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LW HA‘&I PSHIRE SURVEY

oW N H. vmerg saze up E‘m‘d Reagan

right 1974, Glaha NW!MD«' Ca.,

The campaign organization of Ronald,'

san is far more effective in contact-

- the -voters of New Hampshire than

esident Ford's workers, according to a
vey conducted for The Globe.

In  interviews with 849 Republicéns'
1 Republican-leaning independents,
lers found that 199 votexrs (23.4 perw
it) had been contacted by campaign
rkers for either Mr. Ford or Reagan, ot
h. Of that total, 81 percent (461 vot-
} had been contdcted by Redgan peo-
, while only 27 percent (94 volers)
re conlacted by Ford workers.

Thas Mr. Ford, up untit last week, at

sen!unems

The Boston G}obe

2/8/76

. This survey was intended fo assess
voter attitudes at this stage of the campaign.
Ioters were not asked whom they plan to
vote for-on Feb, 24, Most polling experts

: dg;nre that attempts If} predict the outconre
" of a presidential primary on thebasis of
© polling run a Mgh risk of dingccuracy due |

to lotw voter turnont nml faprdlv changing

& .
B

]east ‘Wwas bemg “out-arganued" by the
Reagan campaign effort. Resuits of the

. survey also suggest that people who are
strongly inclined 1o vole In the presiden- |
- tial primary on Feb. 4 are slightly more

'

R SO,

% SURVEY -

»

‘ favorab!y mapzessed by Reagan than b:

Mv. Ford, meaning a hght voter turnou
could be of more value to Reagan

The Ford" orgamzatan- nself has rec
ognized its_-problems, deciding earlie
this month to switch :xom a house-to
house survey to a qmcker telephon
canvass.

The survey was taken, however, no
to delermine whe will win or who i

leading, but to assess voler attitudes anc
determine what issues are important a:
the campaign progresses. No attempt wa:
made to assess who might be ahead, anc

SURVEY, Page 14

Y

Continued from Page 1

; voters were not asked for
! whom they‘ intended to
vote.

It should also be noted
that the survey, taken last
Tuesday and Wednesday,
was made before President
Ford's latest weekend visit
to New Hampsmre :

. Half of the Repu‘chcan
1 vcters named inflation as
F the nation’s top problem,
i while another 32 percent
| narired  unemployment. .as
! the main worry.. A much
-smaller percentage; 18
: percent, feit foreign. ai-
I fairs rated as the top con-
' cem, T T

Despxte the’ best eﬁorts
of both camps, a minority
% of the voters has express-
| ed. a great interest in the

campaign. Forty-two per-
contacted said they

campaign. Only 34 percent
kmew -that the pr‘mary
mﬂ be an Feb. 4. -

9

cent of those Republicans |
are |
“very\mterested" ‘in the;

. Volers were  asked
| which- of the candidates,
 Fard or Reagan, they tend
_to agree with mere “on {o-_
day’s “important. issues”
| The: repliés” among: all
" those indicating that they
t will vote Feb.-24 werg as
follows: agreeing-~ w:.;{x
| Ford,-35 pettent; ‘agreeing
Mmth* Reagan, 42 percent:
| neither, 4 percent; both, 4

: and 84 percent of thoke

i

! percent;

don't know, 13
percent,

Among those who have 1
“definitely’” decided toi
vote,  these ;:er::entagesﬁ
- were: Ford, 24; Reagan,|
. 43; neztber, 4; both, 4
dontlmew 5. -~ 4

Early ' inv the. ca.mpaxgn ki
"one of the imain’ “pointts-at -
issue, was' Reagan’s pro-
_posal to cut $90 billion
" from the Federal budget

by transferring programs | <

to the states, Among Re-
publican voters, 80 percentv
. had heard of this proposal,

! who had heard it attrib=
uted it correctly to Rea- 5
gan, . - o

.

Opinions on the Reagan
proposal were divided, but
tended {n be favorable de-
spite the feeling of a ma-
jority that such a program

waould inevitably result in |

higher local taxes.

Qverall, Republican vol- |

ers, by 44 percent to 31
percent, think Reagan's
proposal is a good idea.

even though 358 percent :

think it would result in

“higher taxes locally. Thus

the proposal does not.seem
to have harmed the Rea-

.gan campaign in New

despite em-

o e

phsszs placed on it by

Hampshire

v

. Ford’s workers.

In"a series .of “zmaga
questions,” used to assess
how voters see a particu-
“lar candida te, persons in-
terviewed were asked to
WM
name Ford or Reagan in !
response ta 2! different
qualities. L

e

M e Ty T

T T T



New Hampshire

Items listed most often

.as describing Ford were

- p—

--will probably win. {46

related to tax cut propos-
als (35 percent), a social

“percent), that he is a mid--
- dle-of-the-road candidate

{51. percent), aad that he

security tax Increase
cent). .

Reagan, cony,grsely, was
named more in relation to

. being an attractive;, pol-

ished speaker (58 per-
cent), being able to clean
up “the welfare mess” (30
percent), as being consers
vative (40 percent), as
being to “really get things

done” (43 percent), and as !
being able to solve eco--

nomic problems (44 per-
cent).

Commeuts on botn can- :
didates were varied,. but

one woman in Rocking-

ham County said: “The
biggest thing I didn’t like "
“was Nixon being par--
_doned. I have that against

Ford. All the other Water-
gate people served some

“time, and. Nixon is out
- free. That wasn't .
" am definitely voting for-

fair. .I

Reagan., It would take a

; hell of a lot to make me

change.my mind.”
A man in Carroll Coun-

.ty. however, related the:

campaign to local issues,
saying: * “Any
that New Hampshire Gov.
(Meldrim) Thomson fa-

Cors, Z/m a;‘a;:/? "

7Zm/; iom 18 ,Cr'?ZL.S&—« .

Survey,

candidate

i
In - Laconia, 2 ¥oung.
woman said: “The thing I
object to about Reagan is
his stand on abortion. He
wouldn't r%ne'ct my rights
as a woman.’ i
A woman in Merrimack|
County, . -assessing the:
whole election scene com-!
mented: “I think it is al
bad time for a Republican
candidate to be running
for the presidency. It is a
carry-over from the Nixon
_years. Many people I know
who have been Republi-
cans for years feel it is
time for a change.” -
Other issues also sur-
face, and .one man in
Rockingham:- County said:
“Reagan. will get rid of
.Secretary of State Henry
\K.ssmser The sooner the
better.”
\_ On .the whale, vo'fers

opiniens . indicate- they ’
have little to choose from '
between™ the two candi-
dates While 67 percent-
say they have a favorable
opinion of Ford, and 26 |
percent.’ say thsy bave an
unfavorable opinion and 7'
percent. couldn’t. .decide, K
Reagan drew 2 69 percent .
favoradle response against
22:*-percent _unfavorable
and 9 percent undecided. ~-..

The Boston Globe

page

Among  volers -who E
think of-themselves as lib- |
erals " or - middle-of- 1‘.1'1(5-i
road Republicans, Ford is.

regardeq slightly moré fa-
vorably than Reagan, but
‘among the voters who say |
they’re “conservative Rea-~!
gan easily’ matches- Ford’s‘
showing. ..+ -~ e

Ford;, too, i§ “more fa-
vored by voters uader 30, ‘
but amorg older vote"s
the reverse is true. Amorvg,
Catholics, Reagan findsi
more favor.

As for the survey‘ 1tse.f
it was conducted by Re-i
search  Analysis  Corp.!
using. traxnmv interview-:
ers working from a cen? ral
telephone facility.- Persons:
interviewed were selected
through-a combined sys-|
tem using telepnone direc-|
tories and random d.zgxt‘
dialing. - i

t
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HOUSE INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEE LEAK

What do you plan to do about the publication of the House
Intelligence Committee report in the Village Voice? Do you

plan to prosecute Daniel Schorr?

The Executive Branch of the Government is reviewing this
entire situation and since it may involve legal action, I
don't beiieve it is proper for me to say any more about it.
This is, to some degree, a matter that should be dealt with
by the House of Representatives since the publication of
this report was in complete violation of an overwhelming
vote by the House members, For that reason, I have offered

the full resources of the Executive Branch of the Government

‘" to Speaker Carl Albert to pursue the matter in whatever manner he

sees fit.

Let me give you a little background to clear up what may be

a misunderstanding on what I have said on this issue. I have
never tried to prevent the House Intelligence Committee from
publishing its findings, opinicns, or recommendations. The
Committee did approve by a 10 to 3 vote, an agreement with the
Executive Branch to allow a review by the White House of any
material it planned to publish, to determine whether the material
contained classified information which would damage the National
interest. In return for the Committee's agreement, I authorized
the transmittal of literally tens of thousands of pages of
classified information to the Committee to help the members in

their investigation.

(More)



.

Now, the leaking of classified information--which I believe
was done by some one at the Capitol--is in complete violation
of the agreement with the Committee, and I am sure that the
responsible members of Congress share my viéw that this leak
was contrary to thé intentions of a very large majority of

House menmbers.

et
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LOCKHEED AND CORPOLRIMTE BRIBES

What do you intend to do about Lockheed, and these other big
corporations which have admitted to giving millions of dollars
of bribes to foreign officials?

-

I want to say categorically that I condemn any and all illegal
payments by American corporations both within the United States

and overseas.

I will see to it that all American laws in this area will be
enforced. In addition, I will ask for a complete review of
the practices and laws in this area, .perhaps at the highest

level of my Cabinet. And, the Securities and Exchange Commission,

"the IRS, and the Justice Department are already investigating

thoroughly the question of corporate brikery overseas.

Finally, the United States is negotiating with a number of
foréign countries to agree upon a code of ethics which would

apply to multinational corporations.

But isn't Lockheed using taxpayers' money from its government
loan to pay these bribes?

The Federal government has never given one penny of taxpayers'
money to Lockheed. The government has guaranteed private loans

to Lockheed and the company has repaid these loans under a very

carefully supervised arrangement.

Let me just repeat that I will not condone any illegal corporate

bribery.
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HENRY KISSINGER

How can you keep Henry Kissinger as your Secretary of State, much
less say you would like him to stay for another term, when he seems

to be worn out, under great emotionzl strain, and apparently discredited
with many Members of Congress? Wouldn't it help you politically

and be better for American foreign policy to fire Kissinger?

It certainly would not, I believe history will judge Henry Kissinger

to be one of our great Secretarys of State, He has done a masterful

job in advising me on foreign policy and in carrying out my foreign
policy. He has helped to bring about this period of peace in which we
live and he is working every day to help me promote harmony in the

world, Let me just rernind you of some of Secretary Kissinger's

accomplishments:

The fact that he is greatly respected and trusted by both the Arabs and
Israel was a key factor in reaching the peace accords now in force,

and it enables him to continue working toward a permanent peace in the

Middle East.

He brought about new accords involving Berlin and Germany which have

greatly reduced the threat of war in Europe,.

It was through his quiet diplomacy that the United States resumed relations

-

with the Peoples! Republic of China, the world's most populous nation after

25 years of estrangement,
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These last few years have been difficult and dangerous times in
the world and I believe that Henry Kissinger has been a great statesman

under trying circumstances.
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DEFENSE BUDGET

Q. How can you justify increasing the Defense Department
budget In fiscal year 1977 when you have called for
restraint in the growth of federal spending?

A, Let me put the Defense increase in perspective.

First, I do not believe there is any informed American
who believes we do not need the security of a strong
military establishment to enable us to preserve and
build on the type of society our forefathers envisioned
200 years ago.

Second, we are working on all fronts to relax world
tensions. One tool we must have is a strong and
effective military. This is a policy of "peace through
strength."

