
STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

HILLSBOROUGH, SS.

SOUTHERN DISTRICT
SUPERIOR COURT

Docket No. 226-2017 -CV -00433

LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF NEW HAMPSHIRE,
DOUGLAS MARINO,

GARRETT MUSCATEL,
ADRIANA LOPERA,
PHILLP DRAGONE,

SPENCER ANDERSON, and
SEYSHA MEHTA

V

WILLIAM M. GARDNER,
in his official capacity as the New Hampshire Secretary of State; and

GORDON MACDONALD,
in his offrcial capacity as the New Hampshire Attorney General

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY

AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

Plaintiffs, League of Women Voters of New Hampshire, Douglas Marino, Garrett

Muscatel, Adriana Lopera, Phillip Dragone, Spencer Anderson, and Seysha Mehta by and

through counsel, Paul Twomey, Esq., Mclane Middleton, Professional Association, and Perkins

Coie LLP, bring this Complaint for a declaratory judgment and preliminary and permanent

injunction and state as follows:

INTRODUCTION

1. Historically, New Hampshire has had high voter tumout and virtually no voter

fraud. Nevertheless, the New Hampshire legislature (the ooGeneral Court") restricted access to the

franchise under the guise of preventing voter fraud by enacting Senate Bill 3 (2017) ("SB 3"),

which was signed into law by Governor Christopher Sununu on July T0, 2017. The enacted
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version of SB 3 is attached as Exhibit A.

2. SB 3 imposes several brand new, highly confusing, unnecessary, and intimidating

hurdles to voting. It will not only burden and, in some cases, disenfranchise eligible, lawful New

Hampshire citizens, but will expose countless innocent voters to criminal and civil liabilit¡ not

for casting a ballot that they were ineligible to cast or for otherwise committing "voter fraud" as

that term is typically understood, but simply for failing to understand or comply with confusing

and burdensome paperwork requirements. SB 3 should be enjoined and declared unlawful under

the New Hampshire Constitution.

3. Among other things, SB 3 now requires all people seeking to register to vote to

present documentary evidence of "a verifiable act or acts carrying out" their intent to be

domiciled in New Hampshire. This ill-defined mandate means that potential voters who are

otherwise eligible to vote based on age, citizenship, and domiciliary intent, must produce

additional paperwork to "prove" that they do in fact intend to be domiciled where they register.

4. Those who seek to register more than 30 days before Election Day who are unable

to present such documentation, or for whom producing such documentation is unduly

burdensome, will be denied their right to register. This is true even if these potential voters are

legitimately domiciled in their town or ward and wholly qualif,red to vote.

5. Those who attempt to register within 30 days of or on Election Day and are

unable to present such documentation must complete different, lengthy registration forms that

outline a deeply complicated domicile verification procedure. Despite the incomprehensibility of

the forms, registrants must affirm, under penalties for voting fraud, that they understand the

forms and are qualified to vote. They will be allowed to vote without presenting documentation,

but they will face a double-edged sword. They must either swear they will present the required
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documentation shortly after Election Day (and be subject to hefty criminal and civil penalties if

they do not) or swear they are not aware of the existence of any suitable documentary evidence

(and expressly acknowledge that investigations to verify their domicile will result). They must

elect one of these verification methods, even if they are perfectly qualified to vote. If they do not

elect one of these methods-neither of which is justified by the General Court's purported

interest in combatting non-existent fraud-they will not be permitted to vote.

6. The burdens fall disproportionately on New Hampshire's young, low-income, and

minority groups and those who have recently moved within or into the state-all of whom are

most likely to register close to or on Election Day-resulting in the arbitrary and differential

treatment of similarly situated New Hampshire citizens. Indeed, the legislative history shows that

SB 3 was passed with the purpose of suppressing the vote of young people-specifically, college

students, who are more likely than others to have difficulty producing the requisite

documentation in the time frames required, and thus will be most seriously harmed by the law.

7. The confusing and cumbersome procedures that SB 3 now mandates will not just

deter qualified potential voters from voting, but will also make it difficult for election officials to

efficiently and timely register voters, further contributing to already long lines at polling places,

which will make the burdens on those who seek to register using same day registration more

severe. Those who are already registered but are simply attempting to vote will be similarly

burdened by slow-moving lines.

8. To protect themselves and thousands like them andlor their members and

constituents from the denial or abridgment of their right to vote, Plaintiffs seek equitable relief

pursuant to the New Hampshire Constitution, including a declaratory judgment that SB 3 is

unconstitutional.

J
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PLAINTIFFS

9. Plaintiff LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF NEW HAMPSHIRE (LWVNH) is

a nonpartisan conìmunity-based political organization, with its principal place of business at 4

Park Street, Room 200, Concord, New Hampshire. LW\,INH is dedicated to encouraging

informed and active participation of citizens in government. To achieve its mission, L'W\INH

presents unbiased nonpartisan information about elections, the voting process, and relevant

public policy issues in clear and simple language to New Hampshire citizens. LWVNH

encourages its members and the people of New Hampshire to exercise their right to vote as

protected by the U.S. and New Hampshire Constitutions. LW\/NH also engages in policy

advocacy to protect the public interest, actively researching public policies, publishing position

papers and studies, and testifying about the impact of policies before the General Court.

LV/VNH testified in opposition to SB 3. Currently, LWVNH has five local leagues, including a

unit in the Greater Nashua Area with 40 members, and approximately 230 members statewide,

each of whom, on information and belief, is a registered New Hampshire voter. LWVNH is

affiliated with the League of Women Voters of the United States. LW\-/NH began as an

organization focused on the needs of women and the training of women voters and has evolved

into an organization concerned with educating, advocating for, and empowering all New

Hampshire citizens. LW\/NH is engaged in numerous voter education activities across New

Hampshire, including distribution of thousands of flyers and brochures-designed and created by

Lw\,rNH-explaining the 2012 voter ID requirements and New Hampshire's voter registration

procedures. These publications are directed to both voters and local elections clerks to help

voters understand these requirements and procedures and protect against their implementation in

ways that could seriously burden the right to vote. Unless SB 3 is declared unlawful and
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enjoined, LW\INH will have to launch a new voter education campaign specifically focused on

educating voters as well as clerks in New Hampshire municipalities about SB 3 and New

Hampshire's new domicile requirements. Further, as part of LWVNH's voter education efforts,

LV/\INH works to simplify complex election laws for voters, making it easier for them to

understand and navigate the voting process. ln 2012, that included presentations to disability

rights groups, seniors in assisted living, and community groups so that those who had no driver's

licenses understood the options for voter identification available to them. Given the complexity

of SB 3, however, LWVNH will have to undertake a substantial effort to "translate" the law for

the voting public and present it in plain language through outreach materials, and LWVNH is

deeply concerned that it will not be able to do so successfully. Compared to lW\,rNH's voter

education effort in20l2, the voter education effort for SB 3 will require substantially more time,

money, resources, and volunteers due to the requirements under SB 3. LW\/NH has concluded

that SB 3 will be significantly more difficult for prospective voters to understand, deter potential

voters, slow down registration lines, and overwhelm election officials. As a result, LWVNH will

be challenged in its efforts to achieve its mission in a meaningful way. In addition, LWVNH's

local leagues are engaged in numerous activities, including hosting town hall meetings and open

discussions on issues of importance to the community. Individual league members invest

substantial time and effort in voter training and civic engagement activities, including

encouraging voter registration and get-out-the-vote ("GOTV") efforts generally, as well as

specific voter education efforts aimed at student voters at the University of New Hampshire and,

in the past, arranging for voter registration days at Dartmouth College. Given the particular

impact of SB 3 on young voters, LW\/NH anticipates that it will have to increase the extent of

voter education activities it performs on college campuses in advance of the 2018 midterm
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elections. LW\,rNH also devotes substantial time and effort to ensuring that government at every

level works as effectively and fairly as possible. This work involves continual attention to and

advocacy concerning issues of transparency, a strong and diverse judiciary, md appropriate

goverlrment oversight. In particular, LWVNH devotes a substantial effort to educating the public

about the incarceration of women and their transitions back to the general population, publishing

a number of studies on the issue and also giving community presentations. LWVNH is also

concerned about the impact that SB 3 will have on women and men transitioning from prison to

public life as many of these individuals will not have permanent or long-term housing as they

transition and thus will have particular difficulties producing satisfactory evidence of domicile.

LW'trNH anticipates that it will have to engage in additional education efforts directed at this

constituency for this reason.

10. Plaintiff DOUGLAS MARINO is 21 years old and a senior at the University of

New Hampshire in Durham, New Hampshire. He is domiciled and resides with his farrrJly at 49

Vineyard Drive, Stratham, New Hampshire. Prior to his freshman year, Marino was domiciled

and lived with his family in Newfields, New Hampshire. During his freshman and sophomore

years, Marino was domiciled in Durham, living in two different dorms, and during his junior

year, he became domiciled in Stratham and commuted to Durham. Marino has registered to vote

in New Hampshire three times: (l) when he was 18 and in high school, he registered where he

lived with his family in Newfields; (2) when he went to college and lived in a dorm, he

registered in Durham; and (3) when he was 21, after he had moved to Stratham to live with his

family, he registered in Stratham. Marino changed his voter registration to Stratham because he

is domiciled there. When registering to vote, Marino presented either his driver's license or

school identification card (which does not contain his address). Marino intends to move again
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within New Hampshire after he graduates from college in the Spring of 2018, but SB 3 will

burden his ability to re-register to vote in the future. To the extent he has to re-register, it will be

difficult for him to obtain the documentation required by SB 3. For example, he does not own a

vehicle, nor does he know of receiving any govefirment check, benefit statement, or tax

document with his address on it. His name does not appear on the utility bills or the deed to his

parents' home, and he does not have a rental agreement to live there. Marino would not feel

comfortable asking his parents, landlord, or a roommate to sign a statement attesting to his home

address "under penalty of voting fraud," pursuant to SB 3. Marino is confused by the

requirements of SB 3 and would be cautious about signing and initialing provisions on the new

Voter Registration Form mandated by SB 3 that would subject him to civil and criminal

penalties. Marino has been actively involved in educating other students about voting in New

Hampshire and engaging in GOTV efforts, and he plans to continue these activities in the future.

Marino is concerned that SB 3 will make registering to vote more difficult for students in New

Hampshire and will result in fewer students voting. He is especially concerned that the SB 3

requirernent to present documentary evidence after Election Day will be very difficult for

University of New Hampshire students because they study for exams in November and generally

travel to be with their families for Thanksgiving. SB 3 will burden Marino's ability to engage in

effective voter education and GOTV efforts because his resources for doing so will be diverted

to activities related to explaining the confusing registration requirements under the law.

11. Plaintiff GARRETT MUSCATEL is 19 years old, domiciled in Hanover, New

Hampshire, where he is a sophomore student at Dartmouth College. He lives in a dorm on the

Dartmouth campus, and his mailing address is Dartmouth College, Hinman 2813, Hanover, New

Hampshire. He intends to continue his education at Dartmouth until June 2020, his anticipated
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date of graduation, and he intends to remain domiciled in Hanover at least until he graduates

from Dartmouth. During his freshmaî year, Muscatel lived in a different dorm on campus, and

prior to his freshman year, Muscatel lived with his family in Thousand Oaks, California.

Muscatel has registered to vote two times: (1) at 18 years old, he registered in Thousand Oaks,

California, when he was in high school; and (2) in October 2016, he registered to vote in

Hanover because he spends the majority of his time there and believes that the actions of the

New Hampshire government affect him more than the California govemment. When he

registered to vote in New Hampshire, Muscatel presented his California driver's license and his

student identification card (which does not contain his address), in addition to signing an

affidavit. Muscatel will move again after his sophomore year, because he cannot continue

residing in his sophomore dormitory after the conclusion of the academic year. Muscatel will

move again after his junior year and again after he graduates. SB 3 will burden his ability to re-

register in the future because it will be difficult for him to obtain the documentation required by

SB 3. For example, he does not have a New Hampshire driver's license. He does not own a

vehicle. Having lived in the dorms, he has never paid a water, electricity, gas, or other public

utility bill. He does not know of any government check, benefit statement, or tax document with

his New Hampshire address. He does not receive mail at his dormitory address, as his mail is

sent to a box at the campus mailing center. He does not currently know how long the process

would take for obtaining documentation from Dartmouth College to prove his domicile. Now

that SB 3 is in effect, Muscatel would be hesitant to re-register to vote due to his confusion about

how to meet the requirements of SB 3 and out of fear that he would make a mistake while

attempting to comply with SB 3 and thus subject himself to the civil and criminal penalties that

the law imposes. Muscatel is concemed that the requirement under SB 3 to present
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documentation after Election Day would be particularly difficult for him and other Dartmouth

College students because exams occur in November, and the term ends before Thanksgiving, at

which point students generally travel to be with their families for the holidays. Muscatel has

engaged in voter education efforts with students and GOTV activities, and he plans on

continuing these activities in the future. He is concerned that SB 3 is difficult to understand and

will reduce student voter registration and turnout and will burden his ability to engage in

effective voter education and GOTV efforts because his resources for doing so will be diverted

to activities related to explaining the confusing registration requirements under SB 3.

12. Plaintiff ADRIANA LOPERA is 29 years old and recently moved from Medford,

Massachusetts to 137 Chestnut St, Nashua, New Hampshire. Lopera is domiciled at her new

address in New Hampshire and intends to register to vote in Nashua. Lopera commutes up to two

hours each way to her job at the Betsy Lehman Center for Patient Safety in Boston,

Massachusetts. Lopera has previously registered to vote twice. First, in her home state of Rhode

Island, and then in Massachusetts. Both times she registered through the Division of Motor

Vehicles (DMV) and, as a result, is not familiar with how to register to vote in New Hampshire,

which does not provide for voter registration at the DMV. Voter registration in Nashua is only

available during business hours on week days. Because her long commute keeps her out of New

Hampshire during business hours, Lopera may have to take time off of work in order to register

to vote in person and is concerned that her commuting schedule will make it difficult for her to

register, particularly if she is denied registration for not having appropriate paperwork. Lopera is

confused by the requirements of SB 3 and is not certain what documentation she will need to

provide to prove her domicile in order to register to vote. Lopera has reviewed the new Voter

Registration Form and, even though she has a master's degree, she does not understand some of
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the language on it, and she would be hesitant to sign the form without understanding what it

means. She is concerned she might misunderstand the requirements of SB 3 and thus be

subjecting herself to criminal penalties. Lopera's lease on her apartment in Nashua only lasts one

year. Even if she is able to register at her new address in Nashua, if she moves to a different ward

or town once her lease is over she will have to re-register to vote and will again be subject to the

requirements of SB 3. Lopera is concerned that she will be subject to longer polling place lines if

she attempts to register on Election Day.

13. Plaintiff PHILLP DRAGONE is 18 years old and a freshman at St. Anselm

College in Gofßtown, New Hampshire. He lives in the Dominic Hall dorm on the St. Anselm

campus, and his mailing address is 100 St. Anselm Dr. #0659, Manchester, New Hampshire.

Dragone intends to continue his education at St. Anselm until June 2021 and intends to remain

domiciled in Goffstown at least until he graduates from St Anselm. Prior to beginning college,

Dragone was domiciled and lived with his family in Stoneham, Massachusetts. Dragone had

previously registered and voted in Massachusetts, but now that he is domiciled in New

Hampshire, he plans to register to vote in Goffstown. Dragone does not possess any of the

documentation required by SB 3. He does not have a New Hampshire driver's license or a

vehicle registered in New Hampshire. Because he lives in a dormitory, he does not have a lease

or utility bill. Dragone does not receive mail at his dormitory address, as his mail is sent to a box

at the campus mailing center. Dragone is not aware of any process for receiving or requesting

documentation from St. Anselm that lists his dormitory as his address for the purposes of

verifying his domicile. He does not have any govemment check, benefit statement or tax

document listing his New Hampshire address. Dragone believes that requirements of SB 3 are

confusing and finds the potential civil and criminal penalties contained within the law

10

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



intimidating. Dragone is concerned that if he registers to vote on Election Day, he will face

longer polling place lines as a result of SB 3. Dragone is a member of the College Democrats at

St. Anselm and plans to be involved in voter education and GOTV activities with students. He is

concerned that SB 3 will burden his ability to engage in effective voter education and GOTV

efforts and that he will have to divert valuable time and resources to explaining the confusing

registration requirements under SB 3.

14. Plaintiff SPENCER ANDERSON is 18 years old and a freshman at Dartmouth

College in Hanover, New Hampshire where he is now domiciled. Anderson lives in a dorm on

campus, and his mailing address is Dartmouth College, Hinman Box 0438, Hanover, New

Hampshire. Anderson intends to continue his studies at Dartmouth until June 2021 and, intends to

remain domiciled in Hanover at least until he graduates from Dartmouth. Anderson is originally

from Asheville, North Carolina and has previously registered and voted there. However, now

that he is domiciled in New Hampshire, Anderson intends to register to vote in Hanover.

Anderson does not possess any of the domicile documentation required by SB 3. He does not

have a New Hampshire driver's license or a vehicle registered in New Hampshire. He does not

have a goverrìment check, benefit statement or tax document listing his New Hampshire address.

Because he lives in a dormitory on the Dartmouth campus, he does not have a lease or utility bill.

Anderson's mail is sent to his mailbox at the campus mailing center and does not list his

dormitory address. Anderson does not know how to request documentation listing his dormitory

address from Dartmouth. Anderson is confused by the requirements of SB 3 and finds the

potential civil and criminal penalties contained within the law to be intimidating. Anderson is

concerned that if he registers to vote on Election Day, he will face longer polling place lines as a

result of SB 3. Anderson has been active in political campaigns in the past and intends to
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continue these activities now that he is domiciled in New Hampshire by participating in the

Dartmouth College Democrats and volunteering with local political campaigns. As a part of

these activities he plans to be involved in voter education and GOTV activities. Anderson is

concerned that SB 3 will burden his ability to engage in effective voter education and GOTV

efforts because explaining the confusing registration requirements under SB 3 will require him to

divert time and resources away from these activities.

