
by: Darryl W. Perry

Venezuela was once a thriving country, rich 
in profits from oil exports. However over 
the past several years things have gone 
south due to “years of mismanagement 
under a socialist government” that the AP 
reports has “ground much of the nation’s 
production to a halt, and the country [has 
grown] ever more dependent on imports.”

Not only has the economy ground to a halt, 
normal life for the people of Venezuela has 
as well. Reuters reports, “For several years 
now, Venezuelans have been enduring 
massive lines for scarce products, 
particularly food basics subsidized by the 
government. Security forces often guard 
and guide the lines, though fights and 
arguments are still common, and sometimes 
people faint under the sun.” The average 
Venezuelan spends 35 hours per month 
standing in those lines hoping to be able to 
buy something to survive. However a recent 
survey revealed that “[o]nly 78 percent of 
people said they eat breakfast and 32 
percent of people said they only eat twice a 
day.” The survey also found that “93 
percent of Venezuelans do not have enough 
money to cover their food expenses.”

One reason many Venezuelans can’t cover 
basic necessities is because of 
hyperinflation

hyperinflation, which the IMF predicts will 
soon reach 1600%. However Venezuelan 
President Nicolas Maduro acts as if nothing 
is wrong. The official monetary exchange 
rate is 10 Bolivar Fuerte (BsF) to 1 US 
Dollar (USD), however the black-market 
rate is closer to 3,000 BsF to 1 USD. This 
discrepancy in the value of the currency has 
created an array of problems. The foreign 
companies who are selling goods to 
Venezuelan businesses want paid in USD. 
This would not be as much of a problem if 
businesses were allowed to sell the goods at 
or above the actual cost of the goods. The 
Venezuelan government has instituted price 
controls, which often times require products 
to be sold below cost. This leads to scarcity, 
which leads to more government control 
(seizure of business, price controls, etc), 
which creates even more scarcity, and the 
cycle continues.

It’s no wonder that so many Venezuelans 
are on what they call the “Maduro Diet” 

The curious case of Nicolas Maduro’s 
Venezuela

It’s time to end America’s longest war

1

April 2017 ● Volume 8 ● Issue 4 ● Free Press Publications  Copying is an act of love. Love is not subject to law.♡

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

which has lead 75% of Venezuelans to lose 
at least 19 pounds in the past year. The 
aforementioned survey of Venezuelans 
found that “most Venezuelans substituted 
red and white meats with vegetables and… 
potatoes.” Meanwhile Maduro recently 
made a comment about enjoying chicken 
cooked in wine. Opposition leader Henrique 
Capriles says President Maduro is “[t]he 
only one gaining weight in Venezuela… He 
hardly fits in the TV screen any more.”

Nicolas Maduro is a perfect analogy for 
government (especially those of the 
communist or socialist variety) those at the 
top will enrich themselves while everyone 
else is left in a worse state than they 
previously were. The only thing that will 
save the people of Venezuela from the 
government of Venezuela is freedom: 
freedom from currency manipulation, 
freedom from price controls, freedom from 
government seizures, and freedom from 
government regulations.

by: Thomas L. Knapp

In the latest round of saber-rattling between 
the US and North Korean governments, US 
Secretary of State Rex Tillerson laid down 
the well-worn line. “All options,” he said 
during a visit to South Korea, “are on the 
table.”

If he’s serious, here’s an option that never 
seems to get much discussion lately:

US president Donald Trump should send 
Tillerson to tell Yun Byung-se, his 
counterpart in Seoul, that the US is 
withdrawing its troops from the Korean 
peninsula by a specific date, and that after 
that date the US will cease to guarantee, or 
accept responsibility for, the South’s 
security.

If the Korean War was a person, it would 
be old enough to collect Social Security 
benefits. It began on  June 25, 1950 when 
the armed forces of the Democratic 
People’s Republic of Korea (North Korea)

invaded the Republic of Korea (South 
Korea).

Coming up on 67 years later, it continues. 
The two Korean regimes still consider 
themselves at war, the US government still 
keeps nearly 30,000 US troops deployed 
along the ironically named “Demilitarized 
Zone” separating the two countries, and the 
situation remains as tense and sporadically 
violent as ever since 1953 when a 
temporary ceasefire was signed.

Today, South Korea is twice as populous 
and 35 times as wealthy (in terms of Gross 
Domestic Product) as the North, boasting 
the 11th largest economy in the world 
(North Korea ranks 113th).

