
by: Darryl W. Perry

The First Amendment states, in part, 
“Congress shall make no law… abridging 
the freedom of speech, or of the press…” 
However that was not able to stop the Alien 
and Sedition Acts from being passed in 
1798 – which are still partially in effect 
today – the creation of the FCC to “regulate 
the airwaves” or even the prohibitions of 
journalists from taking cameras or voice 
recorders into a federal court building.

The claim by some is that these are 
“reasonable restrictions” and in no way 
intended to abridge the freedom of the 
press. After all, I’m able to publish a 
newspaper and multiple podcasts without 
getting a permission from any government 
entity. So freedom of the press must be alive 
and well in the United States, right?

Not exactly. Reporters Without Border 
ranks the United States at #43 of the 180 
countries that were rated. North Korea was 
dead last, as many probably expected. What 
many in the US probably did not expect was 
for Norway, Sweden, Finland & Denmark 
to top the list with Netherlands rounding out 
the top 5. Probably more surprising is that 
Germany, Suriname, Canada, Czech 
Republic

Republic, Ghana, Cyprus, South Africa, 
France & the UK all rate ahead of the 
supposed “land of the free” in their Press 
Freedom Index.

And before you exclaim, “it’s better than in 
North Korea, Cuba and Russia”, remember 
that’s not the argument I’m making. When I 
say “it can be better here than it is,” I’m not 
saying the worst places – or perceived worst 
places – are better. If I order a steak cooked 
medium-rare, and it’s served well-done, the 
proper response is not, “well it’s still better 
than eating out of a dumpster!” But I 
digress.

There are no footnotes to the First 
Amendment stating that it only applies to 
specific people or groups; however the 
Department of Justice decided in September 
to order “Russia’s RT television news 
network to register itself as a ‘foreign 
agent,’ forcing it to make broad disclosures 
on contacts within the United States.” 
According to AntiWar.com, “This 
registration is an idea that had long been 
pushed by Congressional Democrats who 
accuse RT of being a ‘propaganda’ network. 
The Foreign Agent Registration Act was 
meant to target foreign lobbyists and 
politicians
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Community Calendars
RECURRING EVENTS

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

Bitcoin Meet-Up: (details vary, check keene.bitcoin.com)

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: 
Strange Brew Tavern, 88 Market St –
6-9pm

NASHUA
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

PORTSMOUTH
Every Tuesday – Freecoast Bitcoin Meetup: 
STREET, 801 Islington St – 6-9pm

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

politicians” not its media.

Interestingly some of the supposed 
propaganda being cited as evidence of 
Russian interference in the Presidential 
election can be found in a 25 page report 
from the FBI’s Director of National 
Intelligence which states on page 6 of 
Annex A, “In an effort to highlight the 
alleged ‘lack of democracy’ in the United 
States, RT broadcast, hosted, and advertised 
third-party candidate debates and ran 
reporting supportive of the political agenda 
of these candidates. The RT hosts asserted 
that the US two-party system does not 
represent the views of at least one-third of 
the population and is a ‘sham.’”

You read that right, the FBI claims that 
hosting a debate with presidential 
candidates who aren’t part of the Duopoly is 
propaganda. Does the FBI fear a well-
informed populace? If so, why?

The solution here is not to restrict freedom 
of the press, but rather to encourage more of 
it in hopes that the corrupt will be exposed 
for their attempts to stifle dissenting 
opinions.

It’s time to abolish DST
by: Darryl W. Perry

Earlier this year Legislators in New 
Hampshire discussed the idea of ending the 
twice-yearly practice of adjusting clocks by 
1 hour to either begin or end Daylight 
Saving Time (DST). The measure passed 
the NH House but was killed in the Senate. 
The idea however has not died, and was 
even studied in depth in Massachusetts.

The Special Commission on the 
Commonwealth’s Time Zone recently 
published their official report which 
recommends a regional move to “year-
round DST” while acknowledging “federal 
law only allows states to opt out of DST. 
But the state could effectively achieve that 
goal by moving from the Eastern Time 
Zone to the Atlantic Time Zone and then 
opting out of DST.”

Boston.com reports, “New England (and 
especially so Maine) is hundreds of miles 
farther east than other Eastern Standard 
Time cities, which is why it currently gets 
dark

darker earlier in Boston than it does in, say, 
Buffalo, despite the latter being farther 
north.”