15. Plaintiff SEYSHA MEHTA is l8 years old and a freshman at Dartmouth College

in Hanover, New Hampshire where she is now domiciled. She lives in a dorm on campus, and

her mailing address is Dartmouth College, Hinman Box2774, Hanover, New Hampshire. Mehta

intends to continue her education at Dartmouth until June 2021 and intends to remain domiciled

in Hanover at least until she graduates from Dartmouth. Mehta is originally from Cleveland,

Ohio, but now that she is domiciled in New Hampshire, she intends to register to vote in

Hanover. Mehta does not possess any of the domicile documentation required by SB 3. She does

not have a New Hampshire driver's license or a vehicle registered in New Hampshire. Mehta

does not have a govemment check, benefit statement or tax document listing her New Hampshire

address. Because she lives in a dormitory on the Dartmouth campus, she does not have a lease or

utility bill. Mehta does not receive mail at her dormitory and instead receives mail at her mailbox

at the campus mailing center. Mehta does not know how to request documentation listing her

dormitory address from Dartmouth. Mehta finds the requirements of SB 3 confusing and is

intimidated by the potential civil and criminal penalties contained within the law. Mehta is

concerned that if she registers to vote on Election Day, she will face longer polling place lines as

a result of SB 3. Mehta is a member of the College Democrats at Dartmouth and plans to be

involved in voter education and GOTV activities with students. She is concerned that SB 3 will
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burden her ability to engage in effective voter education and GOTV efforts because her resources

for doing so will be diverted to activities related to explaining the confusing registration

requirements under SB 3.

DEFENDANTS

16. Defendant V/LLIAM M. GARDNER is the New Hampshire Secretary of State

(the "Secretary") and is named as a Defendant in his official capacity. He is the chief elections

officer in charge of administering New Hampshire's election laws. RSA 652:23. This includes,

but is not limited to, responsibility for publishing the elections manual and procedures for

conducting elections, RSA 652:22, and for prescribing the voter registration form, RSA 654:7.

The Secretary, personally and through the conduct of his employees and agents, acted under

color of state law at all times relevant to this action.

17. Defendant GORDON MACDONALD is the New Hampshire Attorney General

and is named as a Defendant in his official capacity. He is authorized to impose and institute

civil actions to collect civil penalties on individuals found liable for wrongful voting. RSA

659:34. He is also responsible for approving the elections manual and procedures for conducting

elections. RSA 652:22. Attorney General MacDonald, personally and through the conduct of his

employees and agents, acted under color of state law at all times relevant to this action.

JURISDICTION & VENUE

18. This Court has jurisdiction as the court of general jurisdiction in New Hampshire,

RSA 491:7, this Court has jurisdiction to grant declaratory relief, RSA 491 :22, and this Court has

jurisdiction to grant equitable reliel RSA 498:1.

19. This Court has personal jurisdiction over Defendants, both of whom are sued in

their official capacities and are elected or appointed officials in New Hampshire, and both of
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whom work and reside in the State of New Hampshire. RSA 510:2.

20. Venue is proper in this judicial district. Plaintiff LW\,INH provides voter

education in Hillsborough County, and its Greater Nashua unit has 40 members and a co-chair

who reside in Nashua. The violations complained of have harmed and will, if unchecked,

continue to harm the rights of those members domiciled in this district. Additionally, Plaintiff

Adriana Lopera will reside in Nashua as of August26,2017. RSA 507:9.

STATEMENT OF FACTS

21. The New Hampshire Constitution guarantees that "[a]ll elections are to be free,

and every inhabitant of the state of 18 years of age and upwards shall have an equal right to vote

in any election." N.H. Const. Pt. 1, Art. 11. "Every person shall be considered an inhabitant for

the purposes of voting in the town, ward, or unincorporated place where he has his domicile,"

and "fv]oting registration and polling places shall be easily accessible to all persons." Id. Thus,

New Hampshire citizens who are 18 years or older have a constitutional right to vote where they

are domiciled.Id.

22. Since the election laws were first codified in 1979, the General Court has

implemented the domicile qualification in three ways. First, it has proffered a statutory definition

of domicile, which is codified in RSA 654:1 (Voter; Officeholder) and 654:2 (Temporary

Absence). Second, it has set forth procedures to determine whether a potential voter meets the

domicile qualification and may register to vote. These procedures are codified in RSA 654:7

(Voter Registration, Voter Registration Form) and RSA 654:12 (Determining Qualifications of

Applicant). Third, it has defined the actions that constitute voter fraud and the penalties that a

person is subjected to for committing voter fraud, which are codified in RSA 659:34 (Wrongful

Voting; Penalties for Voter Fraud).
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23. With SB 3, the General Court has changed the definition of domicile, placed

additional procedural requirements on registrants to prove their domicile, and increased penalties

for failing to meet those requirements. How these changes alter the laws that were in effect

before the enactment of SB 3 is critical to understanding its burdensome impacts.

Overview of Voter Registration Laws in New Hampshire Before SB 3

24. RSA 654:1 defines domicile as o'that one place where a person, more than any

other place, has established a physical presence and manifests an intent to maintain a single

continuous presence for domestic, social, and civil purposes relevant to participating in

democratic self-government." While "a person has the right to change domicile at any time, . . . a

mere intention to change domicile in the future does not, of itself, terminate an established

domicile before the person actually moves." RSA 654:1, I. Also, "[a] student of any institution of

leaming may lawfully claim domicile for voting purposes in the New Hampshire town or city in

which he or she lives while attending such institution of learning if such student's claim of

domicile otherwise meets the requirements fabove]." RSA 654:I,l-a.

25. RSA 654:2 states that "[d]omicile.for purposes of voting is a question of fact and

intention." Further, "[a] domicile for voting purposes . . . shall not be intemrpted or lost by a

temporary absence therefrom with the intention of returning thereto as his or her domicile," and

domicile, "once existing, continues to exist until another such domicile is gained." Id.

26. New Hampshire is the only state in the entire country that requires in-person

registration for most registrants. New Hampshire does not allow for registration by mail, except

under the limited circumstances where an individual cannot register in person because of a

disability, temporary absence, or military service.l SB 3 does not change the requirements for

I Individuals who are unable to register to vote in person due to a disability or temporary absence may register using
an "Absentee Registration Affidavit" by which they submit documentation and attest to both their qualifications to

15

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



proving domicile for any of these registrants.

27. Otherwise, all qualified citizens must register: (l) in person at their local clerk's

office during normal business hours, RSA 654:8; (2) in person with the Supervisors of the

Checklist (the "supervisors")2 at a special session for correction of the voter checklist, which

takes place six to thirteen days before Election Day, RSA 654:ll, 654:27; or (3) in person at

their polling place on Election Day (i.e., same day registration), RSA 654:7-a. If voters move to

a new town or ward, they must also re-register in person.

28. All registrants are required to fill out a voter registration form3 and provide

reasonable documentation of identity, citizenship, and age. RSA 654:7 arñ 654:12, I(a), (b). If

they do not have acceptable documentation in their possession when registering, they can attest

to their identity, citizenship, and age, under the penalties for voting fraud, by filling out a

"Qualified Voter Affidavit" (if they are registering before Election Day) or executing a "sworn

statement" on the voter registration form (if they are registering on Election Day). Id.

29. Before the enactment of SB 3, all registrants were also required to provide

reasonable documentation of domicile. RSA 654:12, I(c). This included any documentation

"which indicates that the applicant has a domicile and intends to maintain a domicile" in New

Hampshire. Id. Certain forms of documentation bearing the registrant's address-including a

New Hampshire driver's license, resident vehicle registration, or federal photo ID-were

vote and their domicile. RSA 654:16,654:lT.Individuals unable to register to vote in person due to military service
may apply to register using the federal official post card prescribed under federal law. RSA 654:20.
2 The Supervisors manage New Hampshire's voter registration process. RSA 652:15. They are three individuals
elected to serve a 6-year term in each New Hampshire town or ward. RSA 4l.46-a. They manage all decisions on
voter qualifications and additions to the voter "checklist." RSA 654: I 1.
3 The voter registration forms for voters registering to vote prior to Election Day and those registering on Election
Day were virtually identical before the enactment of SB 3. The only difference was that the Election Day form
permitted applicants to complete a sworn statement, initialing next to boxes indicating that the form was executed
for the purpose of proving identity, citizenship, age, and domicile. RSA 654:7, IV. This allowed Election Day
registrants to avoid having to fill out a separate Qualihed Voter Affidavit and a separate Domicile Affidavit
(discussed infra), expediting the process on Election Day.
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presumptive evidence of domicile. RSA 654:I2,II(a).

30. Critically, however, and as with the other voter qualifications discussed in

paragraph 25 above, if registrants did not have acceptable documentation of domicile when

registering to vote, they could attest to their domicile under the penalties for voting fraud by

filling out a o'Domicile Affidavit" or a sworn statement on the voter registration form. RSA

654;12,I(c). SB 3 eliminates the option of filling out a Domicile Affidavit or sworn statement.a

31. RSA 659:34 set forth the acts that constituted "wrongful voting" prior to SB 3's

passage, and the penalties for the same. A person was subject to a civil penalty up to $5,000 if

they: (1) purposely or knowingly made a false material statement regarding their qualifications to

vote when voting, registering to vote, or submitting registration forms or affidavits; (2) voted

more than once for any office or measure; (3) applied for a ballot in a name other than their own;

(4) applied for a ballot after they had voted; (5) voted when they were not qualified; (6) gave a

false name or answer while under examination as to their qualifications to vote; or (7) presented

falsified proof of identity. RSA 659:34,I. A person was guilty of a class B felony for "purposely

or knowingly'' voting more than once or when they were not qualified and a class A

misdemeanor for "purposely or knowingly'' committing any of the other acts. RSA 659:34, II.

32. Under these laws, New Hampshire historically has had high voter turnout as

compared to other states and virtr¡ally no instances of voter fraud.

Overview of SB 3

33. SB 3 (Chapter205 of the 2017 Session Laws or 'oCh. 205") amends one of the

a Sg : does not change the responsibility ofthe Secretary to send a letter after an election to all voters who executed
a Domicile Affidavit or swom statement, informing them of driver's licensing and vehicle registration requirements.
RSA 654:12, V(d). The Secretary is instructed to forward the names of persons for whom the letter is undeliverable
to the Attorney General for further investigation into potential voting fraud. RSA 654: 12, V(e).
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two statutes that define domicile (RSA 654:2) and both of the statutes that set forth procedures to

determine whether a registrant meets the domicile requirement (RSA 654:7 and RSA 654:12).

SB 3 also amends the voter fraud and penalties statute (RSA 659:34), to add a penalty-not for

any act that the average person would understand to be voter fraud under common sense-but

þrfailing to comply with an arbitrary and unnecessary paperwork requirement.

i. SB 3 Changes the Definition of Domicile to Require a ooVerifïable Act" and
Presumes That Those Who Recently Moved Are Not Domiciled

34. SB 3 adds a second clause to the sentence in RSA 654:2 so that it reads:

"Domicile for purposes of voting is a question of fact and intention coupled with a verffiable act

or acts carrying out that intent." Ch. 205:1, I (emphasis added to reflect new language).

35. SB 3 also adds a new defìned term to the statutes: "temporary purposes." Ch.

205:1, II(a). Under the new law, those who are present in New Hampshire for temporary

purposes do not gain a domicile for voting purposes and therefore cannot vote. Id. Those who

have been residing in a town or ward for 30 or fewer days are 'opresumed to be present for

temporary purposes," unless they prove they are domiciled. Ch. 205:7, II(b). Temporary

purposes include, but are not limited to, being present in New Hampshire for 30 or fewer days

for the purposes of tourism, visiting family and füends, performing short term work, or

volunteering or working to influence voters in an upcoming election. Ch. 205:1, II(c).

ii. SB 3 Imposes New Difficult Documentation Requirements

36. SB 3 requires all registrants to provide documentation proving they have taken a

verifìable act carrying out their domiciliary intent. Ch.205:l,II(d). It provides a non-exhaustive

list of nine acts that, if documented, suffice to demonstrate that a registrant has an intent to be

domiciled at the address where they seek to register to vote: (1) "residenct'' at an institution of

higher leaming; (2) renting or leasing an abode; (3) purchasing an abode; (4) obtaining a New
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Hampshire motor vehicle registration, driver's license, or ID; (5) enrolling a child in a public

school; (6) identifying the address on a tax form or other government-issued ID or form; (7)

providing the street address to the U.S. Post Office as their permanent address; (8) obtaining

public utility service at the address; or (9) arranging for a homeless shelter or similar service

provider to receive mall. Id.If a registrant lives at an abode that is rented, leased, or owned by

another, and the registrant's name is not listed on the rental agreement, lease, or deed, a written

statement stating that the applicant resides at that address, signed by the owner or manager of the

property under penalties for voting fraud (the "Landlord Affidavit"), can serve as acceptable

documentation. Ch. 205:1, II(e). If a registrant has not taken one of the identified acts, the

registrant may provide evidence of some other act if it "demonstratefs] an intent to make aplace

his or her domicile." Id. The law is silent as to what other acts or documentation is sufficient.

37. SB 3 gives little guidance on precisely what paperwork will suffice. See Ch.

205:l,II(d), (e). Thus, individual town and city clerks, Supervisors, and polling place workers

will be tasked with not only understanding the requirements of SB 3, but also clearly

communicating them to registrants, and determining-largely on a case by case basis-whether

paperwork proffered satisfies SB 3. This subjective decision-making is virtually certain to lead to

varied and inconsistent results across the state and even within a single town or ward.

iii. SB 3 Imposes New Confusing Domicile Verification Procedures

38. SB 3 imposes a confusing domicile verification procedure for registrants and

creates substantially different procedures for those who register more than 30 days before an

election ("more than 30 days" registrants) and those who register within 30 days of or on

Election Day ("within 30 days" registrants). See Ch.205:5.

Domicile Verification Procedure for "More Than 30 Days" Reqistrants

39. First, if a "more than 30 days" registrant has a state or federal photo ID, a
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govefiìment issued check, benefit statement, or tax document with their domicile address, they

must present that document to prove domicile and register to vote. Ch. 205:5, I(c)(l)(A). A

registrant who has such a document, but does not bring it when seeking to register, cannot

register unless or until they retum and present the document.Id.

40. Second, if a "more than 30 days" registrant attests, under penalty of voter fraud,

they do not have a state or federal photo ID, a govemment issued check, benefit statement, or tax

document with their domicile address, they may present 'oreasonable documentation"

establishing "it is more likely than not" that they are domiciled and intend to remain in New

Hampshire "at least until election day." Ch. 205:5,I(c)(l)(B). "fR]easonable documentation"

may include "evidence of' the nine verifiable acts discussed in paragraph 33 above. A registrant

who has such documentation, but does not bring it when seeking to register, cannot register

unless or until they return and present the documentation. See Ch.205;5,I(c)(l)(A).

41. Third, if a "more than 30 days" registrant does not present documentation of

domicile that a local election official deems acceptable, they cannot register. See íd.

42. SB 3 entirely eliminates the Domicile Affidavit as an option for "more than 30

days" registrants who take the time to go to their local clerk's ofÍice to register and who are

domiciled in their town or ward and qualified to vote, but who do not bring paperwork that meets

the standard under SB 3. See Ch.205:5,I(c) (removing form for Domicile Affidavit).

43. Notably, SB 3 does not alter the Qualified Voter Affidavit such that all registrants

may continue to attest, under penalties for voting fraud, to their identity, citizenship, and age. See

Ch. 205:5, I(a) (making no amendments to Qualified Voter Affidavit).

44. SB 3 leaves the pre-election day voter registration form, now applicable to oomore

than 30 days" registrants, largely unchanged (hereinafter "Voter Registration Form A"). See Ch.
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205:2, IV(b). The form provides no guidance as to what acts a registrant must take or what

paperwork they must provide to register under SB 3's confusing new domicile requirements.

Unless prospective voters are provided clear instructions from election officials, read the

language of SB 3 themselves, or are willing to make multiple trips to attempt to register, SB 3 is

likely to leave many "more than 30 days" registrants confused andlor under the mistaken belief

that they cannot register at all.

Domicile Verification Procedure for "Within 30 Da)¡s" Registrants

45. While the 'omore than 30 days" verification procedure mandated by SB 3 is

confusing enough, the process for those attempting to register to vote "within 30 days" of an

election is even more so.

46. If a "within 30 days" registrant has a state or federal photo ID, a government

issued check, benefit statement, or tax document with their domicile address, or any "reasonable

documentation" that is "evidence of' the nine verifiable acts discussed in paragraph 33 above,

they must present it to register to vote. Ch. 205:5,I(c)(2)(A). If a "within 30 days" registrant

does not present one of these types of documentation at the time of registration, they may only

register and vote if they commit to using one of two post-election domicile verification methods,

hereinafter referred to as the ooDocument Production Method" and the o'Investigation Method."

47. The Document Production Method: If the registrant has any of the documentation

described in paragraph 33 above, but does not bring it when registering, they must initial next to

a paragraph on the voter registration form that is now applicable to "within 30 days" registrants

(hereinafter "Voter Registration Form B"), acknowledging an obligation to present

documentation to the local clerk within l0 days after the election (or 30 days, if the clerk's office
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is open 20 hours per week or less). Id.s If they fail to meet that deadline, their domicile will be

verified by the Supervisors after the election, as discussed below in paragraph 58. Ch. 205:1,Y.

Although registrants are not informed of this when filling out the Voter Registration Form B,

they are also subject to civil and criminal penalties if they "knowingly or purposely'' fail to

provide the required documentation by the deadline. See Ch.205'2,IV(c) and 205:5,I(c)(2)(A).

48. The Investieation Method: If a "within 30 days" registrant has no acceptable

documentation of domicile at all, the registrant may register to vote by initialing next to a

paragraph on the Voter Registration Form B acknowledging that their domicile may be verified

by the Supervisors after the election, as discussed below in paragraph 58. Ch. 205:5,I(c)(2XB).

49. If a "within 30 days" registrant has no form of documentation described in

paragraph 33 or is too confused or otherwise justifiably unable to elect either of the post-election

verification methods described above, they will not be permitted to register and vote.

50. SB 3 eliminates the sworn statement as an option for same day registrants who are

domiciled in New Hampshire and qualified to vote, but do not bring paperwork that meets SB

3's requirements when attempting to register. See Ch.205:2,IV(c) (removing ability to swear as

to domicile). As noted, SB 3 does not eliminate the sworn statement in its entirety; registrants

may still attest under penalties for voting fraud to their identity, citizenship, and age. See id.

(making no amendments to ability to swear as to identity, citizenship, and age).

51. Those registering "within 30 days" of an election now must complete registration

forms that SB 3 dramatically increased in length and complexity. See Ch.205:2,IV(c), V.

52. The Voter Registration Form B requires registrants to state-under penalties of

voting fraud-the precise date that they moved to the address they have provided as their

domicile. Ch. 205:2, IV(c).

5 The form does not inform the voter whether they are in a 10 or 30 day jurisdiction. Ch. 205:2, IV(b).
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53. The Voter Registration Form B also adds the following language setting out the

Document Production Method and the Investigation Method for those who do not bring

paperwork with them to register, id.:

I understand that to make the address I have entered above my domicile for voting
I must have an intent to make this the one place from which I participate in
democratic selÊgovernment and must have acted to carry out that intent.