In what universe does it make sense for 
American taxpayers to continue picking up 
a substantial portion of the check for South 
Korea’s defense from its smaller, poorer, 
less industrially advanced neighbor?

Once upon a time, at least briefly, this was 

a Republican talking point. In 2004, 
president George W. Bush announced his 
intent to withdraw thousands of US troops 
from South Korea over several years.

He did so in a campaign speech in New 
Mexico — a state he lost in 2000 by fewer 
votes than Libertarian Harry Browne 
received, during a visit intended to prevent 
a similar performance by 2004 Libertarian 
candidate Michael Badnarik. For an ever so 
brief moment, Bush faked a peacenik end 
run around both Badnarik and Democratic 
candidate John Kerry on the subject of 
North and South Korea.

Of course, it was back to business as usual, 
and to North Korea as all-purpose 
bogeyman, once Bush managed to get re-
elected that November. But at least he was 
willing to broach the subject. Trump and 
Tillerson should do likewise — and then 
follow through.

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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by: Thomas L. Knapp

During the 2016 presidential campaign, 
Donald Trump claimed to have opposed the 
Iraq war, wanted better relations with 
Russia, and even briefly put his hand on the 
hot stove of the Arab-Israeli conflict, calling 
himself “neutral” on Palestine.

On the other hand, he called for 
“rebuilding” the US armed forces, which 
hardly need it (they’re already the most 
expensive and bloated war machine on the 
planet). And he yanked his hand off the 
stove when he got his fingers burnt, turning 
180 degrees to announce that he’d be “the 
most pro-Israel president ever,” when he 
decided that’s what it took to win the 
election.

Clearly candidate Trump was a mixed bag 
on foreign policy, but he was marginally 
better than most of his opponents. Some 
antiwar activists took heart at the possibility 
that he might, as president, cut back on US 
military adventurism.

No such luck.

The first major post-inauguration evidence 
that Trump is just a typical political con 
man came in February with a raid in Yemen 
resulting in the murder of an 8-year-old 
American girl and dozens of other civilians 
by US Navy Seals (one of whom also died). 
The raid was planned under and approved 
by then-president Barack Obama prior to 
Trump’s inauguration, but instead of 

condemning the action he defended it. He 
invited the widow of the fallen SEAL, but 
not the surviving members of young Nawar 
Anwar al-Awlaki’s family, to attend his 
speech before Congress.

Now he’s  deployed 400 artillery and 
infantry troops from the 11th Marine 
Expeditionary Unit and 100 US Army 
Rangers to Syria, effectively doubling the 
number of US military boots on the ground 
there.

Mainstream American media outlets seem 
to consider it novel, perhaps even 
controversial, that Syrian president Bashar 
al-Assad refers to the US troops as 
“invaders.” I’m not sure why. Sending 
troops into a country against the will of its 
government is, by definition, an invasion.

Apart from a few bitter-enders still trying 
and failing to get the words “I was wrong” 
out of their mouths like Fonzie in Happy 
Days,  antiwar Trump supporters seem to 
understand that they got played.

Perhaps Trump will change course yet again 
and start pulling American troops out of the 
Middle East when (not if) things blow up in 
his face, as Ronald Reagan did after the 
1983 Beirut Marine barracks bombing. But 
I wouldn’t bet on it. His temperament and, 
so far, his actions scream “war president.”

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.

Sorry, Non-Interventionists:
Donald Trump is a War President by: Darryl W. Perry

It’s safe to say that asset forfeiture is in need 
of serious reform, and the idea seems to be 
getting some support from unlikely 
individuals. Reason reports that when Ted 
Cruz was asked at CPAC “specifically about 
asset forfeiture reform, [he] stressed that it 
was a ‘property rights issue’ and 
[something] Republicans ought to support.” 
Reason reports Cruz also said he had seen 
too many violent offenders to back more 
comprehensive reform. At least it’s a start in 
the right direction.

Another unlikely supporter of asset 
forfeiture reform, Clarence Thomas, sits on 
the US Supreme Court. Thomas made his 
remarks after the high court refused to hear 
the case of Lisa Olivia Leonard v. Texas. 
According to the statement released by the 
Court, “Early in the morning on April 1, 
2013, a police officer stopped James 
Leonard for a traffic infraction along a 
known drug corridor.” Police found a safe 
in the car, which Leonard indicated 
belonged to his mother, the petitioner in the 
case. “The officer obtained a search warrant 
and discovered that the safe contained 
$201,100 and a bill of sale for a 
Pennsylvania home.”

