 4.5% 0.09 0.72 0.72 0.00 -0.1% 2 2 4
Epping ROCK18 N/A 6,411 6,411 100.0% 2.00 0.00 2.00 1.95 0.05 2.7% 2 0 2
Exeter ROCK22 F3 14,306 14,306 9,835 100.0% 4.00 11.8% 0.36 4.36 4.35 0.01 0.2% 4 3 7
Fremont ROCK19 F5 4,283 4,283 3,386  100.0% 1.00 29.5% 0.29 1.29 1.30 -0.01 -0.5% 1 1 2
Greenland ROCK27 F1 3,549 4,302 9,820 82.5% 0.82 8.5% 0.26 1.08 1.08 0.00 0.3% 1 3 4
Hampstead ROCK06 F6 8,523 8,523 9,467 100.0% 2.00 20.6% 0.62 2.62 2.59 0.03 1.1% 2 3 5
Hampton ROCK24 F2 15,430 15,430 6,689  100.0% 4.00 34.2% 0.68 4.68 4.69 0.00 -0.1% 4 2 6
Hampton Falls ROCK29 F2 2,236 7,531 6,689 29.7% 0.59 4.3% 0.09 0.68 0.68 0.00 -0.1% 2 2 4
Kensington ROCK29 F2 2,124 7,531 6,689 28.2% 0.56 4.0% 0.08 0.65 0.65 0.00 -0.1% 2 2 4
Kingston ROCK08 F3 6,025 6,025 9,835 100.0% 1.00 27.9% 0.84 1.84 1.83 0.00 0.3% 1 3 4
Londonderry ROCKO1 F8 24,129 24,129 3,250  100.0% 7.00 34.8% 0.35 7.35 7.33 0.02 0.2% 7 1 8
New Castle ROCK28 F1 968 6,266 9,820 15.4% 0.15 4.7% 0.14 0.30 0.29 0.00 0.3% 1 3 4
Newfields ROCK26 F3 1,680 8,935 9,835 18.8% 0.38 4.5% 0.14 0.51 0.51 0.00 0.2% 2 3 5
Newington ROCK27 F1 753 4,302 9,820 17.5% 0.18 1.8% 0.05 0.23 0.23 0.00 0.3% 1 3 4
Newmarket ROCK21 F3 8,936 8,936 9,835 100.0% 2.00 24.1% 0.72 2.72 2.72 0.01 0.2% 2 3 5
Newton ROCK07 F2 4,603 4,603 6,689  100.0% 1.00 19.7% 0.39 1.39 1.40 0.00 -0.3% 1 2 3
North Hampton ROCK25 F1 4,301 4,301 9,820 100.0% 1.00 10.3% 0.31 1.31 1.31 0.00 0.3% 1 3 4
Northwood ROCK15 F4 4,241 4,241 3,450 100.0% 1.00 27.7% 0.28 1.28 1.29 -0.01 -0.9% 1 1 2
Nottingham ROCK16 F4 4,785 4,785 3,450 100.0% 1.00 43.5% 0.43 1.43 1.45 -0.02 -1.3% 1 1 2
Plaistow ROCKO05 F6 7,609 7,609 9,467 100.0% 2.00 11.0% 0.33 2.33 2.31 0.02 0.7% 2 3 5
PORTSMOUTH 1 ROCKPORTO1 F1 4,257 4,257 9,820 100.0% 1.00 9.9% 0.30 1.30 1.29 0.00 0.3% 1 3 4
PORTSMOUTH 2 ROCKPORT02 F1 4,321 4,321 9,820 100.0% 1.00 10.5% 0.32 1.32 1.31 0.00 0.3% 1 3 4
PORTSMOUTH 3 ROCKPORTO03 F1 4,296 4,296 9,820 100.0% 1.00 10.3% 0.31 1.31 1.31 0.00 0.3% 1 3 4
PORTSMOUTH 4 ROCKPORT04 F1 4,214 4,214 9,820 100.0% 1.00 9.5% 0.28 1.28 1.28 0.00 0.3% 1 3 4