I understand that if I have documentary evidence of my intent to be domiciled at
this address when registering to vote, I must either present it at the time of
registration or I must place my initials next to the following paragraph and mail a

copy or present the document at the town or city clerk's office within 10 days

following the election (30 days in towns where the clerk's office is open fewer
than20 hours weekly).

By placing my initials next to this paragraph, I am acknowledging that I
have not presented evidence of actions carrying out my intent to be domiciled at
this address, that I understand that I must mail or personally present to the clerk's
office evidence of actions carrying out my intent within l0 days following the
election (or 30 days in towns where the clerk's offrce is open fewer than20 hours
weekly), and that I have received the document produced by the secretary of state
that describes the items that may be used as evidence of a verifiable action that
establishes domicile.

Failing to report and provide evidence of a verifiable action will prompt official
mail to be sent to your domicile address by the secretary of state to verify the
validity of your claim to a voting domicile at this address.

I understand that if I do not have any documentary evidence of my intent to be
domiciled at this address, I must place my initials next to the following paragraph:

By placing my initials next to this paragraph, I am acknowledging that I
am aware of no documentary evidence of actions carrying out my intent to be
domiciled at this address, that I will not be mailing or delivering evidence to the
clerk's offrce, and that I understand that officials will be sending mail to the
address on this form or taking other actions to verifu my domicile at this address.

54. After that language on the Voter Registration Form B, registrants must sign the

form under the following statement, id. (emphasis in original):

I acknowledge that I have read and understand the above qualifications for voting
and do hereby swear, under the penalties for voting fraud set forth below, that I
am qualified to vote in the above-stated cityltown, and, if registering on election
day, that I have not voted and will not vote at any other polling place this election.
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55. The Voter Registration Form B explains the criminal and civil penalties for

providing false information when registering to vote and for voting in more than one state in the

same election. Id. But it does not explain-anywhere-that registrants are subject to criminal

and civil penalties if they "knowingly or purposely'' fail to provide documentation by the

deadline under the Document Production Method. See id. Also, the Voter Registration Form B

does not explain the extent of the investigations that will be performed to verifu registrants'

domicile addresses after Election Day, including the possibility of invasive home visits. See id.

56. SB 3 also adds an addendum to the Voter Registration Form B, the "Verifiable

Action of Domicile Form." Ch. 205:2, V. This is the o'document produced by the secretary of

state that describes the items that may be used as evidence of a verifiable action that establishes

domicile" to which the Voter Registration Form B refers. It is supposed to be distributed to

registrants who do not present documentary evidence when registering and "shall provide notice

of the requirements that registrants must furnish documentary evidence of domi clle." Id.6

57. The Verifiable Action of Domicile Form states the following, íd.:

As a newly registered voter, you have received this document because you did not
provide proof of domicile when you registered to vote. RSA 654:2, IV requires
you to provide evidence that you have taken'a verifiable act to establish domicile.

The following checklist shall be used as a guide for what you may use as evidence
and shall be submitted to the town or city clerk along with documentation that you
are required to provide. Only one item on the list is required to demonstrate a
verifiable act.

To establish that you have engaged in a verifiable act establishing domicile,
provide evidence that you have done at least one of the following:

6 The Verifiable Action of Domicile Form is "to be distributed to those registrants who register within 30 days
before the election or on election day and who do not provide proof of domicile or a verifiable action to demonstrate
domicile." Ch.205:2, V. That language indicates that the form will be given to anyone who doesn't have
documentation, regardless of which verification method they elect. Yet, a registrant who elects the Investigation
Method explicitly indicates that they will not be providing any documentary evidence and is not asked to
acknowledge receipt of the Verifiable Action of Domicile Form. ,See Ch.205',2,IV(c). Thus, it is unclear who will
ultimately receive the form and be required to follow its instructions.
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_ established residency, as set forth in RSA 654:l,I-a, at an institution
of leaming at the address on the voter registration form

_ rented or leased an abode, for a period of more than 30 days, to
include time directly prior to an election day at the address listed on the voter
registration form

_ purchased an abode at the address listed on the voter registration
form

_ obtained a New Hampshire resident motor vehicle registration,
driver's license, or identification card issued under RSA 260:21, RSA 260:21-a,
or RSA 260:21-b listing the address on the voter registration form

_ enrolled a dependent minor child in a publicly funded elementary or
secondary school which serves the town or ward of the address where the
registrant resides, as listed on the voter registration form

Identified the address on the voter registration form as your physical
residence address on:

state or federal tax forms

_ other govemment-issued forms or identification. Describe form of
identification:

_ provided the address on the voter registration form to the United
States Post Office as your permanent address, provided it is not a postal service or
commercial post office box, where mail is delivered to your home. This can be by
listing the address on the voter registration form as your new address on a Postal
Service permanent change of address form and providing a copy of the receipt, or
an online emailed receipt

_ obtained public utility services (electricity, cable, gas, water, etc.) for
an indefinite period at the address on the voter registration form. List services
obtained:

_arranged for a homeless shelter or similar service provider to receive
United States mail on your behalf. Enter name of the shelter or provider:

_ describe what other verifiable action or actions you have taken to
make the address listed on your voter registration form your one voting domicile:

25

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



If you have no other proof of a verifiable act establishing domicile, and your
domicile is at an abode rented, leased, or purchased by another and your name is
not listed on the rental agreement, lease, or deed, you are required to provide a
written statement, signed under penalty of voting fraud if false information is
provided, from a person who is listed on such document, or other reasonable
proof of ownership or control of the property, attesting that you reside at that
address, signed by that person or his or her agent who manages the property.

This verifiable action of domicile form, along with your written statement or other
documentation proving a verifiable act, shall be delivered to the town or city
clerk, by mail or in person, with l0 days, or within 30 days if the clerk's office is
open fewer than20 hours weekly.

58. Registrants must {ill out and sign the Verifiable Action of Domicile Form and

submit it with documentation of their domicile by the deadline after the election. Id. Election

officials will retain a copy of documentation provided and attach it to the Voter Registration

Form B. See id. and Ch.205:5,I(c)(2)(A).?

59. The Verifiable Action of Domicile Form, which registrants will take home with

them after Election Day and refer to when attempting to provide documentation later, does not

explain-anywhere-that if they fail to provide documentation by the deadline, their domicile

addresses will be verified through investigations that may include officers visiting them at their

homes and that they will be subject to criminal and civil penalties if they "knowingly or

purposely" fail to provide documentation by the deadline. See Ch.205:2,Y.

iv. SB 3 Imposes Additional Post-Election Verification Procedures

60. In addition to requiring election officials to make independent (and inevitably,

arbitrary) judgment calls as to what documentation is sufficient to evidence that the registrant has

undertaken a verifiable act of domicile, SB 3 imposes new obligations on the Supervisors to

investigate and verify the domicile of those who do not present acceptable proof of domicile

7 SB 3 explicitly provides that a copy of documentation provided by registrants after Election Day will be retained

by election officials, but it does not indicate whether election officials will also retain copies of documentation that
registrants present before or on Election Day.
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when they register to vote. Ch. 205:1, V. This includes both registrants who initialed the

Investigation Method, as well as those who initialed the Document Production Method but failed

to submit their documentation to the clerk's office by the deadline. Id.

6I. "As soon as practical following an election" the Supervisors must verify that a

registrant was oodomiciled at the address claimed on election day''by means including, but not

limited to: (1) examining public records in a municipal office; (2) requesting two or more

municipal, count¡ or state election officers or their agents 'oto visit the address and verify that

the individual was domiciled there on election day''; or (3) referring the registrant's information

to the Secretary, "who shall cause further investigation as is warranted." Id. SB 3 does not

provide funding for these additional tasks, is silent as to how the Supervisors will accomplish

them, and does not provide any guidance with respect to the process to be used for and extent of

the visits that will be made to the homes of registrants.

62. SB 3 requires the Supervisors to report to the Secretary any case in which they are

either unable to verify domicile, or where evidence of voting fraud exists. Ch. 205:1, VI. If the

Secretary confirms that a voter is not domiciled at the address provided, the Supervisors shall

initiate rernoval of the voter's name from the checklist according to New Hampshire law. Id.

v. SB 3 Deems Additional Acts Voter Fraud.

63. SB 3 amends New Hampshire law to make three additional acts "voter fraud."

Now, a person commits voter fraud if they: (l) present falsified proof of "domicile, or verifiable

action of domicile"; (2) "purposely and knowingly provide[] false information" in a Landlord

Affrdavit; or (3) register to vote on Election Days by choosing the Document Production Method

8 This provision unnecessarily penalizes and suppresses the vote of those who utilize same day registration. It is also

inconsistent with other provisions in SB 3. See Ch.205:5, I(c)(2)(A) (establishing penalty for any applicant

"[r]egistering within 30 days before an election or on election day'').
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and "purposely ande knowingly failf] to provide a copy of the document by mail or present the

document in person to the town or city clerk by the deadline." Ch. 205:13.

64. The first two of these new crimes involve the presentation of falsified proof of

domicile (presumably by registrants who are not in fact domiciled in New Hampshire as they

claim), but the third clearly reaches and penalizes the simple failure to comply with SB 3's

confusing documentation requirements by an arbitrary deadline, and does so with respect to

people who are lawfully domiciled and have a constitutional right to vote in New Hampshire.

65. All of these acts are subject to a class A misdemeanor penalty of imprisonment in

the house of corrections for up to one year and a fine up to $2,000 as well as a civil penalty up to

$5,000. See id.; RSA 659:34,1,1I1' RSA 651;2,11(c),IV(a).

The 2016 General Election

66. Historically, New Hampshire has had an evenly divided electorate, high voter

turnout, and close elections; all trends that continued in the 2016 General Election.

67. In 2016, Sununu (a Republican) won the gubernatorial race, and Democrats

Hillary Clinton and Margaret Hassan narrowly won the presidential and U.S. Senate races.

68. In 2016, New Hampshire also had the third highest voter tumout in the nation.

More than 88,000 New Hampshire citizens registered to vote in the final month before the

General Election, with 83,000 of those registrations occurring on Election Day alone. Voters

who registered on Election Day made up 11 percent of the total votes cast.

69. Upon information and belief, at the time the General Court enacted SB 3, it was

aware that many of these same registrants are young, low-income, and racial minorities and that

same day registration has a positive effect on the voter turnout of these groups. These groups are

e This provision requires a purposeful "and" knowing failure, which is inconsistent with other provisions in SB 3

that specifu penalties for a purposeful "ot'' knowing failure. See Ch.205:5, I(c)(2)(A).
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less likely to be familiar with the voting system, or to have the job flexibility, access to

transportation, and resources that allow for earlier in-person registration at a clerk's office. They

are also more likely to move often, necessitating frequent voter registration and re-registration.

70. Upon information and belief, at the time the General Court enacted SB 3, it was

also aware that young, low-income, and minority voters tend to vote Democratic and that long-

term national trends in party affìliation show that Democrats hold a substantial advantage among

young voters in particular.

71. In fact, in the 2016 General Election, the New Hampshire precincts with the

highest number of same day registrations tended to be areas with the highest number of voters

who were under the age of 25, non-white, renters, and living below the poverty level, and most

of those precincts also voted overwhelmingly for Democratic candidates.

72. For example, in Durham, home to the University of New Hampshire, more than

68 percent of the population is under the age of 25, and more than 32 percent of all ballots cast

there came from same day registrants. Secretary Clinton won that precinct with 72.6 percent of

the vote, and Senator Hassan won with 67.9 percent Similarly, in Plymouth, home to Pl¡rmouth

State University, where nearly 50 percent of the population is under the age of 25, more than 30

percent of all ballots cast there came from same day registrants, with 60 percent of the total vote

going to Secretary Clinton and Senator Hassan. In Hanover, home to Dartmouth College, more

than 43 percent of the population is under the age of 25, and more than I 5 percent of all ballots

cast came from same day registrants. Secretary Clinton won that precinct by over 87 percent, and

Senator Hassan won with 78.4 percent. Likewise, in Keene, home to Keene State College, more

than 27 percent of the population is under the age of 25, and more than 2I percent of all ballots

cast there came from same day registrations. More than 65 percent of the ballots cast in all five
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wards went to Secretary Clinton, and more than62 percent went to Senator Hassan.

13. The eight cities and towns with the highest percentage of non-white citizens-

Nashua, Hanover, Manchester, Lebanon, Somersworth, Portsmouth, Pl¡rmouth, and Durham-

also had higher percentages of same day registrations than the rest of the state. The cities and

towns of Manchester, Durham, Somersworth, and Plymouth are much more non-white than the

state average of 10 percent. Secretary Clinton and Senator Hassan won all eight towns.

74. Also, the five municipalities with the highest percentage of same day

registration-Durham, Plymouth, Keene, Manchester, and Somersworth-are all well below the

state average in terms of owner-occupied housing. These include college towns and transient

cities. Secretary Clinton and Senator Hassan won all of these cities and towns.

75. Of the ten municipalities with the highest percentage of same day registrations,

nine are above the state average for rate of poverty. They include Durham, Hanover, Plymouth,

and Keene, all college towns with high numbers of adults with little to no income, but the

working class cities of Franklin and Rochester also had higher percentages of same day

registrations than the rest of the state. Both Secretary Clinton and Senator Hassan won most of

these cities and towns.

76. Additionally, and not surprisingly, many same day registrants are those who move

during the year preceding an election (within the same county, across counties, or into New

Hampshire from outside the State). Indeed, during the 2016 General Election, the greater the

extent to which a New Hampshire town contained such mobile citizens, the greater the

percentage of same day registrations in the town.

77. Since its adoption, Republican groups have scrutinized same day registration and

the voters who most often avail themselves of it, and have engaged in rhetoric meant to cast a
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suspicious eye on the validity of the votes of those who are new, young, and of lesser means.

They have done so without any credible evidence that these voters are in fact anything other than

genuine New Hampshire citizens, who are qualified-indeed, have a fundamental right-to

participate in elections under New Hampshire law. And time and again, when they have

controlled the General Court, Republicans have attempted to use the domicile requirement as a

means to limit access to the polls by these voters, despite all suspicions being wholly unfounded.

78. During the 2016 General Election, over 76,000 same day registrants were either

first-time voters or voters who re-registered after moving to a new town or ward. Rhetoric about

voter fraud to the contrary, there is no basis to distrust the eligibility or validity of these voters.

79. In fact, there has never been any plausible evidence that same day registration

facilitates or is more susceptible to voter fraud. And as in years past, there is no credible

evidence supporting any accusations that voter fraud-by same day registrants or any other

group of voters----occurred in the 2016 General Election at anything other than a negligible rate.

80. Nevertheless, in Novernber 20I6,then President-elect Trump falsely claimed on

Twitter that "serious voter fraud" in New Hampshire was to blame for his and Senator Ayotte's

losses here. He renewed this false claim during a private meeting with senators in February 2017,

when he alleged-without a shred of evidence-that, but for the 'othousands" of voters bused in

from Massachusetts, both he and Senator Ayotte would have won in New Hampshire. Trump's

senior adviser, Stephen Miller, repeated the false claims in a television interview.

81. President Trump's false claims were widely rebutted, including by several

prominent New Hampshire Republicans, who took the unusual step of publicly contradicting a

President-elect of their own party, in response to his unsupportable claims.

82. Steve Duprey, a Republican National Committee member and former chair of the
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New Hampshire Republican P*ty, posted on Twitter, "Repeating: there is no voter fraud in N.H.

None. Zip. Nada. Hundreds of lawyers, poll workers, watchers, press -- no buses rolled in."

83. Republican strategist Tom Ratho who served as New Hampshire's attorney

general in the late 1970s and early 1980s, tweeted, "allegations of voter fraud in NH are baseless,

without any merit -- it's shameful to spread these fantasies."

84. Prominent New Hampshire Republican, Fergus Cullen, former chair of the New

Hampshire GOP, went so far as to offer a $1,000 reward to anyone who could provide evidence

of a single illegal vote cast by a Massachusetts resident who was bused in to New Hampshire for

the 2016 election. Cullen has said that no one came forward to offer any evidence of voter fraud.

85. Even President Trump's own former aide, Corey Lewandowski, who "live[s] on

the border" of New Hampshire, publicly stated that he "didn't see buses coming across the line

to say that, hey, we've moved up from Massachusetts." To put this in perspective, Mr.

Lewandowski recently defended President Trump when discussing Trump's tweets about

MSNBC host Mika Brzezinski, calling Trump "the Emest Hemingway of Twitter."

86. Defendant MacDonald also responded to the allegations, saying, "'We have seen

no evidence of large-scale voter fraud whatsoever, and none has been brought to our attention."

And Defendant Gardner reported that his office received no complaints of voter fraud.

87. As of the date of this filing, no one has come forth with any evidence to support

President Trump's false claims about voter fraud in New Hampshire.

88. Nevertheless, after Governor Sununu won in 2016 and became the first

Republican to hold the Governor's office in 14 years-resulting in Republican control of the

Governor's mansion and both chambers of the New Hampshire General Court for the first time

since 2004-the General Court quickly got to work targeting voting laws in the name of
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nonexistent voter fraud. These efforts were backed by Governor Sununu, who voiced his support

of restrictive voting legislation, saying he would even support a bill to end same day registration.

89. Republican legislators were also encouraged by national conservative groups to

"fix" provisions that ensured fulI and fair access to the franchise in New Hampshire. For

instance, the Lawyers Democracy Fund sent a memorandum to members of the House Election

Law Committee in February 20l6,lobbying to add a 30-day requirement for establishing

domicile in New Hampshire. The memorandum also called the domicile requirement, student

voters, and the use of affidavits "problems," yet it, too, failed to identifu evidence of widespread

voter fraud in New Hampshire.

The Passing of SB 3 During the 2017 Legislative Session

90. Heeding the call, Republican Senator Regina Birdsell introduced SB 3 in the New

Hampshire Senate on January 19, 2017. Senator Birdsell-together with other supporters of the

bill-justified the measure as a necessary response to the perception (no matter how

unsubstantiated) that New Hampshire's elections have been adversely impacted by voter fraud.

91. At no point has Senator Birdsell or any other high profile supporter of the bill

asserted that any concems about voter fraud are based in fact.

92. In fact, Republican Representative Dan ltse admitted that "[w]e don't have

rampant voter fraud," and Ray Chadwick, Chairman of the Granite State Taxpayers, agreed, "it's

not proven that there is widespread voter fraud."

93. Defendant Gardner also admitted that President Trump's claim of voter fraud "has

not been proven," yet nevertheless testified that he supports the bill because o'people believe that

there's voter fraud," while at the same time boasting that New Hampshire has historically had

very high voter turnout.
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94. And despite the torrent of public statements by some of New Hampshire's most

prominent Republicans responding to and rejecting President Trump's claims of voter fraud

shortly after the 2016 election, Republican legislative support for SB 3 was nearly universal,

even in the face of vocal and vehement opposition and criticism by not only Democratic

legislators but large numbers of concerned citizens, election officials, town officials, college

students, and organizations (including LW\/NH, Open Democracy, the American Civil Liberties

Union ("ACLU"), and the New Hampshire Municipal Association ("NHMA")).

