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GRAPHICS TO USE ON SOCIAL MEDIA
★ PROPERTY TAX INCREASE -> Download here.
★ EDUCATION CUTS ->  Download here.
★ FRM AND MEDICAID DENTAL -> Download here.
★ 544 DIVISIVE CONCEPTS -> Download here.
★ ABORTION RESTRICTIONS BUDGET -> Download here.

Unchanged Bad Budget Issues (Remained from House passed budget bills)

● Irresponsible Tax Cuts
○ Cut the state’s revenue by over $100 million, cutting:

■ Business Enterprise Tax
■ Business Profits Tax
■ Rooms and Meals Tax
■ Interest and Dividends Tax

○ The reduced revenue played a role in dramatic cuts throughout the budget, including
in DHHS and education, and in many cases will require an increase in local property
taxes.

● Inequitable Education Funding
○ State Wide Education Property Tax (SWEPT) Inequities
○ Directs $100 million to reduce SWEPT.
○ This would be an incredibly small tax reduction for the average property tax payer

and mostly benefit property rich towns.
■ Importantly, the overwhelming majority of the municipalities suffering drops

in both years have among the lowest property values in the state.  In fact, 51
of the 59 communities suffering two years of lower education aid have
property values that place them in the lowest quarter of all municipalities.

○ 59 cities and towns, 1 out of every 4 towns in the state, will see a decrease in
state education aid as a result of this budget.
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○ 105 cities and towns – or nearly half of all communities – would lose some aid
relative to FY21. Nine municipalities – including Berlin, Derry, Manchester, and
Rochester – would suffer declines of more than $1 million each.

○ If every city and town held their property tax rate steady, over 60% of cities and
towns would be worse off under this budget and have to make cuts to services.
★ See article from Fair Funding Project with details here.

● $10 million Financial Resources Mortgage Ponzi Scheme Bailout
○ The people who would benefit from this did not do due diligence, and were

effectively gambling.
○ It is not the role of the government to use public money to pay people back for bad

investments.
○ People who had lost money on gambles they made relative to this scheme have lost

in court no less than three times, this issue is decided.

● Governor’s proposed Department Of Energy
○ Major policy change that should have gone through a policy committee
○ Net gain 11 new positions
○ Paid for by raising our utilities cost.

■ Increases the surcharge on the utilities.
■ Uses Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI) money in part to fund this

new department. RGGI money normally funds increases in energy efficiency
and helps reduce electric rates.

○ Guts the Public Utilities Commission (PUC)
■ No longer have effective regulatory oversight of utilities in the state.
■ No longer independent agency

● Water Grants to Local Communities Unfunded
○ 132 projects remain unfunded in the budget.
○ These are grants that have already been promised to communities throughout the

state for water and sewer projects.
○ This would downshift the costs of the projects directly to property tax payers.

● Suspended Revenue Sharing
○ Last budget the Democratic Majority funded this at $20 million per year in direct

payments to cities and towns.
○ Not continuing this is a direct down shift to local communities, which results in

higher property taxes.

● Personnel / Staffing Cut
○ Various commissioners said they are understaffed and cannot meet their statutory

obligations. There were cuts throughout the budget, including cuts to the

https://fairfundingnh.org/conference-agreement-on-fy22-23-budget-would-reduce-education-aid-in-each-of-the-next-two-years-for-one-in-four-communities/


Department of Environmental Services, teaching staff at the prisons and
improvements to the parks.

● Huge Personnel/Staffing Cuts at DHHS
○ Unfunds 216 positions on top of 88 already unfunded in Governor’s budget

■ Including 12  Child Protection Service Workers positions
■ Positions are often matched with federal funds, so this could jeopardize up

millions  in federal matching funds.

● Medicaid Dental Program Not Funded
○ The Governor’s budget and the House and Senate budget fails to fund a Medicaid

Dental Benefit program.

● Multiple Alvarez and Marsal Report Recommendations to Increase Efficiencies at DHHS
Not Fully Funded

○ One of the most compelling issues identified by this report are 38 developmentally
disabled New Hampshire residents who are residing in a facility in Florida because
New Hampshire does not have an appropriate facility for them.

○ This amendment would provide money to start the process of bringing these
residents back to NH so they can live in appropriate residential settings.

■ By bringing these individuals home, they would be able to be near their
families and existing support networks.

■ Has the potential for saving money by providing more appropriate care
in-state.

○ Phase 1A Presentation and Phase 1B Presentation of the A & M report

● Cuts to the Youth Rapid Rehousing Program
○ This program supports youth 18-24 who are experiencing homelessness with

providing 2 years of rental assistance and supportive services to successfully
maintain housing.

○ This is for kids who age out of other programs and services for younger children.

● Cut Gap Funding for Family Planning Providers
○ Failed to fund the gap in federal funding that is vital for family planning providers

across the state.

http://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/LBA/Budget/House_Finance_Division_III/Committee_Requests_and_Agency_Responses/Item_3_NH_DHHS_Operations_Assessment_Phase_1A_Slides.pdf
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Altered Bad Budget Issues (Changed from House passed budget bills)

● HB 544 Stuck into House Bill 2 (Link to op-ed about HB 544 here)
○ HB 2 is not an appropriate vehicle for policy changes.
○ HB 544 is a bill that would ban individuals and agencies including schools, and

private businesses that contract with the state from speaking on certain “divisive
concepts” like race and sex.