Finally, while our military is second to none, in recent
years, our military spending -~ in constant dollars ——

has dropped. (Using 1977 dollars, it has gone from

$150 billion in 1968 to $105 billion in 1976.) We need
now to reorganize and stengthen our forces, especially

in view of increasing Soviet military capacities. We will
do that by buying new weapon systems, improving the readi-
ness of existing forces, and increasing selected combat
forces.

But at the same time I have insisted that there be no waste
at the Defense Department, that the Pentagon share in the
general restraint on spending. We also are reducing programs
which do not affect combat capability, as part of the general
restraint on spending which is affecting the entire executive
branch.

BACKGROUND

The FY '77 Defense budget request of $112.7 billion in total obligational
authority is an increase of $14.4 billion over the $98.3 billion approvec
by Congress for FY '76. But only $7.4 billion of that increase repre-
sents real growth; the rest covers inflation.
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GUN CONTROL
Q. A recently published statistic claimed that only five

percent of the American people are opposed to some

form of regulation of guns. Why do you continue to

oppose gun controls?

A, The way to, cut down on the criminal use of guns is not

to take guns away from the law-abiding citizen, but to

impose mandatory sentences for crimes in which a gun is

used, make it harder to obtain cheap guns for criminal

purposes, and concentrate gun enforcement in high crime

areas. Accordingly, I have proposed the following program:

~- legislation requiring the imposition of a mandatory
minimum term of imprisonment for any person convicted
of using or carrying a handgun in the commission of
Federal offenses;

- 1egislationvbanning the importation, domestic manu-
facture and sale of cheap, highly concealable handguns -~
known as "Saturday Night Specials" -- which have no apparent
use other than against human beings;

-~ legislation stengthening current laws to strike at the
1llegal commerce in handguns and to emphasize the responsi-
bility of gun dealers to adhere to the law; and

-- expansion, by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms,
of its firearms investigative efforts in the nation's ten
largest metropolitan areas through the immediate employment
and training of an additional 500 firearms investigators.

BACKGROUND

You have submitted to the Congress legislation implementing all of your

recommendations for enhanced Federal handgun control. The Administration
has requested an additional 500 investigators from the Congress and has
begun to step up its investigation of illegal firearms tranmsactions in
the following cities: Boston, Chicago, Detroit, Dallas—Fort Worth,

Los Angeles, New York, Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, St. Louis, San Francisco
and Washington, D.C.
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BUREAUCRACY

Many presidential candidates this year seem to be running
against the Federal Government. You yourself have criti-
cized the federal bureaucracy for being too unresponsive

to the needs of the people it serves, particularly in the

-regulatory field. What specifically have vou done as

President to improve the operation of the Federal Govern-
ment. not onlv in federal regulation but in all areas?

If vou look at mv record in Congress and since I came to
the White House vou will see that I have argued for a
long time that the Federal Government is becoming too
big and unresvonsive to the needs of our citizens. Mv
Administration has initiated a proeram of resulatorv
reform to review all Federal regulatorv activities in
order to eliminate obsolete and inefficient regulation.
For example, I proposed repeal of the fair trade laws and
revitalized railroad regulation. Recently, the Congress
passed and I signed fair trade and railroad legislation.
Also, we are actively working to reduce unnecessary
Government paperwork requirements and to assess the
economic impacts of all new regulation. My recent
budget proposals are designed to reduce the growth of
Government and to simplify my grant programs through
"block grants."

I have made clear to the people in‘my Admiuistratioﬁ
that they are servants of the people, working for the
best interests of the people.

And, finally, I believe the government must not undermine
the peoples' trust by promising more than it can deliver.
My policy is to deliver on what I promise and not to
promise more than I can deliver.
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Q.

ABORTION

What is your position on abortion?

I am opposed to abortion on demand, and
I think the 1973 Supreme Court decision
went too far in that direction. I .also -
oppose a constitutional amendment which
would totally prohibit abortion. ‘

The only action I would support would be
a constitutional amendment giving to the

-states the authority to make regulations

for abortion within that state.

This is a position I have held consistently
over the yvears--when I was in Congress,

as Vice President, and as President. It

is based on my strong belief in the“Federal
system, which holds that such moral and
deeply personal issues would not be settled

as a matter of national policy, but rather

should be decided by the people closer to ~
home, in their own states. -

/



VETOES HURT...

Many of your vetoes are of programs that are calculated
to help the unemployed, handicapped, the sick, and the
elderly. How can this be justified?

The problem is that the bills I vetoed that were "calculated"
to help needy groups were miscalculated. In the first place,
it is usually these very groups that are hurt most when the

economy goes awry. I don't veto a bill for the benefit of
some abstraction called "“the economy.™

I veto bad bills -

. Because excessive government spending
creates an inflation which raises prices
out of the reach of the retired elderly
on fixed incomes.

. Because such an inflation raises the cost
of medical care so the sick may be forced
on welfare.

. Because an unstable economy leads to further
recessions and even higher unemployment. In -
such situations the disadvantaged and handicapped

have greater difficulties than others in finding
jobs.

In the second place, many of these vetoed bills have serious
flaws - aside from the amount of money - which would keep
them from concentrating help on those most in need.

J

2-12-76



Question:

Answer:

SOCIAL SECURITY

Governor Reagan has suggested the possibility of
investing money from the Social Security trust

‘fund in industrial stock as a way toincrease

revenues for the fund. Do you believe this is a
viable alternative?

I would be very much opposed to any such proposal.

Secretary of Commerce Richardson commented the
other day that in the United Kingdom this very approach
was dismissed as being too socialistic. There is no
question that such a program would seriously disrupt
the stock market and place the United Statesgovernment
in the position of controlling the major industrial firms
in the United States. Thisproposal by Governor Reagan
is totally inconsistent with the fundamental support
which this Administration has for the free market
system.
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SOCIAL SECURITY

Your tax increase proposal does not address the long-term
financing problem of the Social Security system. How do you
propose to solve this larger problem?

The Social Security system is facing both short-term and long-term
financing difficulties, I am submitting to the Congress legislative

- proposals to deal with.both the short and long term problems.

My immediate proposal, sent to the Congress this past week, is 77"
designed to deal with the short-fall in income that Social Security
is now experiencing through a modest tax rate increase. I ask you

to join me in-urging the Congress to adopt my recommendation,

I will shortly be sending legislation to the Congress that addresses
the long term problem and proposes changes to correct a flaw

in the Social Security law, If left unchanged this could lead to unstabl.
benefit levels in the future. My long-term proposal would generally
stabilize future benefit levels in relation to future wage levels

and, in so doing, would reduce the estimated long term problem

by nearly one-half.

With regard to the rest of.the long term financing problem -- most of
which does not arise until after the turn of the century -- I am
recommending that action be taken only after public policy makers

~ in both the Administration and the Congress have had an opportunity

to evaluate the situation in the light of the legislation that is adopted
and to assess fully the long range implications of emerging economic
and demographic trends.

SCM °*
2/12/76



SOCIAL SECURITY

If Congress does not increase the Social Security tax
paid by employees and employers, what will you do to
keep the Social Security trust fund from going bankrupt?

You must realize that the Social Security System is not
in immediate danger of going bankrupt. But we do need to

‘act now to prevent the potential of future bankruptcy.

That is why I have proposed a modest increase in the
Social Security tax rate for employees and employers
(0.3%, each) to deal with the shortfall of income that
Social Security is experiencing. I ask you to join
with me in urging the Congress to act promptly on this
provosal so that social security monthly payments in

 the future will be assured.




SOCIAL SECURITY

What is your position with regard to increasing the
outside earning limitation placed on Social Security
recipients? ; :

First, let me point out that the annual amount that
Social Security beneficiaries can earn and still re-
ceive all of their benefits now rises automatically
each year to take account of increases in general
earnings levels. I would not favor at this time any
additional increases in the earnings limitation.

Proposals which significantly raise the annual amount

that beneficiaries can earn and still get all of their
benefits are extremely costly to the program. Yet they
benefit only a small minority of Social Security
recipients. I do not believe that this sort of proposal,
particularly at a time when the cost of the Social Security
program is higher than the revenue it takes in, is in the
best interest of the beneficiaries or the public.



BUSING

If you had the power, would you stop busing for racial
integration?

As I have stated on a number of occasions in the past, I do not
believe that court-ordered busing is the proper answer to
guality education. It is my constitutional obligation as
President to see that the law and court decisions are enforced.
But I am opposed to court~ordered forced busing for the sake

of racial balance in schools. There are many better ways

to assure our children a quality, integrated education.

I'm pleased to see that the courts now seem to be recognizing
that.

2/18/76
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NURSING HOMES

Are you doing anything to improve the quality and
bring down the cost of nursing home care for the
elderly?

The cost and quality of medical care is a concern

for the entire population, but especially for older
Americans who are affected by chronic and degenerative
illness which often results in long periods of instituion-
alization.

Although the licensing of nursing homes is a State
responsibility, the Federal Government has set certain
standards that homes must meet to receive Medicare and
Medicaid funds. And 1f these standards are not met,

we will see that unsafe homes have their Federal support
ended. At the same time HEW continues to work closely
with State Governments, the nursing home industry and
consumers on a Long-Term Improvement campaign to upgrade
the gquality of care. '

The cost of medical care is of special concerm particularly
to those on fixed incomes and with limited resources.
Immediate measures are needed to slow down the inflation

of health cost which now exceeds 14 percent annually,

As proposed in the State of the Union I am asking Congress

to limit increases in Medicare payment rates in 1977 and

1978 to 7% a day for hospitals and 47 for physician services.
At the same time I have proposed catastrophic health insurance
for everyone covered by Medicare to protect the aged and dis-
abled and their families from the extraordinary hospital and
medical costs of prolonged illness. Under my proposal,
individuals would pay a maximum of $500 a year for hospital
care and $250 a year for physician care. This is an
important advance in our society, which would prevent

elderly patients and their children from having their

life savings wiped out by a catastrophic illness. I hope

you will join me in urging Congress to approve this new
insurance program.,



NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS

Should a moratorium on the construction of nuclear
power plants be declared? If not, how do you propose
to alleviate public and scientific concern regarding
the safety of these plants?

No, there should not be a moratorium on the construction

of nuclear power plants. Progress toward our goal of an ade-
quate and dependable supply of energy requires expanded use
of both coal and nuclear energy, at least until newer and
better sources of energy can be developed.

We already have more than 50 commercial nuclear power
plants in operation providing dependable, safe, clean
and economical sources of energy.

We have created an independent Nuclear Regulatory Cormission
to regulate and assure the continued safety, reliability and
environmental acceptability of nuclear facilities. An ex~-
tensive study recently completed by a group of non-
government safety experts concluded that nuclear power
plants are very safe. (In fact,they concluded that

the chance of any member of the public being killed in a

nuclear plant accident is one in 5 billion -— which is slightly

less likely than the chance of being struck by a meteor and
over 2,000 times less likely than being struck by lightning.)

Expanding the production of electricity from nuclear power
is so important to our energy independence and economic
strength that I believe we must take all reasonable steps
to assure further the safety of nuclear power and to answer
questions that might be of concern to the public.



SITING NUCLEAR PCWER PLANTS

Should the states be granted veto power over the siting
of nuclear power plants within their boundaries?

The task of regulating nuclear power is complex, It is

not one that can be handled satisfactorily by states. Also,
there are many considerations involved -~- such as the questior
of need for additional electrical generating capacity =-- that
extend beyond concerns of any one state.

