
by: Darryl W. Perry

George Orwell once wrote, “Truth is treason 
in an empire of lies.” This statement has 
become increasingly truer over the last 
decade with Thomas Drake, Shamai 
Leibowitz, Chelsea Manning, Donald 
Sachtleben, Stephen Kim, Jeffrey Sterling, 
John Kiriakou and Edward Snowden having 
been charged with violating the Espionage 
Act during the Obama Presidency.

John Kiriakou, the former CIA officer who 
was the first to confirm specific torture 
methods used by the CIA, said “You can 
either go through proper channels and risk 
prison, or you can go to the press and risk 
prison. Or you can just keep your mouth 
shut. And the powers that be are banking 
that you’re just going to keep your mouth 
shut.” To date, Kiriakou is the only 
government agent connected to the CIA’s 
use of torture to be incarcerated in 
connection with the CIA’s use of torture.

Of the aforementioned whistleblowers 
charged, and convicted, of a criminal 
offense Manning was given the longest 
sentence. Originally sentenced to 35 years 
in prison, Manning will be released on May 
17 after serving almost 7 years behind bars 
– Manning was arrested May 20, 2010. And 
it now appears the Trump Administration is 

going to continue this War on 
Whistleblowers, with reports stating, 
“Federal prosecutors are weighing whether 
to bring criminal charges against members 
of the WikiLeaks organization.” The UK 
Independent reports, “Prosecutors have 
struggled with whether the First 
Amendment precluded the prosecution of 
[WikiLeaks founder Julian] Assange, but 
now believe they have found a way to move 
forward.” However those ways to move 
forward have not been revealed.

One of Assange’s attorneys, Barry Pollack, 
said officials with the Department of Justice 
have not discussed the status of any 
investigation with either him or Assange. 
Pollack said there was “no legitimate basis 
for the Department of Justice to treat 
WikiLeaks differently than it treats other 
journalists,” adding, “however frustrating it 
might be to whoever looks bad when 
information is published — WikiLeaks is a 
publisher, and they are publishing truthful 
information that is in the public’s interest.”

Trump to continue Obama’s War on 
Whistleblowers

The tyranny of occupational licensing
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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

WikiLeaks has come under scrutiny for 
publishing the Vault 7 leaks, which revealed 
“secret cyber-tools used by the CIA to 
convert cellphones, televisions and other 
ordinary devices into implements of 
espionage.” WikiLeaks also published the 
leaked emails from the DNC during the 
2016 election cycle, and thousands of 
diplomatic cables, leaked by Manning in 
2010, revealing potential war crimes.

In the book A Clash of Kings (the 2nd book 
in the series A Song of Ice and Fire), Tyrion 
Lannister says, “When you tear out a man’s 
tongue, you are not proving him a liar, 
you’re only telling the world that you fear 
what he might say.” Instead of eliminating 
its corruption and illegal operations, the US 
government wants to tear out the 
metaphorical tongue that has not been 
deterred from speaking the truth. And 
criminal charges against Assange, will very 
likely have the opposite intended affect, and 
may actually embolden others to reveal the 
secrets of those who claim to be in power.

by: Darryl W. Perry

In March 2014 the Institute for Justice filed 
suit on behalf of Celeste Kelly, Grace 
Granatelli and Stacey Kollman against the 
Arizona State Veterinary Medical 
Examining Board. IJ reports, “each 
[woman] turned their lifelong love of 
animals into their own businesses through 
which they offer animal massage. 
Massaging horses is Celeste [Kelly]’s 
livelihood; Grace [Granatelli] massages 
dogs; and Stacey [Kollman] owns a 
horseback riding and horse training 
business where she also massages horses. 
Each [woman] spent hundreds of hours 
learning animal massage techniques to 
obtain private certifications, and each 
woman has more than ten years’ experience 
massaging animals.” However the Arizona 
State Veterinary Medical Examining Board 
“demanded they obtain veterinary licenses 
to massage animals.”

In February 2017 Kelly, Granatelli and 
Kollman received something akin to justice 
when the Veterinary Board agreed to “not 

enforce the laws and rules governing the 
Arizona State Veterinary Medical Board 
and the practice of veterinary medicine… 
against animal massage practitioners.” 
Kelly, Granatelli and Kollman, in agreeing 
to the Consent Decree, waived their rights 
to any relief, meaning they will not be able 
to recoup any legal fees they may have 
paid.