95. SB 3 was first heard at the Senate Election Law and Internal Affairs Committee

hearing on March 7 ,2017 . The public testimony lasted for more than three hours.

96. Just four individuals testified in support of the bill: Defendant Gardner,

Representative Itse, Mr. Chadwick, and one citizen who testified that he "would like the

Committee to worry less about voter fraud and more about students from New York and

Massachusetts influencing our state elections."

97. In contrast, more than 200 people signed in opposed to the bill, with 27 testifying

in opposition. So many people showed up to the hearing-the vast majority in opposition-that

it was moved to Representatives Hall to accommodate the unusually high public input.

98. The scarcity of any evidence of voter fraud in New Hampshire was highlighted by

many who testified, including Former Democratic Representative Jim Verschueren who said,

'oThis bill is trytng to address a problem that doesn't exist."

99. Much of the testimony focused on the problems that the bill would create, rather

than solve. The ACLU testified that the bill, among other things, adds a verifiable act criterion

that is not a requirement under the New Hampshire Constitution, requires acts that impermissibly

require money being paid to the government, effectively criminalizes voters who are unable or
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fail to submit documentation, and involves a lengthy and overly confusing process that "would

needlessly hinder the voting .ights of constitutionally-eligible voters in New Hampshire."

100. Many also testified to the negative impact the bill would have on particular

populations, such as students, the homeless, the impoverished, migratory workers, those who

move shortly before Election Day, and people with physical, mental, and cognitive disabilities.

101. Elena Ryan, a student at the University of New Hampshire, testified that "[f]or

students like myself who do not live in university housing, this is disenfranchising." When asked

if she could vote with a student ID and "a slip from whomever you're living with," she said,

"With the language of intimidation, I would question if I would be able to register properly and

wouldn't understand the steps to take. The populations that will be hit hardest by these extra

provisions are out-of-state students." Ryan testified she does not have a driver's license.

102. The Newbury Town Moderator, Nancy Marashio, objected to the bill based on the

needless additional paperwork it created for the Supervisors and testified that "[n]o Newbury

election official contacted about how they view SB 3 supports it." She further emphasized that

voters who register on Election Day "have done nothing wrong," yet the bill "targets voters who

change residence or choose to legally register on Election Day)'She asserted that "[t]hose voters

deserve to be treated equally to every other voter."

103. Leslie Enroth, a former Selectwoman in Sutton, testified that "[t]he changes to the

voter registration form are so long and complicated that it becomes a literacy test." She asked,

where "fp]eople have died for the right to vote, why are we making it harder?"

I04. That the threat of home visits and criminalizatiott will "subject voters to fear and

intimidation" were also frequently mentioned. Overall, the sentiment of the people of New

Hampshire was that SB 3 would "steer people away" and make it harder for them to exercise
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their most precious right.

105. Michelle Sanbom, of the New Hampshire Community Rights Network, testified

that "[t]he bill does not protect or expand voting rights. It brings us back to a time when the right

to vote was reserved for the privileged. . . . It is clear today that the public does not consider this

bill to be for the public good."

106. The testimony also highlighted unworkable aspects of the bill. Cordell Johnston,

of the NHMA, testified that "[t]he length and complexity of the same day voter registration form

is a concern for both the voter and local officials, who must determine whether someone satisfies

the criteria. It seems likely to result in longer lines at the polls." The NHMA also submitted

lengthy written testimony outlining the many internal inconsistencies in the law.

107. LizTentarclli, President of LWVNH, testified that "[t]he League regards the right

to vote as the most important right we have, because by voting we have a voice in all the other

actions of govemment that affect us. Any attempt to deny that right, just because a person does

not have the same kind of permanent home nor typical photo ID that you and I likely have, is an

attempt to pass judgment on the very people who may need a voice the most." She pointed out

the many impractical aspects of the law when considered in light of many real-life situations,

such as when one lives with a friend, has a disorganized filing system, uses a post office box, or

moves after an election but before an investigative visit from election officials.

108. Louise Spencer, of the Kent Street Coalition, testified, "What disenfranchises

people is when they aren't able to cast their vote, which happens when obstacles are put in their

way. People who haven't voted before find it an extremely intimidating process. They have the

sense that they are somehow not welcome at the polls. If they have to sign an affidavit that says

police may come to your door or that you'll get a $5,000 fine, they won't even try to get
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involved."

109. Despite the public outcry against the bill, the Senate passed SB 3 on March 30,

2017, along strict party lines.

110. SB 3 was introduced in the House on March 23, and on April 18, the bill was

heard by the Election Law Committee. The hearing again drew so many people it had to be

moved to Representatives Hall, and the public testimony lasted more than six hours. Nearly 175

individuals signed in opposed to the bill, while only 44 did so in support. Nearly 40 testified in

opposition, which was more than double those who testified in support.

I I 1. None of the testimony of the supporters included any plausible evidence of voter

fraud, and while Republican Representatives Doug Thomas and Al Baldasaro claimed, without

any evidence, that there were cars full of out-of-state residents who voted in the 2016 election,

Defendant Gardner reconfirmed that his office has 'onever been provided proof'of such stories.

ll2. Other testimony in support exposed a general sentiment among the bill's

supporters that college students are not welcome to and should not participate in New

Hampshire's elections. One citizen said, "If students want to vote, they should go to their

hometown and vote since they are still under the roof of their parents." Similarl¡ Republican

Representative Tim Twombly testified that those who are from out of state should be made to

vote absentee in the states they came from, and not in New Hampshire-despite the fact that,

under U.S. Supreme Court precedent, doing as the Representative suggested and excluding

perceived o'outsiders" who live New Hampshire from voting here is plainly unconstitutional.

113. Similarly, former Republican Senate Majority Leader Robert Clegg said that he

does not want students voting in his town-whether they come from elsewhere in New

Hampshire or out of statelbecause "none ... actually pay the bills in the communities they're
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voting in," and he implored them to "please don't vote in my community." He added, "voting's

not for anyone who wants to participate, it's for those who want to participate in their

communitiss"-¿ view that he may be entitled to have, but which is not a constitutional basis for

enacting restrictive voting laws.

ll4. And, ignoring that many such students do not drive or own a vehicle and that the

New Hampshire Supreme Court previously held such a requirement impermissible under the

State Constitution, Republican Representative Dennis Green testified that prospective voters

should be made to establish residency by getting a driver's license and registering a vehicle

before they can vote in New Hampshire.

115. This testimony was directly contrary to established law, which explicitly permits

students to lawfully claim domicile for voting in the town or city in which they live while

attending college, RSA 654:1, and deems unconstitutional laws restricting students' access to the

franchise, see Guøre v. New Hampshíre, 167 N.H. 658,669 (2015); Newburger v. Peterson,344

F. Supp. 559,563 (D.N.H. 1972); see also Carcington v. Rash,380 U.S. 89,94 (1965).

116. In contrast, testimony in opposition to the bill overwhelmingly emphasized the

many reasons that SB 3 is unconstitutional and will disenfranchise eligible voters. Several spoke

about how there is no data backing up the rumors of voter fraud. Others expressed concern that

the bill will improperly subject lawful voters to investigation and civil and criminal penalties due

to voters misunderstanding the rules and the "literacy test" to which the bill amounts.

II7. Many testified about the myriad ways the bill would harm voters. Pat Wallace

spoke about her concern for those individuals who cannot read. She also spoke about the impact

the bill will have on the homeless population who do not have addresses.

118. Ana Ford submitted testimony regarding her concerns about how the bill will
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affect men and women in uniform, noting that because they are transferred frequently, they will

be denied their right to vote under SB 3. She cautioned, "when you cast a wide net, you catch

some things you didn't intend to. And when you're on a fishing expedition for something that

doesn't exist, a lot of people will be caught in the net . . . undeservedly so."

119. Darryl Perry spoke about situations that would prevent voters' ability to present

required documentation, noting that the bill could disenfranchise people living in a town without

public schools or who enroll their children in private school, people who use a post office box,

people who do not themselves own the vehicle they drive, and people with a verbal lease.

120. Gwen Friend testified, "The bill would negatively affect the right to vote for

indigent people, who often move to find better or cheaper housing; members of the military

temporarily assigned to New Hampshire but planning to return to another state upon discharge;

the homeless; students who are here but do not intend to make New Hampshire their home (or

just do not know yet where they will live after college); and those new to the state or those

moving to another town within New Hampshire."

1,21. A number of first-time voters and college students testified, including 2O-year-old

student Charlotte Blatt. She said that SB 3 "makes voting unnecessarily difficult and confusing

for some voters, particularly young voters like myself who see this legislation as an indication

that they are unwelcome and not allowed to vote in New Hampshire."

I22. Sydney Little testified that she was able to vote for the first time in Keene where

she was in college by signing an affidavit, but had SB 3 been the law, she may not have been

able to prove domicile as now required. When asked if she had access to an absentee ballot from

the place where she grew up, she said, "I didn't want one because I consider Keene my home."

In fact, a fair amount of testimony in support of SB 3 focused on college students' ability to get
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an absentee ballot from the state where their parents live. Yet, as a number of students testified,

they are legally entitled to vote in New Hampshire, and often cannot get an absentee ballot in the

state from which they moved to New Hampshire because they no longer reside there.

I23. Connie Lane testified that, based on her 15 years of observing the polls across the

state, she is confident "[w]e have a solid system that has worked well over the years" and that

"the changes in SB 3 are clearly targeted at suppressing votes, not preventing fraud." She said,

"It is telling that the calls for reform of our voting process have not been requested by the

moderators or supervisors of elections, the city clerks, or the Attorney General. If there was

rampant fraud or extreme difficulties enacting our voting laws, these groups would be proposing

legislation. But they are not. In fact, the moderators and supervisors oppose the legislation due to

the additional work and expense that it will require."

124. Ms. Lane continued: "Many students and low-income voters do not have leases,

may not know the legal name of their landlord, or may not even be on the lease. . . . Many . . . do

not have cars and/or work several jobs . . . . [and] returning to the town/city clerk's offrce with

the correct documentation is more than an 'inconvenience' for these individuals. They must use

public transportation or rely on other people for transportation, as well as juggle multiple work

schedules. Finally, low-income people often do not have the money to register their vehicles-

they have little left over after providing food, health and shelter to their families."

125. The testimony of election officials was also extensive and overwhelmingly

against SB 3. Patricia Little, Keene City Clerk for 36 years, submitted testimony about the

"unreasonable burden being placed on local officials to verify domicile after an election." She

noted that "fc]ongestion in lines because people are not moving through the process quickly,

causes confusion and frustration fthat] can lead to a less than ideal environment for an accurate
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election." As a result, "the passage of SB 3 is going to disenfranchise not only the voters who are

attempting to register to vote, but also those . . . arriving at the polling location fto vote]."

126. Suzanne Russell, Newbury Supervisor, testified it is inappropriate to request

documents from voters that contain private information, such as school registration forms and tax

returns, both listed in SB 3 as acceptable proof of a verifiable act of domicile. She also said that

the registration forms are cumbersome and could potentially create big errors.

I27. Jean Lightfoot, Hopkinton Supervisor, spoke against the provision calling for

election officials to make home visits, saying, "I would resign before I did this dangerous task.

We are record-keepers."

128. Fran Taylor, who was the Holderness Supervisor for 15 years, testified that many

of the same day registrants she assisted were young people voting for the first time and that

watching these young people go through all of the steps necessary to vote "is not the behavior of

someone trying to fake their identity, it's an indication that they want to exercise their

constitutional right to vote." She also testified that having election officials make "bed checks"

of registrants is "unreasonable, unnecessary, and intimidating," adding that "new voters don't

need to be harassed, they should be encouraged and welcomed when they come to vote."

129. Representative Wayne Burton of Durham testified that "the impact on Durham

specifically would be significant," notingthat the law will unfairly burden students and create

long lines that will discourage voters. Durham Town Moderator Chris Regan spoke about the

severe administrative burdens the law would impose on local election officials, and Durham

Town Councilman Kenneth Rotner testified that the Town of Durham does not support the bill

and spoke to how the bill is unworkable.

130. Finally, Richard Aldrich of the Chesterfield Planning Board testified that
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generations of veterans in his family did not fight with the mindset "that we were protecting the

right to restrict and burden the right to vote." He said, "this bill smacks of Jim Crowe cronyism,"

as it requires voters to "fill out this form that takes 30 minutes to read" and extraordinary levels

of educational achievement to understand. He said, "This is nothing more than a thinly veiled

attempt by a very partisan goup to restrict and intimidate those who they do not want to vote.

There's just no question in my mind that that's what's going on."

131. In spite of the extensive and powerful testimony against SB 3, evidencing how it

would disenfranchise legal voters, the bill was amended and passed out of Committee on May

25, 2017 , and the House passed SB 3 on June I , largely along party lines.

132. In volume 39, number 26 of the House Record, the majority justified the bill by as

much as admitting that "serious voter fraud" is not a problem in New Hampshire and instead

claiming that the "domicile loophole" created "opportunities for voter fraud."

133. On June 8, 2017 , the Senate concurred in the amendments the House made to the

bill. SB 3 was enrolled by the Committee on Enrolled Bills on June 22, and signed by Governor

Sununu on July 10. SB 3 takes effect September 8,2017.

134. The new voter registration process prescribed by SB 3 will affect same day

registration for a special election scheduled for September 12 in Belknap County. SB 3 will

affect same day registration for a special election in Hillsborough County, a special election in

Sullivan County, and a primary election in Manchester scheduled for September 19. SB 3 will

affect same day registration and approximately one week of in-person registration at the local

clerk's offrce for a special election scheduled for September 26 in Rockingham County. SB 3

will affect all aspects of voter registration for municipal elections scheduled for October 3 in

Franklin and Keene; municipal general elections scheduled for November 7 in Claremont,
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Manchester, Keene, Nashua, Portsmouth, Rochester, and Concord; and all other future elections.

SB 3 Imposes Undue Burdens on New llampshire Voters

135. The procedural requirements, associated penalties, and incomprehensibility of SB

3 will unduly burden and disenfranchise potential voters, cause many otherwise qualified citizens

not to register to vote, and contribute to already long polling places lines.

i. The Procedural Requirements of SB 3 Witl Burden and Disenfranchise Voters

T36. If SB 3 is not enjoined, citizens who are lawfully qualified to vote under the New

Hampshire Constitution will have that right severely burdened or, in some cases, entirely denied,

because (a) they have not committed a "verif,rable" act of domicile, as defined by the General

Court; (b) they do not possess, or fail to produce, paperwork that local election officials deem

adequate to evidence such an act; or (c) they do not register at all because the new law causes

them to be confused, mistaken about eligibility, or too intimidated to try.

I37. The requirements of SB 3 may be easy for some to comply with, but not for many

others because compliance is dependent on stable housing, property ownership, vehicle

ownership, having a child enrolled in public school, income, obtaining utility services or

arranging for mail delivery at a particular street address. Thousands of people in New Hampshire

who are otherwise qualified to vote either do not have these legislatively mandated indicia of

intent to be domiciled or lack the means to provide proof of them. lndeed, providing proof is also

contingent on one's ability to successfully complete complicated transactions, make complex

arrangements, pay licensing fees, keep easily accessible and orderly personal records, make

multiple trips to govefltmental offices, or coordinate with and depend on the cooperation of third

parties in time for Election Day.

138. Some of the documents listed by SB 3-such as driver's licenses, identification
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cards, vehicle registration forms, tax forms, and other government-issued forms-will be

insufficient if they do not contain a registrant's current address. See Ch. 205:I, II(d). But many

of these documents are not required to be updated. For example, New Hampshire law does not

require that individuals who update their address with the DMV also obtain a replacement

license (which requires an in-person visit to the DMV and payment of a fee of $3.00). Thus,

many eligible registrants will have engaged in a verifiable act of intent to be domiciled in their

community, yet will not satisfu the requirements of SB 3 unless they pay a fee to the

government, which the law does not require to maintain their legal driving status.

I39. Some of the documents listed by SB 3-leases, deeds, and utility bills-only

satisfy the law's requirements if they contain the registrant's name, see id., a requirement that

qualified registrants who have the requisite domiciliary intent but live with roommates, friends or

family, will often have difficulty meeting. And the Landlord Affidavit is an unduly burdensome

and unworkable alternative. First, the Verifiable Action of Domicile Form states that those who

are renters who do not have other proof of domicile "are requireû' to obtain a Landlord

Affidavit. See id. (emphasis added).l0 Second, these registrants must determine who is listed on

the lease or deed or is authonzed to sign the Landlord Affidavit as an "agent who manages the

property." Id. Third, they must then contact that person and convince them to cooperate. Finally,

they must draft.'oa written statement, signed under penalty of voting fraud," that satisfies the

legal requirements of SB 3 and obtain a signature in time for Election Day. Id.

140. For some of the acts listed by SB 3, it is unclear precisely what paperwork is

suffrcient, making it difficult for registrants to arrive with the correct paperwork and putting

10 Elsewhere, SB 3 states that registrants "may" obtain a Landlord Afhdavit. See Ch.205:1, II(e) and 205:5,
I(c)(l)(B). Even if it is not the intent of SB 3 to require registrants to obtain a Landlord Affidavit (such that they are

ineligible to use the Investigation Method), it is conceivable that many will read the Verifrable Action of Domicile
Form-which registrants are given a copy of and serves as a guide to what they are required to do-and believe that
obtaining a Landlord Affidavit is their only option to vote and avoid penalties.
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individual election officials in the position of subjectively deciding what is adequate. For

example, the option of providing evidence of "residency, as set forth in RSA 654:I,I-a fthe

domicile provision for college students], at an institution of learning at the address on the voter

registration form" is both burdensome and vague. See id. SB 3 conflates residency with domicile

and does not specify what documents constitute such evidence. SB 3 does not state whether a

student ID card-which lacks the student's address-will suffice, or if students must also obtain

a document bearing their address from some unknown office at their college or university. This

requirement will be particularly burdensome for the many students who do not live on campus.

I4L. Similarly, the option for those who are homeless to provide evidence of

"arranging for a homeless shelter or similar service provider located in the town or ward to

receive United States mail," see íd., is burdensome and vague where this vulnerable population

may find it too difficult, risky, or unnecessary to affange for mail delivery, and it is unclear what

type of documentation they must obtain to prove they did so. SB 3 does not explain whether a

copy of a sign-up sheet, for example, is sufficient or whether registrants must obtain a written

statement similar to the Landlord Affidavit. Also, the shelter must be located in the town or ward

where the registrant seeks to register, which makes obtaining documentation all the more

difficult, as many towns and wards do not have shelters and not all provide mail services.