Nuclear power regulation is one function that can best be

done at the Federal level. But this does not mean that state
and local interests are ignored. The licensing process,
developed by the independent Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
which was set up in January 1975, provides ample opportunity
for all interests -- state, local and private -- to make

their views known to the NRC and to have them fully considered

2/12/76
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(Note:

OFF-SHORE DRILLING

What is your position on coffshore drilling for oil?

I support offshore leasing and development which is consistent
with a fair return to the Government for the energy resources

leased and with necessary protection of marine and costal
environments.

I believe that we must proceed with the development of our
own 0il and gas resources on our Outer Continental Shelf areas
off our coasts in order to achieve acceptable progres§T: toward

energy independence, freedom from high priced, uncertain
Arab-oil.

Exploration by oil éompanies in the Continental Shelf

off Florida has produced little in the way of new sources
of oil or natural gas.)

2/12/76



OFF-SHORE DRILLING VETO

/v'-.

Q. Should the state have veto power over the drilling for oil
on Federal land off their shores?

A. No. There are enough safeguards in federal law to deal
directly with potential problems without the need for a.
state veto. :

BACKGRCUND :

The Interior Department issued regulations last fall which
takethe important steps to deal with the state and local
concerns.
First, before Interior Department approves an oil company's
plans for producing oil from an offshore lease, these plans
are provided to states for a 60-day period of review and
comment.
Second, ©0il companies must provide to the states concerned
, information on any onshore activity that would result from
(T?? - their proposed offshore oil production activities.
N | _

2/12/76
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OIL COMPANY DIVESTITURE

What do you think of Congress's proposals for oil
company divestiture?

I do not support the current Congressional proposals
to impose either vertical or horizontal divestiture.
Divestiture could have major implications for this
Nation's attainment of energy independence. The oil
industry is a complicated business and the effects of
such 2 policy must be analyzed very carefully before
serious consideration can be given to legislation.,

If divestiture occurs, financing of major development
projects would be made more difficult, the distribution

of resources could be disrupted, the benefits of economies
of scale and coordinated company management would be reduced,

"and consumer prices could rise. The bills that have been

drafted are inflexible, overly broad, and may not accomplish
their intended objectives.
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ENERGY PROGRESS

Q. How do you feel about your progress in energy?

A, As you know, last year I submitted to the Congress a
comprehensive set of measures to conserve energy,
increase domestic energy production, and provide
for strategic reserves and standby authorities in the
event of another embargo. The legislation I proposed
would achieve energy independence for the U.S.

After a year of prodding, the Congress passed and I
signed the Energy Policy and Conservation Act of 1975,
which contains several of my policy objectives:

—-- A natiomal strategic petroleum reserve to provide
a stockpile for future embargoes.

~- Standby allocation, rationing, and other authorities
for use in the event of another embargo.

-~ An o0il pricing formula that provides for decontrol.

-- Conservation measures setting energy efficiency
targets and requiring energy labels on appliances
and automobiles.

—~ Extension of the Federal Govermment's ability to
mandate utility and industrial conversions to coal
from oil and gas.

Four of the thirteen titles I proposed last January are now law
and four more have passed at least one House (Naval Petroleum
Reserve; thermal standards for new buildings; weatherization
program for the poor and elderly; and deregulation of natural gas.)
Higher prices have reduced demand and we consumed about one million
barrels per day less last fall than previously projected.

But we have a long way to go. We cannot let Presidential politics
wreak havoc on our energy future. I urge Congress to emact the rest
of my energy proposals.



UNEMPLOYMENT

What does the Administration plan to do about areas with
high unemployment?

One of my deepest concerns as President has been to place
our economy on the path of sustained real economic growth.
That goal envisions a job for every American who wants to
work.

In my State of the Union Address, I outlined six ways in
which we can lower unemployment, including a specific
proposal designed to direct our efforts specifically to
those areas suffering high rates of unemployment:

First, to sustain the pace of recovery, I proposed an
additional $10 billion tax cut effective July 1, 1976.
This will permit Americans to decide how to spend their
own meoney for homes, cars, TV sets and so forth. In turn,
this will stimulate additional economic activity in these
industries, and mean additional jobs in these industries.

Second, basic to job creation in the private sector is
reducing the ever-increasing demands of the Federal
Government for funds. Federal Government borrowing to
support deficit spending reduces the amount of money
available to business for expansion. Less investment

will mean fewer new jobs. Higher government deficits also
drive interest rates up, stifling private enterprise and
reducing job opportunities.

Third, I proposed new tax incentivies for businesses that
construct new plants and expand existing facilities in
high unemployment areas. Accelerated depreciation rates
will be given for such facilities and their equipment, if
construction begins within one year. Obviously, new and
expanded plants mean new jobs.
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Fourth, my proposed budget provides an increase of
$6.5 billion for public works and other government
physical assets -- 17 percent higher than last year --
as well as increased funding, totaling $7.2 billion,
for rehabilitation, institutional training, on-the-job
training, work experience programs, public service
employment, and various aids to help people find work.

Fifth, I have proposed incentives to encourage millions of
more Americans to save and invest. This will help
increase the money available for job-creating investment.

Sixth, I also proposed changes in the estate tax laws
to encourage expansion in family businesses and family
farms. This reform will help ensure the survival of
small farms and businesses for future generations and
also allow them to expand their current operations.

Taken together, these measures are designed to create
millions of permanent, well-paying jobs in private
industries and to restore the prosperity we all desire.
Putting millions of people on the government payroll is
not the way to create long-term prosperity, and I believe
most Americans do not want that approach.
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ANGOLA

Why have you persisted in blaming Congress for not letting the

United States get involved in another Vietnam in Angola? Why

do you want to drag the United States into that civil war where we have
no interest at all?

Angola is important for two reasons: First, I felt that it was important
to stand by our historic commitment to helping people who want to
choose their own form of government without having a government
imposed on them by armed forces from other countries far outside

their borders. That is a position of morality and it is something

America has always stood for and should continue to stand for.

Secondly and perhaps more important, I felt it was vital to let the
Russians and the Cubans know that we would not tolerate military

expansion in an area where they have no legitimate interest.

Unfortunatelﬁ' a majority of the Members ofCongress lost their guts

and tied my hands 'so that we could do little more than watch helplessly
as Russian and Cuban military forces denied the people of Angola the
right to chose the kind of government they wanted. The real damage
Congress has done is to send Russia and Cuba a signal that may
encourage them to try military expansion in another country of‘ Africa
or indeed, in another country somewhere else in the world., Weakness
does not bring peace. Weakness only encourages Russia and Cu}?a;:,;.?«?_;

wd

to believe that they can expand their influence with military forc{iﬁf

somewhere else. Eventually we will have to face up to the qucstiBn of .

where do we take a stand and say, '"'no more'',
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However, I am hopeful that Congress has learned a lesson from
this experience and the next time Russia and Cuba try military

expansion I believe Congress will do the proper thing and join me

in efforts to stop that expansion,

What did you mean when you said that you would come to the aid of
Angola if Russia and Cuba tried to ''colonize' it?
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CuBA

What are the prospects for improvement
in our relations with Cuba in view of
its intervention in the Angola conflict?

Cuba's unjustified involvement in the
domestic affairs of other nations, such

as their encouragement of the Independence
movement in Puerto Rico and, particularly,

"their massive military troup involvement

in the Angola conflict thousands of miles
from Havana, is simply incompatible with
lessening tensions and improving relations.
The Cubans have sent over 10,000 troops to
Angola, involving themselves in what should
be purely an internal Angolan matter.

I flatly rule out the possibility of any
improvement in relations between ourselves
and Cuba under these circumstances.
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KISSINGER TRIP TO LATIN AMERICA

Secretary Kissinger is traveling to Latin America at a
time when Cuban troops are heavily involved in Angola. Is
one of the purposes of the visit to consolidate OAS support
against the Cuban Government and to urge a freeze on any
progress toward normalization of relations with Cuba?

The primary purpose of the Secretary's trip is to reaffirm
the importance we attach to our relationship with Latin
America and to continue to strengthen that relationship.

In addition, the Secretary will be stopping in Guatemala

to offer our continued assistance to that disaster-stricken

area. This trip is not designed to ‘generate a crusade against

Cuba. At the same time, it is clear that there is no chance

" to improve relations with Cuba in view of that government's

actions in Puerto Rico and its involvement in Angola.
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RELATIONS WITH THE SOVIET UNION

Isn't it inconsistent for you to denounce the Soviet Union for their
involvement with Angola but at the same time negotiate a SALT II
agreement with the Russians?

No, there is no inconsistency.

The only way we can have -peace is through strength. That means standing
up to the Russians whenever they try to expand their influence by military
means or whenever they take any action which z;aises tension in the

world and threatens world peace. We must be strong in order to stand

up to the Russians and that is one reason Iam so disappointed that
Congress tied my hands and prevented the United States from helping

its friends in Africa to oppose Russian and Cuban military activities in

Angola.

On the other hand, I believe however we can reach a SAL'i‘ II agreement
with the Russians that would be in our own interest and would reduce theA
threat of a nuclear holocost, It is my obligation to pursue those negotiations.
The preliminary agreement 1 reached with General Secretary Brezhnev

in Vladivostok allowed the United States to keep all or most of its missiles,
submarines, and bombers., On the other hand, 1t required the Russians

to cut back considerably on their plans for a nuclear arsenal. There

was tough negotiating, and I believe we got a good bargain,
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Incidentally, if we don't reach a SALT II agreement with the Russians,
I will have to ask the Congress for at least $20 billion for new weapons
because the nuclear arms race surely would be renewed and we would

have to keep up with the Soviet Union,

Let me say a word about those who suggest that we should not pursue
a policy of reducing tensions and the threat of war when it is not in our
own interest, who say we should not pursue this policy which has been

given the name ''"detente'': » ,

In my 18 months of day in and day out e:cperience'dealing with life and
death issues of foreign policy, I have found that these issues are extremely
complex, They cannot be dealt with in a simplistic way or with a gun
slingers'! mentality. I know iit is tempting for some to look on complex

foreign policy issues as a kind of ""shoot-out at OK corrall

But we live in an extremely complex and dangerous world and if we

try to go back to the dark and dangerous days of confrontation of the cold
war, if some people get an itchy trigger finger, the chance of war
increases and this period of peace in which we are now living will be

endangered,

.
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Tab A

. AW HAMPSHIRE CAMPAIGN
ORGANIZATION AND STAFF

The N.H. PFC has three titular heads. Honorary Chairman
is former U.S. Sen. Norris Cotton of Lebanon. Chairman is U.S.
Re%. James Cleveland of New London, now in his 7th term in Congress;
rid co-cnalrman 1s Vesta Roy of Salem, a Rockingham County Commissioner
and former State Representative.

Nineteen well-known state political figures serve as vice-
chairmen. '

Nine people, all of whom are N.H. residents, comprise the
full-time paid staff. All are veterans of previous state-wide
campaigns.

Campaign Director is John Michals, 31, of Danbury, a former
two-term State Legislator, a graduate of Harvard Business School and
on leave as a real estate trust officer at Cabot, Cabot & Forbes Land
Trust in Boston.

Assistant Director is Lee Kidder, 26, of Concord, a graduate
of Yale College and former State Legislator and Congressional
_.—.research aide. :

-

. Media cocordinator is John Breen, 40, of Dover, a former
éditorial writer for Foster's Daily Democrat in Dover. He is a
graduate of the University of N.H. and a Marine Corps veteran.

The four field coordinators are: Thomas Saturley, 25,
of Epson, a Gettysburg College graduate and former bank officer;
John Mudge, 27, of Lyme, an Amhurst College graduate, and town GOP
chairman; Douglas Aller, 27, of Exeter, an Air Force veteran and
Georgetown College graduate; and Peter Spaulding, 31, of Hopkinton,
aigradggte of the University of N.H. and a Merrimack County Commissioner
since 71.

