
by: Darryl W. Perry

Since 2005 families across the country have 
been using The Elf on a Shelf to watch their 
children and report back to Santa about 
whether the kids should be on the Naughty 
List or the Nice List. Not to be out-done by 
the Big Guy at the North Pole, Congress 
added a provision to the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act in 2008, 
known as Section 702. However Section 
702 was never supposed to be used to spy 
on Americans; and unlike the fictional elf 
that doesn’t actually send intelligence data 
to Santa, the NSA is actually collecting data 
on an untold number of Americans.

The number may not be a secret much 
longer, though. Reuters reports the House 
Judiciary Committee sent a letter to 
National Intelligence Director James 
Clapper in mid-December requesting “an 
estimate of the number of Americans whose 
electronic communications have been 
caught in the crosshairs of online 
surveillance programs intended for 
foreigners.”

The letter from 11 members of the 
Committee states, “The timely production 
of this information is incredibly important 
to informed debate on Section 702 in the 
next Congress— and, without it, even those 
of us inclined to support reauthorization 
would have reason for concern.”

This is a dramatic shift from just over three 
years ago when Senator Ron Wyden asked 
Clapper “does the NSA collect any type of 
data at all on millions or hundreds of 
millions of Americans?” To which Clapper 
responded, “No, sir… Not wittingly.”

Not long after this answer by Clapper, the 
PRISM & Upstream programs were made 
public thanks to whistleblower Edward 
Snowden and journalists like Glenn 
Greenwald . Clapper, when asked about his 
statement that the NSA does not collect data 
on millions of Americans said “I responded 
in what I thought was the… least untruthful 
manner, by saying no.”

Prism allows the NSA to gather “data from 
Alphabet Inc’s Google, Facebook , 
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Community Calendars
RECURRING EVENTS

KEENE
Every Sunday – Social Sunday:  Local 
Burger, 82 Main St. – 6pm

First Sunday – Monthly Bitcoin Meet up:  
Local Burger, 82 Main St. – 5:30pm

LAKES REGION
Third Saturday – Lakes Region Porcupine 
Meeting:  New Hong Kong Buffet 12 Old 
State Rd Unit 3, Belmont – 12-2pm

LEBANON
Last Tuesday of the month – Upper Valley 
Porcupines:  Ziggy's Pizza, 254 North 
Plainfield Road, West Lebanon – 6-8pm

MANCHESTER
First Saturday of the month – Merrimack 
Valley Porcupines: – 11am (location varies, check 
ShireCalendar.FPP.cc)

Every Tuesday – Taproom Tuesday: 
Murphy's Taproom, 494 Elm St. – 5-7pm

Every Sunday – Shire Bitcoin Meetup: –
6-9pm (location varies, check ShireCalendar.FPP.cc)

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

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

NEWMARKET
Last Sunday of every month – Freecoast 
Bitcoin Meet Up: Burrito Liberation, 170 
Main St – 3-5pm

SEACOAST
Every Thursday – NH Seacoast Liberty 
Meetup: rotates weekly between Dover, 
Exeter, Hampton, Portsmouth & Rochester 
– 7pm
(location varies, check ShireCalendar.FPP.cc)

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

Microsoft, Apple and other major tech 
companies [involving messages] that [are] 
sent to and from a foreign target under 
surveillance.” Reuters adds, “Upstream 
allows the NSA to copy web traffic flowing 
along the internet backbone located inside 
the United States and search that data for 
certain terms associated with a target.”
The Judiciary Committee’s request is for a 
real numbers estimate of Americans being 
spied upon as soon as January that can be 
shared with the public.

Federal officials claim “that calculating the 
number of Americans subject to Section 702 
surveillance might be technically impossible 
and would require privacy intrusions 
exceeding those raised by the actual 
surveillance programs.” Though exactly 
how determining the number of people 
being surveilled by the NSA requires 
greater privacy intrusions than what is 
already being done seems to be an excuse 
by Clapper & Co to not reveal how many 
Americans are having their Fourth 
Amendment Rights violated.

