	




Re: HB 1691
Date
Dear House Representative Committee Members,
I am writing to express my opposition to House Bill 1691, based on its direct conflict with New Hampshire’s established economic and recreation planning priorities and for the need to keep greenspace undeveloped to avoid heat islands and negative externalities of traffic and reduced wildlife areas when these lands are inevitably developed. 
The Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP) is not simply a conservation document, it is an economic development strategy. SCORP explicitly identifies outdoor recreation as a driver of economic growth, supporting tourism, local businesses, workforce retention, and community vitality across New Hampshire. Public access to recreational land is foundational to that strategy.
Similarly, NH Rec Ready recognizes outdoor recreation as essential infrastructure, one that fuels visitor spending, supports small and rural communities, and strengthens New Hampshire’s competitiveness as a place to live, work, and invest. Limiting or jeopardizing recreational land access directly undermines these economic objectives.
HB 1691 moves New Hampshire in the opposite direction. By increasing barriers to recreational land access or reducing the availability of such land, the bill risks constraining economic activity tied to outdoor recreation—including tourism revenue, outfitter and hospitality businesses, seasonal employment, and the broader recreation economy that benefits communities statewide.
Outdoor recreation is a proven economic engine. It attracts visitors, retains residents, supports public health (reducing long-term healthcare costs), and enhances quality of life—factors that are increasingly critical in workforce recruitment and regional economic resilience. Once recreational access is diminished, these economic benefits are difficult, if not impossible, to fully recover.
For these reasons, HB 1691 stands in direct opposition to the intent and goals of both SCORP and NH Rec Ready, as well as the substantial public investment New Hampshire has already made in planning for sustainable recreation-based economic growth.
I urge you to oppose HB 1691 and instead support policies that protect recreational land access and strengthen New Hampshire’s outdoor recreation economy for the long term. One way to do this would be to make it clear that the House supports development of in-fill in already developed areas, leaving greenspace alone. 
Thank you for your consideration and for your service to the people of New Hampshire.

Respectfully,
Dawn Quirk
Warner 