A pair of women in Tennessee are dealing 
with a similar absurd situation. However, 
this type of occupational licensing 
enforcement is not limited to animal 
massage therapists. Until October 2015, 
anyone convicted of “unlicensed 
storytelling [in Savannah, Georgia] risked 
fines of up to $1,000, 30 days in jail, or 
even forced participation in a municipal 
‘work gang.’” Currently 27 states and the 
District of Columbia require some form 
occupational license for hair braiding. 
Sixteen of these states include hair braiding 
under the same regulations as hairstylists, 
hairdressers or cosmetologists requiring 
between 1,000 to 2,100 hours of training; 

another 10 states and DC have a separate 
license for hair braiding that requires 
between 100 and 600 hours of training; 
four other states have less onerous licensing 
requirements of between 6 and 30 hours of 
training; and twenty states do not require 
any special license at all to braid hair. By 
comparison, in Louisiana one needs only 
360 hours of training to become a police 
officer, while Massachusetts requires 900 
hours of training to put on a badge, and 
federal requirements for EMT’s require 
approximately 200 hours of training.

There are other onerous licensing 
requirements that many people believe are 
needed to keep us safe, however nothing 
could be further from the truth. The truth is 
that occupational licensing laws serve to 
protect one group of people from 
competition from another group of people. 
If people really do have an “inalienable 
right to life, liberty, and pursuit of 
happiness” then how can anyone honestly 
support restrictions on those rights?
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by: Thomas L. Knapp

On April 18, US president Donald Trump 
visited the Kenosha, Wisconsin 
headquarters of Snap-on to speak in front of 
an American flag made of the company’s 
tools and publicly sign an executive order 
titled “Hire American, Buy American.”

The order itself is small beans — it just 
orders four federal agency heads 
(Homeland Security, Justice, Labor, and 
State) to “review” policies and recommend 
changes that tend toward  hiring and 
spending domestically instead of abroad. 
But such changes would just increase 
Americans’ cost of living (and their taxes) 
rather than “saving Americans’ jobs.”

In his signing remarks,  Trump complains 
that “for too long, we’ve watched as our 
factories have been closed and our jobs 
have been sent to other faraway lands.” He 
omits both the reasons for manufacturing 
moving abroad and the effects of 
manufacturing moving abroad.

Capital tends to flow to where it can be 
most profitably invested. There’s no secret 
conspiracy to deprive Bob in Wisconsin of 
gainful employment so that Li can have a 
job in Shenzhen. If a manufacturer can 
make a widget in Shenzhen, get that widget 
to America, and sell it at less than the cost 
of making it in Kenosha, Shenzhen wins … 
and so does the consumer who buys that 
widget

widget for less than it would have cost if 
Bob had made it. In fact, that consumer may 
be Bob himself, who’s now hopefully 
making or doing something more profitable 
than manufacturing widgets.

I have two relatives who worked (in the 
1980s) for a company that made blue jeans. 
One operated a sewing machine, the other 
was a sewing machine mechanic. Then the 
factory closed and the company moved 
production abroad.

They both found jobs in other fields.  I’ve 
not discussed their wages or working 
conditions with them, but my impression is 
that they made out okay. Not everyone does, 
but on the whole we’re better off with freer 
trade that tends to lower the prices we pay 
for goods and push our own work toward its 
most profitable and efficient uses.

The other day, I went shopping for jeans, 
and it suddenly occurred to me that the pair 
I was looking at cost less than a similar pair 
I bought circa 1990, and that not even 
accounting for inflation. I thought of my 
relatives.

Trump claims to be thinking of my relatives 
too, but his economic fantasies would harm 
them in the name of protecting them.

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.

“Buy American, Hire American” is
Anti-American by: Thomas L. Knapp

Last July, while stumping for then-
candidate, now-president Donald Trump, 
US Representative Mike Pompeo (R-KS) 
gleefully referenced nearly 20,000 
Democratic National Committee emails 
released by the transparency/disclosure 
journalists at Wikileaks. “Need further proof 
that the fix was in from Pres. Obama on 
down?” Pompeo tweeted. The emails 
showed that DNC officials had worked 
overtime to rig their party’s primaries for 
eventual nominee Hillary Clinton and 
against challenger Bernie Sanders.

What a difference nine months makes! On 
April 13, Pompeo — now in charge at the 
Central Intelligence Agency — used the 
bully pulpit of his first public speech in his 
new job to call out his old ally as “a 
nonstate hostile intelligence service often 
abetted by state actors like Russia.”

WikiLeaks says that no, it is not in fact 
abetted by Vladimir Putin’s regime.

If I have to choose between believing 
WikiLeaks or believing Mike Pompeo, I’ll 
believe WikiLeaks six days a week and 
twice on Sunday.