142. Some of the paperwork requirements will not in fact show where a registrant is

truly domiciled. For example, those with summer homes in New Hampshire could easily register

in a town or ward where they are not lawfully domiciled using any documentation that bears the

address of their second property. And those who enroll their children in a school district that-

for one reason or another-allows enrollment from outside the town or ward could register to

vote where their children go to school rather than where they are domiciled.
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143. In sum, SB 3 will leave many potential voters confused about what paperwork

they need to bring with them to the local clerk's office or the polling place. They may not know

or understand what "reasonable documentation" is, think that some paperwork is adequate when

it is not, or, worse, not even attempt to register because they are unable to locate paperwork,

believe they cannot register, or are too afraid to try.

144. SB 3 unjustifiably eliminates the option for registrants to prove their domicile by

completing a Domicile Affidavit or sworn statement. Ch. 205:2,IV(c) and 205:5,I(c). These

options have been acceptable for proving domicile in New Hampshire since 1979, requiring

registrants to swear under penalties of perjury and voter fraud and subjecting them to penalties if

they were untruthful. In doing so, SB 3 deems the swom word of registrants unreliable in

inconsistent ways, as all registrants may still execute Qualified Voter Affidavits and sworn

statements as to their identit¡ citizenship, and age. Ch.205:2,IV(c) and 205:5, I(a).

145. Moreover, in the case of the Landlord Affidavit and perhaps the homeless shelter

documentation, SB 3 nonsensically accepts the swom word of a third party as proof of a

registrant's domicile, but not the registrant's o\ryn sworn statement. (That is the case even though

the Landlord Affidavit will be executed outside the view of an election official.) The

inexplicable and burdensome result is that the fundamental right to vote of these individuals

(who, as reflected by the circumstances of their living arrangements, are much more likely to

have less financial means than those who, for example, own their home) may now be contingent

upon their obtaining the timely compliance of third parties who are, more often than not,

ordinary citizens who are in no way required or incentivizedto provide the assistance required.

146. Also, SB 3 contains numerous other measures that in practice treat similarly

situated citizens differently for arbitrary reasons. For instance, a registrant who attempts to

46

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



register 31 days before Election Day and does not have the requisite paperwork will be turned

away, but a registrant who attempts to register the following day, 30 days before Election Day,

will be permitted to register even without the requisite paperwork. Likewise, registrants who live

in some towns will be given 30 days to submit paperwork after Election Day, while registrants

who live in other towns will only be given 10 days.

147. By way of further example, a registrant who is a long-time domiciliary of New

Hampshire who registers to vote for the first time is presumed to be qualified to do so, while a

registrant with the requisite domiciliary intent who happened to move to New Hampshire less

than 30 days ago is presumed to be unqualified to vote.

148. Similarly, a qualified registrant who is domiciled in New Hampshire who brings,

for instance, his tax forms to register will be permitted to vote, while a qualified registrant who is

domiciled in New Hampshire who also has tax forms but forgets to bring them to register will be

denied registration or subjected to additional verification procedures, invasive investigations, and

potentially criminal and civil penalties.

149. Given the lack of clear guidance in the law as to what constitutes reasonable

documentation, qualified registrants will also be treated differently depending simply on who

happens to review their form and documentation. Thus, a clerk in Durham might allow a college

student to register with a driver's license with an address other than the one listed on the

registration form and a student ID, while a clerk in Keene might deny registration to a college

student who brings the same documentation. Similarly, a poll worker at a polling place in

Nashua might allow qualified registrants to register with bank statements or pieces of mail-

which are not explicitly listed in SB 3-while a poll worker at a different polling place in

Nashua might refuse to accept such paperwork from other qualified registrants.
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150. SB 3 unreasonably denies voter registration entirely to "more than 30 days"

registrants who go in person to their town or city clerk's office during business hours to register

to vote but who may not be informed they need to bring with them, have forgotten, or could not

locate acceptable documentary evidence of a verifiable act. Ch. 205:5, I(c)(l)(A). These

individuals, who are already undertaking significant burdens to abide by New Hampshire's

unique in-person registration requirernent, will be tumed away and told to return multiple times

until they can present satisfactory paperwork. They may have had to pay for child care, make

affangements with their employers or take leave from their jobs, or locate and pay for reliable

transportation to arrive at the clerk's office. Yet they will be denied registration even though they

are legally domiciled in New Hampshire and, if given the option, would be willing to swear

under penalties for voter fraud to that fact. Many who are denied will not make a second trip,

either to register or vote. Moreover, every individual who is denied early registration could wind

up having to register on Election Day, subjecting them to the additional burdens that same day

registrants now face under SB 3, and lengthening already long polling place lines.

151. SB 3 subjects "within 30 days" registrants who do not have the requisite

documentary evidence when registering to the long and confusing Voter Registration Form B

and Verifiable Action of Domicile Form, the completion of which is likely to contribute to

already long polling place lines. They must also elect either the Document Production Method or

the Investigation Method, after supposedly understanding the complicated procedures outlined

by SB 3 in its incomprehensible legal language. They must determine whether they have

documentary evidence sufficient to prove domicile (a difficult determination to make while

standing in line to vote) and are thus obligated to produce those documents under the Document

Production Method, or whether they do not have any documentary evidence and may elect the
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Investigation Method. In making their decision, registrants must also acknowledge their domicile

will be further verified by election officials. Having to quickly read, understand, and sign a

sworn statement is an intimidating process. Those registrants who are unable to complete the

form will not be permitted to cast a ballot, even though they are legally domiciled and, if given

the option, would be willing to swear under penalties for voter fraud to that fact.

I52. SB 3 will also burden the ability of those who have recently moved to register to

vote, as they now must prove they are not present for "temporary purposes" and that they do not

fall within one of the non-exhaustive and ill-defined ootemporary'' situations listed in the law. The

law will discourage those who have non-permanent job assignments but are otherwise domiciled

from attempting to register and threatens the free speech and association rights of those who

come to New Hampshire to work on political campaigns.

153. Although SB 3 requires all New Hampshire citizens to prove they are domiciled,

the new presumption that those who recently moved and are new to New Hampshire or new to a

town or ward are not qualified to vote contradicts a long-standing presumption under New

Hampshire law that any citizen seeking to register to vote is qualified to do so. ,S¿¿ RSA 654:lI.

This presumption also violates the doctrine that presumptions of law may be created by statute

only if there is a rational connection between the fact proved and the fact presumed. See Mclntire

v. Borofslry, 95 N.H. T74,177 (1948).

ii. The Penalties Imposed by SB 3 WilI Burden and Disenfranchise Voters

154. SB 3 imposes unduly harsh penalties on those who lack or fail to provide

documentary evidence to prove domicile. "Within 30 days" registrants who do not present

evidence of a verifiable act must elect one of two highly confusing post-election verification

methods that make them vulnerable to fines, imprisonment, and invasive investigations-all
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stemming from nonsensical, unnecessary, and burdensome paperwork requirements.

155. If registrants elect the Document Production Method, they are agreeing to locate

and mail or submit in person documentation that they believe satisfies SB 3's confusing new

documentation requirements, within l0 days after Election Day or 30 days where the town

clerk's office is open 20 hours per week or less. Ch.205:5,I(cX2XA).11 This requires registrants

to know the hours of operation of their clerk's office and establishes two arbitrary deadlines

instead of granting all registrants 30 days to submit paperwork. If they fail to meet the

deadline-for any reason-they are subject to further investigation by the Supervisors. Ch.

205:I, V. They are also susceptible to serious criminal and civil penalties, as any knowing or

purposeful failure to present paperwork by the deadline is subject to a $5,000 civil penalty and a

class A misdemeanor fine up to $2,000 and imprisonment up to one year. Ch.205:13, (h).

156. The "knowing or purposeful" failure is not itself linked to any fraudulent act-

thus, the Document Production Method effectively criminalizes and imposes steep fines on

otherwise qualified and domiciled registrants if they find it harder than expected to obtain the

documentation the law now requires, or simply decide, given their individual circumstances, that

they cannot afford the time or cost of submitting documentation in the arbitrary time frame

established by the law. In other words, the law does not penalize fraudulent voting by individuals

not eligible to cast a ballot. Rather, it penalizes failure to comply with an unnecessary and

burdensome paperwork requirement that is infinitely easier for certain registrants to meet than

others, based purely on their personal circumstances, including wealth, privilege, and age.

157. Moreover, a "knowing" fa'ilure to submit documentation could include many

otherwise benign acts, where a person acts "knowingly'' when he "is aware that his conduct is of

such nature or that such circumstances exist." RSA 626:2, II(b). For example, a lawfully

I I It is unclear what, if anything, will happen if a voter submits documentation that is then deemed insufficient.
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qualified registrant who is injured after an election and physically unable to submit

documentation by the deadline would certainly be ooaware" of the missed deadline.

158. Some registrants may elect the Investigation Method, which requires they

acknowledge that they are unaware of any documentary evidence of actions carrying out their

intent to be domiciledl2 and that they will not be submitting any paperwork after Election Day,

and acknowledge that their domicile will be subject to investigation. Ch. 205:5,I(c)(2)(B). The

investigations could include invasive home visits by two or more officers. As many opponents of

the bill pointed out in the public hearings, this in and of itself is likely to intimidate and

discourage lawfully qualified citizens from exercising their most fundamental right.

159. The Voter Registration Form B and the Verifiable Action of Domicile Form do

not explain the penalties and consequences that arise under the two post-election verification

methods. As a result, many who register likely will not understand that if they commit to

submitting paperwork after Election Day but fail to do so by the deadline----even if the failure has

nothing to do with their actual eligibility to vote-they may be subject to criminal and civil

penalties. Likewise, many are likely to not understand that, no matter what they elect, they are

giving explicit permission for elections officials to engage in invasive home visits.

160. SB 3 exposes registrants to other potential criminal and civil penalties.

"Knowingly or pu{posely" providing false information when registering to vote is voter fraud, so

registrants who actually have documentation but elect the Investigation Method because they do

not want to submit paperwork after Election Day could be exposed to a $5,000 civil penalty and

a class A misdemeanor fine up to $2,000 and imprisonment up to one year. Ch. 205:2,IV(c).

Likewise, a registrant who provides on the Voter Registration Form B the wrong date that they

12 Adding to the confusing nature of the new requirements, the form is written in such a way that it would appear as

if thc voter must swear they are unaware of any such documentation in existence anywhere; it is not limited to
documentation in their possession.
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moved to the address provided on the form may be subject to criminal and civil penalties for

"knowingly or purposely'' providing false information when registering to vote. Id. Finally,

voting when not qualified to do so is voter fraud. Where SB 3 provides that a registrant who

elects the Investigation Method "does not possess reasonable documentation of establishing

domicile and has taken no verífiable actíon to carry out his or her intent to establish domicile at

the øddress claimed on the voter registration application " Ch. 205:5, I(cX2XB) (emphasis

added), it essentially deems such a registrant non-domiciled and thereby unqualified to vote.l3 If

that is the case, they may be exposed to a $5,000 civil penalty and a class B felony fine up to

$4,000 and imprisonment up to seven years. RSA 659:34,I,II and RSA 65I:2,II(b), IV(a).

161. SB 3 penalizes registrants in an arbitrary way based on which post-election

domicile verification method they elect. Those who do not have documentation may elect the

Investigation Method, while those who do have documentation must elect the Document

Production Method, assume the obligation to submit paperwork after Election Day, and be

subject not only to invasive investigation if they fail to submit documentation by the deadline,

but also criminal and civil penalties if the failure is 'oknowing or purposeful."

T62. SB 3 is silent as to what will occur during post-election home visits and how the

home visits will show officers that a registrant was domiciled at that address on an Election Day

that has already passed-for example, how will officers gain access to private property; what

specific information will they seek; what will they ask the registrant that they could not have

asked on Election Day at the polling location; and what will happen if the registrant is not home

or no longer lives there because they have since moved (which, under the law, would not on its

own destroy their rightful claim to domicile on Election Day). Furthermore, SB 3 places even

13 Even if this is not the intended result, this is the type of confusion wrought by the provisions of SB 3. Its use of
"verihable" as equivalent to o'documentation" is a non sequitur because even ifa registrant takes a verifiable act, it
does not necessarily mean that they possess documentation.
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more subjective judgment in the hands of election officials who will not only be required to

determine whether a registrant's paperwork is sufficient but also whether a voter's story oochecks

out" after Election Day. This makes it nearly impossible to administer the law consistently

throughout the State, or even within a given ward.

163. Finally, when submitting paperwork to prove domicile, registrants must provide a

copy that will be retained by the clerk and attached to their Voter Registration Form B. Ch.

205:5,I(c)(2)(A). Accordingly, documents with sensitive information-such as social security

numbers, names of spouses and minor children, birth dates, income, housing status, and medical

information-will be retained on record in either the clerk's office or by the Supervisors.

iii. The Incomprehensibility of SB 3 \ryiil Burden and Disenfranchise Voters

164. SB 3 contains confusing, ambiguous, and internally inconsistent standards and

procedures that will confuse even the most sophisticated registrants, make it difficult for election

officials to implement, and contribute to already long lines at polling places.

165. Indeed, SB 3 will be incomprehensible to a large percentage of the population, as

it requires prospective voters to navigate complicated forms and processes as a prerequisite to

exercise their fundamental right to vote.

166. When the Voter Registration Form B is subjected to an analysis using standard

readability tests, it is plain that the form is too difficult for the average citizen to easily

understand, as it is written at a doctoral program reading level. Moreover, the form will be used

on Election Day when registrants will be rushed to complete it at the polling place.

167. The Verifiable Action of Domicile Form suffers from the same problem. This

document is written at a reading level of a college graduate, plus one year of graduate school, yet

it is meant to serve as a guide for registrants who must submit documentation after Election Day.
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168. The forms are also unnecessarily lengthy (which interferes with cognitive

processing), use text with unfamiliar language, and fail to lay out instructions in a clear manner.

169. Studies have shown that plain language and thoughtful presentation are critical for

voter understanding, and SB 3 violates most of these best practices. Simply put, many registrants

will not understand these forms, which will decrease the likelihood that they will vote and

increase the likelihood that they will mistakenly run afoul of SB 3's penalties.

170. Further, the language that spells out the criminal and civil penalties and extent of

the investigations that many registrants will be subjected to as a result of SB 3 is not located on

the forms that they will actually receive while registering; instead, it will be buried in the

statutory text of RSA 654:12. Thus, SB 3 fails to provide sufficient notice of its penalties.

171. The confusing nature of registration under SB 3 will undoubtedly contribute to the

already long polling place lines that have been growing in New Hampshire for the last decade as

the General Court has continued to add unnecessary complexity to the process. Many registrants

will arrive with insufficient paperwork, and it will take longer for every individual to read the

forms, ask questions, register, and vote, causing the lines to move slowly and grow throughout

the day. Many voters-those who seek to register the same day and those who are akeady

registered-will be unable to stand in line for hours and will leave or not even try.

172. The confusing procedural requirements under SB 3 will also prevent election

officials from efficiently registering voters and maintaining the voter checklists. It is unclear how

many of the provisions in the bill should be administered, and, moreover, the additional

procedures will require more resources. Yet, the bill provides no additional funding for educating

voters, training election officials and volunteers, compiling submitted domicile documentation

after elections, performing investigations and home visits, or f,rxing errors that are sure to follow.
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SB 3 Imposes Disparate Burdens on Particular Groups of New Hampshire Voters and
Targets Young Voters In Particular

ll3. At its core, SB 3 imposes disparate burdens on those who seek to lawfully register

close to or on Election Day, as those registrants will face incomprehensible forms, penalties,

ongoing investigations, and unreasonably long polling place lines.

174. The individuals who are most likely to register close to an election and use same

day registration include young people, low-income people, minorities, and those who recently

moved or move frequently, all of whom are likely to find SB 3's documentary requirements

particularly difficult to meet. They also are less likely to have stable housing, access to reliable

transportation, utilities in their narne, or meet other conditions that constitute a verifiable act.

They are less likely to have access to resources that make taking the time to comply with the new

requirements of SB 3 possible. Many are also less informed about the voting process and likely

to have less education, making compliance more difficult.

175. Where more than 88,000 people in the 2016 General Election registered in the

final month before and on Election Day, this is a sizable goup that will be disproportionately

detrimentally affected by SB 3.

176. Among those groups, young people-who overwhelmingly vote Democratic-use

same day registration the most. SB 3 will therefore burden these registrants more so than others,

and, upon information and belief, SB 3 was passed with the specific purpose of suppressing the

young vote for political gain and not in furtherance of any legitimate purpose.

177. Indeed, SB 3 is the latest addition to New Hampshire's 2}-year history in which

Republicans have set out to enact legislation that limits access to the franchise by same day

registration voters (and specifically young voters) by tinkering with the meaning of "domicile"

and imposing burdensome documentation requirements. As with SB 3, these past actions have
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not been based on any actual incidents ofvoter fraud, but rather a desire to narrow the electorate

in favor of the Republican base by making it harder for these constituencies to vote.

178. Coming into the 1990s, New Hampshire had consistently been a Republican-

controlled state, with a unified Republican government in both the General Court and the

Governor's office. But after the General Court enacted same day registration in 1994, voter

participation in New Hampshire increased, and the political makeup of the state shifted such that

Democrats took control of the Governor's office from 1996 to 2002.

179. When the Republican Party reclaimed the Governor's office in2002 and retained

control of both chambers of the General Court, House Bìll627 (2003) (*HB 627") was enacted,

which, for the fìrst time since the election laws were codified in 1979, modified the definition of

domicile, heightened the documentary and procedural requirements to prove domicile, and

increased the penalties for voter fraud.

180. Though supporters of HB 627 cited unfounded voter fraud to justifu the bill, the

legislative history shows that it was actually aimed at limiting access to the polls by young

people and those citizens who were most likely to use same day registration.

181 . For instance, former Republican Representative Donald Stritch testified-without

proof-that same day registration "increases probability of voter fraud." He submitted a letter

discussing the "concerns of many citizens residing in a college town," written by a constituent

who complained, "The current system makes it too easy to commit voter fraud and also means

that a bunch of college students or others could, as a lark, go to the polls in a small town and

nullify the wishes of the permanent residents with no worry on their part that they would suffer

any ill effects."

182. HB 627 was strongly opposed based, in particular, on concerns about the impact it
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would have on young voters. In an op-ed that was submitted to the Senate Internal Affairs

Committee, a law professor wrote that "[t]here is simply no evidence that same day registration

creates a serious problem of fraud in elections," and he believed that the real reason for the

legislation was "[t]he fear that new voters will weaken the power of those in control." Legislators

in opposition dubbed the bill the "Voter Intimidation Act of 2003."