Not only does shifting New England to 
Atlantic Standard Time make sense from a 
standpoint of having more daylight later in 
the day; it also makes sense when one looks 
at the health related issues of manipulating 
time. The Boston Globe reports, “Recently, 
Swedish doctors looked at two decades of 
health data in their country to determine 
whether daylight saving time affected 
cardiovascular health. In a study published 
in the New England Journal of Medicine, 
they found while heart attacks are reduced 
for one day in the fall following the clocks’ 
return to standard time, heart attacks 
increased for three days in the spring 
following the start of daylight saving time.”

The report from the Massachusetts Time 
Zone Commission adds, “people lose a 
significant amount of sleep in the days 
following the spring transition to DST, 

which leads to an increase in traffic 
fatalities and an increase in both the 
frequency and severity of on-the-job 
injuries…
A study that followed more than 23,000 
children before and after the clocks 
changed found that more evening daylight 
correlated with a small, but meaningful, 
increase in their physical activity levels.”

Abolishing Daylight Saving Time would 
have significant health benefits, not to 
mention benefits of reduced crime from an 
additional hour of daylight in the evenings, 
and a shift in energy usage. Unfortunately 
for the people of New England who are 
working to effectively move to year-round 
DST, the decision ultimately is in the hands 
of the US federal government, which has a 
final say on any whether or not a state may 
change time zones. The federal government 
has only been legislating time for less than 
100 years, isn’t it time to advocate for 
separation of time and state?
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by: Darryl W. Perry

A recent Reuters/Ipsos opinion poll “found 
that only 25 percent of Americans support 
allowing immigrants to obtain U.S. green 
cards or permanent resident status through a 
lottery system, while 60 percent oppose it…
[And] a smaller percentage, just over half, 
said they would support a proposal to end 
the program.”

The results from these two questions seem 
to indicate that a sizable percentage of 
Americans are opposed to more lax 
immigration laws. However that same 
Reuters/Ipsos poll also found “Seventy 
percent of all adults support allowing 
foreign spouses of U.S. citizens to obtain 
green cards, and 61 percent support 
allowing immigrants to obtain permanent 
resident status through their work for U.S. 
businesses.”

If anything the questions about the Green 
Card Lottery reveal a lack of understanding 
of the Green Card Lottery also called the 
“diversity visa” program. The US State 
Department says the program “provides for 
a class of immigrants known as ‘diversity 
immigrants,’ from countries with 
historically low rates of immigration to the 
United States.”

Reuters adds, “The recipients of the visas 
are chosen randomly by lottery, though they 
have to go through standard security checks 
before they are granted permission to enter 
the United States.”

However that is a vast oversimplification of 
the process. The “standard security checks” 
include an Entrant Status Check and 
completion of an immigrant visa interview 
at a US Embassy. Applicants must also 
“complete [a] medical examination, along 
with any required vaccinations, before 
[their] scheduled visa interview date.” The 
medical exam envelope, if brought by the 
applicant and not mailed by the physician, 
must be sealed when brought for the visa 
interview. The Department of State adds, 
“Diversity Immigrant Visa (DV) Program 
requires the principal DV applicant to have 
a high school education, or its equivalent, or 
two years of qualifying work experience,” 
adding that anyone who does not have the 
proper qualifications “will not be issued a 
visa, and… will not be refunded [any fees 
paid].”

Any mis-step by a would-be immigrant – or 
paperwork error by an American bureaucrat 
– “can result in delay or denial of [their] 
visa application,” and of course, no fees will 
be refunded.

Betting on immigration reform
The DoS further tells applicants, “You 
should not make permanent financial 
commitments, such as selling your house, 
car or property, resigning from your job or 
making non-refundable flight or other travel 
arrangements until you have received your 
immigrant visa.” Adding, “A diversity visa 
is usually valid for up to six months from 
the date of issuance.” Which means 
applicants for the Green Card Lottery are 
encouraged by the United States 
government to try making all relevant 
permanent financial commitments in less 
than 6 months. And once the immigrant has 
landed in the United States with passport 
and visa, Sealed Immigrant Packet, 
Vaccination Records & X-Rays in hand, 
they may learn “A visa does not guarantee 
entry into the United States.” Because “[t]he 
Department of Homeland Security, U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection (CBP) 
officials have authority to grant or deny 
admission.”

Maybe, just maybe, if more Americans 
knew what all was involved in the 
immigration process, specifically the Green 
Card Lottery, they may begin to advocate 
for an immigration system that doesn’t rely 
on quotas and luck.