Mrs. Caro Bennett of Concord and Mrs. Ardis Sinotte of
Suncook are the paid secretarial staff.

Addltlonally, several people have joined the campaign
staff as full-time volunteers and approximately 20 politically-
oriented students from several near-by colleges and schools serve
as a permanent pool of volunteers.

The N.H. PFC Finance Committee is headed by Kimon S. Zachos
of Manchester, an attorney and former Deputy Speaker of the N.H.
House of Representatives. He was a White House Fellow in 1965.
‘isting him is Mrs. Maxine Morse of Manchester, chairman of the -
~+ Commission on Laws Affecting Mental Health. Mrs. Vivienne
K\“’aane of Suncook is a part-time secretary for the Finance Commlttee



- NEW HAMPSHIRE DELEGATES

Pledeed To President Ford

ELEGATES AT IARGE (15)

James C. Cleveland
Norris Cotton

Louls D'Allesandro
Alf E. Jacobson .
Susan N. Mclzane

David L. Nixon

Walter Petersom

George B. Roberts, Jr.
Vesta M. Roy

W. Douglas Scammam, Jr.
Stephen W. Smith
Bernard A. Streeter, Jr.
%’rank A, Wageman
irginia M. Wyman
Kimon S. Zachos

"IRST DISTRICT DELEGATES (3)

Edwin Chertok
Ruth L. Griffin

— . Leon G. Yeaton

SECOND DISTRICT DELEGATES (3)

Perkins Bass
Frederick A. Porter
Kathleen W. Ward

PFC State Chairman, U.S. Congressman

Hon PFC State Chairman, Former U.S. Senator
Member, Governor's Council, of Manchester
President, N.H. State Senate

State Representative, Concord

Former Pres. State Senate

Former Governor, Pres., Franklin Pierce College
Speaker, N.H. House of Representatives
County Commissioner,

State Represmtatlve

State Senator

Member, Governor's Council, of Nashua
Police Conmissioner, Manchester

Wife of former Congressman Louis Wyman

PFC N.H. Finance Chrm., Former State Rep.

Maycr of Laconia
State Representative
Member, Governcr's Council

Former U.S. Congressman, brother of Nat'l Ctemam.
Former State Senator
State Representative



Pledged To President Ford

ALTERNATE DELEGATES AT LARGE (15)

Janet A. Alosa | Housewife

Rosamond E. Buchanan . Housewife -

Marshall French Majority Leader, N.H. House of Representatives
Elizabeth S. Hager State Rep., candldate for State Senate, Concord
Barbara A. Hanson Housewife

Mick Hart Automobile Dealer

Robert J. Lamprey, Jr. Real Estate man , brother of key Reagan supporter
James A. Masiello Mayor, City of Keene

Malcolm Mclane Former Mayor, Concord; Ind. Gov. candidate '72
Charles P. Puksta Mayor, City of Clarsmnt

Wilbur M. Schurman Retired businessmam

Andrea A. Scranton - State Representative

C.R. Trowbridge State Senator, Chrm. Finance Cte., Publisher
John D. Tucker State Representative

Eugene M. Van Loan, III Young lawyer, PFC local counsel

~— DISTRICT ALTERNATE DELFEGATES (3)

Peter P. Fay Public Relations
Shirley L. Hodgdon Former GOP State Chairperson
Willizm D. Paine, II Lawyer

SECOND DISTRICT ALTERNATE DELEGATES (3)

H:Llary P. Cleveland Teacher, Wife of Congressman Cleveland
Jay Scott Lucas State Representative/Student
Beverly A. Gage State Representative
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Pledged To Ronald Reagan

DELEGATES AT TARGE (15)

Joseph J. Acorace
Webster E. Bridges, Jr.

James C. Chanberlin

Jotm P. H. Chandler, Jr.
Marshall Cobleigh
Alfred R. Francoeur
George E. Freese, Jr.
Hugh Gregg

Rita C. McAvoy
Tobert B. Monier

D. Alan Rock

James A, Sayer

Grace A. Sterling
Geraldine Sylvester
Peter M. Thomson

Former Governor's counselor. Manchester tax assessor
S;’hairman, New Hampshire Sweepstakes

State Representative

Governor's Aide, Former Speaker of the House
Public Relations

Businessman

Former Governor, Reagan Campaign Manager
Former Pres., GOP Federated Women

State Senator - College Professor

State Senator, Radio Station Executive
State Representative, lawyer

Housewife

Former Mayor of Dover

Son of Governor, Governor's aide

FIRST DISIRICT DELEGATES (3)

. Thomas W. Insurance man, retired
- Tonald J. Langford Reagan Fieldman
harles F. Zell *

SECOND DISTRICT DELEGATES (3)

Walter E. Gibbs
William A.
Harold W. Watson

Member, Governor's Committee
Lawyer
Former State Representative
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; TAB B
ESIDENT FORD COMMITTEE PHONE CENTERS

S

Local Business Back-~Up

Town-City Phones Phones WATS Total
Exeter 5 2 1 8
Laconia 4 2 1 7
Lebanon 2 1 1 4
- Keene 4 2 1 7
Concord 7 2 3 12
Dover 5 2 1 8
Manchester 9 2 0 11
Nashua 8 2 0 10
Newport 2 1 1 4
Littleton 2 _1 1 4
- 48 17 10 75
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TAB A

TAB B

TAB C

TAB D

GENERAL REVENUE SHARING PAYMENTS

NEW HAMPSHIRE

~- Selected Data on NEW HAMPSHIRE

Payments through Januvary 5, 1976
for NEW HAMPSHIRE (including all
local jurisdictions)

Payments by NEW HAMPSHIRE Congres-
sional Districts with projection
of estimated payments under
President's proposed renewal
legislation for all local juris-
dictions.

Payments through January 5, 1976
for each State
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| GENERAL REVENUE ...ARING PAYMENTS

NEW HAMPSHIRE

I. To date, the State of New Hampshire has received a total of $75.3 million in
General Revenue Sharing payments. These funds have gone directly to the State
government, 10 counties, 13 municipalities and 221 townships. By December,

1976, these units of government will have received nearly $96 million under
this program.

Table I -- Payments Under Existing Program (in millions)
Total State :
State-~wide Gov't. - Counties Municipalities Townships
To Date $ 75.3 $ 25.1 $ 6.6 $ 23.7 $ 19.9
By 12/31/76 $ 96.0 $ 32.3 § 8.3 $ 30.0 $ 25.4

II. Under the President's proposed legislation to continue the General Revenue Shar-

ing program from January, 1977 until September, 1982, the State of New Hampshire
would receive approximately $125.2 million.

Table II -- Projected Payments Under President's Legislation
(in millions)
Total State
State-wide Gov't. Counties Municipalitigs Townships
$ 125.2 $ 42.0 $ 10.5 $ 39.1 $ 33.6



. Revised: 3:00 p.m. 2/17/76
{

General Revenue Sharing Payments to Selected Counties, Cities and Towns

(in millions)

Jurisdiction Payment to Date
Portsmouth $ 1.9
(Rockingham County) 1.1
Keene A 1.1
(Cheshire County) o 4
Dover 4 1.1
Strafford County .5

$

Total
{Existing Program
thru 12/31/76)

2.5
1.4
1.4

.5

1.4

.7

Projected

" Under President's

Legislation

$ 3.9
2.0
1.9

.6

1.7
‘9
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1**( The following information concerns% .cted areas in the State of New Hampshll(
PTable IIXI -- General Revcnuc Sharing Payments to Selected Counties, Cities and Towns
{in thousands)
Total : Projected
(Existing Program Under President's
Jurisdiction Payment to Date thru 12/31/76) Legislation
Hillsborough County 1,580 1,978 2,374
Manchester City 8,287 10,391 13,636
Nashua City 3,636 4,506 5,183
Merrimack County 635 678 982
Concord City 1,932 2,496 3,364
Strafford County 594 759 984

Durham Town 267 341 , 446
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According to the most recent reports filed with the Treasury Department (cover-
ing the period July 1974-June 1975), the New Hamsphire State government spent
$4.5 million of its revenue sharing funds for education and $991 thousand on
hcalth and hospitals. A review of similar reports filed by the selected juris-
dictions noted above, indicates that their revenue sharing funds were used to
provide a wide range of public services, including public safety, social ser-
vices, health, transportation, recreation, housing and libraries.
Table IV -- Sample of Actual Uses of General Revenue Sharing Payments (July 1974-
June 1975) -
Jurisdiction Actual Use
Hillsborough County $ 631,000 for public safety
Manchester City $ 554,730 for transportation
125,565 for recreation
506,282 for public safety
50,000 for health
41,571 for libraries
Nashua City $ 343,703 for environmental protectim
534,446 for public safety
55,717 for health
Merrimack County $ 24,114 for social services to aged
and the poor
Concord $ 10,000 for housing and community
development
187,112 for transportation
45,598 for health
110,928 for public safety
Stafford County $ 214,603 for health
‘iﬁDurham Town » $ 22,156 for environmental protectim

B

4,011 for social services
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V. If General Revenue Sharing is not re-enacted, the State of New Hampshire would
lose approximately $20.1 million in revenues each year. This would require a
reduction in services or increased taxes or borrowing.

Table V -- Estimated Annual General Revenue Sharing Payments

State Government $ 6.7 million
Hillsborough County 390,000.00
Manchester City 2.0 million
Nashua City 900,000.00
Merrimack County ' 185,000.00
Concord City 500,000.00
Stafford County : ©165,000.00

Durham Town 72,000.00
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NAME

. STHTE OF Nfw mamPSMIRE

RLLKNAD COUNTY
LACO™T4 CITY
RLTON T0wx
RAGNSTELD TCen
BELHCNT Tles
CERTER Wza22% YOuN
BILFORD 18wN
SILRENTEN TOwN
HEREDITH ThuN
NEW MAMPTICOW TOwh
SANGORNTOY 10wN
TILTON TOmN

¢ COUNTY TOTAL

CARROLL COUNTY
ALBANY I0wN
BARTLET! tCuN
BROOWFIELD TOsN
CHATHAN TQOwN

CTR CONKAY TCuM
EAT0% TO=N
EFFINGMAM TOuN
FREEDOM TOwN

HARTS LOCATION TOws
JALKSGR Town
KADISON TCwn
MOULTCHBERDUGH TOwN
OSSIPEF 10wN
SANDWICH TOxWM
TAMNO2 T Tox%

TUF TGRBIRN TOwN
WAKEFIELD 1oy
BOLFERORQ TOwN

8 COUNTY TCTaL ®

CHESHIZE COUsTY
KEENE CITY
ALSTEAD TQaN
CHESTERFIELD TOsN
OUBLIN TOwn
FITZsIttlan 10w
GILSUM TCwN
RARRISYILLE TOwWN
HINS0LE Toww
JEAFERLY I3an
MARLEGHGuGw Tywn
RARLOw 10wH
NELSON TGaM
FICHMIND TCaN
RINOGE T2wN
ROXBUAY TOwN
SIB0AARD TCwN
SULLIvAN TOwN
SULRY TOWN
SYENZEY TOuN
TROY. TCwR
WALPOLF TOuN
NESTMOPELAND TOwWN
MINCHESTER TOwN
® COUNTY TOTAL ¢

COO0S Couwty
BEQLIN CIYY
CARROLL TowN
CLARKEYILLE TOwn
COLERAROK TOwN
COLUHSTA YRS
DELTCH TCwN
QUMMER TOwN
ERROL TO¥w
GERNAK T8 wn
JEFFESSON TCew
LANCASTER T0»N
HILAN TOwy

