
by: Darryl W. Perry

In late October, Hillary Clinton made a stop in Boston to 
campaign for Massachusetts gubernatorial candidate 
Martha Coakley. During her 25 minute speech, Clinton 
said, “Don’t let anybody tell you it’s corporations and 
businesses that create jobs. You know that old theory, 
trickle-down economics. That has been tried, that has 
failed. It has failed rather spectacularly.” She then made a 
statement that her husband “brought arithmetic” to 
Washington.

Some people have called Clinton’s statement her “You 
didn’t build that” moment, a reference to a comment by 
Barack Obama, which in context, meant that business 
owners did not build the infrastructure that allowed their 
business to thrive. However, the statement by Clinton lacks 
context, as the transcript of her speech has not been 
released, nor has the full video of her speech. Politico 
reports, “A Clinton aide said she had been referring to tax 
breaks for corporations.”

Even if one believes the explanation from the aide, that 
doesn’t explain who Mrs. Clinton thinks is responsible for 
creating jobs. Knowing that Clinton is a supporter of 
government intervention, it isn’t hard to take an educated 
guess that she believes jobs are created by governments. 
That may even give some insight to the aide’s explanation.

It’s possible that in the mind of Hillary Clinton jobs are 
created by government through tax breaks, government 
handouts, bids on government contracts, etc. I’m sure 
there are a lot of Republicans, many of whom are attacking 
Hillary, that would agree that those factors help create 
jobs.

Again, since Hillary hasn’t explained her statement, and 
since the transcript of her speech hasn’t been released, it’s 
hard to know exactly what she meant. However, it’s easy 
to know what she didn’t mean, and what she doesn’t 
believe.

Hillary Clinton, and many others from the two factions of 
the Ruling Party, doesn’t believe that a free market 
produces wealth. Hillary doesn’t believe that a free market 
creates jobs. She doesn’t believe that people should be free 
to produce goods and provide services absent government 
regulations. Hillary believes that you are not capable of 
making decisions for yourself when it comes to what you 
produce, buy, and/or sell. She doesn’t think you’re smart 
enough to decide how your children should be educated. 
She doesn’t think you’re smart enough to decide what 
substances (i.e. food, drink, etc) you decide to ingest; and 
most importantly, Hillary Clinton doesn’t think you’re 
capable of living a normal life without a ruler telling you 
how to be safe.

Does Hillary Clinton understand economics?

by: Darryl W. Perry

On October 7, Twitter, which is called by some the 
champion of free speech among social networks, filed a 
lawsuit against the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ), and 
the FBI. Reuters reports, “In the lawsuit… Twitter said that 
current rules prevent it from even stating that it has not 
received any national security requests for user 
information.”

A blog post from Twitter stated, “It’s our belief that we are 
entitled under the First Amendment to respond to our 
users’ concerns and to the statements of U.S. government 
officials by providing information about the scope of U.S. 
government surveillance – including what types of legal 
process have not been received. We should be free to do 
this in a meaningful way, rather than in broad, inexact 
ranges.”

The “broad, inexact ranges” mention by Twitter is a 
reference to an “agreement between Internet companies 
like Google and Microsoft with the government about 
court orders they receive related to surveillance,” 
according to Reuters. For example, a tech company that 
received 456 FISA orders and/or national security letters, 
would be able to say it received between zero and 999 
orders.

Twitter added that the company tried, but was not able, to 
achieve a level of transparency without litigation. The 
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Community Calendars
RECURRING EVENTS

CONCORD
Second Saturday of the month – Concord Porcupines: The 
Corner View Restaurant – Noon-1:30pm.

DOVER
Last Tuesday of the month – The Dover Liberty Book 
Club: Kaleo Coffeehouse, 83 Main St.  – 7:00pm

DOVER / EXETER / PORTSMOUTH
Thursday – NH Seacoast Liberty Meetup: rotates weekly 
between Dover, Exeter & Portsmouth – 7:00pm
http://www.meetup.com/nhseacoastliberty

KEENE
Every Sunday – Social Sunday:  McCue's Billiards & 
Sports, 12 Emerald St.  – 6:00pm

LEBANON
Last Tuesday of the month – Upper Valley Porcupines:  
Lebanon Village Pizza, 45 Hanover St. #1 – 6:00-8:00pm

MANCHESTER
First Saturday of the month – Merrimack Valley 
Porcupines: (location varies, check facebook) – 11:00am

MANCHESTER
Tuesday – Taproom Tuesday: The Quill, Murphy's 
Taproom, 494 Elm St. – 5:00-7:00pm

MANCHESTER
Sunday – Shire Bitcoin Meetup: Murphy's Diner, 516 Elm 
St. – 6:00-9:00pm

NASHUA
Wednesdays – Freedom Forum discussion: Barnes & 
Noble, 235 Daniel Webster Highway – 7:00-9:00pm

NASHUA
Sunday – Nashua Liberty Meetup: Martha's Exchange, 185 
Main St. – 6:00-8:00pm

WEARE
First and Third Thursday of the month – FreeWeare: Weare 
Town Grille, 840 S Stark Hwy – 6:30-8:30pm

Submit your events to editor@fpp.cc – please send event 
information by the final Sunday of each month.