PORTSMOUTH
Raymond
Rye
Salem
Sandown
Seabrook
South Hampton
Stratham
Windham

ROCKPORTO5
ROCK17
ROCK28
ROCKO02
ROCK10
ROCK23
ROCK29
ROCK26
ROCKO03

F1
F5
F1
F6
F6
F2
F2
F3
F8

4,145
10,138
5,298
28,776
5,986
8,693
814
7,255
13,592

4,145
10,138
6,266
28,776
5,986
8,693
7,531
8,935
13,592

9,820
3,386
9,820
9,467
9,467
6,689
6,689
9,835
3,250

100.0%
100.0%
84.6%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
10.8%
81.2%
100.0%

1.00
3.00
0.85
8.00
1.00
2.00
0.22
1.62
4.00

8.8%
8.3%
25.7%
26.3%
28.5%
31.7%
1.6%
19.5%
13.9%

0.26
0.08
0.77
0.79
0.86
0.63
0.03
0.59
0.14

1.26
3.08
1.62
8.79
1.86
2.63
0.25
221
4.14

1.26
3.08
1.61
8.74
1.82
2.64
0.25
2.20
4.13

0.00
0.00
0.01
0.05
0.04
-0.01
0.00
0.01
0.01

0.3%
0.1%
0.3%
0.5%
2.0%
-0.3%
-0.1%
0.2%
0.2%
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Summary

Strafford County Districts Updated 12/12/2011

Population
Members
Rounded Members
State Ideal
Average Size
Average Deviation

123,143
37.42
37.00
3,291

3,328.19
1.13%

Weighted Floats Version

Counts

# of Members in Base Districts

# of Members in Floterials

# of Towns or Wards

# of Base Districts

# of Floterials

Base District Summary and Floterial Assignment

29

23
20

Census Floterial

Assign Rounded Populatio Contributi %
Base District Floterial Members Members n on Deviation Towns
STRAO1 F2 1.38 1 4,598 1,270 Milton
STRAO2 F2 2.04 2 6,786 130 Farmington
STRAO3 F2 1.20 1 3,991 663 Strafford
STRAO4 F1 3.11 3 10,347 362 Barrington, Madbury
STRAOQS F2 1.33 1 4,421 1,093 Middleton, New Durham
STRAO6 F1 4.40 4 14,638 1,325 Durham
STRAO7 F1 1.30 1 4,330 1,002 Lee
STRAO8 F1 4.29 4 14,293 980 Rollinsford, Somersworth
STRADOVEO1 F1 1.50 1 4,991 1,663 Dover W1
STRADOVEQ2 F1 1.52 1 5,074 1,746 Dover W2
STRADOVEQ3 F1 1.51 1 5,028 1,700 Dover W3
STRADOVEO4 F1 1.54 1 5,134 1,806 Dover W4
STRADOVEQ5S F1 1.43 1 4,773 1,445 Dover W5
STRADOVEOQ6 F1 1.50 1 4,987 1,659 Dover W6
STRAROCHO1 F3 1.50 1 4,995 1,667 ROCHESTER W1
STRAROCHO02 F3 1.51 1 5,030 1,702 ROCHESTER W2
STRAROCHO3 F3 1.48 1 4,911 1,583 ROCHESTER W3
STRAROCHO4 F3 1.47 1 4,905 1,577 ROCHESTER W4
STRAROCHO5 F3 1.47 1 4,897 1,569 ROCHESTER W5
STRAROCHO6 F3 1.51 1 5,014 1,686 ROCHESTER W6

is where User can adjust value

Floterial Calculation

Floterial %
Floterial Members Population Deviation Deviation
Total 8
F1 4 13,688 524 4.0%
F2 1 3,155 -136 -4.1%
F3 3 9,783 -90 -0.9%
F4 0 0 0
F5 0 0 0
F6 0 0 0
F7 0 0 0
F8 0 0 0



Towns in Floterial Weights Calculation

Unweight Unweight

ase ) Town or Weighted Weighted )
Census o Floterial Total ed ed Unweight
o ) ) District - Ward % of Members Members ) Deserved _. %
Town Ward Base District  Floterial Populatio . Populatio Ward % of Weighted Difference o Members Members ed Total
Populatio Base of Base . from # of Reps Deviation
. District District Floterial Floterial Members of Ba'se of | Members
District  Floterial