NOP THUsRERLAND TOUN
PLITI&AVSG TCaN
RAROOLP™ TOWN
SHELBUSRE TO»y
STARK 10wk
SIFEwdRTSTOuN TOwWN
STQAIFCOD TGN
WHITEFIELD TOuwN
* COUNTY TOTAL »

GRAFTON COUNTY
LERANDN CITY
ALEXANGATA TOwN
ASHLAND TOwN
QATHM TOuww

ENTON TOwk

LINLEES Touy
4N100LwaTER TOuN
ARISTOL Town
CaAmPION Towy
Candar TOwN

REVENVE SHARING DISRUSSIMENTS

SUsRTEELY
PRYmENT

1eb22408

s 4 S

J0e681
$0+7137
1025
REPORT
12+244
I+ 00N
ited12
44078
184513
Le548
118
Te970
1564480

40,080
524
112985
19339
97
215494
1el0s
16354
2eb62
NO PAY DUE
2+R32
Feb)4
84422
Bs004
24171
Te329
2:300
92:510
15+21%
1384699

25718
B0 350
1elds
A20136
1+507
$417S
22266
22381
1letan
69515
Sebbt
14052
t1edis
1s243
$2 728
17&
1+490
%16
9
Felan
3+799
4,700
24525
10+247
193404}

244307
T8.132
REPORT
s6o
REPORY
15073
12955
REPURT
459
124750
hedad
11e5R0
Taea9}
8e60%
eebdo
28
1225
1379
1210
3J.082
10270
1844098

w2ells
Ty L1
1edld
LT$-1.0Y
20467
A59

N a2 TR2
29597
84822
20829
Se338

ALL PAYMENTS
TO PATE

2540824207
4284782
1235%085%
161832
42+459
1610724
A2:%7)
1514499
651545
2110188
TRe046
T7.912
Gleab2
2¢3264A091)

3034158

10+4%)
614518
146878
40138
J6he6T2
13+%30
284679
374480
1)

400190
382067
1294193
1044403
2Ry 4 25
1042749
29+313
1232683
187+129
1+586R4458

4254237
191594440
Ins 284
I8¢06%
304832
679468
IR 544
314283
974855
1414428
6741231
17:815%
2hs1B4A
14,945
1444885
6e308
2N 641
13+399
134005
12241641
Tie813
87+45]
409243
118553
2+878,576

4634523
1:431%2248
264491
Radié
142194
17578}
FTEEY-|
15:602
1340424
2231749
TR LY
19%+418
2Asdabh
1234772
41sCha
14:2%28
1Ryase]
206382
Jasld2
£04526
1LY IR Y 1.
2498%¢439

%624532
SitefRa
294817
LLFY 233
A% 427
Ao TG
41:893
LR L)
LATRA T4
IRAQT
1214811

LaUNTY

CCDE

317

607

ooA

KamE

CORCHESTED TOwM
CASTON TCww
ELLSwIRTH TowN
ENFLIFLD TOwy
FRAANCINIA TDWN
GRAFTCH TOeN
GINTHN TCwN
MELMDYFE Tlew
WAVER~ILL TOwN
HEBRON TOeN
HCL OFANESS TOWY
LANSAFF TOwn
LINEOLN Then
LISHON 10wy
LITTLETON TOWN
LYMAN TOwM
LY¥E Toxn
BANRGE TCwM
ORENGE TOwy
o02F QR 1owN
PIFEMONT ThN
PLY®IUTA TOwN
ARUMNEY TOwn
THORNTON TOWN
WARREN IDwN

WATERVYILLF VYALLEY TOWN

WEMTWOITM TOwN
woOoDSTOCR Towd
SUGAR HILL TOmN
e CJUNTY T0TaL &

HILLS2A0UGH CounTY

T e BISa2y T

MANCHESTER C1TY
KASHUA LYY

QuUARTERLY
PAYMENT

621
KO PaY DUE
REFORTY
&+G90
34824
12803
133
114138
75064
494
35406
332
Se45)
21310
33529
622
deban
24384
280
14692
155
16s6a}
3a472
Jelds
3917
7249
148
44208
14492
2234278

$7.23%

T T 2124340 T

EUNESST ToeN
ANTRI= TOx%
RETFORN TOWN
BESNINGTICN TOWM
ARDBKL INE TOWN
DEERING TOwN
FRANCESTONG ThwN
GAPFSTTwN TouM
GREENFTELD TCwM
GREEMYILLE Town
HAKCOCK TOwy
HILLSASRIUI TOWN
HOLLLS TOwN
HUDESY TCwN
LITCHFIELD TCun
LYROEROROUSGH TOuM
MASON TOWN
MERRIHALCK TOWN
MILFORN Trey

HONT VEAKON TOWN
NEW RDSTOY TOwN
HEW 1PSATLH TOwN
PEL AN THeW
PETLRAIICUAN TONN
SHERGN TOWM
TENRLE TOww

WEARE TOwN

wiLTON TGy
WIkDS0A YOwN

® COUNTY TOTAL *

MESILURCY COUNTY
Congazg Q1 Yy
FRame % CITY
ALLENSTOsS TOWN
ANNOVER TOwan
BOSLAREN TOwN
BOw TCax
BREADFORY TOwN
CANTERAUIY TOwwn
CHICHESTER TOww
DANBURY Then
BUNBARIOH TOWN
EPSOM TowN
HENM]EER TOWN
HILL ToaN
KOOXSETT T2uN
WARKISTON TOWN
LOUDON Thwen
NFRBYRY TRwN

NEN LONUGN TOWNe
NERTHFIELN 10w
PEMRICKE NN
PLITSFIELD T0wn
$4L I1SAYRY TOwN
SUTIaN TCwn
WARNER 10wy
WERESTER Trwwn
»ILHAT Thsy

* COUNTY TQTAL »

ROCK INGHAM COUNTY
PORISMOUT™ (ITY

e,

T D T i o —- T L8

N —— b A g

..

be8b4
104439
10824
1980
2:001
Pe245
LIYRE 3}
LTRETY
21} -]
14179
7139
3eb31)
314335
Zv317
[ 333
24569
444054
IR U0S
135145
e85
10328
1Re 344
13e472
343
1=360
te7t2
Ss119
135
140784879

49,457

23e723 77
64284
44091

OUE TAUSTY FUND
Je427
23678
12885

343
1¢28%
1aa7?
24104
S50
395
164154
24652
he373
30092
54892
8956
Bedb}

e 4e6l6
e 1+149

4919%

o352
je820

<o, Taaso
B1redes

‘
S A24699
1544835

"
e 7

137,724 777

ALL ParYNENTK
TQ Catrt

Te268
b8
34
Tée322
68+071
144254
1148237
285+11Y
181 0an
BeRA3}
t44510
o404
49,332
1214274
4556 4R38
18458}
394384
348677
Se081
19:422
2l.873
214:25%
52287
24200
254514
16:754
15¢144
4T A8T
29.414
34475,721

14882, 49%
T Be2RT T
30636,327

TTT8e2187 TTTY 98,340

884,438
1225474
3TeAGA
31em13
33743
18531
5814299
b2:484
STeElY
219184
96 ,3%4
544312
4340533
324139
1369
28482
AB&TC0Y
29141990
24 <8R9
404324
§34A4A
1804428
1270288
4729
214263
6%5+54T
G484y
24373
1647514192

6384250
- 4EA SR
1564808
3737
1344122
15841 A0
3%7.400
264807
17¢403
2,484
R4 AYS
b6 RETY
82+188
14.28%
1571640
464749
544487
A ARR
18020
1294632
142,459
117,20
28 RAR
63426%
73,43A
34,798
2helan
AeT83.27)

1elldelen
145852,%409

1v63Zs21 "



CountY

cone

NEKRE

ATKINEON TOWN
AUBUNM 10w

RRENT 00D TOWN
Cangla t0w%
CHESTER TCwN
UENVICLE TOwN
CEERFIELD Tawn
LEPRY TOwN

FAST RINGSICN T0ww
EPPING TOwN
EXETEN TOwN
FREMCHT TQun
GRFENL AND TOWN
HEWPSTEAD Tiwn
NAMPION TOWN
HAMBTON FALLS TOwM
KENSINGTON TOWN
XINGSTON TOwN
LOMOONDERRY TOuWN
NEW CASTLE TOwN
HEWF LELDS TOww
HEM[NGTOMN TOWN
NEWMARKET TOsSN
SEWTON TDwN

NORTH HAMPTON TOWN
NORTHWOOD TOwWN
NOTTINGMAM TOWN
PLAISIO» TOWN
RAYMOND TQwN

RYE TOWN

SALEM TOWN
SAHQORN TOWN
SEABRUOK TOWN
SOUTHHANPTON TOWN
STRATHAM TOWN
wInlmAM TQww

® COUNTY TOTaL »

STRAFFORD COUNTY

GUARTEALY
PAYHENT

44921
24820
Jaany
345
Q4233
an?
74333
30027
1088
Je2ss
404456
IR 34}
3116
be112
492389
17823
1429}
T+¢713%
18.509
1+204
T+518
$¢373
114259
§1467
4:113
2:57%
3234
114887
13791
1iela7
844810
10933
20.327
54
j.028
Bs708
630,325

4042333

BLL PAYWEHTS  CounTty

TO natg

87405
§28.899
&4 08)
442874
364397
244524
194418
&5 raa7
2Ry 323
185,091
&245524
L2 XY T4
Jasass
REeG8]
OS5 RES
365849
18,968
134,588
3194331
212788
334670
185485
182.423
1366772
TTe587
48+119
45s643
1011245
183:A50
12844689
1884618
31220
201,918
21+769
612761
13715335
8y98) 0551

5984537

DOvER (1Y
ROCHESTER C{Ty
SOWERSNORTR CIYY
RARRINGION TOwWH
DURHAM TOWN

Tov792
58+390
Jae 285
Si124
iRe249

FRE4INGTON TOWN

LEE TQwN - 24598 AAehT8
MAOHURY [Gnn 870 35,338
HICOLETGH TOWN 1.227 345380
MELTON TOwn 3974 TS 143
NLE LUMREm s 3229 R - PSS R4
ROLLINSFOan Towm [SYY 1] 610173
STRAFFORD TOWN 1+193 284251
* COUNTY TOY2L 254,845 Je9at 848
SULLIVAN CRUNTY 31,384 458513
CLAREMONT €1ITY $246%82 5T3+114
ACHOATH TOuN Jsals 32+0638
CRARLESTOWN TOWN 6+57) 1504385
CORNISH TCuwn 12380 254478
CROYDON TOuN 15256 253 5A8
GNSHEN TOWN 14581 24168
GRAMTMAM I0aN 11238 12:0640
LANGOON TOwN REPORY 18,787
LEMPSTER TQOwN 347 23831
NEWPORT TOxN 194750 3284R31
PLAINFIELD TCuN 5,443 51:682
SPRINGFIELD TOwN 1+976 29,313
SUNAPEE YQun 9767 1314046
UNJTY TowN 2+ 380 41672
WASHIAGTON TOWN 12548 280 2R)
* COUNTY TOT4L * 181010 129504739
*% STATE TOTAL e+ 530194016 T5¢3174912
T T e SIS R S

11904 31Y
[G6.83%
4142538

544508
2574102

WaR2ITTT T 6. 498"

crmcascanssvans GOVERNKENTS KOT PAID wvececncavnawse

REASCH

REPART

[:1F 3
ors

TRUST FuNns
HOLY

wAJVEQ
NG PAY Oug
*TOTALS

LEL 4]