Not satisfied with a bill of sale, “The State 
initiated civil forfeiture proceedings against 
the $201,100 on the ground that it was 
substantially connected to criminal 
activity.” Leonard appealed the forfeiture 
order, and despite pleas that the money was 
from selling a house, “the Court of Appeals 
affirmed the trial court’s conclusion that the 
government had shown by a preponderance 
of the evidence that the money was either 

the proceeds of a drug sale or intended to be 
used in such.”

At no point was Lisa Leonard, James 
Leonard, or the passenger involved in the 
initial traffic stop charged with any crime in 
connection to possession of this money. 
Instead, the court ruled, as is the rule in all 
civil asset forfeiture cases, there was a 
“preponderance of the evidence” that the 
money was connected to illegal activity. The 
difference between civil and criminal asset 
forfeiture is that with criminal forfeiture, the 
burden is on the prosecutor to prove the 
person owning or possessing the items was 
guilty of certain illegal activities; while civil 
forfeiture requires the owner of the property 
to sufficiently prove to the court that the 
property was not used for illegal purposes. 

Justice Thomas wrote, “This system — 
where police can seize property with limited 
judicial oversight and retain it for their own 
use — has led to egregious and well-
chronicled abuses.” Thomas cited the 1835 
Supreme Court ruling of United States v 
The Brig Burdett, (“the penalty should not 
be inflicted, unless the infractions of the law 
shall be established beyond reasonable 
doubt”) before concluding, “Whether this 
Court’s treatment of the broad modern 
forfeiture practice can be justified… is 
certainly worthy of consideration in greater 
detail.”

Unfortunately, Lisa Leonard is just one of 
the countless victims of this legalized form 
of theft, which has extracted billions of 
dollars from people never charged with or 
convicted of a crime. Such a system should 
not exist in civilized society!

Asset Forfeiture reform gets unlikely allies

LPWesternNH.org
LPCheshire.org
LPSullivan.org
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Cheshire Sheriff nullifies immigration enforcers, creating NH’s only Sanctuary County!
According to the Sentinel’s report on 
Rivera’s announcement Keene Police’s 
acting chief, Steve Russo has yet to 
comment on the issue, but his late 
predecessor Brian Costa‘s position was 
similar to Rivera’s, saying, “We have no 
interest going forward, nor do we have the 
resources for deputizing our officers as part 
of ICE to go out and seek illegal or 
undocumented immigrants…We govern 
ourselves by our mission statement”, which 
says KPD is “to protect life and property 
and to maintain order within the City while 
assuring fair and respectful treatment of 
everyone.”

Costa said of that mission statement in his 
interview with the Sentinel earlier this 
month, prior to his untimely passing, “It’s 
not just a group of words…It’s how we do 
business.”

It sounds like Sheriff Rivera is on the same 
page as Costa. In his excellent statement, 
Rivera continues:

In addition, we will not ask a person 
their immigration status or detain a 
person based on an administrative 
civil detainer that is not issued by a 
judge. As Sheriff, I do not want 
undocumented immigrants to fear 
the Sheriff’s Office, instead I want 

enforcement acts more human, more often, 
than anywhere else I’ve ever been. You’ve 
got Rick Van Wickler, Cheshire County’s 
jail superintendent who is also a longtime 
speaker at Law Enforcement Action 
Partnership, a compassionate group of 
mostly former police which you may 
remember as being previously called, “Law 
Enforcement Against Prohibition” until they 
expanded their mission to include other 
issues where police reform is badly needed,  
Van Wickler has been a constant presence in 
Concord at state house hearings about drug 
legalization, speaking strongly in favor of 
any efforts to end prohibition in New 
Hampshire.  He also runs his jail much 
more compassionately than the 
supermajority of the others in the United 
States.  Add to that, a relatively calm and 
approachable group of Keene police, and 
now this excellent news from Sheriff 
Rivera.

Thank you, Eli. You’ve earned my vote in 
the next election. The land known as 
Cheshire county in the Shire should be a 
sanctuary for all peaceful people. Your 
immigration policy helps us get closer to 
that ideal. Next step, NH seceding from the 
United States! Viva New Hampshire!

Republished with permission. Originally published on FreeKeene.com

by: Ian Freeman

Cheshire County Sheriff Eli Rivera has been 
making headlines this week for his 
compassionate stance against working with 
federal immigration enforcers. Rivera, a 
longtime fixture in the community and 
multi-term sheriff, announced via his 
website last week:

After taking some time to reflect on 
this current issue, as Sheriff, I’ve 
decided that the Cheshire County 
Sheriff’s Office will not seek to enter 
into an agreement with the United 
States Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement Agency (ICE) to 
enforce federal immigrations laws. 
Furthermore, we will not participate 
in raids, stings or operations that are 
solely intended at locating an 
undocumented person or persons. 
Any representative of ICE requesting 
our assistance must have an active 
criminal warrant issued by a judge or 
must be actively pursuing a criminal 
investigation that relates to public 
safety for us to participate.