Barrington STRAO4 F1 8,576 10,347 13,688 82.9% 2.49 2.2% 0.09 2.57 2.61 -0.03 -1.2% 3 4 7
Dover 1 STRADOVEO1 F1 4,991 4,991 13,688  100.0% 1.00 12.1% 0.49 1.49 1.52 -0.03 -2.0% 1 4 5
Dover 2 STRADOVEO2  F1 5,074 5,074 13,688  100.0% 1.00 12.8% 0.51 1.51 1.54 -0.03 -2.0% 1 4 5
Dover 3 STRADOVEO3  F1 5,028 5,028 13,688  100.0% 1.00 12.4% 0.50 1.50 1.53 -0.03 -2.0% 1 4 5
Dover 4 STRADOVEO4  F1 5,134 5,134 13,688  100.0% 1.00 13.2% 0.53 1.53 1.56 -0.03 -2.1% 1 4 5
Dover 5 STRADOVEO5  F1 4,773 4,773 13,688  100.0% 1.00 10.6% 0.42 1.42 1.45 -0.03 -1.9% 1 4 5
Dover 6 STRADOVEO6  F1 4,987 4,987 13,688  100.0% 1.00 12.1% 0.48 1.48 1.52 -0.03 -2.0% 1 4 5
Durham STRAO6 F1 14,638 14,638 13,688  100.0% 4.00 9.7% 0.39 4.39 4.45 -0.06 -1.4% 4 4 8
Farmington STRAO2 F2 6,786 6,786 3,155  100.0% 2.00 4.1% 0.04 2.04 2.06 -0.02 -1.0% 2 1 3
Lee STRAQ7 F1 4,330 4,330 13,688  100.0% 1.00 7.3% 0.29 1.29 1.32 -0.02 -1.7% 1 4 5
Madbury STRAO4 F1 1,771 10,347 13,688 17.1% 0.51 0.5% 0.02 0.53 0.54 -0.01 -1.2% 3 4 7
Middleton STRAQ5S F2 1,783 4,421 3,155 40.3% 0.40 14.0% 0.14 0.54 0.54 0.00 0.2% 1 1 2
Milton STRAO1 F2 4,598 4,598 3,155  100.0% 1.00 40.2% 0.40 1.40 1.40 0.01 0.4% 1 1 2
New Durham STRAQ5S F2 2,638 4,421 3,155 59.7% 0.60 20.7% 0.21 0.80 0.80 0.00 0.2% 1 1 2
ROCHESTER 1 STRAROCHO1  F3 4,995 4,995 9,783  100.0% 1.00 17.0% 0.51 1.51 1.52 -0.01 -0.4% 1 3 4
ROCHESTER 2 STRAROCHO2  F3 5,030 5,030 9,783  100.0% 1.00 17.4% 0.52 1.52 1.53 -0.01 -0.4% 1 3 4
ROCHESTER 3 STRAROCHO3  F3 4,911 4,911 9,783  100.0% 1.00 16.2% 0.49 1.49 1.49 -0.01 -0.5% 1 3 4
ROCHESTER 4 STRAROCHO4  F3 4,905 4,905 9,783  100.0% 1.00 16.1% 0.48 1.48 1.49 -0.01 -0.5% 1 3 4
ROCHESTER 5 STRAROCHO5  F3 4,897 4,897 9,783  100.0% 1.00 16.0% 0.48 1.48 1.49 -0.01 -0.5% 1 3 4
ROCHESTER 6 STRAROCHO6  F3 5,014 5,014 9,783  100.0% 1.00 17.2% 0.52 1.52 1.52 -0.01 -0.4% 1 3 4
Rollinsford STRAO8 F1 2,527 14,293 13,688 17.7% 0.71 1.3% 0.05 0.76 0.77 -0.01 -1.3% 4 4 8
Somersworth STRAO8 F1 11,766 14,293 13,688 82.3% 3.29 5.9% 0.24 3.53 3.58 -0.05 -1.3% 4 4 8
Strafford STRAO3 F2 3,991 3,991 3,155  100.0% 1.00 21.0% 0.21 1.21 1.21 0.00 -0.2% 1 1 2