LA X Ao

AROUNT

344764

34,7064

Lantg

MaNg

CUARTEQLY
PATHENY

ALY PavMrnts
T0 OaTE






GENERAL REVENUE SHARING PAYMENTS

NEW HAMPSHIRE CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS

lst District -- Norman E. D'Amours (D-Manchester)
Total Under Existing Program............$34,534,702.00

Projected Under President's Proposal....$46,097,549.00

2nd District -~ James C. Cleveland (R-New London)
Total Under Existing Program...........$29,374.238.00

Projected Under President's Propbsal...$37,369,338.00




ACCOUNT #

001 00}
001 001
601 001
001 002
001 003
a0y 00s
001 005
00y 00n
0y 007
001 604
601 609
G401 010
002 002
QU7 001
any2 ons
807 0013
00z 004
NP 005
HuP2 006
002 007
pvz 0OR
007 0pv
402 010
a02 013
noz2 012
007 013
062 Q14
002 014
002 016
002 017
nng 0iR
606 0064
nos 00}
Cun Q03
Oun 00H
00K 018
nor 607
00T 006
coT 007
f107 010
Qo7 01}
0n7 01%
007 014
Nno7 020

(VLR PEgS FURESR I FC I N N R TR i T AR N VIS PUIS PR DU REE B SU 3 FURROE IRDVAE FUNS UV RIS SR I VE R T LT IR o i PURES B B U O L B P I 4 B PYR PUSS L VI

GENERAL HEVENUE

THE HONORABLE NORMAN £ D AMOURS

NAME

BELKNAP COUNTY
LaCONIA CITY

ALTON TOuN
BAMNSTEAD TOWN
HELMAONT TOwN .
CEFNTER HARKOR YOWN
GILFURD TOwN
GILMANTON TOWN
MEREDITH TOUN

HEW HAMPTION TOWN
SARBORNTON TOWN
TILTON TOWM
CARROLL COUNTY
ALBANY TOwr
HARTLETTY TOWN
HHODKY TELD TOWN
CHATHAM TOWN

CTiH CONWAY TOWN
EATON TOuN
EFFINGHAM TOWN
FREFDUM TOWN

HANYS LOCATION TOWN
JACKSUN TOWN
MABISON TOWN

MOUL TONBOROUGH TOWN
OSSIPEE TOWN
SANDwICH TOUN
TARWIRTH TOWN

THE TONHORO TOWN
WAREFIFLD TOwN
WOLFEBORO TOWN
SILLSHOROUGH COUNTY
MANCHESTER CITY
BEDFORD TOWN
GOFFSTOWR TOWN
MEHRIMACK TOWN
MERRIMACK COUNTY
CaMYERBUKY TOWN
CHICHESTER TOWN
ERSOM TOWN
HOOKSETT Town
LOUDOI TDWn

NOKTIHE JTELD TOUN
PITTISFIFLD TOWN

M N R T T IV.F. YRIVS 41

PERCENTAGE OF
POPULATION

REPRESFNTED

1000600

100,000
C 100.000

100.0000
"100.000
100,000
100,000
1004000
100.000
100.000
160.600
100.000
100.000
100.0600
100,000
100000
100,600
100,600
100.06060
100,000
100.0600
100,000
100.0008
100000
100000
100.000
100.600
100,000
100.000
100.000
100000
45, THh
1006.000
100,000
100000
1004000

190t
106.000
100000
100,000
100,000
100.00408
100.000
100,000
RELKDG

'fNu BY CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

15T PISTRICT OF THE STATE OF NFW HAMPSHIRE

memce= PRESENT REVENUE SHARING. ==wwww—- PR

QJUECTED
REVENUF SHARING
HR 6554
TOTAL S 1625
555+194 Te6y %08
9727147 2+5164804
204904 2714491
694104 1094370
211,827 ! 3064161
S4s8R2 75201
1974791} 22 ¢854
A24226 101+R04
347+ 13%) 4654390
934064 1134718
AU 284 £G4 258
124073 1994267
385,158 489,396
12+.990 12,803
By 347 14641395
20,460 364554
SeTH) GebB4
4024809 ST34756
14304 2B 479
3242729 33114
48,339 154373
514769 Rleln]
41,758 39,929
1644479 24%+1606
1284964 146561
344313 53,031
1344743 2104299
39,032 &7+R70
162,607 273+¢2R3
259¢3H4 371,295
985, 038 141P14936
YJe391e212 13+63R25566
165244 2RE. 629
T62+243 120814206
665 21AR 140784715
1594439 2314220
344522 4hy 060
221153 3724406}
75,418 51373
2231764 39441546
The RN 1314298
16642083 2184737
1364699 112v474
1+259,050 107264643

“~ my Ia b I =

TOT AL

194321
GePbhy
4Tk
178+
517
130
4RO
1R4 s
A12s
207
158,
323,
BT4s
25
732
55 4
154
9Tty

G 6
65 o




39
34
30
e
30
3¢
39
30
s
30
30
30
v
39
ia

ACCOUNT . &

008 001
408 0602
008 003
008/ 004
00R 00S
008 006
ong nNoy
008 00K
401 009
008 010
00R 011}
0o 0Y2
gog 013
00R 014
08 018
00A 016
0nA 017
00R 018
00u 019
ooR 620
004 0271
con ag?
neR 023
N0 024
G0 0%
gon 626
608 027
Gon 0P
GOR e
0oa 0390
Qop 037
008 013
fin 034
COR 534%
N0 036
069 009
cen 00}
GoO 602
poa 003
Guad 461
ahn Har
00y 004
009 004
009 DOK

A e W L IS A e W L A ) L L L L e L e i) L o o W W ) W W W e Ll Wt W

GENERAL REVENUE §

IHE _HONORARLE NORMAN E D AMOURS

NAME

ATKINSON TOuWN
AUBURN TOWN
BRENTWOOD TOUN
CanbDlA YOWN
CHESTER TOWN
DANVILLE TOWN
UFERFIELD TOuWN
DEKRY TOWN

£AST KINGSTON TOWN

LPPING TOWN
EXETER TOWHN
FHEHONT TOWN
GHEFNLAND TOWN
HARPSTEAD TOWN
HAMPTON TOWN
HAMPTON FALLS TOWN
KEMSINGTON TOWN
KINGSTON TOUWN
LONDONDERRY TOWN
NEw CASTLE TOuWN
MNEWF LELDS TOWN
HEw INGTON TOUWN
NEWMARKFT TOWN
NF aTON TOWN
HNORTH HAMPTON TOWN
NORTHYOOD TOWN
NOTTINGHAM TOWN
PLAISTOW TOwWN
RaymOND TOwN

RYE TOuWN

SAMNOWN TOwN
SEAREDOK TOWN
SCUTHHAHPTUN TOWN
STR2THAM TOUN
WIeDHAM TOWN
STRAFFORD COUNTY
DOVER CITY
ROCHILSTER CITY
SOMEMSYNRIH CITY
BAKRINGYON TOWN
{Hrimad TOWY
FARMINGION TOwN
LFE TOwnN

MADRURY TOWN

PERCENTAGE OF

PORPULATION

REPHRESENTLD

100,000

160,000 °
100,000
100.000
160.000
100.060
100.000
100,000
100,000
1nN6.000
100.000
100,000
100.000
100,000
160.000
106600
100,000
100000
100.600
100,060
100,000
100,000
100,000
100,000
180,000
100,000
100,900
106.000
100.000
100,000
100.000
100.000
100,200
100.000
100.000
100,000
100,000
100.000, . °
100,000 7
100.000
jen,ang

100,000
100060

100,000

A A e e

N

o
a__f CONGRESSTONAL DISTRICT

1ST DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

wuwwes PRECEMY REVENUE SHARING wwwwsme=

TOTAL

1024744
1384160
R1+095
594012
394838
284134
112287
8354121
324840
162406
TV2+A19
754516
82247
111+975
BRT+ATA
374213
2512664
16A323R
395,034
294123
398564
100+646
213¢6R4
157+247
944412
59,265
RO+ 93R
1494830
2404, PR9
1764299
39+132
2R5,101
24200
702375
16849272
7594564
194884918
10)45,752
S56+754
T5.,877
3414777
203,648
55¢703
38077
R AN

PROJECTED

REVENUE SHARING

HR 655A

S 1625

1204189
504499
B4 4969
R42370

544537 |

214696
193,849
2060228
PSe8T7
784413
9972+314

40877

TR 090
149+.273
1¢205,509
42+¢754
33,976
18R,A84
4514815
1829
364043
153963
274,041
1574974
1004392
6551127
91s278
7RI RRT
336 Rb66H
272+197
474219
496+ 4891
144697
634718
212+6890
QR4 RGE
1e7284007
14478,709
f36s+01H8
126+178
4484014
239,49n]
[T L Y]
16,326
29,942

TOTALS

222193]
TR0, £ 59
164406
143438
Q4,07
49,83
306433
1¢8G65¢ 34
LRG3
24147
14785417
1164139
128439
261424
2906346
79,94
94 64
35512
B4 heRY
60995
Fheh
?5&963
S508.+5
319411
1944484
1724457
172.2
43947
STF+1°
4iabeby
LETEY
781 ¢54
3ﬂv61
134409
381147
1974444
3021649
23571 9508
1839304
2061.+0
- TRTy1
L4y hk
1218
G4k
A~ 3




PN

GENERAL REVENUE SH) _ CONGRESSIONAL DISTRI

THE HONORABRLE NORMAN E D AHDURS

cY

- 157 DISTRICT OF THE SYATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

PERCENTAGE OF wmemw= PRESENT REVENUE SHARING ===m===--

POPULATION
REPRESENTED
ACCOUNY # NAME
{6 3 009 008 NEW DURHAM TQWN 100,000
10 3 000 009 ROLLINSFORD TOWN 1006000

30 3 009 010 STRAFFORD TOwWN 100,000

YJISTRICT TOTALS

* TOTAL

i LAY

3445

T1e547
794507
33:136

34,702

PROJECTED
REVENUE SHARING
HR 6558
S 1625

100+214
109,408
29144

462097549

ToTalLS

171761
1884915
h2r280

801632;?‘5’




30
30
30
30
30
30
30
30
30
30
30
a0
30
30
30
3u
30
30
30
30
30
30
30
30
39
30
30
30
30
30
a0
30
35
30
50
30
16
30
30
30
30
3¢
32
30

ACCOUNY o

003 003
003 001
003 001
003 062
003 002
003 004
003 pos
003 00s
003 007
003 004
001 009
a63 010
n03 011
0oy 012
003 013
003 014
nn3 01s
0063 016
003 0V7
on3 0k
003 014
¢co3 020
003 021
a3 G2
004 00%
an4 001
UNe 091
004 Q02
004 003
004 0GO4
004 005
004 006
08¢ 0O7
004 003
Uy 009
004 010
0046 011
004 012
004 032
nog 014
af4a 015
004 0le
ogs 017
004 014

FEUR WPy SV N S R R R N RS R RN RN R LR TR TRV R R LR PU P VL R T RV PR DAL OV PRSI U S R WY AV

THE MONORABLE JAWES C,

GENFRAL<REVENUE

CLEVELAND

NAME -

CHRESHIRE COUNTY
KEENE CITY
ALSTEAD TOwN

CHESTERFIELD TOWN

DUKHL IN YOWN
FITZwILL 1AM TOWN
GILSUM TORN
HAKRTISVILLE TOWN
HINSDALE TOWN
JAFFREY TYOwN
HARLDOKOQUGH TOWN
MAKLOW TOwN
NFLSON TOwn
RICHMOND TOUN
RTIADGE TOWHN
ROXHURY TOWUN
STOODARD TQWN
SULLTIVAN TOoun
SUHRY TOwWN
SwANZEY TOWN
TROY TOwN
WALPOLE TOWN
RESTHOMIFLAND TOWN
WwINCHESTER TOWN
C00S COUNYY
HFRUIN CITY
CARROLL TOuN
CLARKSVILLE TOwN
COLERROOK TOWN
Cotunla TOWN
DBALTON TQUWM
DUMMER TOWN
ERNOL TOuN
GORHAM TOMN
JEFFERSON TOWN
LANCASTIR TOWN
BILAN TOuWN