Over the course of more than a decade, 
WikiLeaks has built a sterling reputation for 
delivering the real goods on various 
governments (including Russia’s). The next 
document it releases which is shown to be 
fake will be the first. WikiLeaks has earned 
the

the trust of the public — and moreover, it 
has shown that it trusts the public with 
information about what our governments 
are doing in our names and with our money.

The US intelligence community, on the 
other hand, spies on us, lies to us about it, 
and expects us to pick up the check even 
after decades of irrefutable evidence of its 
dishonesty and incompetence.

The publicly released evidence for 
Pompeo’s allegation that WikiLeaks is in 
bed with the Russians is: Zero, zip, zilch, 
nada, a big fat goose-egg. If Pompeo has 
any such evidence, he’s keeping it secret. 
And  that’s not very believable: After all, 
the CIA has done a pretty poor job of 
keeping secrets lately.  WikiLeaks is in the 
process of releasing “Vault 7,” a trove of 
CIA documents revealing the agency’s work 
to subvert the electronic devices we all use 
on a daily basis and spy on us through them.

If Pompeo had any evidence that WikiLeaks 
was working with or for Putin, someone 
(maybe even WikiLeaks itself) would likely 
have already procured and published that 
information. Just sayin’.

WikiLeaks has changed the world, and it’s 
changed it for the better. Pompeo and his 
old and busted spy mill, not so much.

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.

Pompeo vs. WikiLeaks: It’s No Contest

by: Darryl W. Perry

Liberty Lobby LLC is celebrating a few 
victories from the House & Senate Sessions 
on April 20. Our biggest victory came with 
the passage of HB436 (Exempting persons 
using virtual currency from registering as 
money transmitters) which was introduced 
in response to the Commission to Study 
Cryptocurrency Regulation which decided 
to undo part of what was passed by HB666 
(2015). CEO Darryl W. Perry’s testimony to 
the Commission to Study Cryptocurrency 
Regulation was the first official action as a 
registered lobbyist, however the 
groundwork for what became HB436 began 
in 2015 with the introduction of HB356. 
HB356, which had a similar intent to model 
legislation crafted by our CEO in 2014, 
sought to exempt persons using virtual 
currency from registering as money 
transmitters. HB356 was ultimately 
amended to create the aforementioned 
Commission to Study Cryptocurrency 
Regulation. Despite having already cleared 
both chambers of the NH General Court, 
HB436 still has one more hurdle: Governor 
Chris Sununu. In hopes of clearing this final 
hurdle to make NH the most-friendly 
destination for virtual currency businesses, 
we have organized a event encouraging 
people to contact the Governor asking him 
to sign HB436.

Other victories in the Senate on April 20, 
include the adoption of the committee 
recommendations via voice vote to pass 
HB82 (Relative to hair braiding), HB152 
(Relative to wholesale distributors of 
alcoholic beverages), HB178 (Establishing 
a commission to study processes to resolve 
right-to-know complaints), and HB453 
(Relative to vacancies in the office of 
supervisor of the checklist); and adoption of 
the committee recommendations via voice 
vote to defeat HB218 (Relative to activities 
at polling places). The Senate also voted to 
pass HB98 (Relative to brewpub licenses) & 
HB580 (Regulating online fantasy sports 
contests), however both bills were Referred 
to Finance Committee in accordance to 
Senate Rule 4-5. Two additional bills — 
HB140 (Relative to sales and samples 
provided by wine manufacturers) and 
HB194 (Permitting employers to pay wages 
to employees weekly or biweekly) — were 
adopted on Roll Call Votes of 14-9 and 13-
10, respectively.

It was not all wins, however, with HB390 
(Relative to parties on certain election forms 
and ballots and Relative to the voter 
registration form used on the day of the 
general election) being retained in 
committee; which is not an automatic loss, 
as the bill will still be able to be heard next 

year.

The NH House voted 229-117 to pass SB23 
(Relative to legalizing firecrackers) and The 
General Court also voted to expand the 
definitions of “qualifying medical 
conditions” under therapeutic use of 
cannabis, passing SB144 via voice vote 
(Relative to qualifying medical conditions 
for the therapeutic use of cannabis and 
relative to registry identification cards), and 
approving bills adding chronic pain, and 
post-traumatic stress disorder as “qualifying 
medical conditions.”

And we have another success to mention, 
the Senate Executive Departments and 
Administration Committee voted 
unanimously to amend HB301 to 
incorporate our proposal to shorten that bill 
to eliminate the proposal to regulate electric 
grills. The amended bill was then amended 
on the floor to eliminate the requirement 
that the grill be UL certified. We’d like to 
thank Senators Woodburn and Guida for the 
Committee Amendment and Floor 
Amendment to this bill, respectively.

