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Here are several plans for Merrimack and my take on the pros and cons.

Merrimack is the only county where the numbers are so flexible that they allow multiple good
solutions. The southeast half of the county falls out fairly naturally, with two variations. Franklin
& Hill are a natural combination, as are New London & Newbury. The central towns can be
combined in several reasonable ways. For the most part, the plans revolve around what to
combine with Hopkinton. It can be combined with Warner & Sutton, with Webster & Boscawen,
with Concord ward 5, or with Bow. The decision largely determines the placement of the other
towns.

In almost all plans, Hooksett is its own district. In some plans, Dunbarton might be added into
it.

Moving to the northeast, the five towns Allenstown, Pembroke, Epsom, Chichester, and
Pittsfield can be combined in two ways:

1) Allenstown, Pembroke - 3 seats; Epsom, Chichester, Pittsfield - 3 seats; floterial on all - 1
seat

2) Allenstown, Pembroke, Epsom - 5 seats; Chichester, Pittsfield - 2 seats; no floterial

The choice here has no effect on other towns, so either of these could be used in all other
plans.

Loudon, Canterbury, Northfield are together in all plans. The deviations is poor but okay if all
other counties abide by a max. +4.9% deviation (and they do). In some plans Boscawen is
added to the three towns.

Bow and Dunbarton fit well together. In some plans, Dunbarton combines with Hooksett
instead.

Concord's population allows it to be self-contained. In some plans a ward is combined with a
neighboring town.

Henniker & Bradford fit together well in many plans.

Plan Penacook:

1) Penacook (Concord ward 1) is combined with Webster and Boscawen - 3 seats. This is a
good combination because Penacook is allied more closely with the towns to the north, rather
than with the rest of Concord. It shares a school district with those towns rather than using the
city schools.

2) Hopkinton is merged with Warner and Sutton for a 3-seat district



3) Danbury, Wilmot, Andover, and Salisbury - 2 seats

Pros/cons

- Penacook is a good cultural fit with Boscawen, Webster

- Hopkinton, Warner, Sutton is a good fit

- all districts are reasonably compact geographically and in population

Plan Dan-Warn float:

1) Danbury-Warner is a 1-seat float on:

2) Danbury, Wilmot, Andover - 1 seat

3) Warner, Sutton - 1 seat

4) Hopkinton combines with Concord 5 for 3 seats

5) Boscawen merges with Loudon, Canterbury, Northfield - 5 seats
6) Webster, Salisbury - 1 seat

Pros/cons

- the Danbury-Warner float is rather large geographically

- Boscawen added to the Loudon district is rather large

Plan HopConch5:

1) Hopkinton, Concord 5 - 3 seats

2) Henniker, Warner, Webster - 3 seats

3) Bradford, Sutton merged with New London, Newbury - 3 seats

4) Danbury, Wilmot, Andover, Salisbury - 2 seats

5) Boscawen merges with Loudon, Canterbury, Northfield - 5 seats
Pros/cons

- adding Bradford & Sutton to Newbury & New London enlarges that district
- Boscawen added to the Loudon district is rather large

Plan Hop-Bosc:

1) Hopkinton is combined with Boscawen, Webster, Salisbury - 4 seats

2) Danbury et al. are floated with Warner et al. as in plan Dan-Warn float

Pros/cons

- the Danbury-Warner float is rather large geographically

- Hopkinton, Boscawen, Webster, Salisbury is rather large and may not be a good cultural fit

Plan Hop-Bow:

1) Hopkinton is merged with Bow - 4 seats

2) Dunbarton merged with Hooksett - 5 seats

3) Boscawen, Warner, Webster, Salisbury - 3 seats

4) Andover, Danbury, Wilmot, Sutton - 2 seats

Pros/cons

- Hopkinton and Bow are each large enough to deserve their own district. Not good to combine
them



- both the Boscawen district and the Andover district are rather large geographically
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Plan Penacook:
Merrimack County Districts (Component Method)
Towns Dist# Seats Deviation