183. Republicans held onto unified control for just two more years. In 2004, New

Hampshire elected a Democratic Governor, and from 2006 to 2010, New Hampshire had a

unified Democratic government. During this period, when diverse, young voters were impacting

state and federal elections more than ever before, the General Court revisited the domicile issue

with House Bill 614 (2009) ("HB 614), which added to the definition of "domicile" the explicit

provision making it clear that: "A student of any institution of leaming may lawfully claim

domicile for voting purposes in the New Hampshire town or city in which he or she lives while

attending such institution of learning if such student's claim of domicile otherwise meets the

requirements of RSA 654:I(I)." RSA 654:1, I-a (2009). The sponsor of HB 614, then

Representative David Pierce, explained that the bill "clarifies that students can claim domicile

for voting purposes," and he referenced Newburger v. Peterson, 344 F. Supp. 559 (D.N.H.

1972), in which the U.S. District Court for the District of New Hampshire struck down as a

violation of the U.S. Constitution a law that effectively disqualified from voting a Dartmouth

College student who intended to return to his "home state" after graduation.

184. Republicans strongly opposed HB 614 specifically because it protected the rights

of students to vote. Testimony against the bill included complaints that "students are adversely

affecting local elections," that candidates were losing local elections "because a bunch of college

students voted a Democratic straight ticket," and wholly unsubstantiated claims that students and
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'oout-of-state activists" were being bused in to vote. Overwhelmingly, the concerns were not that

college students were not qualified under the New Hampshire Constitution to vote, but rather

that the viewpoint of students did not mesh with the non-college residents of the communities in

which the students lived and sought to participate in the franchise.

185. For example, one woman asked, "Do we honestly believe that the majority of

these students really care about who runs our govefiìment?" A legislator opposed similarly

complained, "[t]he minority is concerned that we are heading down a path, with our registration

process, that will lead to disaster for certain communities and possibly entire counties. . . . It is

not a stretch of ones [sic] imagination to envision that in a college town students could take over

the governments and budgets of those towns, if they were so motivated."

186. Though Democrats would continue to hold the Governor's office for the next

eleven years, Republicans took back control of the General Court ín2010, and they once again

sought to limit the youth vote by passing Senate Bill 318 (2012) ("SB 318"), which, among other

things, merged the concept of "domicile" with the concept of "resident" by requiring registrants

to acknowledge on the voter registration form that they are bound by New Hampshire residency

requirements to register a vehicle and apply for a New Hampshire driver's license. In support of

the bill, the former House Speaker said he did not want college students voting because "[t]hey

do what I did when I was a kid and vote for liberals."

187 . To pass SB 318, the General Court overrode Governor John Lynch's veto. But SB

318 was challenged in court, where the New Hampshire Supreme Court in Guare v. New

Hampshire, 167 N.H. 658, 669 (2015), struck it down because it violated the New Hampshire

Constitution. Guare was brought by University of New Hampshire students and LWVNH. The

Court rejected the State's argument that, to be domiciled one must also be a resident and ought to
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obtain a New Hampshire driver's license and vehicle registration, finding unequivocally that,

o'even though fthe students] are not New Hampshire 'residents,' they are entitled to vote in New

Hampshire because they are 'domiciled' hers." Id. at 665. The Court also found that the fact that

SB 318's language was'oconfusing and inaccurate" and "could cause an otherwise qualified

voter not to register to vote in New Hampshire" was further reason to strike it down. Id.

188. Not coincidentally, SB 3 was passed after the GOP re-claimed unified control of

the state govefitment in the 2016 General Election, and, once again, the bill imposes burdensome

procedural requirements that are particularly difficult for young people to meet. The similarities

to Guare are striking.

SB 3 Serves No State Interests

189. There is virtually no voter fraud in New Hampshire, despite historically high

voter tumout. Even if there is a perception that voter fraud exists such that it decreases voter

confidence (a scenario that does not hold true given the lack of evidence showing as much), SB 3

will not increase voter confidence. It will instead inhibit, deter, discourage, and prevent qualified

potential voters from participating in New Hampshire elections, as demonstrated by the

overwhelming testimony against it. There is no evidence that the measures imposed by SB 3 will

actually prevent wrongful voting or in any way improve the integrity of New Hampshire

elections, and preventing so-called "opportunities" for voter fraud is not a sufficient justification

for the myriad ways that SB 3 will disenfranchise qualified New Hampshire voters. Accordingly,

SB 3 serves no state interests.

CAUSES OF ACTION

COUNT I

(Violation of Part 1, Article 11 of the New Hampshire State Constitution, by Burdening the
Fundamental Right to Vote)
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190. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all prior paragraphs of this

Complaint and the paragraphs in the counts below as though fully set forth herein.

191. The right to vote is a fundamental right. The New Hampshire Constitution

guarantees that "[a]ll elections are to be free, and every inhabitant of the state of 18 years of age

and upwards shall have an equal right to vote in any election." N.H. Const. Pt. 1, Art. 11. The

Constitution provides that "fe]very person shall be considered an inhabitant for the purposes of

voting in the town, ward, or unincorporated place where he has his domicile." Id.

192. The court must weigh the character and magnitude of the asserted injury to the

voting rights sought to be vindicated against the precise interests put forward by the State as

justifications for the burden imposed by its rule, taking into consideration the extent to which

those interests make it necessary to burden the plaintifls rights. Guare v. New Hampshíre, 167

N.H. 658, 663 (2015} When those rights are subjected to 'osevere" restrictions, the regulation

must be "narrowly drawn to advance a state interest of compelling importance." 1d. When those

rights are subjected to "unreasonable" restrictions, the State must "articulate specific, rather than

abstract state interests," and must explain "why the particular restriction imposed is actually

necessary, meaning it actually addresses, the interest set forth." Id. at 667.

193. The procedural requirements, associated penalties, and incomprehensibility of SB

3 severely and unreasonably burdens the fundamental right to vote of all New Hampshire voters.

SB 3 further particularly burdens young voters, low-income voters, minority voters, and voters

who have recently moved into or within the State. SB 3 will cause otherwise qualified voters not

to register to vote.

194. There is no govemmental interest, let alone a specific or compelling governmental

interest, that justifies requiring New Hampshire voters to endure these burdens.
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195. Thus, Defendants have deprived and will continue to deprive Plaintiffs, and their

members and constituents, of rights secured to them by the New Hampshire Constitution.

COUNT II

(Violation of Part 1, Article 11 of New Hampshire State Constitution, by Contradicting the
Domicile Qualification)

196. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all prior paragraphs of this

Complaint and the paragraphs in the counts below as though fully set forth herein.

I97. The New Hampshire Constitution enumerates certain qualifications of voters: a

voter must be 18, an "inhabitaît," and must not have been convicted of certain crimes. N.H.

Const. Pt. l, Art. 11. The New Hampshire Constitution furtherprovides that "fe]veryperson

shall be considered an inhabitant for the purposes of voting in the town, ward, or unincorporated

place where he has his domicile." Id. The General Court does not have the authority to enact

statutes that contradict the voter qualifications set forth in the New Hampshire Constitution.

Op'n of the Justices ("Voting Age l'), 157 N.H. 265,27011 (2008).

198. By requiring a qualified potential voter to undertake one or more ooverifiable acts"

carrying out their intent to be domiciled and to document such acts to satis$r the domicile

qualification, SB 3 contradicts the domicile qualification set forth in the New Hampshire

Constitution. The General Court therefore lacked the authority to enact SB 3.

I99. Thus, Defendants have deprived and will continue to deprive Plaintiffs, and their

members and constituents, of rights secured to them by the New Hampshire Constitution.

COUNT III

(Violation of Part 1o Articles 1,2,10,11,12, and 14 of the New Hampshire Constitutiono by
Denying Equal Protection Under the Law)

200. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all prior paragraphs of this

Complaint and the paragraphs in the counts below as though fully set forth herein.
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201. The equal protection provisions of the New Hampshire Constitution in Part 1,

Articles 1,2, 10, lI, 12, and 14 guarantee equal protection under the law. The equal protection

provisions of the State Constitution are designed to ensure that State law treats groups of

similarly situated citizens in the same manner. McGraw v. Exeter Regíon Co-op. Sch. Dist.,I45

N.H.709,7r1 (2001).

202. SB 3 classifies and divides similarly situated New Hampshire voters into different

groups based on when and where they register to vote, what paperwork they possess, and

whether or not they are property owners, and severely and unreasonably burdens voters'

fundamental right to vote based upon such classifications.

203. Defendants have no rational basis or compelling goveÍìmental interest to justify

unduly burdening New Hampshire voters merely because they register to vote on a particular

date or at a particular place, do not satisfy arbitrary and burdensome paperwork requirements, or

do not own property.

204. Thus, Defendants have deprived and will continue to deprive Plaintifß, and their

members and constituents, of rights secured to them by the New Hampshire Constitution.

COUNT IV

(Violation of Part 1o Articles l,2rl0rllr12, and 14 of the New Hampshire Constitution,
Void for Vagueness)

205. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all prior paragraphs of this

Complaint and the paragraphs in the counts below as though fully set forth herein.

206. The due process provisions and equal protection provisions of the New

Hampshire Constitution in Part 1, Articles I, 2, 10, ll, 12, and 74 protect people from

unconstitutionally vague laws that impose penalties without providing people of ordinary

intelligence a reasonable opportunity to understand what conduct they prohibit and for
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authorizing or encouraging arbitrary and discriminatory enforcement. MacPherson v. Weiner,

158 N.H. 6, l1 (2008).

207. The criminal and civil penalties imposed by SB 3 on qualified and domiciled

voters who "knowingly or purposely" fail to provide a document to the town or city clerk by an

arbitrary deadline after an election is unconstitutionally vague because the provision does not

provide an individual of ordinary intelligence any meaningful guidance as to what activities are

subject to the threat of civil and criminal punishment, and it encourages arbitrary and

discriminatory enforcement.

208. Thus, Defendants have deprived and will continue to deprive Plaintifß, and their

members and constituents, of rights secured to them by the New Hampshire Constitution.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Accordingly, Plaintifß respectfully request that this Court enter the following relief:

A. An order preliminarily enjoining Defendants, their respective agents, off,rcers,

employees, successors, and all persons acting in concert with each or any of them from

implementing, enforcing, or giving any effect to SB 3 pending the final resolution of this case.

B. An order declaring that SB 3 violates the New Hampshire Constitution.

C. An order permanently enjoining Defendants, their respective agents, officers,

employees, successors, and all persons acting in concert with each or any of them from

implementing, enforcing, or giving any effect to SB 3.

D. An order awarding Plaintiffs their costs, disbursements, and reasonable attorneys'

fees incurred in bringing this action pursuant to the Court's inherent equitable power. Claremont

Sch. Dist. v. Governor,l44 N.H. 590, 595 (1999).

E. Such other or further relief as the Court deems just and proper.
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Dated: October 6,2017

Respectfully submitted,

LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF NEW
HAMPSHIRE, DOUGLAS MARINO, GARRETT
MUSCATEL, ADRIANA LOPERA, PHILLIP
DRAGONE, SPENCER ANDERSON, ANd

SEYSHA MEHTA

By Their Attorneys,

By:
Steven J. NH Bar No. 17101

steven. dutton@mclane. com
Henry R. Klementowicz, NH Bar No. 21177
henry. kl em entow icz@mcl ane. com
McLANE MIDDLETON,
PROFESSIONAL AS SOCIATION
900 Elm Street
Manchester, NH 03101
Telephone (603) 628-1371

Paul Twomey, NH Bar No. 2589
paultwomey@comcast.net
P.O. Box 623
Epsom, NH 03234
Telephone (603) 568-325 4

Marc Erik Elias, pro hac vice
melias@perkinscoie. com
John Devaney, pro hac vice
j dev aney @p erkin s co i e. com
Bruce Spiva, pro hac vice
bspiva@perkinscoie. com
Amanda Callais, pro hac vice
acallais @perkins coi e. com
PERKINS COIE LLP
700 Thirteenth Street, NW, Suite 600
Washington, DC 20005-3960
Tel ephone (202) 6 5 4 - 6200
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on October 6,2017, the foregoing pleading was served postage

prepaid to counsel for Defendants

Anne Edwards, Esq.
Lisa English, Esq.
Anthony Galdieri, Esq.

New Hampshire Department of Justice
33 Capitol Street
Concord, NH 03101

J. Dutton
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SENATE BILL

ANACT

SPONSORS:

CHAPTER 205
SB3-FINALVERSION

2017 SESSION
1?-0883
03104

,t

relative to domicile for voting purposes

Sen. Birdsell, Di.st 19; Sen. Carson, Dist 14; Sen. Bradley, Dist 3; Sen. Morse,
Dist 22; Sen. Avard, Dist 12; Sen. Sanborn, Dist 9; Sen. Gray, Dist 6; Sen. Innis,
Dist 24; Sen. Gannon, Dist 23; Sen. Giuda, Dist 2; Sen. French, Dist 7; Sen.
Reagan, Dist 17; Rep. Hoelzel, Rock. 3

COMMITTEE: Electíon Law and Internal Afiairs

AMENDED ANALYSIS

This bill modifies the definition of domicile for voting puryoses. This bill also modifies
requirements for documenting the domicile of a person registering to vote.

Explanation: Matter added to cunent law appears inbold. italìcs,
Matter removed from current law appears t*@
Matter which is either (a) all new or þ) repealed and reenacled appears in regular type,
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STATE OF NEW IIAMPSHIRE

In the Year of Aul Lord Tfuo Thousønd Seuettteen

AN ACT relative to domicile for voting purposes.

Be it Enacted, by the Senate anzd House of Represe*tatiues in General Court cott'vetzed:

205:1 Voters; Temporary Absence or Presence, Amend RSA 654:2 to read as follows;

654:2 Temporary Absence or Presence.

L A domiciìe for voting pur-poses acquired by any person in any town shall not be

interrupted or lost by a temporary absence therefrom with the intention of returning thereto as his

or her domicile. Domicile for the purpose of voting as defined in RSA 654:1, once existing, continues

to exist until another such domicile is gained. Domicile for purposes of voting is a question of fact

and. intention coupled wíth a uerifíable act or acts ca,rryíng out that íntent. A voter can hâve

only one domicile for [these] uotíng purposes. No person shall be deemed to have lost a domicile by

reason of his or her presence or absence while the voter or his or her spouse is employed in the

service of the United States; nor while engaged in the navigation of the waters of the United States

or of the high seas; nor while a teacher in or student of any seminary of Learning; nor while confined

in any public prison or other penal institution; nor while a patient or confined for any reason in any

nursing, convalescent home or hospital, old folks or old age home, or like institution or private

facility.

II.(a.) A person present ìn New Hampshíre for temporaty purposes shall not gain a

d,omicíle for voting purpases. A person who maíntøins a votíng domicile where he or she

cørne frotn, to whích he or she íntend.s to return to øs his or her votíng domicíle after a'

temporary presenee in New Hømpshire, does not gøin o domícile ín New Hømpshire

regørd,less of the duration of hís or her presenee ín Neut Harnpshìre.

(b) A person who hos been present and residing ìn one town or ward. ín New

Hampshíre for &0 or fewer d,øys is presumed to be present for temporary purposes unless

that person has the intention of makíng the pløce ín øhích the person resid'es his or her

one place, m,ore thøn ony other, from whích he or she engages ìn the d,omestíc, social, and

ciuil aetiuítíes of pørticipatûng in d.etnocratíe self-gooernment including votíng, and' has

acted to carry out thøt intent.

(c) For the purposes of thís chapter, ternporary purposes shøII include, but are

not limited to, being present in New Hømpshíre for 30 or fewer days for the purposes of

tourism, vísítíng fømity or fríends, performíng sh.ort-tern work, or uolunteeríng or

utorkíng to influence uoters írt. an upcoming electian'
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CHAPTER 20ó
sB 3 - Til#.ïï*rro*

(d) For the pu.rposes of uoter registratíon und.er RSA 614:7, IV(c), an appl'ícant

shall d.e¡nonstrate an intent to møhe a ploce h.is or her domícile by proaid'ing

d,ocun¿entatìon showing that the applícant hos ø domicíle at the øddress prouided on the

uoter regístration lonn. Such d.ocumentation moy ínclud.e, but is not limited' to:

(1) Evidence of residency, as set forth in RSA 654:7, I-a, at an institution of

Iearníng ìn thøt place;

(2) Euitlence of rentìng or leasing øn abod.e at that place for a period of

¡nore than 80 d,ays, to includ.e thne d'irectly príor to an electíon d'ay;

(3) Euidenee of purcha'süng an obode at that place;

(4) A New Høtnpshire resident motor vehicle regístrotíon, d.rìuer's lieense,

or íd.entificatìon card ìssued und.er RSA 26A:2\ RSA 26A:2 1-a, or RSA 260:2l-b listíng that

place as his ar her residenee;

(5) Euíd,ence of enrolling the personts depend,ent mínor child ín a publûcly

fund.ed. elem,entary or secondary school whích serues the town or ward of that pløce, usíng

the ad.d.ress where the registrønt resíd'es;

(6) Identífyìng that place as the person's physícal resid.enee address on

stote ot federal tøx forms, other government-íssued id,entífícation, or other gouernment

forms that show the domícíIe address;

(7) Euídence of providíng th.e ad.dress of thøt place to the Uníted States Post

Offíce as the person's perlnanent ød.dress, prouided, ít is not ø postal servíce or commercíal

po$ offíce box;

(8) Evid,ence of obta'íning publìc utilíty seruices for an indefinite períod at

that place; or
(g) Euidence of ørrangíng for a homeless shelter or simìlor servíce prouìder

Iocated. ín the town or ward. to receíae Uníted States moil on beholf of the indiuiduøI usìng

that facíIity's ad.d.ress ns the índiuidual's domícíle øddress for votìng purposes.

(e) An applicant whose domicile is ot an abod.e rented, leased, or outned by

another ond, whose natne is not l.isted, on the rentøl ogreenùent, leøse, or d.eed nay províde

a u¡rítten statement from a. person who is listed. on the rental agreement, lease, or deed, or

other reasonable proof of ownershíp or control of the propertj or his or her agent uho

manages the property that the applícønt resídes at that ød.d.ress, sígned by the ou)ner or

møndger of the propefiy und.er penølty of ooting frøud. if false ìnformøtíon is prouided..

ilL An indivídual applying for regístrotion as a uoter 30 or fewer days before on

electían shøll use the election doy registratíon form required by RSA 654:7, IV(e) which

shall require the øpplicant to províde the d.ate he or she established his or her ooting

do¡nicíIe ín New Hømpshíre. The regístrút¡,on form shøll require the uoter to identify and'

proaide euídence of a uerifioble øction he or she has tahen cørryìng out hís or het'intent to
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CHAPTER 205
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make the place claímed on the uoter regüstration form hís or her domicile.

