New Map-A-Thon Map with updated Nashua and
Manchester Wards
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Community of Interest Analysis

Included in chart

Metric Description (percentages)

Result

Metric Description (counts)

Result

Population deviation unused 11.5%
District compactness 60.0%
HS SAUs preserved 77.1% [HS SAUs split 19
Shared water/sewer preserved 55.0% |Shared water/sewer service areas split 9
Shared police and/or fire preserved | 78.6% [Shared police and/or fire split 3
Cities SVI>=5 preserved 71.4% |[Cities SVI>=5 split 2
Additional Information
Metric Description (percentages) | Result \ Metric Description (counts) Result
District contiguity (true/false) TRUE
Towns/wards preserved 100.0% [Towns/wards split 0
Cities preserved 99.2% |Cities split 2
Competitive districts (2020 election) | 25.0% [Districts NOT competitive (2020 election) 18




Partisan Analysis

2020 NH Senate Votes

District Democrat | Republican|Other Competitiveness
1 59.2% 40.8% Leans Democrat
2 57.9% 42.1% Leans Democrat
3 58.6% 41.4% Leans Democrat
4 51.2% 48.8% Competitive
5 42.5% 57.5% Leans Republican
6 36.2% 63.8% Leans Republican
7 41.5% 58.5% Leans Republican
8 41.8% 58.2% Leans Republican
9 49.9% 50.1% Competitive
10 58.5% 41.5% Leans Democrat
11 57.0% 43.0% Leans Democrat
12 61.4% 38.6% Leans Democrat
13 42.6% 57.4% Leans Republican
14 38.1% 61.9% Leans Republican
15 59.7% 40.3% Leans Democrat
16 47.9% 52.1% Competitive
17 49.2% 50.8% Competitive
18 60.5% 39.5% Leans Democrat
19 55.8% 44.2% Leans Democrat
20 48.3% 51.7% Competitive
21 39.3% 60.7% Leans Republican
22 42.9% 57.1% Leans Republican
23 46.3% 53.7% Competitive
24 56.1% 43.9% Leans Democrat

Total Vote Share| 49.8% 50.2%
Seats Won 11 13




Map-A-Thon Map Executive Council Map
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Included in chart | 2020 Exec Council Votes |

Metric Description (percentages) Result Metric Description (counts) Result District Democrat | Republican | Other | Competitiveness
Population deviation unused 75.3% 1 47.3% 52.7% Competitive
District compactness 49.0% 2 50.6% 49.4% Competitive
HS SAUs preserved 96.4% |HS SAUs split 3 3 53.1% 46.9% Competitive
Shared water/sewer preserved 80.0% |Shared water/sewer service areas split 4 4 43.8% 56.2% Leans Republican
Shared police and/or fire preserved 100.0% |Shared police and/or fire split a 5 48.0% 52.0% Competitive
Cities SVI==5 preserved 100.0% |Cities SVI==5 split a Total Vote Share| 48.7% 51.3%
Public health regions preserved 53.8% |Public health regions split 6 Seats Won 2 3
Regional planning preserved 22.2% |Regional planning split 7
Counties preserved 50.0% |Counties split 5
| Additional Information

Metric Description (percentages) Result Metric Description (counts) Result

District contiguity (true/false) TRUE

Towns/wards preserved 100.0% |Towns/wards split a
Cities preserved 100.0% |Cities split a
Competitive districts {2020 election) 80.0% |Districts NOT competitive {2020 election) 1