NORTHUMHRERLAND TOWN

PITTSHURG TOWN
RANGOLPH TOWN
SHELBURNE TOWN
STAHK TOuwN
STHRARTSTOWN TOWN
STRATFORD TOWN

R TR U N ST

PERCENTAGF OF
POPULATION
REFPRESENTED

100,000
100.000
100.000
100,000
109.000
100,000
100,000
1304000
100.060
1040.000
1004000
100.000
100.000
1004000
160,000
100,080
100,300
100.000
100,000
140.000
100.000
1004000
106,000
1a0,000
100.G00
100.000
100.000

100,000

103.600
100,000
100.000
10"0000
1004000
100.000
100,000
100,000
100,000
100,000
100.000
100.000
1004000
100.000
100,000
100.000
10000

N CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

ZND NISTRICY OF THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

wemenw PRESENT REVENUE SHARING swweewmww

TOTAL

5314449
1+488+253
42+928
91589
369999
RA6TS
4T+¢R1S
39,789
1434064
16842489
90299
224122
2,100
P4y 0H1
184694
6yA27
295751
16+901%
174011
1604246

R7360

106681
04841
- 157+48R
9634354
1¢1634,918
38,349
104343
194+239
229132
33849
2He4BR
193467
27%.901
Alsy121
2424798
2G4 T4R
150,807
G1+867
204093
23577
64030
39+483
63,140
1904467

PROJECTED
REVENUE SHARING
HR 6558

S 1625

6274838
11962, 100
214697
9R, 586
36812
1264372
554324
S0+A17
269052
159111
128+27263
2584691
3Kh,209
304504
237+538
44290
404782
19¢48)
£3+905
2244444
QPeT02
1144716
63109
2504300
593234
149074627
54812
12+22%
2172+838
76211
LhTe744
37+433
124178
311127
l?(“ f"s?li
2B2.734
36211
1614375
Las b b4
224606
36,041
33.706
79¢561
75286
2504921

TOY AL

14159, 28
34450+ 34
TO0+6
19041
T30
21510
1074
90 h
412.9&
3274
228N
47+ 9
670
5419
L4722y
111
704
ELYD
40
384
180,
221
113,
407
1e156.
31542,
Qi g
72
HET
LRy
A1y
61
27
587
2a7
525
6A
312
11s
42
59
89
A
13¢
44




ACCOUNT #

L Lo TN = L) 4 L A G Lo W L) W0 L L) L L G L G ad o W L L L LS W W e L e W e e W L L TN e

009
005
06S
aos
gos
[(RVEN
aos
005
gog
pos
0os
0095
o0y
1211
00y
00y
aas
0us
Quy
0oy
[UIAN
o0y
(11138
0us
a04%
ons
[{I A
00%
605
n0s
oay
nos
009
LR
0o
nos
Ous
00s
068
bus
Quh
06Ge
Q04
D04

005
S0l
001
ooz
003
004
004
006
0uz
O0R
0oy
010
N1
012
013
0f4
13 )
014
017
1y
319
ar0
021
023
(24
075
02h
027
[\t
029
030
031
032
033
034
035
036
037
638
101
il
poz
061
602

TN _
GENEHAL REVENUE S¥ . COMGRESSIONAL NISTRICT j

THE HONORARLE JAMES €, CLEVELAND - 2NDO DISYRICY OF THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

PERCENTAGE OF mwemwew PAESENT AEVENUE SHARING ewwrwwaw PROJFECYED TOTYT AL S

POPULATION REVENUE SHARING
REPRFSENTED ; HR 6558
NAME . ooYovaL ) . 8§ 1625

GRAFTON COUNTY 100,000 £93,920 783+950 19477870
LEHANON CITY 100.000 . 6504897 8274990 1+478+45A7
ALEXaNDNRYIA TOWN 100.000 ‘ 35¢564 334920 691404
ASHLAND TOWN 1004000 ) ~ 106sR94 199,700 7661594
HATH TOWN . 100,000 ! 48,5699 594,178 | 10R,07]
HENTON TOWN 100,000 , A+755 11s213 19941
HETHLEHEMN TOWN 100,000 . 614041 115814 1764857
HRINGEWATENR TOWN 106,000 464 APA 69176 11680
BRISYOL TOwN 100.000 129,589 212972 342456
CARPTON TOWN 100,000 454,57A Bhe 9% 104427
CANAANM TOWN 100,000 14944685 1275141 2THA0
BOHCHESTER TQWN 100,000 ‘ G794 155093 PhePi
EASTON TOHM 100,000 44904 2¢052 6400
ELLSWORTH TOWN 100,000 R23 24274 3,09
ENMFIELD TOWN 100,600 96s116 1474171 247 4°8
FRANCOMIA TOWN 100.600 T44797 BT+295 162403
GRLAFTON TOWN 100,600 234599 LRe639 67427
GHOTON TOWK 108,000 144037 204530 14456
HALOVER TOuN 100.0600 3304130 2HNe44 1) 595,57
HAVEHRHILL TOuWN 100.000 21040687 1704067 3R0+74
HEBRON TOWN 100,000 10+857 122018 P72 A7
HOLDERNESS TOWN 100,000 784734 AYe741 L 1604aT
LANDAFF YOuN 100,000 Ss7h4 T Be007 13474
LINCOILN TOWN . 100,600 714552 132+051 203 4n0
LISHUN TOWN 1n0.000 1354614 1134288 240,04
LITTLETON TOWN 1806.000 S92 BHD G234A45 1+515:6]
LYWAN TOWN - 100.000 11,097 154083 3314
LYMF TOWH 100,000 48y TRA $G+0957 104+74
MONROE TOWN 10045300 474436 fRy40R 11548
OHANGE TOWN 100000 61223 6y 7HS 1340
ORFORD Town 1004000 264832 41407R ATt
PItRMONT TOWN : 100,000 264978 1As043 4449
PLYMOUTH TOWN 100,008 2944153 47644187 TeAy2
RUPNTY TOuwM . 1001000 661409 R3,779 158041
THORNTON TOWH 160,000 654170 T7:062 17242
RARREN TOWN 100,000 33,313 469258 7945
WATERVIILLE VALLEY TOuWN 100,000 : 13:70n8 201645 3441
VENTWORTH TOWN . 100,000 18,167 1785} . 160
WOUDSTOCK TOWN 100.000 . B4sRYT 1024060 - 1664A8
SUGAR HILL TOMWN _ 100,000 R R 3He 400 ’ 35¢915 71'37
HILLSEORIUGH COuNTY 77T sa,p1a ST Con 893,491 T 0 1,192,082 0 ZeIRG,R
NASHYUA CITY . . le0.000 o . 4450459614 oo 591834301 e300y
AMHERST TOuWN 100,000 ; o 129,007 201+158 . 3304
ANTHIM TDWH 100,000 Y ’ 116,556 1684018 2R4 45
e e W wreead ran AN - 374973 . . 8436170 RZ2v A




| GFNERAL REVENUE S N CONGRESSTONAL DISTRICT

!
t S
THE HONORABLE JAMES C. CLFVELAND - 2ND DISTRICY OF THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
PERCENTYAGFE OF wummemn PRESENT REVENUE SHARING wwewwuwwe PROJECTED TOT AL
POPULATION REVENUE SHARING
: REPRESFNYED HR 6558
ACCOUNT # NAME * JOTAL . S 16245

36 3 N6 006 DEERING TOWN 100,000 412945 494001 90 ¢94)
30 3 006 007 FRANCESTOWN TOWN 100.000 284027 844933 B24,04
30 3 004 009 GREENFIELD TOWN 106,000 795432 ' 1014478 1R049Y)
30 3 0606 010 GREENVILLE TOUN 100.000 1224790 140,285 PT2e0T
30 3 0606 011 HANCOCK TOuN 100,000 264027 284878 54490
33 3 006 612 HILLSPORLDUGH TOWN 100,000 © 1259594 C174476) 300435
30 3 006 013 HOLLIS TOWN 100,000 694435 90,373 159,810
"30 3 004 014 HUDSON TOWN 160.000 - 56249165 T62+394 11324459
30 3 006 015 LIVTCHFIELD TOWN 1004000 414A53 S5A+760 QP4 Y
30 3 004 016 LYNDEBOHOUGH TOWN 100.000 134835 174364 3093
30 3 006 0Y7 mMaASONM TOwN 106000 364357 624922 G e PR
30 3 00A 019 MILFOKD TOWN 100.000 3644974 4404948 805,07
30 1 006 020 MONT VERMON TOWN 100,000 - 2945846 PR, 061) 5Tv64
30 3 006 02] NFw BOSTUN TOWN 109,000 Q42721 Bh.016 140473
30 3 006 D22 NEwW [PSWICH TOWN 100000 1334719 168.293 30201
30 3 006 023 PPLHAM TOWN 100.000 2654R51 44Q6142 714464
30 3 006 024 PETFREORAUGH TONN 100.000 1RZ2y307 . 329,977 5124271
30 3 006 025% SHARDN Tuwn ( . 100,000 : 9,342 9¢bH25 1R+ 54
30 4 006 62h TEHPLE TOWR 100.000 264779 “33:31R 00
30 3 006 027 WUANE TOwM 1i0.000 774917 94,321 172477
30 3 006 028 WILTUN TOeN 160,000 T334 197,059 235473
30 3 006 029 wWInDSOR TOWN ’ 100.000 21626 34301 . Gy
30 1 007 007 MEHHIMACK COUNTY A0.015 6TBsS67 : 9R1 4605 “1sbkb04617
30 2 P07 001 CONCORD CITY 106,000 2+495%4A19 34356340024 53880477
30 2 007 002 FRANKUIN CITY 100,060 5814428 ‘ 579.3%0 121730,9

3U 3 n0T7 00) ALLFNSTOWN TOWN 100.000 1824+%38 153,559 336409
30 3 007 DOP AMDOVEH TOwh 100,000 ‘ ' 602461 99,652 160441
30 3 0CT7 003 HOSCAVEN TOWN 100,000 1344R33 : 171452 3064 20
3¢ 3 007 004 BOW TOuN 100.000 1974574 235:109 . 4324610
30 3 007 00% PAADFORD TOWN 100,000 494387 654328 1137

30 3 007 0U8 DANAURY TOuN 100,000 37742 . 3ls474 AGQy 2

30 3 007 069 DUNBARTON TOWN 100,000 ) 344945 364090 Tlel

30 2 007 011 HEMKIKER TOuN 100,000 1094134 1614054 270+14
30 3 607 012 HILL Toud 160,000 161614 9.A81 Pha?