IV. A person may regíster on electíon d.ay through use of an o,cþnowledgment of

domicile eaìdence obligotion an the regístration form and. vote íf he or she does not haue

any document ín hís or her possessìon at the polls prouíd.ing euidence of un øction

carrying out hìs or her íntent to make the address claimed. øs his or her uotíng domícile' A

person relyíng on an acknowled,gment of domícile eoìdence obligation to regíster must

ma.il or present euid.ence of an action taken before regístering to uote to cørry out hís or

her íntent to make the address claimed his or her domícile to the town or city clerh within

10 days followíng the electíon, or wíthín 3A days in towns where the clerk's offíce is open

feuter than 20 hours weehly.

V. The supervísors ofthe checklíst, ús soon as practícal following an election, shall

d.etermíne which registrants of that electíon øchnowledged there wds no evíd.ence of íntent

to be d.omícíIed at their add,ress or relíed solely on an a.cknowled.gment of domíeíIe

euídence obligation to register and, aote, ønd, of those îegistrants, those who føiled' to møil

or present eaid.ence of haoíng taken som.e øetion to carry out theit' íntent to establish

d,omicile at the address lísted, on theír voter registration opplÍcatíong to the clerk by the

dead.Iíne. The superuisors shall attempt to uerífy thot eoch such person was do¡níciled. ot

the øddress claítned, on electíon day by tnedns ínclud'ínq, but not límited to:

(a) Exarnining public reeords held. by the town or cíty clerk, munícípøI

assessíng and. plonning offíces, tøx collector, or other municipal offíce that may house

publíc records eøntaíníng domìcìle confírmatíon; or

(b) Requestíng 2 or more munücipal offícers or theír agents or stnte election

offícers or theìr a,gents to uísìt the add.ress and verífy that the indiuídual was domücìled

there on election d,ay. In unincorporated, places thøt høue not orgønized for the purposes

of conducting elections, county offícers may be asked' to perfot'm this functìon; or

(c) Referring the registrøntts ínformatíon to the secret.ary of state, who shall

cøuse such further inuestigation as üs warranted,.

W. Any case where superuisors are unable to uerify the øpplicant's d'omicile or

where euidence exists of uoting frøud shall be promptl,y reported to the secretary of state

ønd, to the øttorney general, who shall cause such further inuestígatíon øs is warranted.

After receiaing confirmatíon from the secretary of state that øn índ.ìuíduøl is not

d.omicíled at the øddress prouided, the superuisors shall also initíøte rernovøl of the person

from the cheeklist by sending the person the notice required öy ßSA 6õ4:44.

205:2 Voter Registration Form. Amend RSA 654:7, III-IV to read as follows:

I[I. If an applicant is unable to provide bhe proof of qualifications as required in RSA

651:L2, he or she may register by completing the necessary affrdavits, pursuant toRSA 654: 12, and

completing the form in subparagraph IV(b), unless the person is registering wüthin 30 days before
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CHAPTER 205
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anelectionoratthepoltingplaceont@electionday.Ifanapplicantis
registeringatthepollingplaceont@|etectiondtt.yandistrnabletoprovide
the proof of quatifrcations as required in RSA 654:12, he or she may register by completing the form

in subparagraph IV(c) under oath, which oath may be witnessed by an eìection offrcial or any other

person, working in conjunction with the supervisors of the checklist, who is authorized by law to

administer oaihs, including, but not limited to, any justice of the peace or notary public; should the

applicanL not otherwise have proof of ideniity and therefore be relying upon the form for proof of

identity, the act of swearing to the form shall constitute sufficient proof of identity for the purposes

of any peison administering the oath, notwithstanding any language to the contrary in any ìaws

relating to the administering ofoaths for other purposes'

IV.(a) Standard registration application forms shall be used throughout the state- The

registration forms shallbe no larger than 8 1/2 inches by 11 inches.

(b) The secretary of state shall prescribe the form of the voter registration forrn to be

used for voter registrations, transfers, or updates other than those us¿d wíthín 30 d'ays of an

electíonoratthepolIingplaceon@electiond,øy,wbichsha1lbein
substantially the following form:

- 
NEW REGISTRATION f am not registered to vote in New Hampshire

_ TRANSFER I am registered to vote in New Hampshire and have moved my voting domiciie

to a new town or ward in New Hampshire

* NAME CHANGEIADDRESS UPDATE I am registered to vote in ihis towrlward and have

changed my name/address

Date 

- 

voTER RE*ISTRATI.N F'RM

@lease print or type)

1. Name

Last (suffix) First Full Middle Name

2. Domicile Address

Street Ward Number

Town or City ZiP Code

3. Mailing Address if different than in 2

Street

Town or City Zip Code

4. Place and Date of Birth

Town or CitY

Date-*_.-
State
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5. Are you a citizen of the United States? Yes 

- 

No 

-If a naturalized citizen, give name of court where and date when naturalized

6. Place last registered to vote

Street lV'ard Number

I am not currently regístered to uote elsewhere (ínìtial here or I request that my

name be remoaed, øs a regístered uoter in (fíII ín you.r

oddress where preuíously regístered, street, city/town, state, and zíp cod'e)

7. Name under which previously registered, if different from above

8. Party Affiliation (if any)

9. Driver's License Number State

If you do not have a valid driver's license, provide the last four digits of your social security

number

NIy name is I am today registering to vote in the cityitown of

New Hampshire. If a city, ward number-
I understand that to vote in this ward/town, I must be at least 18 years of age, I must be a

United States citizen, and I must be domiciled in bhis ward/town.

I understand that a person can claim only one state and one city/town as his or her domicile at a

time. A domicile is that place, to which upon temporary absence, a person has the intention of

returning. By registering or voting today, I am acknowledging that I am not domiciled or voting in

any other state or any other ciiy/town.

In decla¡ing New Hampshire as my domicile, I realize that I am not qualified to vote in the state

or lbderal elections in another state.

If I have any questions as to whether I am entitled to vote in this city/town, I am aware that a

supervisor ofthe checklist is available to address my questions or concerns.

I acknowìedge ihaü I have reaÈ ând under€tand the gbojqe guÊliôcations for voting and do

hereby swear, under the penalties fbr voting fraud set forth below, that I am qualified to vote in the

above-stated city/town, and, if registering on election day, lhat I have nôt voted and will not vote at

any other polling place this election.

Date Signature of APPIicant

In accordance with RSA 659:34, the penalty for knowingly or þ**rAeeeå*lþJ purposely

providing false information when registering to vr¡te or voting i.s a class A misdemeanor with a

maximum sentence of imprisonment not to exceed one yeâr and a fine not to exceed $2,000.

Fraudulently registering to vote or voting is subject to a civil penalty not to exceed $5,000.

(c) The secretary of state shall prescribe the form of the voter registration form to be
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used. only for voter registralions, transfers, or updâtes stortíng 30 days before each electíon and'

atthepollingplaceon[@Jelectiondoy,whichshallbeinsubstantiallythe
following form:

- 
NEW REGISTRATION I am not registered lo vote in New Hampshire

_ TRANSFER I am registered to vote in New Hampshire and have ¡noved my voting domicile to a

new town or ward in New Hampshire

NAME CIIANGE/ADDRESS UPDATE I am registered to vote in this town/ward and have

changed my name/address

Date registrotíon fonn ís submitted

Dote applieant moued to the ad.dress listed. below os the voter's domícile

VOTER REGISTRATION FORM

FOR USE STA¡,TING gO DAYS BEîORE AN ELECTTON AND AT THE POLLING PI,ACE ON

IELECTION DAv

@lease print or type)

1. Name

Last (suffix) First Full Middle Name

2. Domicile Address

Street Ward Number

Town or City

3. Mailing Address if different than in 2

Zip Code

Street

Town or City Zip Code

4. Place and Date of Birth

Town or City State

5. Are you a citizen of the United States? Yes 
-- 

No 

-If a naturalized cilizen, give name of courl where and date when naturaiized

6. Place last registered to vote

Street Ward Number

I am nat currently regístered to vote elsewhere (ínitial here l, or I request thot my

nøme be retnoved. as ø registered uoter in

ødd,ress where preuíously regtstered' street, cíty/town, støte, and' zíp code)

7. Name under which previously registered, if different from above

(fill ín your
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CHAPTER 205
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-Page7-
8. Party Alïiliation (if any)

9. Driver's License Nurnber

If you do not have a valid driver's license, provide the last four digits of yottr social security

number

My name is I am today registering to vote in the city/town of

New Hampshire. If a city, ward number

I understand that to vote in ihis rilard/town, I must be at least 18 years of age, I must be a

United States citizen, and I must be domiciÌed in this ward./town-

I understand that a person can claim only one state and one city/town as his or her domicile at

a time. A domicile is that place, to which upon temporary absence, a person has the intention of

returning. By registering or voting today, I am acknowledging that I am not domiciled or voting in

any other state or any other city/town.

In declaring New Hampshire as my domicile, I realize that I am not qualified to vote in the state

or federal elections in another state.

If I have any questions as to whether I am entitled to vote in this city/town, I am aware that a

superrrisor ofthe checklist is available to address my questions or concerns.

I und.erstond that to make the ad,dress I houe entered above my dornicile for uotíng I
tnust haue an ìntent to mahe th,is the one place from whieh I participate in d,emocratic

self-government and, rnust haae acted to carry out that intent,

I understa.nd, thst if I haue d.ocurnentary euid.ence of my intent to be domíciled øt this

ød.d.ress ushen regístering to vote, I must eíther present it at the tíme of rcgistration or I
must place ny ínítials next to the followíng pøragraph and. maíl ø copy or present the

d,ocu¡nent at the town or cíty clerk's offíce within 10 duys lollowing the electíon (30 d.øys ín

towns where the clerh's office is open fewer thøn 20 hours weekly).

By placíng my initials nex.t to this pa.røgraph, I um acknowled,ging that I haae

not presented. evídenee of actíons cørrytíng out my íntent to be d.omicíled at thís add.ress,

thot I und,erstand. that I must mail or personølly present to the clerk's office euidence of

actíons carrying out my intent utithin 10 days following the eleetion (or 30 days in towns

where the clerk's offìee ís open fewer than 20 hours weekly), and thot I haue receiued the

d,ocutnent prod.uced, by the secretary of state that describes the items that may be used. as

evíd.ence of a uerìfíable actíon thøt establishes d,omicile'

Faiting to report and provìde evid,enee of a uerífíøble actìon will prompt offieial moìl

to be sent to tour domicíIe sd.dress by the secretøry of state to verífy the uølidity of your

claúm to a voting do¡nícile at this ød'd'ress,

I und.eretand. thot if I do not haue any docurnentøry euid.ence of my intent to be

do¡niciled at thís address, I must pløce my ínítíals next to th,e followíng paragraph:

Bt placíng my ínitíals next to thís pøragraph, I øm. aehnowledgíng thøt I øm
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dware of no documentary eaidence of actions carrying oul m1 intent to be domicíled at

thís ød.dress, that I wiII not be maílíng or delíuering evidence to the clerk's offíce, ønd that

I understand, that offìcials utill be send.ing mail to the address on this forrn or takíng other

actions to uerify my domieile at thís ad,d,ress.

I acknowledge that I have read and understa ions for voting and do

hereby sweãr, under the penalties for voting fraud set forth below, that I am qualified to vote in the

above-stated city/town, and, if registering on election day, that I have not voted and will not vote at

any other polling place this election.

Date Signature of Applicant

If this form is used in place of proof of identity, age, or citizenship[¡-e+dernieile], I hereby swear

that such information is true and accurate to the best of my knowledge.

This fcrm was executed for purposes of proving (applicant shall circle yes or no and initial each

item):

Identity yes/no

(initials)

Citizenship yes/no

(initials)

Age yes/no

(initials)

@

Applicant Election Official

Notary Public/Justice of the Peace/Official Authorized by RSA 6ã9:30

In accordance with RSA 659:34, the penalty for knowingly or þnrpeteå*þl purposely

providing false information when registering to vote or voting is a class A misdemeanor with a

maximum sentence of imprisonment not to exceed one year and a fine not to exceed $2,000.

Fraudulently registering to vote or voting is subject to a civil penalty not lo exceed $5,000. In

øecorda.nce with RSA 659:34-o voting ín more thon one state ín the same election ís o class

B felony wíth ø marìmum sentence of imprísontnent nat to exceed 7 yeors and a fine not to

exceed $4,000.

V. The secretary of state shøIl prepøre and. d.istribute an add,endum to the uoter

regístration form used under subparøgraph IV(c) to be dístríbuted. to those regístrdnts

who register within 30 døys before the election ar on elect¡an day and who da not prouìde

proof of d,omÍcite or ø aerífiable øction to demonstrate domìcíle. The "aerífìable actíon of
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domícíle" document shall prouìde notíce of the requírements that regìstronts must furnish

documentary evid.ence of domicile and shall be in substøntially the following form:

Verifiable Action of Domícile

As ø newly registered, uoter, you haae receíved thís d,ocument becøuse you díd not

províde proof of donieìle when you regístered to vote. RSA 654:2, IV requires you to

províde euídence thøt you have taken a uerifiable act to establish do¡nicile.

The fottowíng chechlìst sho,ll be used as a guíde for whøt you moy use as euid,ence ønd

shall be submitted to the town or city clerk øIong wíth d.ocu¡nentøtion that you are

required. to prouide. OnIy one item on the líst ís requíred to demonstrøte a uerífíable act.

To estoblish that you haue engaged in ø verífío,ble act estøblishing domícile, provide

euìdence that iou have done at least one of the following:

_established residenc!, as set forth ín RSA 654:7, I-a, at dn inst¡tution of leøtning at

the add,ress on the uoter registrøtíon form

_ rented. or leased øn abode, for a period of more than 30 d.øys, to ínclude time

directly prior to øn electíon doy at the ødd.ress lísted. on the uoter registration form

_ purchased. an øbod.e at the add,ress listed. on the voter regístratíon form

_ obtøíned a Neut Hampshíre resíd,ent tnotor uehicle reg¡strotion, d'riaer's lícense, or

íd.entífícatíon card, issued und.er RSA 260:21, RSA 260:21-{t, or RSA 260:21-b listing the

address on the uoter registration form

_ enrolled, a depend.ent minor chíld. in a publíely funded. eletnentøry or second'ary

school whích seraes the town or ward. of the add,ress where the regístrant resídes, as lísted'

on the uoter regístration fonn
Identífied. the ad.d,ress on the uoter regístration form øs your physical resìdence

add,ress on:

- 
state or fed.erøl tax forms

other governnrent-issued forrns or id.entificatíon. Describe îonn of

ìdentifícatíon:

_ prouíd,ed. the add.ress on the uoter regístrøtion fortn to the Un¡ted States Post Oflíce

as your permanent add,ress, provided it ìs not a postal seruice or coìnrn¿ercial post offíce

box, where møíl is d.elívered. to Jour home, This can be by listíng the odd'ress on the voter

registration form as lour new address on a Postal Seruice permanent change of address

form and prouìding a eopy of the receipt, or øn onlíne emailed receipt

_ obtoined, pubtic utitíty services (electricity, cable, gas, u)ater, etc.) for an índ'efinite

períod at the ad,d,ress on the uotet' registrotìon form. Lìst servíces obtaíned:

_ ctrranged for a homeless sh,elter or símilar seruice prouider to receíue. United Støtes

maíI on your behalf. Enter name of the shelter or prouíd'er:
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- Page 10 -

_ deseribe what other uerìfiable action or octions you høve token to make the ad,dress

lísted. on lour uoter registration form your one aotíng domicile:

If you haue no other proof of a uerifiable act establishing domícíle, ønd' your d'omicile

ìs at an obode rented, Ieøsed,, or purchased by another ønd your nûtne ís not listed' on the

rental øgreemen4 lease, or deed,, yott are requíred to prauide o written sta'tement, signed

und,er penalty of uotìng frøud íf følse informøtíon is provid,ed., from a person who ís listed

on such d,ocumen4 or other reosonøble proof of ownershíp or conh'ol of the property,

attestíng that you reside qt that address, signed. by that person or his or her agent who

rnønages the property.

Thís uerifiable actíon of domieile forrn, olong wìth your written statement or other

d,ocumentation proaíng a uerífìable act, shall be deltvered, to the town or cíty clerh, by

moíI or in person, with I0 days, or withín 30 days if the clerh's affice ís open fewer than 20

hours weehly.

Na¡ne

Last (suîfíÐ Ftrsú FaIl Mídd'le Na¡ne

Do¡nícile Add.ress

Street Watd' Nutnber

Town or City Zip Cod.e

Date Signature of APPIícønt

This doeu¡nent was receiued by the clerk, who examined and returned ít to the

applìcant after møkìng ø copy of the euid,ence of verifiable aetion, søíd' copy to be attached

to the uerifíable action of d.omicíle form,

Date Sígnature of Clerk

The clerk shøll forward the eompleted form and. øttachment or attachments to the

supervísors of the checklist as soon as possíble, but not later than their next meetíng. The

superuisors of the checklist shall q.ttach the form and ottachments to the uoter

regístratíon fann.
20õ:3 Election Day Registration. Amend RSA 654:7-a, I to read as follows:

I. The provisions of this section and those of RSA 654:7-b shall be used as an additional

procedure for voter registration. For the purToses of this section and RSA 664:1'b, the term

"election day" shall refer to state primary and to state general eiections, to all town, ciby, school

district, and village district elections, and to all official ballot meetings where persons may vote by

absentee ballot. A person who registers to vote on election day according to the provisions of this
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section shall also be required to complete the voter registration form provided for in RSA 654:7,

IV(c). The provisions of this section and those of RSA 664:7-b shall apply notwi.thstanding any

provision of RSA 654 to i'he contrary-

205:4 Effect of Registration on Election Day. Amend RSA 654:7-b to read as follows:

6541-b Effect of Registration on Election Day. Any person who registers to vote on election day

according to the provisions of RSA 654:7-a shall be registered to vote at all subsequent town, ciú¡

school d,ístríct, uillage d,ístríct, state, and federal eiections unless the person's name ís

retnoued, ft'om the checklist in occordonce with the provísíons of thùs chapter.