Summary

Sullivan County Districts Updated 12/12/2011
Weighted Floats Version

Population
Members

Rounded Members

State Ideal
Average Size

Average Deviation

43,742
13.29
13.00
3,291

3,364.77
2.24%

Counts

# of Members in Base Districts
# of Members in Floterials

# of Towns or Wards
# of Base Districts

# of Floterials

Base District Summary and Floterial Assignment

is where User can adjust value

Census Floterial

Assign Rounded Populatio Contributi %
Base District Floterial Members Members n on Deviation Towns
SULLO1 N/A 1.00 1 3,365 0 2.2% Sunapee
SULLO2 F2 1.93 1 6,507 3,142 Newport
SULLO3 F2 1.52 1 5,114 1,749 Charlestown
SULLO4 F2 1.88 1 6,337 2,972 Acworth, Goshen, Langdon, Lempster, Unity, Washington
SULLO5 F2 1.19 1 4,004 639 Cornish, Plainfield
SULLO6 F2 1.50 1 5,060 1,695 Croydon, Grantham, Springfield
SULLCLARO1 F1 1.37 1 4,598 1,233 Claremont W1
SULLCLARO2 F1 1.33 1 4,490 1,125 Claremont W2
SULLCLARO3 F1 1.27 1 4,267 902 Claremont W3

Floterial Calculation
Floterial %
Floterial Members Population Deviation Deviation

Total
F1
F2
F3
F4

o O W K- B~

3,261 -30
10,198 325
0 0

0 0

-0.9%
3.3%



Towns in Floterial Weights Calculation

Unweight Unweight

) Townor Weighted Weighted )
Census . Floterial Total ed ed Unweight
o _ _ District .~ Ward % of Members Members _ Deserved . %
Town Ward Base District  Floterial Populatio . Populatio Ward % of Weighted Difference o Members Members ed Total
Populatio Base of Base , from # of Reps Deviation
n n . . Floterial . Members of Base of Members
n District District Floterial o )
District  Floterial
Acworth SULLO4 F2 891 6,337 10,198 14.1% 0.14 29.1% 0.12 0.26 0.27 -0.01 -2.7% 1 3 4
Charlestown SULLO3 F2 5,114 5,114 10,198  100.0% 1.00 17.2% 0.51 1.51 1.55 -0.04 -2.5% 1 3 4
Claremont 1 SULLCLARO1 F1 4,598 4,598 3,261  100.0% 1.00 37.8% 0.38 1.38 1.40 -0.02 -1.4% 1 1 2
Claremont 2 SULLCLARO2 F1 4,490 4,490 3,261  100.0% 1.00 34.5% 0.35 1.35 1.36 -0.02 -1.4% 1 1 2
Claremont 3 SULLCLARO3 F1 4,267 4,267 3,261  100.0% 1.00 27.7% 0.28 1.28 1.30 -0.02 -1.5% 1 1 2
Cornish SULLO5 F2 1,640 4,004 10,198 41.0% 0.41 6.3% 0.08 0.49 0.50 -0.01 -2.4% 1 3 4
Croydon SULLO6 F2 764 5,060 10,198 15.1% 0.15 16.6% 0.08 0.23 0.23 -0.01 -2.5% 1 3 4
Goshen SULLO4 F2 810 6,337 10,198 12.8% 0.13 29.1% 0.11 0.24 0.25 -0.01 -2.7% 1 3 4
Grantham SULLO6 F2 2,985 5,060 10,198 59.0% 0.59 16.6% 0.29 0.88 0.91 -0.02 -2.5% 1 3 4
Langdon SULLO4 F2 688 6,337 10,198 10.9% 0.11 29.1% 0.09 0.20 0.21 -0.01 -2.7% 1 3 4
Lempster SULLO4 F2 1,154 6,337 10,198 18.2% 0.18 29.1% 0.16 0.34 0.35 -0.01 2.7% 1 3 4
Newport SULLO2 F2 6,507 6,507 10,198  100.0% 1.00 30.8% 0.92 1.92 1.98 -0.05 -2.7% 1 3 4
Plainfield SULLO5 F2 2,364 4,004 10,198 59.0% 0.59 6.3% 0.11 0.70 0.72 -0.02 -2.4% 1 3 4
Springfield SULLO6 F2 1,311 5,060 10,198 25.9% 0.26 16.6% 0.13 0.39 0.40 -0.01 -2.5% 1 3 4
Sunapee SULLO1 N/A 3,365 3,365 100.0% 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.02 -0.02 -2.2% 1 0 1
Unity SULLO4 F2 1,671 6,337 10,198 26.4% 0.26 29.1% 0.23 0.49 0.51 -0.01 2.7% 1 3 4
Washington SULLO4 F2 1,123 6,337 10,198 17.7% 0.18 29.1% 0.15 0.33 0.34 -0.01 -2.7% 1 3 4