Church facing fine for hosting homeless
by: Darryl W. Perry

I was preparing myself to write a recap of 
the year that just ended when a story came 
across my facebook feed that changed my 
mind completely. I read a headline that 
perfectly answers the question posed by a 
meme that asks: “There are over 350,000 
churches in America. So why are there over 
200,000 people sleeping on the streets?” 
One answer to that question comes via a 
headline from WSB-TV: Church facing 
$12,000 fine for letting homeless people 
sleep on property!

WSB reports, “Rev. Katie Grover found a 
$12,000 citation attached to a church door 
when she went to the church one morning 
recently.
The citation said that [Patapsco United 
Methodist Church in Dundalk, Maryland] 
had violated a county regulation that 
prohibits ‘non-permitted rooming and 
boarding’ and that the church failed to 
‘cease exterior use of property as housing 

units.’”

Grover says, “We feel, we here as a church, 
that it's scriptural mandate, that it's an 
imperative to care for the least, the last, the 
lost, the poor, [and] the hungry.”

Grover’s good deed is not going 
unpunished. On top of the $12,000 initial 
fine, that amount will increase by $200 per 
day if Grover and the members of the 
congregation fail to evict the homeless 
people from the property.

The Baltimore Sun reports, the church’s 
“policy for the homeless is unwritten and 
conditions are anything but grand. They 
sleep at times on a bench out front, in a 
small rectangular yard in the rear, or in a 
semi-enclosed garden in front of the 
sanctuary.”

Grover adds that she believes “there's a 
spiritual dimension to it, 'I'm here at a 

church; I'm safe.'” Adding that she is is 
following the tenets of her faith, “We're just 
trying to do what a church is called to do, 
and that's to love people.”But one neighbor 
sees things differently. The Sun adds 
“Chester Bartko, who has owned Shore 
Produce and Seafood next door for 30 
years, says the church is ‘harboring 
vagrants,’... [and] says he is frustrated by 
Grover's ‘stubborn’ insistence that she is 
‘doing God's work’ by sheltering the 
homeless.”

Grover insists the church will not put up a 
No Trespassing sign in order to avoid the 
fine, with Grover asking “Who, then, is 
welcome to the church?” Nor will she call 
the police on the homeless for sleeping on 
the property. However Bartko or another 
neighbor could, and probably will, call the 
police if Grover and the UMC do not turn 
away those with nowhere else to go.
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by: Darryl W. Perry

Samsung and Apple have not only been 
battling in the marketplace for customers, 
but also in court over various patents. The 
most recent battle was in front of the US 
Supreme Court, and despite a unanimous 
ruling will not be the last round of this fight. 
That’s because the Court reversed part of 
the lower court ruling and remanded the 
remaining part of the case back to the lower 
court.

SCOTUSblog reports, “The case involves 
an obscure statute not discussed by the 
Supreme Court in half a century, which 
grants protection for ‘design patents,’ a type 
of intellectual property that is related to, but 
much easier to acquire than, the ‘utility 
patents’ at issue in the Supreme Court’s 
most prominent intellectual-property cases 
of the last few decades.”

The specific “design elements” in questions 
are:
a rectangular product with four evenly 
rounded corners;
a flat, clear surface covering the front of the 
product;
a display screen under the clear surface;
substantial black borders above and below 
the display screen and narrower black 
borders on either side of the screen; and
when the device is on, a row of small dots 
on the display screen, a matrix of colorful 
square icons with evenly rounded corners 
within the display screen, and an 
unchanging bottom dock of colorful square 

icons with evenly rounded corners set off 
from the display’s other icons.

SCOTUSblog adds, “the opinion says 
almost nothing about the purposes or goals 
of the design-patent statute. Rather, it takes 
the position that the text of the statute 
compels rejection of the Federal Circuit’s 
end-product rule.”

In short, the Supreme Court “rejected the 
$400 million verdict Apple had won” 
following a 2012 jury trial, and “decline[d] 
to resolve whether the relevant article of 
manufacture for each design patent at issue 
here is the smartphone or a particular 
smartphone component.”

The Court heard arguments for another 
design patent case in October in which 
Varsity Brands, Inc alleges Star Athletica 
infringed on its copyright by using 
chevrons, zigzags and stripes along seams 
of cheerleading outfits. Star Athletica argues 
“The disputed designs have no meaning on 
their own, but identify an outfit as a 
cheerleader uniform… Without the 
decorations, a uniform ‘looks exactly like 
the ubiquitous little black dress.’”