More events can be found online at ShireCalendar.FPP.cc
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company provided a draft Transparency Report addendum 
to the DOJ and the FBI in April. The lawsuit states, the 
FBI and DOJ “informed Twitter on September 9, 2014 that 
‘information contained in the [transparency] report is 
classified and cannot be publicly released’ because it does 
not comply with their framework for reporting data about 
government requests under the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act and the National Security Letter statutes.”

The lawsuit adds, “[t]he Defendants’ position forces 
Twitter either to engage in speech that has been 
preapproved by government officials or else to refrain 
from speaking altogether.”

This raises two major questions:
1) can the federal government, or an agency thereof, 
rightly compel speech?
2) can the federal government, or an agency thereof, 
rightly compel untrue speech?

I say, no and no! However, it seems the legality of these 
questions will be decided by a federal court. Twitter’s 
claim is that the “U.S. government has taken the position 
that service providers like Twitter are even prohibited from 
saying that they have received zero national security 
requests, or zero of a particular type of national security 
request.”

continued on page 3
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by: Darryl W. Perry

I’m not necessarily going to make predictions about which 
faction of the ruling coalition will control which House, 
though I will point out some polling trends.

Let’s begin with the House of Representatives. A 
fundraising pitch from the National Republican 
Congressional Committee quotes Ted Cruz as saying, “It’s 
crunch time in the midterm elections and control of 
Congress is hanging in the balance… Nancy Pelosi has 
declared all-out war on us conservatives, and if we don’t 
fight back, they will be in a strong position to win the 17 
seats needed to send Pelosi back to the Speaker’s Chair.”

Whether or not Nancy Pelosi has “declared war” on 
conservatives, Ted Cruz isn’t telling the truth. Tom Knapp 
points out on his blog, “It’s a mid-term election. In mid-
term elections the president’s party doesn’t win seats, it 
loses seats — even in non-”wave” years…”

Republicans are expected to pick-up 16 of the top 25 
“mostly likely to change parties” House seats, as ranked by 
RealClearPolitics. Further, Knapp points out, “[i]f 
Republicans lose every one of the House races ranked as 
“tossups” by RealClearPolitics, they’ll still come out of the 
election with 230 seats (12 more than they need to retain 
their majority), so long as they win all the ‘leans/likely 
GOP’ contests.” Based on these numbers, expect the GOP 
to retain control of the House of Representatives.

The Senate is a different story, mainly because only one 
third of the seats are up for election, plus three special 
elections to fill the remainder of a term. Of the 36 Senate

continued on page 4
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Free speech and warrant canaries
continued from page 1

In other words, Twitter is filing a lawsuit over the legality 
of warrant canaries. The Electronic Frontier Foundation 
defines a warrant canary as “a colloquial term for a 
regularly published statement that a service provider has 
not received legal process that it would be prohibited from 
saying it had received. Once a service provider does 
receive legal process, the speech prohibition goes into 
place, and the canary statement is removed.”

Last month it was reported that Apple’s warrant canary 
was missing from the company’s transparency report 
covering Jan 1-Jun 30, 2014. Apple, and other companies, 
began using warrant canaries last year after spying 
revelations made by Edward Snowden. It’s not just tech 
companies that need to worry about receiving National 
Security Letters and FISA orders; these have been served 
on librarians and journalists alike. I encourage everyone to 
come up with at least one warrant canary. I have one for 
each of my podcasts, my website, and my newspaper.

Warrant canaries: if the following go away/happen, the warrant canary is dead.
FPPRadioNews: the commodity prices given at the beginning of the newscast.
FPP Freedom Minute: if the Freedom Minute stops being exactly 5 minutes long.
Peace, Love, Liberty Radio: if there is an “interruption” of the show by the “New World Order” 
theme song.
FPPRadio.com: if the website background becomes black.
FPP.cc: the website slogan “…ensuring a FREE PRESS for the FREEDOM MOVEMENT”
FPPNews: if the paper stops being published under a copyheart.