205:5 Determining Qualifrcations of Applicant. Amend RSA 654:12, I(a)-(c) to read as follows:

(a) CITIZENSHIP. The supervisors of the checklist, or the town or city clerk, shall

accept from the applicant any one of the following as proof of citizenship: the applicant's birth

certificate, passport, naturalization papers if the appLicant is a naturalized citizen, a qualified voter

affidavit, â sworn statemeni on the t6eå€{flI-eleeåio*d$ voter registration fotm used starting 3O

døys before øn electíon ønd on electíon day, or any other reasonable documentation which

ind"icates the applicant is a United States citrzen. The qualified voter afËdavit shall be in the

following form, and shall be retained in accordance with RSA 33'A:3-a:

Date: 

-

QUALIFIED VOTER A-FFIDAIIIT (Identity, Citizenship, Age)

Name:

Name at birth if different:

Place of birth:

Date of birth:

Date and Place of Naturalization:

Domicile Address

Mailing Address (if different)

Telephone number (requested but optional)

Email address (requested but optional)

I hereby swear and affirm, undey the penalties for vobing fraud set forth below, that I am not in

possession of some or all of the documents necessary to prove my identity, citizenship, and age and

thab I am the id.entical person whom I represent myself io be, that I am a duly qualifled voter of Ùhis

town (or ward.), that I am a United Süates citizen, thai I am at least 18 years of age as of this date or

wilt be at the next election, and that to the best of my knowledge and belíef the information above is

true and correct.

(Signature of applicant)

In accordance with RSA 659:34, the penalty for knowingly or [ptxpooe&þl purposely

provid.ing false information when registering to vote or voting is a class A misdemeanor with a
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maxiìnum sentence of imprisonment not to exceed one year and a fine not to exceed $2,000.

Fraudulently registering to vote or voting is subject to a civil penalty not to exceed $5,000.

On the date shown above, before me, (print name of notary public, justice

ofthe peace, election officer), appeared furint name of person whose signature

is being notarized), (known to me or satisfactorily proven (circle one)) to be the person whose name

appeârs above, and he or she subscribed his or her name to the foregoing affidavit and swore that

ihe facts contained in this affidavit are true to ihe best of his or her knowledge and belief.

This affidavit was executed for purposes ofproving (check all that apply):

[ ] Identity

[ ] Citizenship

il Ae"

Notary Public/Justice of the Peace/Official Authorized by RSA 659:30

(b) AGE. Any reasonable documentation indicating the applicant will be 18 years of age

or older at the next election, or, if the applicant does not have reasonable documentation in his or

her posseSsion at the place and time of voter registration, a qualified voter affidavit, which shall be

retained in accordance with RSA 33-A:3-a, or a sworn statement on the [gene+al-e{ee.tiee4oç] voter

registration fotrr. used starting 30 days before øn electíon and' on election d'oy.

(c) DOMICILE.

(1) Registet'íng more than 30 days in aduance of an electíon.

(A) A person who possesses one of the followíng qualífied. documents

identífyíng the applícant's name ønd. the ad.d.ress elaírned øs d.omíeíle ,nust present thst

d.ocument when øpplying for reg¿stratíon prìor to election day: (í) New Hømpshire

driuer's lícense or identífícation card, íssued. und,er RSA 260:21, RSA 260:21-o, or RSA

260:21-b; (íí) New Hampshírc resident aehícle regí.stratí.on; (íìi) a picture identifieøtíon

issuecl by the Uníted Stotes goaernment thøt contains e current a,ddress; (íu) government

íssued eheck, benefit støtement, or tax d,ocument. A person who possesses such a

d.ocutnent, but îoìled to bring it with the person when seekíng to regíster to uote shøll be

required, ¡o return when he or she can present one of these docutnents or to bríng the

doeument ønd regíster on election day.

(B) A person wha øttests und.er penalty of voter fraud. that he or she d.oes

tuot po1sess any of the qualìfíed documents lísted. in subparagraph (A) m,ay present any

reasonable documentation þ*,bieh-ixlieeteo| of hauing estøblíshed a physical presence at the

ploce eloimed. as domícíle, havíng øn intent to møke that pløce his or her d.omicíle, and'

hauing taken a aerífíable act to carry out that intent, The doeumentøtion must establish

th.ot ít is more lihely than not that the applicant has a domicile and intends to maintain le] thøt

domicile, as defined in this chapter, at least untûI election day in the townþ-eit¡ry] or ward in
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which he or she desires to vote[;=e+-J. Reasonable documentation may inelude, but is not

limited. to euidence of:

(Ð Resídency, øs set farth in RSA 654:1, I-a, at un ínstítutìon of

learníng at that pløce;

(íí) Rentíng or leasing an abode øt thot place for o períod, of more

than 30 days, to ìnelud.e time d'ireetly príor to an electíon day;

(ííí) Purchasíng an abod.e at that pløee;

(íu) Enrollíng the applícant's depend'ent minor chíld in a publicly

funded. elementoty or second.ary school which serves the town or ward of that place, usìng

the ød.d.ress where the regístrant resíd'es;

(a) Lìsting thøt place øs the person's physicol resídence ød'dress on

st¿te or fed,erol tax forrns, other gouernment íd.entifieatìon showíng the add'ress, or other

gouernrnent forms showíng the odd'ress;

(ví) Pt'ouiding the add¡'ess of that place to the United Stotes Post

Office as the person's perrnønent øddress, provided, ít is not a postol service or contmerciøl

post offìce box;

(uií) Obtøiníng public utíIíty seraíces for øn ind,efinite períod' at that

place; or
(vííi) Arrønging for o homeless shelter or sùmíIar seruice provid'er

located ín the town or wørd. to receiue United States møil on beholf of the ind'íuidual.

An applicønt whose d.omicíIe ís øt an abode of another q.nd u)hose name ís not listed. on the

doeument offered as proof of domícíle may províd.e a wrítten statement from a person who

ís lísted, a,s orrlne\ property ¡nanage\ or tenant on the d.ocument that the applícønt resides

at thøt ad,dress, sígned, by that person under penulty of uoting fraud íf følse ínformation is

provid.ed,.

(2) Registeríng withín 30 døys before an election a.nd on electíon døy.

(A) When register¡ng withín 30 døys before an electíon or on election day

as provid.ed in RS,4 654:7-ø, if the applicont d.oes not haue in hìs or her possession at the

polls one of the quatified d.ocu¡nents lísted in subparagraph (I) or other reasonable

documentøtíon whích establishes that ít í.s more lihely than not that the opplicant has a

d,omicíle at the address cloímed. ín the town or utard. in which he or she d'esires to uote l*{

ime

@eieÊ|,heorshemayexeeuteaswornstatementonthe[gener*}.eleeHe*{ay|voter
registration formh-e*-nn-a#d**itl used storting 30 d.ays before an electíon ønd' on election

day and, ínitial the acknowledgment of d.omicile evid,ence oblígatíon. If the øpplicant

id.entífíes on h.is or her applìeation actíon taken to estøblish his or her domícíle, uthích he

or she has d,ocumentøtion of, he or she rnust agree to mail ø copy of or present the

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



1

,
3

4

6

t)

I

8

I
10

11

12

13

t4

15

16

t7

18

19

20

2l
22

23

24

25

26
<rn

28

29

30

31

32

Jù

34

35

36

37

CHAPTER 205
sB 3 -:tå* vxÌsloN

document ín person to the cíty or town clerh within 70 doys, or where the town clerh's

oflice is open fewer thon 20 hours weehly, wíthín 30 døys. Capies of d.ocuments prouí,ded' ín

compliance wíth this subparagraph qre exempt from the publíc disclosure required' by

RSA gl-A. The clerh shall document receípt of ø copy or completíon of verifieation of a

d.ocument presented. ín person ønd forward ueríficatíon to the superuisors'of the checklíst.

An applicant whose voter regístrat¡on is approved. based. on ctn acknowledgnent of ø

d,omícíle euídenee obligation who hnowingly or purposely fails to prouíde ø document to

the city or town clerþ. øs requìred. by this paragrøph shøll be subiect to the penalties of

wrongful votìng as establìshed. in. RSA 659:84. The supervisors of the checklíst shall

ìnitiøte remouíng the name from the chechlíst of øny sueh person who føils to províde

proof of d.omicile by the dead.líne by sending the person the notice required by RSA 654:44'

(B) A person reg¡stering wíth¡n 30 d.ays before ün eleetion or on eleetìon

day who does not possess reasonable documentatíon of establíshing domicile and has

taken no verífioble actíon to carry out hís or her íntent to estøblísh d'omíeile øt the

ad.d.ress cloímed, on the voter registrøtíon øpplícatíon ,nay nonetheless regìster'to uote by

initialíng the parøgraph on the regístrøtion fonn øcknowled.ging that domicile møy be

uerífied. The supervísars of the chechlíst shall, øs soott as practical fallowing an election

at whích the person initiats such paragraph to tegíster and aote, attempt to uerify that the

person was d.omícíled, at the øddress elaúmed on electíon day by tneans including, but not

límíted to:

(i) Examíníng publíc reeords held' by the town or cíty clerk,

nun¡cipal øssessìng and, planning offices, tar colleetor, or other mun¿cipal affíce that

may house publìc record's contøiníng d'omícile eonfírmøtion; or
(íí) Requestíng 2 or tr,,ore munícipal officers ot'their øgents or state

election offícers or their øgents to uísít the ad.d.ress ønd verify that the índ'íuíd'ual was

domiciled there on electùon d,oy. In uníncorporøted places thøt have not organ¡zed lor the

purposes of cond.ucting electùons, county officers may be øsked, to perform thís function; or

(iìi) Referríng the regístrantts ínfonnatíon to the secretary of state,

who shall couse such further inueetigation as is utartanted.

(C) Any case uthere superui,sors øre unable to oerify the applicønt's

d.onríeile or where euídence exísts of oatíng fraud. shall be promptly reported to the

secretory of state ønd to the øttorney general, who shall cause such further ínuestigatían

as ís wanst¿fsd. [i{+ the å€tlow:ñ6 fgrtrti

Do&g6ILg r\F[TÐ&wT
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nam when eurrent ¿e

whish üfrät ùemperrg!Ê arreereet a pereon has the inten6i€n ef reÊusÊin€i' gf reËieteriüË er veûing

@
tr¡r, aeeor4enee with .&5¡L.6å9¡81; the penalry fer knârvin"îlf - es p{rrp€€efu{¡y psevidirË falð€

i

en Ëhe date ehown abeve; bef€re me; buinÞ-ncsc*eÊ Ðåü*r.í pËblie; iËeÈi€ê

iiÌ behlg n€6årrsed)

the faete eo$ååiñed i

Netasy Publis/J$etii€ie ef bhe Peaee/OËeial {t&ùherose&by RSrt Så9r*Ql

205:6 Qualifications of Applicants. Amend the introductory parågraph of RSA 654:1'2, IIft) to

read as follows:
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&) Any one of the following is presumplive evidence of the identity of an appiicant

sufficient to satisfy the identity requirement for an ofÏicial authorized by RSA 659:30 to take the

oath of an applicant swearing to a qualified voter, domicile, or eìection day affidavit or a svr¡orn

statement on the tgeaera¡-e{eeÞie;+d€¡rl voter registration form used. starting 30 days before an

electíon and. on electíon day:

205:7 Qualifications of Applicants. Amend RSA 654:12, III to read as follows:

III. To prove the qualificaiions se| forth in paragraphs I and II, an applicant for registration

as a voter must prove his or her identity to establish that the evidence used to prove age,

citizenship, and domicile relate to the applicant. A person who has in his or her immediate

possession a photo identification approved for use by paragraph II must present that identification

when applying for registration. A person who does not have an approved photo identification wilh

him or her may establish identity through completion of the qualified voter affidavit, which shall be

retained in accordance with RSA 33-A:3-a, or a sworn statement on the þenor*L+leefrer*d*yJ voter

registration form used. størtíng 30 d,ays before on election ond on election døy. Residents of a

nursing home or similar facitity mây prove their identity through verifrcation of identity by the

administrator of the facility or by his or her designee. For the purposes of this section, the

application of a person whose identity has been verified by an offi.cial of a nursing home or similar

facility shall be treated in the same manner as the application of a person who proved his or her

identity with a photo identification.

205:8 Determining QualifrcaiÍons of Applicant. Amend RSA 654:12, V(a) to read as follows:

V.(a) The election offrcial approving the application for registraiion as voter of a person who

does not present an approved form ofphoto identification as proofofidentity when registering, shall

mark the voter registration form to indicate that no phoio identification was presented and shall

inform the person that, if he or she i.s a first-iime election day registrant i.n New Hampshire, he or

she will receive a letter of identity verification. The person entering the voter information into the

centralized voter registration database shall determine if the person is listed in the system as

having been previously registered in the town or ward reported by the applicant on the voter

registration form. If the person is a new registrant who has not been previously registered

anywhere in New Hampshire or if the centralized voter registration database does not confirm a

previous regislration clairned on the voter registration form, lhe election official shall cause the

record created in the centralized voter reg stration database to indicate that the person is a new

applicant in New Hampshire and that no photo identification was presented. When municipalities

enter information on people who register on election day into the centralized voter registration

database, to lhe extent practical applicants who are registering for the first time in New Hampshire

and who also register without presenting an approved photo ideniiåcation shall be entered first.

The person entering the voter information of election day residents into the centralized voter

registration database shall cause the records to indicate if the voter executed [t-¿emleiffi
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e+l a sworn statement on the tgene$&l-eleê*i€ñaatrtl voter: registralion form t¿sed stat'tíng 30 days

before øn election and on electíon day.

205:9 Determining Qualifications of Applicant, Amend RSA 654:12, V(d) to read as follows:

(d) Within 90 days of each election, the secretary of state shalì cause a list of persons

executing tden*ieile-a$*a+it*-andl sworn statements on the tgeåeref.elreetion-dåyl voter registration

form used. startíng 30 d.o,ys before an election and on eleetíon doy since the prior election to be

forwarded to the attorney general and the division of motor vehicles. The secretary of state shall

send a letter to each such person informing him or her of a driver's obligation to obtain a New

Hampshire driver's license within 60 days of becoming a New Hampshile resident. The letter shall

be mailed. within 60 days after the election, except that if the election is a state primary election, the

letter shali be mailed 60 days after the general election, and if ihe election is a regularly scheduled

municipaì election, the letter shall be mailed by the July 1 or January 1 next foilowing the election.

The secretary of siaie shall ¡nark the envelope with instructions to the United States Post Ofñce not

to forward the letter and to provide address correction information'

205:10 References Deleted. Amend RSA 654:31'a to read as follows;

654:31-a Right to Know Exemption, The informati.on contained on the checklist of a town or

city, specifically, the name, domicile address, mailing address, town or city, and party affiliation, if
any, of registered voters, except as otherwise provided by statute, is public information subjecü to

RSA 91-A. All other information on the voter registration form, absentee registration affrdavit,

q¡alified voter [rn&4er*iei!al affidavits, affrdavit of religious exemption, and application for

absentee ballob shall be freatetl as confidential information and the records containing this

information shall be exempt from the publi.c disclosure provisions of RSA 91-4, except as ptovided

by statutes other than RSA 91-4. Notwithstanding ihe foregoing, qualifred voter [an*4smieilel

affidavits are pubiic records subject to RSA 91-A for the sole purpose of challenging an individual

registering to vote or voting, challenging ballots to be recounted, to the extent that such ballot

challenges are specifically authorized by taw, or determining the accuracy of any qualified voter [er

Csmiei+el affidavit. Election offlcials antl law enforcement personnel in furtherance of their official

duties may access and may disclose information foom the voher registration form, qualified voter

tæd-dê*i€itrl affidavits, affidavits of religious exemption, absentee registration atïidavits, and

applicaiions for absentee ballots, if necessary to resolve a challenge to an individual registering to

vote or voting, or if necessary to investigate or prosecute eiection law violations or any crime. Law

enforcement access and use of such records for the investigation or prosecution of crimes unrelated

to election law violations shall be timited to the records of the specific individuals r¡'ho are the

subject ofthe investigation or prosecution.

206:11 Reference Ðeleted. Amend RSA 659:30 to read as follows:

659:30 Affidavit. The affidavit of a challengecl voter, an asserting a challenge form, a qualified

voter'affidavit,@]oranyotherafflrdavitrequiredbytheelectionstatrrtes
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may be swoïn before any person authorized by law to administer oaths or before any election offrcer.

2A512 Reference Deleted. Amend RSA 659:34, I(a) to read as follows:

(a) When registering to vote; when obtaining an official ballot; when casting a vote by

officiat ballot; or when applying for a photo identification card for voting purposes, purposely or

knowingly makes a false material statement regarding his or het qualifications as a voter to an

election offi.cer or submits a voter registration form, an election day registration affidavit, a

quaiified voter affidavit, [a4or*ieilea$da+iü;l a challenged voter affidavit, an affidavit of religious

exemption, an identification card voucher, or an absentee registration afflrdavit containing false

material information regarding his or her qualifications as a voter;

205:13 Wrongful Voting; Penalties for Voter Fraud. Amend RSA 659:34, I(Ð-(g) to read as

follows:

(f) Gives a false name ol answer if under examination as to his or her qualifications as a

voter before the supervisors of bhe checklist or moderator; [o*]

(g) Presents falsified proof of identity, domicile, or verifiable action of domicile at

any election,'

(h) Registers to uote on election d.øy usìng on affíd.øvit to sotisfy proof of being

quolified, represents on th,e øffídauit that the person possesses proaf that he or she d.oes

not houe in his or her passessíon at the pollí,ng place, and, purposely and. knowingly faíIs to

províde a copy of the docum.ent by maíl or present the d.ocument in person to the toutn or

city clerk by the d.ead.Iine estoblished. in RSA 614:12; or

(i) Purposely ønd, knowíngly prouìdes følse informatíon in ø wrítten and signed'

statetnent or other documentatían that ønother person is domiciled, at an odd,ress that is

øwned, Ieased., rented., or nTanaged by the indívíd.ual prouid.íng the statement for the

purposes of uoter regístration and thut statenr,ent is used for voter registration purposes.

206:14 References Deleted. Amend RSA 659:101 to read as follows:

659:101 Preservation of Absentee Voting Materiatsftl and Election Day Affidavits[;--a*d

Ben¡ei¡e+gi¿avite]. The absentee ballot affidavits and application forms processed by the

moderator as provided in RSA 659:50, ihe absentee ballots challengetl and rejected as provided in

RSA 659:51 and RSA 659:53, and the qualified voter affidavits [*n*der*ioi:Le.^a$id*+i{el as provided

in RSA 654.12 and any other documentary proof of qualifications retained by the town or city clerk,

the supervisors of the checklist, or other election official shall be preserved in accordance with RSA

33-A:3-a. Qualified voter[;] and. voter registrationfr-Èñd#oü*ieiþ] affidavits shall be retained for the

period set forth in RSA 33-A:3-a, and other materials may be destroyed afier the election is settled

and all appeals have expired or one year after the election, whichever is longer.
'205:15 Verifiable Action of Domicile Documents. Amend RSA 33-A:3-a, CXLI(Ð to read as

follows:

(ÐtMlVerífiabIeactionofdomiciledocument:trntilvoteris
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removed from checklist plus 7 years,

20õ:16 Effective Date. This act shall take effect 60 days after its passage

Approved: July 10,2017
Effective Date: September 08, 2017
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