The FPP Peace Prize was founded in 2009 
due to the history of the Nobel Prize 
Committee selecting pro-war recipients of 
the Nobel Peace Prize. The FPP Peace Prize 
has a mission to recognize a person (or 
group) that has — through deeds, words, 
and actions — worked to make the world a 
more peaceful place where “it shall be legal 
for anyone to do anything he wants, 
provided only that he not initiate (or 
threaten) violence against the person or 
legitimately owned property of another.”

The 2009 winner, Ron Paul, was the 
overwhelming favorite having taken 52% of 
the vote. From 2010 to 2014, the votes have 
been much closer and resulted in multiple 
winners. Adam Kokesh, Iraq Veterans 
Against the War (IVAW) and Private 
Manning receiving the 2010 FPP Peace 
Prize. Angela Keaton and AntiWar.com won 
the 2011 FPP Peace Prize. Scott Horton, Ian 
Freeman and Julian Assange were awarded 
the 2012 FPP Peace Prize. Pete Eyre, 
Derrick J Freemen and Edward J. Snowden 
were winners of the 2013 FPP Peace Prize. 
Ross Ulbricht and Fr33 Aid were 
recognized in 2014 for their work towards a 
more free and peaceful society. Two-time 
Libertarian Presidential nominee, Harry 
Browne was posthumously recognized for 
his lifetime of work in 2015. Walter Block 
& Rodger Paxton were added to the list of 
FPP Peace Prize recipients in 2016.

For the fourth time ever, and the first time 
since 2013, the FPP Peace Prize has three 
recipients. Thrice previously has the FPP 
Peace Prize, and for the first time since 
2014, an organization is being recognized 
for its work towards a more free and 
peaceful society. The 2017 FPP Peace Prize 
is being shared by two men, and an 
organization dedicated to a more free and 
peaceful world.

Among other titles they may have, both of 
the human recipients are award winning 
authors, small business owners and tireless 
advocates for freedom. The first recipient 
has spent most of his adult life as an 
advocate & activist for peace and liberty, 
and was a Libertarian Presidential candidate 
in 2016; the second recipient  is a prolific 
writer with a passion for philosophy, 
economics, history and theology; and the 
organizational recipient is working to get 
20,000 people to pick up their lives and put 
their beliefs into action in New Hampshire.

It is my pleasure to announce the winners of 
the 2017 FPP Peace Prize: Darryl W. 
Perry, Davi Barker & The Free State 
Project!

Darryl W. Perry Davi Barker

Free State Project Satoshi Nakamoto

Brian Sovryn Jeffrey Tucker

Ludwig von Mises Institute Stephanie Murphy

Tom Woods Mary Ruwart

Will Coley Bitcoin Not Bombs

Ron Paul Institute Free Talk Live

Murray Rothbard Mark Edge

Carla Gericke Ernest Hancock

Matt Philips R. Lee Wrights

John Mcafee Samuel Edward Konkin III

Jeff Berwick Abdul Sattar Edhi

2017 FPP Peace Prize Voting Results

Announcing the 2017 
FPP Peace Prize 

winners
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the murky descriptions of what inflation is, 
it’s simple: The government creates more 
dollars out of thin air, making each dollar in 
your pocket worth a little less. Inflation is a 
tax, too. A sneaky tax, but a tax nonetheless.

For every dollar a government spends, a 
dollar must be taxed. The only exception to 
that rule is if the government collapses and 
leaves its creditors unpaid.

In order for Congress to truly cut taxes, it 
must first balance the budget, then begin 
cutting that balanced budget. Until and 
unless it does so, your taxes can only go 
down in the political imagination, not in 
reality.

Republished with permission.
Thomas L. Knapp is director and senior news analyst at the William 
Lloyd Garrison Center for Libertarian Advocacy Journalism. He lives and 
works in north central Florida.\

tackle the most basic, indisputable, and 
relevant fact: Since Congress isn’t cutting 
spending, Congress won’t be cutting taxes 
either.

In 2017, the US government will spend 
more than $4 trillion. That’s 21.5% of Gross 
Domestic Product, more than one out of 
every five dollars in wealth created by the 
US economy.

In order for that wealth to be spent by the 
political class, it must first be taken from 
the productive class. To spend a dollar, one 
must have a dollar. There are three ways to 
get the money, and all of them are taxation 
whether they’re called that or not.

The first and most obvious way, and the 
way dealt with in “The Tax Cuts and Jobs 
way

Sorry, Republicans: if you’re not cutting spending, you’re not cutting taxes!
by: Thomas L. Knapp

President Donald Trump and Republican 
congressional leaders rolled out their new 
tax plan on November 2. Since all bills 
must have titles, they’re calling this one 
“The Tax Cuts and Jobs Act.”