In the spirit of Motor Home Diaries and 
Liberty On Tour, I intend to take the 
message of peace and liberty on the road. 
I intend to leave New Hampshire at the 
conclusion of the NH Liberty Forum, and 
return at the beginning of PorcFest.
During the 104 day trip, I'll be visiting at 
least 10 cities across the country, speaking 
to people about the ideas of peace, love, 
and liberty, while continuing to produce 
daily liberty media. Pensacola, FL; Austin, 
TX; Sedona, AZ & Denver, CO are already 
on the map. If you have a college group, a 
local liberty-on-the-rocks, or other liberty 
meet-up that you'd like me to visit, you can 
(possibly) add your event to my calendar.
To learn more, or to donate visit 
Tour.FPPRadio.com

Donate Bitcoin

1Nvy9uHjQkAGH2JejuEbj9xAADnx9hEuko

Numerous studies have shown us that those given authority are more likely to lie, cheat 
and steal, while also being harsher in their judgments of others for doing these same 
things. Science tells us people with power feel less compassion for the suffering of 
others.

Previous experiments also show us that those who are obedient to authority are 
capable of the worst forms of murder, and tolerant of the worst forms of abuse. They will 
even chastise those of us who resist corrupt authority. They become facilitators of evil, 
believing that obedience to authority absolves them of personal responsibility.

You are holding the fifth draft of a renegade psychological experiment on authoritarian 
sociopathy, specifically on police brutality. We aim to show the world beyond a shadow 
of a doubt, that power corrupts absolutely, and corrupt authority deserves no obedience.

Available from Amazon.com, and all
major book stores, also available as

an e-book and audiobook.
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FBI on encryption: nothing to hide, nothing to fear? Mid-term elections trends
Continued from page 2

seats up for election, 21 are currently held by Democrats 
and 15 are held by Republicans. The consensus of pollsters 
is that only 11 of these seats are competitive, and either 
party will need to win 6 to have control of the Senate. 
Winning 6 of these seats would give the GOP a 51 seat 
majority, and doing the same would give the Democrats 50 
seats, plus the tie-breaking President of the Senate.

Most of the polls show the Republicans being expected to 
win 19 seats, the Democrats expected to win 13 seats, and 
three seats being labeled toss-ups, this is in addition to 
Kansas which may very likely be won by an independent 
candidate. The three toss-up seats are Alaska, Arkansas & 
Louisiana, and all three have Democratic incumbents. 
Since incumbents are generally tougher to beat, I think the 
Democrats will hold all three. That means, I expect the 
Republicans to only gain three seats, leaving the 
Democratic faction of the ruling coalition in control of the 
Senate.

Over the next two years, expect more of the same: more 
bickering between the red faction and the blue faction on 
certain issues (i.e. issues that rally the base, but won’t 
actually become law), and cooperation between the two 
factions on other issues (i.e. the things of actual 
importance: taxation and regulations, increased spending, 
drug war, foreign policy, domestic spying, etc.). This mid-
term election will not change much over the next two 
years. However, it will set the stage for the 2016 
Presidential election.

by: Darryl W. Perry

Ever since the revelations from Edward Snowden became 
public last year, there has been an increased interest in 
encryption and online privacy. This has led companies like 
Apple and Google to encrypt or protect their new 
operating systems with coding by default. The FBI isn’t 
happy with the news.

Last week, FBI Director James Comey said in a speech at 
the Brookings Institute, “We have the legal authority to 
intercept and access communications from information 
pursuant to court order, but we often lack the technical 
ability to do so.” Adding that the move by tech companies 
to protect user communications in the name of privacy is 
certain to impede a wide range of criminal investigations.

The AP reports, at least three “examples the FBI director 
has cited are not so cut and dry. They are cases in which 
the authorities were tipped off – or even solved the crime – 
through means other than examining data they took from 
victims or suspects.” However, Comey is still pushing for 
tech companies to give them backdoors to allow them 
unfettered access to people’s data.

The EFF wrote, “the FBI is trying to convince the world 
that some fantasy version of security is possible—where 
‘good guys’ can have a back door or extra key to your 
home but bad guys could never use it.” Adding, “Comey 
wants everybody to have weak security, so that when the 
FBI decides somebody is a ‘bad guy,’ it has no problem 
collecting personal data.”

In essence, James Comey is saying, “If you’ve got nothing 
to hide, you’ve got nothing to fear,” and privacy groups 
are responding, “if the FBI gets its way… we’ll all end up

less secure and enjoying less privacy.”

Luckily, there are companies and products that are helping 
people maintain their privacy online. One such product is 
The Onion Router (TOR), a browser bundle that encrypts 
online data, which was used by Private Manning to send 
files to Wikileaks in 2010. There are also Virtual Private 
Networks (VPN) that will encrypt the data being sent and 
received online. One company called Anonabox is 
claiming to have created a router that will direct all of your 
internet traffic through TOR, which eliminates the need to 
install software on your computer. Anonabox was hoping 
to raise $7,500 in 30 days using the KickStarter 
fundraising site. They wound up raising over half a million 
dollars in less than 3 days, and ended the campaign two 
days later. It turns out, that Anonabox actually lost some of 
it’s funding before the campaign ended. Wired reports, 
some people were accusing the project’s creators of fraud 
and “the backlash against that project had become so 
severe that its total funding was actually ticking down 
rather than up, as disillusioned backers pulled their pledges 
faster than others could make them.”

