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The Commission finds that Mr. %oulahan has been domiciled in
the State of New Hampshire since 19?5, and is, therefore, a
qualified inhabitant of this State éithin the meaning of Part II,
Article 29 of the New Hampshire Constitution. The Commission
finds as follows:

Mr. Houlahan formed an intentién to make the State of New
Hampshire his home after his parenté relocated their residence

from New York to New London, New Hampshire, in September of 1985.

At that time, Mr. Houlahan spent ap?roximately a month ;n New
London and, upon his return to miliéary service, completed a
State of Legal Residence Form on Deéember 10, 1985, declaring the
State of New Hampshire as his domicile. At the time that he
completed this form, Mr. Houlahan uéderstood that a copy would be
provided to the State in which he wés formerly domiciled, thereby
fulfilling one of the means specifiéd by the form for changing
one’s domicile. 1In September 1986,§Mr. Houlahan’s name appeared
on the rolls for the "head tax" in éhe Town of New London.
Several weeks prior to December 16,%1987, while on leave from the
military, Mr. Houlahan returned froé to New London, New

b

Hampshire, while on leave and regiséered to vote. He voted in
New Hampshire, in person, during thé February 1988 presidential
primary.
Although Mr. Houlahan subsequeﬁtly obtained driver’s
licenses in North Carolina and Penn?ylvania, the Commission finds

that if at all relevant to these pr&ceedings, the obtaining of

such licenses are merely reflective!of Mr. Houlahan’s residence




and. not of his domicile.
In order to establish a domiciie in New Hampshire, an

individual must maintain a physicalfpresence in this State and

manifest an intent to make New Hampshire his home, to the
exclusion of all others. Although the Respondent’s counsel
correctly noted that RSA 654:1 and ;2 apply specifically to voter

qualifications, these statutes have guided the Commission’s

decisions respecting domicile in thé past and provide similar
guidance in this instance. The detérmination of domicile is not
controlled simply by RSA 654:1 as eépressed by the Complainant’s
counsel, but also by RSA 654:2, whiéh spec;fies that an
individual does not lose his domiciie in this State by virtue of
service in the military or student gtatus.‘ Moreover, the
maintenance of a residence in New Hémpshiré is not a prerequisite
to establishing a New Hampshire domicile. ‘N.H. Constitution,
Part II, Article 30. i

With the exception of absencesffrom the State due to
military service and student commitﬁents,'Mr. Houlahan has been
present in the State of New Hampshige on many occasions beginning
in 1985 and, based upon both the abéve—referenced actions and the
intent that he has consistently expﬁessed to others, has made New
Hampshire his déﬁiciie.

Moreover, during this period, Mr. Houlahan was not domiciled
in any other place. Aééordingly, M%. Houlahan is not

f
disqualified from candidacy under Part II, Article 29 of the New

Hampshire Constitution.
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Dated: /ﬁAéﬁdﬁ%’ 3/ /4%?{

§o ORDERED.

Gary B. Richardson, Chairman

Emily Gray Rice, fommissioner

Commissioner

Lty 18 lettadsn, (ane).