20 3 007 014 HOPKINTON TOWN 160,000 , . 51+589 60204 117479
30 3 007 016 NEWHURY TOwNM . 170,000 62+327 75338 13746

30 3 007 G17 NFEw LONDOM TOWN : 100.000 o 1014902 1364544 23R4l
30 3 007 019 PEMARDKE TouN 100.000 181,213 231:035 41292

30 3 007 021 SALISBURY TOWN  ° 100,000, " 331548 L2084 045 6145

33 007 €22 SUTTON TOwN 100,000 o BOs400 1204195 20048

3003 0607 073 WAHNER TOWN : 100,000 i 934705 1204963 21446

30 3 007 024 WFHESTER TOwN 100,000 ‘ 472245 844447 By h

30 3 007 0295 WILMOT TowN 100,000 ’ . 29,974 354424 6hed

30 1 004 00B KOCKINGHAM COUNTY , 14,495 2134459 2924722 50641

30 3 008 031 SALFM TOwN

1N0.n00 194324350 240512397 3vandeT
e s .

E— e Al i X S LA X RS

vy ~n



GEMERAL REVENUE

THE HONORAHLE JAMES C. CLEVFLAND

ACCOUNT & NAME
30 2 010 001 CLAREMONY CITY
30 3 010 001 ACWORTH TOWN
30 3 010 002 CHARLESTONN TOWN
30 3 010 063 CORNISH TOwN
30 3 010 004 CROYDON TOUN
30 3 010 00S GOSHEN TOWN
30 3 010 006 GRANTHAM TOWN
30 3 010 007 LARGDON TOuwN
30 3 610 600 LEMPSYER TOWN
30 3 010 000 NFLPOHAT TOwhN
30 3 010 010 PLAINFIELD TOWN
I 3 010 011 SERINGFIELD TOWN
30 3 010 Ole SUNAPEE TOwN
30 3 010 013 UNITY TOunN
30 3 010 014 WASHINGYON YOWN
DISTRICY ¥OTALS

PERCENTAGE OF
PORPULATION
REPRESFNIFD

100,000
1an.000
100,000
100,000
100.000
100,000
106,000 :
160.000 ‘
100.000 ,
100.000
1604000 ‘
100,000 '
1“00““0
160.000 !
100,000 i

¢

-

oY

./ CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

2NO DISTRICY OF THE STYATE OF NFW HAMPSHINE
wnmewmw PRESENT REVFNUE SHARING wwwwweww PROJECTFD TOT AL
REVENUE SHARING

HR 6554

TOTAL S 1625
TR6+133 102710474 2057260
39,080 42075 A1s19
17THs962 1704573 349451
31+3}7 334630 Hh e
314729 304756 ﬁ?ohﬂ'
2held23 J6r 754 6308
17+706 02244 4Ty 94
264150 21522 4R AT
271e366 23+185 5085
413.45% 849,141 9621-4’\3!
AL 026 133+640 PYT.t6
JTe667 S6r861 Qa9z
1704720 2544269 & 24y 98
4946 294114 T8 06
30598 461264 T4 86
29437644228 3743694338 66574387







v ommaw WY

TR TLTWE 3T A LT PRGE 271
SECIPIENTS P20 T CaYE

INDTAM TIINES &
SLAGN AN MATTIVE

STATE NaME ST:TZ
ALIRAMD 13241384091
ALASKS 1093734892
ARTICNA TR REI+BES
ARKAMSAS A6e0091949
CALIFOANTA 834+690:872
COLOR00 82+506.807
COnNFCTICUT 100584014
DELAWARE 26¢49B4598
OIST OF COLUMBIA 10463239,491
FLORIDA 232+3614478%
GEQRGIA 185+:406.509
HAWATL 34+5633.054
10AMQ 31+4899.334
LLInots 401 ¢064485%
INDTANA 165+532.212
10ws 109.8A5:529%
KANSAS T4+859:850
XENTUCKY 14823284143
LOUISTANA 18138744
MAINE 4842434329
HARTL AND 15526804400
MASSACHUSETTS 249+1334570
RICHIGAN 33342204517
MINNESOTA 155+833,237
®ISSISSLpRl 13241334088
missouRl 147+871s782
MONT ANA 30485234181
NEBRASKA 547280272
NEVADA 1743794909
NEW HAMPSWIRE 2540824267
NEW JEASEY 26Be520 4491
NEy MEXICH 50492840215
NEW YORK 87844072733
NORTM CARDL IM4 20040974018
NORTH DAKOTA 3620430865
L3 31445784290
OKLAHOMA B7:905,234
OREGON T8:835. 780
PENNSYLVANLA AldeaiZeboé
RMOOE [SLAND 3%:163.292
SOUTH CAROLINS 11042064593
S0UTH DAKOTA 34428749872
TERNESSEE 14893 K%.552
TEXAS 314,231.527
utan 4643139292
VERMONT 22+389:070
YIRGINIA 15641084423
WAKHINGTON 11354602584

18T VIAGINIA

_ #1SCONSIN

NYOMING

SA.732+89%
19747294288
1442291942

4+00212%9:700

COUNTIES
H

QQ‘OSXoSQI
Beu3R43RT
62454K827
d6+4234575
99394337.278

58,205+ 186
25¢536+575

209.572:941
189+ 1194910
17423934139
3653384274
178¢769:+515
11247294220
127.851 504
T5+983+987
110+4214+5R0
14445384348

[IZ XT3 ¥4

1824825,408

2846312693

1954484100
1677130131
180,673+801
9840874724
414017:265
G5e456e943
21eT78+725

65804758
172:0694000
40+915754
FIETNILERA S
21506814172
I1e005407
19944104473
6315605+499
§9:765.545

233:131.891

11348580207
395521052
127:542,214
2194918790
45:860,92%
$39.607
1163725401
10745884948
60+62%4+378
195+504:934
2045224071

Sil0heRIALL16]

WUNICTPALITEES
%

18844414293
1240414202
87,na3,328
7042521582

$6340324411

10748264029

106+%28,457

17+781 280

255+%06,052
1394704601}
S1.A72:4566
26:%320,718
V224 T6T2676
178+219.950
9139404223
884689, 219
12735340318
210,506,282
399130203
12R:519:990
2792274763
A18.3710250
17645164363
2950914851
190+9844554
1844444493
52+233+120
12:708:492
2347024581
21ReBj44,522
4%+8984 348
1119058462630
18a+741 806
2090554332
JERRAT 222
11046984371
97+74949R9
460 R2E.517
494438,510
100¢p81:526
Z1rAG3.625
170:300+432
A47en83, 487
45,099,950
1%+419:228
19543264158
124455%1,5232
70*)&&1536
15R4&23,08A
Tes20eils

Bs31TeR120472

TOWNEHIPS
k]

Fes742.598

1054684267

404089,850

841394549

4509274439
191+4094241
5057204339
184]189.992
6+¢594+159

345034437

1849474356
102:447,058

1854062,003
7.778.598
$1+0944508
131,384,052

20468A40%0

44819:899

20.339,904°

3001

e 146,791

1175 0hR28T7

VILLATES TaTHL S
4

4

SAG 4458

Re58%8.312

543,743

154,842

A5.631
7,711

40004

29+21%

24252
1714908

108,555
945,532
1704298

212444050
2400148
2T1«d08

7,158+ 139
§884172
459,579

1e2064878

11588443
2564390
528

2vBOT658

P244583

8151549

SRy
1,088
873,878
£

£ A0T,340

41A.13%

314381033

tstsl!’:lsl:;x::t:t:'!x:s:zsa:z:t:ttl::::t:xlzta::e!atu:k::ats:ltaxx:ztnt::s!t:s!htaat:ls:t:C:sms:alatste::t.tt:’:!:t:!:a«:tssnsz;',

33648310238
31:0453.323%
23T.R54s783
2640686,017
2982451344853
248,792,524
30148214253
Tosll6,a8])
10443396291
63T461A¢130
492,9%7,020
1838994165
G4+806¢241
1¢108,120:213
498485724331
329.72%4322
22448114850
IBA292:041
5357834423
144702280
A6T:8260001
TEB 4224307
8938542871
47101974268
191,970,282
443,6084249
V248534909
187:169+918
5251354478
78¢312:012
73947724140
1&R 8834374
PrA3ACH014272
50059734578
BH+LA%345
F43:4704733
28306554837
23549272724
122404 785,772
108:4894852
3244338326
103v1219]82
4a?48120231
11214273297
1390180728
67,257:84%
ABR 2110072
Ix0e637:%80
229+8044557
$93.808, 3¢

42543556

AR N R AR PR AR R IR S I PN P NN AN R SN IR S s P N I PR TR R S R R NN E R I I F R A TP TR S TN I E E NN I I P S E R A N P e R P T PR C IR AT X P S P NP TR NI TTIRNCISTR L

MATIONAL TOTALS

253305000200



PagzE 7P : OFFICE OF PEVERNUE EnaRInA

NUMBER UF ELOIRBLE GOVERNMENTS
INDIAN TRIRES &

STATE ALLSEAN HaTIvE
STATE mAME 25€ COUNTIES MUNTCISALITIES Thwns=19s VILLAGES TOTeLS
P LT T P R Ry R L L R T R Ry R TP P e
FINEXL T 1 67 10 78
ALASHA 2 L] 138 RT 234
Atz na 3 1s a7 ) 18 159
ARK 2 e$4S & 1% (313 S4n
CALIFCANTA s 87 a1l 67 s2h
€O, 4300 [ 62 260 z izs
CorensCTICUT ? , 13 : 149 143
DEL AwaRE 8 2 54 1)
DIST OF coiLuwala 9 1
FLCRIDA 10 L1 A89 2 45a
GECSGTA 1 158 %29 688
mawagl 12 3 1 s
10840 13 ' 19% ’ s 269
PRIV 3] 1 102 1e270 15436 2,809
ING ] aMA 15 . $1 €83 11008 11663
10n- 18 (1 o%s : 140%5
xs:.548 17 105 &37 14458 N 2,192
KESTUCKY 18 120 .03 524
LEIISTANA 19 &2 296 1 360
Mg (NE 20 14 22 T4 3 516
MAS T AND 21 23 151 178
waSSACNUSETTS 22 17 3 ne Isa
HICHIGAN 23 83 531 1.245 3 1:865
HIPNESOTA 24 AY 255 11794 12 217459
*1S8ISSIPOL : 25 82 281 1 s
H1S-0URY - s 11e 908 326 15348
NONT AMA 27 56 126 7 190
NEF- 4SKA 28 93 €34 %41 3 10108
NEVADA 29 16 17 177 51
NEW HAMPSMIRE 30 io 13 221 245
NE® JERSEY 3 2 138 232 549
NEW MEXICO 32 32 a3 22 148
NEX YORK 13 57 k18 929 8 19613
NG 'H CAROLINS 3 100 463 1 567
NOBTH BAROTA LH 53 259 1,381 5 14719
oHlu L1 &8 21s 1.320 24368
O 2M(MA ar 7? €hl s (ST
CREGON 38 38 218 4 278
PELNSYLVANIA I [.1.] 1enld 113549 b3 24630
RUCLE ISLANO a0 s 3 a0 .
SCiTH CAROLINA a1 &8 262 309
50 T DAKOTS 42 (3 ate 1e022 9 10409
TLUNESSEE 43 9% 322 A18
1Era8 . 284 1e048 2 14297
Utan s 2% 218 S 250
VI kMoNT .5 1s L3 ;372?3 ) ’ 309
v AGINTA a7 35 - p29 . 2 127
wAL=INGTON a8 39 265 s 327
WEST YIRGINTA .9 55 227 ’»‘\ 283
¥ITT NS IN 59 ' 72 7% Tearg Ty 1,923
wT (MG ﬁ s1 23 59 ? 118
P R T L T T e N B R Y T T LTy T T T T L e R I P P T Ty P Py e T T TR E L L

NATIONAL TOTALS 5} 3e0a7 18,755 IEryey 343 32,044

S SAVEERMENT DRINTING CFFICE: 1375 821.33%