While these two cases are arguing different 
aspects of copyright and patent law, the 
basis is the same: can one company claim 
ownership over a specific portion of an 
entire product? And if so, to what amount of 
damages are they entitled if someone 
borrows their design?

Will the SCOTUS ruling on rounded corners 
impact zigzags?
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What the change to Rule 41 means for you
by: Darryl W. Perry

Despite a last-minute effort to halt the 
change, federal investigators received 
expansive powers on December 1. Reuters 
reports, “Democratic Senator Ron Wyden 
attempted three times to delay the changes, 
which… allow U.S. judges [to] be able to 
issue search warrants that give the FBI the 
authority to remotely access computers in 
any jurisdiction, potentially even 
overseas…
In a speech from the Senate floor, Wyden 
said that the changes to Rule 41 of the 
federal rules of criminal procedure 
amounted to ‘one of the biggest mistakes in 
surveillance policy in years.’” Adding
“The government will have ‘unprecedented 
authority to hack into Americans’ personal 
phones, computers and other devices.’”

Fortune reports, “The expanded search 
power… is intended to make it easier for 
the FBI to carry out complex computer 
investigations.”

Prior to the modification, federal judges 
were only allowed to issue warrants that 
covered that judicial district, meaning a 
judge in the Northern District of California 
could not issue a warrant for the FBI to 
search the computer of someone outside of 
that 14 county district.

Fortune adds, “Some of [the] defendants [in 
the Playpen investigations] have 
successfully challenged their arrest on the 
grounds they lived outside of the area 
described in the warrant.”

And prosecutors, especially those who have 
risen to the federal level, loathe having 
evidence dismissed due to what they see as 
a technicality. U.S. Assistant Attorney 
General Leslie Caldwell reportedly wrote 
that the benefits given to authorities from 
the rule changes outweighed any potential 
for “unintended harm.”

Not everyone agrees with Caldwell, and 
several civil liberties groups are worried, 
rightfully so, that the change to Rule 41 
“represents a dangerous expansion of the 
government’s surveillance power, and will 
lead law enforcement bodies to ‘forum 
shop’—seeking warrants in districts where 
a judge is most likely to grant them,” 
according to Fortune.

This change to Rule 41 should alarm 
everyone, not just those who are “breaking 
the law,” though with so many laws it’s 
difficult to not violate one of them. By the 
way, sharing your Netflix password or 
creating a back-up account on facebook are 
both technically illegal. Reuters adds, 
President-elect Donald Trump “has ‘openly 
said he wants the power to hack his 
political opponents the same way Russia 
does.’”

I only hope that the expansion of Rule 41 
and Trump’s impending threats to target 
dissidents does not silence those who are 
opposed to the authoritarianism that 
embodies the United States Federal 
Government.

Capital Punishment: Can We Cut it Out Already?
by: Thomas L. Knapp

The Hill reports that capital punishment is 
fading away in America. Government 
employees have ceremonially killed fewer 
prisoners this year (20) than in any year 
since 1991, and fewer criminals (30) have 
been sentenced to death than in any year 
since the option became available again in 
1976 (after a US Supreme Court ruling 
resulted in a four-year national 
moratorium).

There seem to be several reasons for the 
precipitous decline, ranging from difficulty 
getting the drugs used in executions 
(manufacturers and pharmacies don’t like 
the stigma) to increased court scrutiny of 
sentencing. Whatever the reasons, it’s good 
news. Capital punishment should be 
brought to a speedy and permanent end in 
the United States.

I’m not saying that there aren’t crimes 
worthy of death. In fact, I heartily support 
the killing of violent criminals in defense of 
self or others at the scene of the crime.

But once a criminal has been apprehended, 
disarmed and caged, killing him or her isn’t 
self-defense any more. Execution is just the 
gratuitous, vengeful taking of a human life 
for public show. And no matter how much 
lipstick the practice’s supporters put on the 
pig to try and turn it into something else, 
that’s all it will ever be.

Capital punishment is also completely 
incompatible with the notions of “limited 

government” that most libertarians and 
some conservatives claim to support, not to 
mention the basic civil liberties that both 
libertarians and liberals publicly sustain. If 
the state can decide with impunity that 
someone needs to die and then kill that 
person in cold blood, what CAN’T the state 
do?