FranW1

FranW2

FranW3

Hill 1 3 -3.1%
Canterbury

Loudon

Northfield 2 4 -51%
Boscawen

ConcWi1

Webster 3 3 4.3%
Allenstown

Pembroke 4 3 -0.9%

Chichester
Epsom
Pittsfield 25 3 -2.7%

Allenstown

Chichester

Epsom

Pembroke

Pittsfield F13 1

ConcW2 5 1 -0.7%
ConcW3 18 1 -1.6%

ConcW4 19 1 -4.9%



ConcW2

ConcW3

ConcW4 F20 1
Andover

Danbury

Salisbury

Wilmot 6 2 -47%
New London

Newbury 7 2 -17%
Hopkinton

Sutton

Warner 9 3 3.9%
Bow

Dunbarton 10 3 4.1%

ConcW10 12 1 -0.2%
ConcW9 15 1 -1.3%
ConcW8 16 1 -4.8%
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Henniker 14 2 -1.5%
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Total seats = 45 of 45 allotted

Deviation Range is -5.1% to 4.3% or 9.4% overall
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Plan Dan-Warn float:

Merrimack County Districts
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Towns Dist# Seats Deviation

Boscawen

Canterbury

Loudon

Northfield 1 5 0.0%

ConcW2 2 1 -07%
ConcW3 12 1 -1.6%
ConcW7 13 1 -2.9%
ConcW9 14 1 -1.3%
ConcW1 17 1 0.7%

ConcW10 19 1 -0.2%
ConcW8 20 1 -4.8%
ConcW4 22 1 -49%
ConcW6 23 1 -44%
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ConcW9 F21 3
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Webster 3 1 -11%
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FranW1
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FranW3

Hill 56 3 -3.1%



Hooksett 6 4 2.2%

New London
Newbury 7 2 -17%

Andover
Danbury
Wilmot 8 1 -1.7%

Sutton
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Total seats = 45 of 45 allotted

Deviation Range is -4.9% to 4.1% or 9.0% overall
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Plan HopConch5:
Merrimack County Districts
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Northfield 2 5 0.0%
Henniker

Warner

Webster 3 3 -3.4%
Allenstown

Epsom

Pembroke 4 5 -2.8%
ConcWi1

ConcW2

ConcW3 5 4 01%
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Danbury

Salisbury

Wilmot 6 2 -47%
Bradford

New London

Newbury

Sutton 7 3 0.8%
ConcW4

ConcW6

ConcW7 8 4  -4.6%
ConcW5

Hopkinton 9 8 -21%
Bow

Dunbarton 10 3 4.1%

ConcW10
ConcW8
ConcW9 12 4 -21%
Chichester
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Total seats = 45 of 45 allotted

Deviation Range is -4.7% to 4.1% or 8.8% overall
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Plan Hop-Bosc:



Merrimack County Districts (Component Method)
Towns Dist#  Seats Deviation
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Chichester
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Bradford
Henniker 10 2 -1.5%
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ConcWi1 12 1 1.3%
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ConcW6 17 1 1.2%
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ConcW9 20 1 -1.3%
ConcW10 21 1 -0.2%
ConcW10

ConcW8
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Total seats = 45 of 45 allotted

Deviation Range is -5.1% to 4.1% or 9.2% overall
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Plan Hop-Bow:

Merrimack County Districts (Component Method)



Towns Dist# Seats Deviation

Chichester
Epsom
Pittsfield 1 3 -2.7%

Allenstown
Pembroke 2 3 -0.9%

Allenstown

Chichester

Epsom

Pembroke

Pittsfield F3 1
Dunbarton

Hooksett 4 5 -1.5%
Bow

Hopkinton 5 4 -04%
New London

Newbury 6 2 -1.7%
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ConcW3 14 1 -1.0%
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ConcW9 20 1 -1.3%
ConcW10 21 1 -0.2%
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Total seats = 45 of 45 allotted

Deviation Range is -5.1% to 2.9% or 7.9% overall
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