■ HB 544 is a product of the Trump Administration’s racist directive that all
federal agencies end anti-bias trainings that address white privilege or
“critical race theory.”

★ HB 544 has been opposed by a broad coalition of stakeholders, see here.

● Loan Repayment Program
○ No new money for loan repayment programs to incentivize medical professionals to

work and stay in NH.
○ These loans support future doctors, nurses, dentists, mental health and substance

use providers.
○ This is particularly important to rural areas in New Hampshire already underserved.

● Repaying COVID-19 deniers
○ $10,000 appropriation to pay back businesses who violated the COVID-19 executive

orders.
○ requires the Attorney General’s Office to ask the courts to dismiss any pending

enforcement action, and would expunge court and state records related to the fines.
★ Read an article on this inappropriate use of funds here.

Horrible Budget Additions (Added since House passed budget bills)

● Using Taxpayer Money to fund Voucher Programs for Private Religious Education
○ The program would cost the state roughly $69.7 million in new state spending over

three years.
○ Discriminates against disabled students:

■ Students with disabilities may waive their rights under federal and state
disability laws, including the right to an Individualized Education Program
(IEP) and the right to a free and appropriate environment in the least
restrictive environment.

○ It also means that a drop in state funding affects towns with limited property tax
bases more than those with larger tax bases. For instance, if state funding were to
drop $35,000, a town like Portsmouth would have to increase their property taxes
by a penny to make up for the difference. However, Charlestown would have to raise
their tax rate by $0.12 in order to make up the same difference.

https://www.unionleader.com/opinion/op-eds/dr-nirav-kapadia-hb-544-a-wolf-in-sheep-s-clothing/article_b4a1dfe3-aa4f-524d-a805-bac9bc7aadaf.html?utm_medium=social&utm_source=twitter&utm_campaign=user-share
https://granitestateprogress.org/2021/04/27/roundup-doctors-business-industry-faith-leaders-professors-elected-officials-racial-justice-advocates-oppose-hb-544-language/
https://newhampshirebulletin.com/briefs/budget-includes-money-to-repay-businesses-fined-for-violating-covid-19-orders/
http://reachinghighernh.org/2021/03/16/analysis-finds-that-38-of-nh-students-would-be-eligible-for-vouchers-under-sb-130-potentially-costing-the-state-69-7-million-over-three-years/


■ To compensate for the loss in state funding due to student disenrollment,
these communities will likely have to raise taxes, cut their operating
budgets, or a combination of both.

★ Town by town analysis of the voucher program’s fiscal impact here.

● Attacks on Family Planning Providers
○ Forced Ultrasounds:

■ According to the American College of Obstetrics and Gynecologists (ACOG):
Routine ultrasounds are not considered medically necessary as a component
of first-trimester abortion.

■ Mandatory ultrasound laws have no medical justification and are designed
by anti-choice politicians solely to intimidate, shame and harass women who
seek abortion. Forcing a patient to undergo a medically unnecessary
procedure is unethical and demeaning

■ Forcing patients to have an ultrasound is shaming and an unnecessary
barrier to care, requiring them to travel to and pay for the additional cost of
the procedure

■ This mandate will disproportionately impact lower income patients who
already face the most barriers to accessing health care.

○ Abortion Ban:
■ Bans abortion at 24 weeks gestation, and includes extremely limited

exceptions, including none for fatal fetal anomalies and none for rape or
incest

■ Criminalizes doctors with up to 7 years in prison.
■ Despite the Governor's claim that this ban is similar to Massachusetts’,

New Hampshire’s potential abortion ban is far more extreme;
Massachusetts includes an exception for fatal fetal anomalies, has a broader
exception for maternal health, and does not mandate ultrasounds prior to all
abortions.

■ This ban enforces a one-size-fits-all law for complex, unique circumstances

○ Adds an overreaching requirement that NH DHHS to perform annual and
unnecessary financial audits of all NH Family Planning Program participants.

■ If DHHS is unable to complete the audit, health care providers will lose all
future state funding, or be forced to suspend operations

■ This is an overreach into health care organizations and state/federal funds
already cannot go towards abortion care.

■ language holds patients and medical providers hostage pending financial
audits.

https://reachinghighernh.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/SB130_DistrictImpact.pdf
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● Governor’s failed Family Leave Plan
○ Over the last 3 years the Governor blocked 3 bipartisan bills that would have

ensured all NH families had access to paid leave, without an income tax.
○ The Governors plans for so called voluntary paid leave amount to nothing

more than giving sweetheart deals to private out of state insurance companies
and tax breaks to big companies who offer paid leave, without ensuring any
additional working people in New Hampshire have access to paid time off
when they need it to care for themselves or a loved one.

○ What we've seen from the Governor in the past would not cover employees taking
time out for their own health needs, which are by far the biggest uses of family
and medical leave, and would only increase disparity with those who can least
afford unpaid time to care for themselves or a family member still being the least
likely to have access to paid family leave.