This would be true even absent the growing 
number of death row inmate exonerated by 
new evidence. Who knows how many 
innocents have been sacrificed to Moloch 
before the mistake could be discovered and 
corrected?

Capital punishment seems to be going 
away, but it can’t go away fast enough. 
Even as the Libertarian and Democratic 
Parties finally added opposition to the 
death penalty to their platforms this year, 
majorities in California, Nebraska and 
Oklahoma voted, to their shame, to retain 
the barbaric practice.

The US is part of a shrinking club of evil, a 
club composed mostly of favorite holiday 
destinations like North Korea and Saudi 
Arabia. Guinea, Mongolia and Nauru 
became the latest three nations to abolish it 
in 2016.

Surely we’re better than this. In 2017, let’s 
show it by finally and forever ceasing the 
evil practice of capital punishment.

Republished with permission. Thomas L. Knapp (Twitter: 
@thomaslknapp) is director and senior news analyst at the William 
Lloyd Garrison Center for Libertarian Advocacy Journalism 
(thegarrisoncenter.org). He lives and works in north central Florida.

enforcement’s interest in knowing as much 
about us as possible. This is something we, 
and the companies we do business with, 
need to take into our own hands.

Encryption isn’t nearly the handicap the 
surveillance state’s supporters pretend it is. 
There are lots of ways to figure out who’s 
doing what and why without seizing and 
reading a hard drive, from direct physical 
surveillance to analysis of the target’s 
“social graph” (his network of personal 
relations).

Law enforcement does not want for 
information if it’s willing to work for that 
information. Thorough, ubiquitous (or quick 
on-demand) encryption is at best just a bare 
minimum tool for preserving SOME 
privacy. If that makes law enforcement’s job 
a little harder, too bad.

Thomas L. Knapp (Twitter: @thomaslknapp) is director and senior news 
analyst at the William Lloyd Garrison Center for Libertarian Advocacy 
Journalism (thegarrisoncenter.org). He lives and works in north central 
Florida.

know for any reason. They want our lives 
to be open books, and for us to just trust 
them to not abuse their power. History says 
we should begrudge them that trust.

Searches — including searches of digital 
logs and archives — should be difficult, not 
easy. They should be narrow in scope, not 
fishing expeditions where everything gets 
caught in the net and examined.

Law enforcement should be required to 
specify up front exactly what they want and 
expect to find, based on probable cause to 
believe a particular crime has been 
committed and that the search will uncover 
evidence relating to that crime. That was 
the supposed American standard back 
before everything was stored electronically, 
and it should be the global standard now.

But even in the good old days, we could 
seldom trust judges to rein in law 

Raid Encryption: This Should Be The New Normal
by: Thomas L. Knapp

“When government agents raid Uber’s 
offices,” Business Insider reports, “the 
company springs into action with an 
immediate response: it shuts everything 
down and encrypts all its computers.” That 
claim comes from documents filed by 
former Uber forensic investigator Samuel 
Ward Spangenberg, who’s suing the 
company for age discrimination, 
whistleblower retaliation, and defamation.

Merits of the lawsuit aside, the details of 
Uber’s raid response protocol are 
fascinating. They should be standard 
practice for every company which 
electronically stores and transmits sensitive 
information — in other words, pretty much 
every company on Earth.

Spangenberg’s declaration describes a raid 
on Uber’s Montreal office by Revenu 
Quebec, the Canadian province’s tax 
agency. As soon as he was informed of the 

raid, Spangenberg says, he remotely 
encrypted the company’s computers at the 
office and cut the office’s network 
connectivity.

Business Insider describes Spangenberg’s 
account as an “allegation,” as if this is a 
bad thing. But it isn’t. In fact, it’s a great 
idea. In response to an inquiry from the 
publication, Uber explains why:

“It’s no secret that Uber has trip 
coordinates and other personally 
identifiable information about riders and 
drivers, and it’s our obligation to protect 
that. We cooperate with authorities when 
they come to us with subpoenas.”

In the digital age, law enforcement 
worldwide is increasingly nosy. Its leaders 
and advocates bemoan any technological 
development or practice which might in 
any way impede their ability to find out 
anything they might happen to want to 
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