Republican “tax reform” theatrics have 
worn thin over  many months of waiting, 
but I still prefer a more theatrical title. “A 
tale Told by an idiot, full of sound and fury, 
Signifying nothing” rings true. Four 
centuries later, Shakespeare’s MacBeth is a 
better description of the matter than any 
coming out of Washington, DC.

Yes, there’s plenty of quibbling across the 
aisle over everything from top rates to the 
home mortgage interest deduction, but 
neither party’s politicians seem willing to 
neither

Act,” is through overt taxation. Personal 
income taxes. Payroll taxes linked to Social 
Security and Medicare. Capital gains taxes. 
Corporate taxes.  Tariffs. Etc., etc., ad 
nauseam.

The second way is borrowing. Government 
borrowing is more accurately described as 
deferred taxation. Borrowers have to be 
paid back. When government borrows a 
dollar, it is promising its creditors that it 
will, sooner or later, tax that dollar out of 
you (or your descendants) to pay back the 
principal, and that until then it will tax you 
a little bit each year to keep up interest 
payments.

The third way is inflation (which is tied to 
borrowing in ways too complicated and 
boring for a short column to cover). For all 
the

For some reason, those alarmist emails 
leave out the fact that “the Internet as we 
know it” — the World Wide Web — 
survived and thrived for nearly a quarter of 
a century without “Net Neutrality,” which 
was only imposed by a previous FCC a little 
more than two years ago.

But now the alarmists insist that axing the 
two-year-old rule will suddenly, for 
unspecified reasons, cause Internet Service 
Providers to divide the Internet into “fast” 
and “slow” lanes at the expense of their 
own customers and of small web site 
owners. Why ISPs would cut off their noses 
to spite their own faces in this way isn’t 
explained, probably because the prediction 
makes no sense at all and simply isn’t based 
in reality.

The fight over “Net Neutrality” is best 
understood as a duel between corporate 
interests — Big Telecom on one hand, Big 
better

No, the end of “Net Neutrality” is not the end of the World (Wide Web)
by: Thomas L. Knapp

I get lots of email, including email from 
political advocacy groups trumpeting the 
Impending Doom of the Month. This 
month, that doom is the coming end of 
“Net Neutrality” at the hands of the Federal 
Communications Commission.

“Donald Trump and his corporate cronies 
are about to destroy the Internet,” writes 
Eden James of Democracy for America.

“[FCC chairman Ajit] Pai is paving the way 
for monopolistic ISPs to block and censor 
what we see online, and push anyone who 
can’t pay extra fees into ‘internet slow 
lanes,'” warns Carli Stevenson of Demand 
Progress.

Kurt Walters of Fight For The Future says 
that the impending end of the FCC’s “Net 
Neutrality” rules is a “plan to end the 
Internet as we know it …”

Data on the other, with Big Data doing a 
better job of fooling activists into making a 
moral crusade out of the matter.

Big Data — specifically companies that 
deliver high-bandwidth services like 
streaming video (Netflix, Google’s 
YouTube service, et al.), or that consume 
lots of bandwidth simply by virtue of being 
very popular (Facebook and so forth) need 
ever larger pipes to shove that data at you. 
They want ISPs to shoulder the costs of 
building and fattening those pipes.

Big Telecom — the ISPs — want to charge 
the bandwidth hogs extra for getting such 
large amounts of data to your screen in a 
timely manner, so that Big Data bears the 
costs of building those pipes and keeping 
them uncongested.

If Big Data wins (“Net Neutrality”), ISP 
customers will end up paying more for 
more

Internet access. Everyone’s Internet access 
fees will go up (or at least remain higher 
than they otherwise would) and broadband 
Internet’s expansion into rural areas will 
slow down.

If Big Telecom wins, different customers 
(streaming video subscribers, web hosting 
users) will see our fees rise.

There’s no such thing as a free Internet. 
Someone’s going to pay to make it keep 
working. The only question is who. I’d 
rather pay an extra $5 a month for my web 
hosting and Netflix binges than shift that 
cost to my neighbor next door who checks 
her email once a day. Good riddance to “Net 
Neutrality.”

Republished with permission.
Thomas L. Knapp is director and senior news analyst at the William 
Lloyd Garrison Center for Libertarian Advocacy Journalism. He lives and 
works in north central Florida.
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