I believe that people should do what they can to protect 
their privacy online, and this means doing some work to 
make sure the products and programs that claim to encrypt 
your data are actually doing just that. To those who are 
against the idea of encrypting data, and who say “If you’ve 
got nothing to hide, you’ve got nothing to fear,” I say, if 
you don’t care about your privacy, then post all of your 
usernames and passwords online, post your Social Security 
Number, bank account number, credit card numbers, etc 
online for the world to see; after all you’re the one who 
believes “If you’ve got nothing to hide, you’ve got nothing 
to fear!”

by: Ashley E Geno

Surprise! Unintended pregnancy is still a problem in the 
United States and the insistence on birth control access 
being tied to prescription is a big factor.  God forbid 
allowing women to buy it over-the-counter at Walgreens 
instead of having to take a day off work to go the doctor, 
get examined, get a prescription, and go back to 
Walgreens.  For the cost of missing a day at work, reading 
old People’s magazines from 2004 at the doctor’s office 
while she waits at least an hour before seeing any 
healthcare professional, and the cost of the doctor’s visit 
itself, she could have saved time and money by just buying 
her birth control over-the-counter; she wouldn’t need 
Obamacare to cover the cost because she could afford it 
herself.

The American public agrees.  A recent Reason-Rupe poll 
found that 70 percent of Americans polled actually favor 
allowing women to legally purchase their birth control 
over-the-counter.  And they aren’t the only ones; the 
American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists 
agree, we can improve access and decrease unintended 
pregnancy by allowing over-the-counter access to birth 
control.

So, if women’s healthcare professionals and a majority of 
Americans are on board for over-the-counter birth control, 
why don’t we have it yet?  Organizations like Planned 
Parenthood aren’t on board.  They characterize the

movement to widen access to birth control by making it 
over-the-counter as a Republican attempt to force women 
to pay for their birth control rather than have it paid for by 
their health insurance providers under the Affordable Care 
Act.  I guess Planned Parenthood missed the memo where 
65 percent of women making $30,000 per year or less (you 
know, those women they are concerned can’t afford it 
themselves) are in favor of over-the-counter birth control.

We all know the Affordable Care Act has allowed most 
women, including those who are privately insured, those 
who get health insurance through their employer, and 
those covered through their state’s Marketplace, access to 
free birth control.  As anyone with a basic understanding 
of economics would know, however, there is no such thing 
as a free lunch (or in this case, free birth control).  This 
“free lunch” falls under the Affordable Care Act’s free 
preventative care requirement and certainly isn’t free to the 
insurance companies who are forced to foot the bill for it 
and not allowed to ask for a copay.

A wide range of birth control methods are covered under 
the Act and cost to the company doesn’t really seem to 
matter.  For example, a $200 per prescription pill is 
covered fully just the same as the cheap, generic stuff.  
Still, to get access to either you have to have a doctor’s 
visit and a prescription (more cost to the company required 
to pay for such preventative care).  This certainly isn’t 
cheap, let alone free.  So, why haven’t we come up with a

Put my birth control and Midol(tm) on the same aisle!
solution to make getting birth control cheaper for 
everyone? We have and the answer is to allow us to buy it 
over-the-counter at our local drug store at our convenience 
without a prescription.  There would be no wasting time at 
the doctor’s office, no expensive and unnecessary lab tests, 
and no having to take off work just get your birth control.  
Everyone will save money! The companies required to pay 
for the service under the Affordable Care Act won’t have 
to pay the for the unnecessary doctor’s visit or lab tests 
required to get the prescription in the first place and 
women won’t have to go through the cost-benefit analysis 
of whether or not they can/should take off work to go 
through the hassle of getting birth control.  Imagine, 
women could just pick up their monthly birth control pill 
for relatively cheap (we all know generic and over-the-
counter medicines are cheaper than brand-name or 
prescription) on the aisle with the Midol and tampons.

So, you see, the best way to provide easier access to birth 
control and prevent unintended pregnancy isn’t to force 
insurance companies to pay for it, but rather to get rid of 
the government requirement that access to birth control 
requires a prescription.  Make birth control accessible 
over-the-counter!  Men don’t have to get a prescription for 
condoms, why should women have to get prescriptions for 
birth control?

Article originally published on Liberty.me, republished with permission. 
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