HB301, as amended, now reads “For all 
dwellings, including multi-unit dwellings, 
electric grills with a safety certification 
from a nationally recognized testing 
laboratory

laboratory, such as Underwriters 
Laboratories (UL), shall not be considered 
open flame cooking devices under the state 
fire code.”

HB301 now goes back to the House, 
because “[e]very bill must be passed in 
identical form by each of the two bodies, 
Senate and House, before it is sent to the 
Governor.

If a bill has been amended by the non-
originating body, it is sent back to the 
originating body for concurrence. At this 
point, there are three options:
● The originating body concurs, or agrees, 

and the bill is sent to the Governor.
● The originating body nonconcurs, or does 

not agree, and requests a Committee of 
Conference between the two bodies. In 
this case, the Senate President and the 
House Speaker normally appoint a 
conference committee of members of both 
houses to work out a compromise.

● The originating body does not concur, no 
Committee of Conference is requested, 
and the bill dies.”

The originating body acts first on a 
Committee of Conference report. Bills are 
then enrolled before going to the Governor 
for a signature or veto.

Liberty Lobby LLC successes
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by: Darryl W. Perry

US Senator Jeanne Shaheen (NH) recently 
sent out an email titled “Tax Day Should Be 
Simple”.

Let’s dissect the title of this email. Most 
people understand “Tax Day” to mean that 
day of the year by which one is supposed to 
fill out a stack of documents stating how 
much money one earned in the previous 
year, and then after a series of calculations, 
one discovers they have either had too 
much money taken from them – and will 
receive a refund – or they discover they 
supposedly didn’t have enough taken from 
them – and will be required to send in 
payment to cover the amount the IRS claims 
is owed. “Should be” can either mean “an 
obligation” or “what is probable”, either 
definition works here. The sticky word in 
the title is “Simple” which is defined as 
“easily understood or done; presenting no 
difficulty.”

One thing that is easy to understand is that 
taxation is theft by another name. Some will 
argue that governments provide services 
and the taxpayers are simply paying for 
those services. That, however, is a flawed 
argument since most of the so-called 
services

services are being provided without 
consideration of whether or not anyone 
actually wants the service being provided. 
This would be akin to someone mowing 
your lawn and pruning your hedges, without 
your prior consent, demanding payment, 
and suing you for theft of services when 
you refuse to pay. This would rightly be 
considered a form of extortion, if not 
outright theft, and no one would rightly 
claim the homeowner was stealing services 
if they refused to pay for the unwanted lawn 
maintenance. Now ask yourself: is a mugger 
is being paid by his victims? Is the mugger 
still a thief if he donates the money to 
charity after stealing it from you and taking 
a small percentage for himself? How is any 
of this different when the mugger wears a 
badge that says “Tax Collector” and tells 
you the money will go to pay for (fill-in the 
blank service) that you may or may not 
even want?

Let’s go back to the headline of that email 
and ask ourselves: Should Tax Day be 
simple? I say “Yes” with the caveat that 
“Tax Day simply should not exist, because 
Taxation is Theft, and theft should not exist 
in a civilized society!”

Make “Tax Day” simple, again!

by: Thomas L. Knapp

On April 26, the Trump administration 
released a one-page summary of its tax 
reform proposals. The following morning, 
US Treasury Secretary Steve Mnuchin 
appeared on CBS This Morning to discuss 
those proposals. Co-anchor Norah 
O’Donnell didn’t waste any time ham-
handedly injecting  the mainstream media’s 
dishonest narrative-shaping language into 
the conversation.

“As you mentioned this would be historic 
tax cuts [sic],” her first question began. 
“Estimated to cost the American taxpayer 
$7 trillion over a decade. So when will you 
tell us how you will pay for it?”

Unfortunately Mnuchin played along: “In 
regards to the pay for [sic], I don’t know 
how people can estimate the cost since we 
don’t haven’t released all the details, but 
this is going to be paid for by economic 
growth and by a reduction of many, many 
deductions in special interest.”

O’Donnell tried to put two ginormous lies 
over on her viewers. And Mnuchin let her 
get away with it.

Tax cuts don’t “cost the American taxpayer” 
anything. Quite the opposite, in fact. 
Taxation takes money from taxpayers and 
gives that money to politicians. Tax cuts 
leave some of that money in the taxpayers’ 
pockets.

Tax cuts don’t “cost the government” 
anything either. The money the politicians 
aren’t taking as taxes wasn’t theirs in the 
first place. They didn’t create the wealth it 

represents, the taxpayers did. Not taking it 
isn’t a “cost,” any more than me not 
shoplifting a pair of shoes “costs” me 
footwear or constitutes “payment” by me to 
the shoe store.