It’s a welcome policy in a place where 
being brown or black makes one stick out 
like a sore thumb, given the population here 
in Cheshire County is about 96% white.

them to be able to approach 
andspeak to any of my deputies 
without the fear that they will be 
turned over to ICE. If in the course 
of our duties we happen to come 
across an undocumented person we 
will handle each encounter in a way 
we deem appropriate for each 
situation…
If you are an undocumented person 
in Cheshire County and feel 
uncertain about approaching law 
enforcement for fear they will turned 
you over to ICE, feel free to call me, 
Sheriff Eli Rivera, at the Cheshire 
County Sheriff’s Office.

According to the WMUR report on Rivera’s 
policy, some control-freak politicians are 
butthurt over this. Good. Unlike those 
cowardly politicians, kudos to Rivera for 
having the courage to do the right thing and 
truly protect the people of Cheshire county 
from the evil hands of the federal 
government. It would be better of course if 
Rivera would also stop cooperating with the 
feds on other victimless crime enforcement, 
like the insane War on Drugs, but this is a 
BIG step in the right direction.

I’m glad to live in a place where law 

by: Thomas L. Knapp

March 2017 came in like a lion for Bitcoin 
as, for the first time ever, one Bitcoin sold 
for more than one ounce of gold. As I write 
this, the Bitcoin currently in circulation, if 
sold at current prices, would bring in more 
than $20 billion US (that’s nearly 12 times 
the market capitalization of its closest 
competitor cryptocurrency, Ethereum). As it 
enters its ninth year,  the future looks very 
bright for an idea that many have spent the 
previous eight years scoffing at and 
predicting the imminent demise of.

But this time they may be right. Bitcoin is in 
crisis, and the crisis could kill it.

A few days ago, I spent a small amount of 
Bitcoin (in the range of $5 US in value). 
The transaction took nearly 30 hours to 
confirm. This was because I elected to pay 
only the minimal “miner fee” (about 25 

cents, or about 5% of the amount I wanted 
to spend — 1% would be a better target in 
my opinion).

To survive and thrive over the long term, a 
cryptocurrency is going to have to be used 
as a medium of exchange by regular people 
buying regular things at regular stores. This 
means that transactions have to be 
confirmed quickly and that the fees 
involved have to be attractive versus PayPal 
and credit cards.

Recently, transactions on the Bitcoin 
blockchain have slowed waaaaaaaay down 
for people who are unwilling to pay fairly 
high “miner fees.” The (as non-technical as 
possible) explanation of that term:

Bitcoin is created (“mined”) by people 
(“miners”) who run computer software that 
keeps track of Bitcoin transactions 
(“updates

Cryptocurrency will survive and thrive, but will Bitcoin?
(“updates the blockchain ledger”). The 
miners are rewarded with a bit of the newly 
created Bitcoin and with miner fees.

As more and more people use Bitcoin, more 
and more computer power is required to 
update the blockchain ledger. Transactions 
with the minimum fees included go to the 
back of the line and are taking longer and 
longer to process.

If this isn’t fixed, Bitcoin will become 
nothing more than a store of value for 
people who move it around in quantities big 
enough to justify large fees and long waits. 
If that happens, the value of Bitcoin will 
plummet back toward a famous early 
transaction in which someone paid 10,000 
Bitcoins for two pizzas. No customer or 
shopkeeper is going to pay a dollar in fees 
and wait 30 hours for confirmation to buy 
or sell a can of cola.

Two proposals for improving the system, 
“Bitcoin Unlimited” and “Segregated 
Witness,” are under consideration by the 
Bitcoin developer and miner communities.  
I’m not the guy to ask about the technical 
virtues of each proposal, but my sense is 
that Roger Ver, the main evangelist for 
Bitcoin Unlimited, has a better 
understanding of what needs to happen and 
why. That is, he sees that small, fast, low-
fee transactions are the future of 
cryptocurrency.

If Bitcoin developers and miners don’t get 
that fact through their heads, and soon, 
cryptocurrency as such won’t die — but 
Bitcoin will cease to be people’s 
cryptocurrency of choice.

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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