Nor do tax cuts need to be “paid for.” Yes, 
the government will have less to spend if it 
takes less from those who earn it.  Spending 
cuts aren’t “payment” for tax cuts. They’re 
not “payment” for anything. In fact, they 
are the exact opposite of “payment.” They 
are, by definition, NON-“payment.”

If O’Donnell had phrased the question 
truthfully, it would have gone something 
like this:
“With these tax cuts, the government will 
take $7 trillion less from American 
taxpayers than it would have taken if the 
current rules were kept. What are you guys 
not going to buy that you would have 
bought if you had taken that $7 trillion?”

O’Donnell’s torture of the English language 
— and of the truth — implies that that $7 
trillion just naturally belongs to the 
government rather than to the people it was 
to be taken from — that not taking it 
somehow constitutes a “cost”  both to those 
people and to the politicians who want the 
money. That’s the opposite of the truth.

Taxing is taking, not giving. Spending costs 
and not spending doesn’t. If there’s a good 
argument for either, that argument will be 
based on those facts, not on parlor tricks 
like O’Donnell’s sleight of word.

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.

Torturing the Truth: The Tax Cut Debate vs. 
the English Language

Tax Reform: Two Places to Start
by: Thomas L. Knapp

An anonymous announcement of a 
forthcoming public announcement: On 
April 26, an anonymous White House 
source says, the Trump administration “will 
outline our broad principles and priorities 
…. We are moving forward on 
comprehensive tax reform that cuts tax rates 
for individuals, simplifies our overly-
complicated system and creates jobs by 
making American businesses competitive.”

That sounds very nice. But given the 
administration’s previously revealed 
“principles and priorities,” it’s reasonable to 
expect a heaping helping of economically 
dumb protectionist tinkering floating atop a 
billowing cloud of hot air.

If Trump, his administration, and 
congressional Republicans were serious 
about real tax reform (they aren’t, but if 
they were), I’d expect to see two major 
initial proposals: A measure increasing the 
“personal exemption” to the federal income 
tax once a year, every year, automatically, 
and a “FICA floor” that likewise increases 
each year.

The personal exemption is part of the 
amount an individual can earn each year 
before being taxed on income at all (the 
other part is either taking the “standard 
deduction” or itemizing and adding up 
specific spending that’s deductible).  For 
income earned in 2016, the personal 
exemption is $4,050 (with a “phaseout” 
start

starting at $150k; that “phaseout” should be 
eliminated as well).

Automatically increasing the personal 
exemption each year and eliminating the 
phaseout would have two effects: It would 
cut taxes for everyone who pays them, and 
it would take the lowest income Americans 
off the income tax rolls altogether.

Since the Reagan era, tax cut proposals 
have been aimed at cutting top rates on the 
basis of a “supply side” theory — that rich 
entrepreneurs who get tax cuts will invest 
their retained wealth in new businesses that 
create jobs. But there are two sides to an 
economy, supply and demand. Cutting taxes 
for everyone, starting at the bottom with 
increased personal exemptions, would spur 
economic demand. That demand would be 
just as good for those entrepreneurs, and 
better for everyone else, than “supply side” 
cuts.

FICA taxes are used to finance Social 
Security and Medicare.  They are regressive 
taxes which, due to collection ceilings and 
life expectancy differentials,  force lower-
income black males to subsidize retirement 
and healthcare for higher-income white 
females.

Yes, retirement income and post-retirement 
healthcare expenses are important. But so is 
making a living. A FICA floor — a 
“personal exemption” income amount 
below which FICA taxes aren’t collected — 

would let low-income Americans keep and 
use more of their money now instead of 
hoping to live long enough to claw some of 
it back later.

As a libertarian, I would prefer to see the 
income and FICA taxes eliminated 
altogether. Failing that, we should at least 
do what we can to get the government 
spending monkey off the backs of the 
poorest among us.

Yes, there is a grass roots organization 
pushing these two common-sense tax 
reforms. Disclosure: I am a member of that 
organization and sit on its steering 
committee. It’s called the Mobilization for 
Incremental Tax Exemption (catchy 
acronym: The MITE). You can find it on the 
web at TheMite.org.

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.

Liberty Lobby LLC is not for 
hire to the highest bidder, and 
will advocate for 100% freedom 
on every issue, every time.

Specializing in:
Election Law (specifically ballot access reform 
and voter rights), Freedom of Information / 
Government Transparency, Freedom of Speech, 
Municipal and County Government.
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