
by: Darryl W. Perry

For most of my adult life, I’ve heard about 
the eerie comparisons between George 
Orwell’s 1984 and our present day. After 
reading, or rather listening to the 
audiobook, 1984 again recently I noticed 
not only the similarities, but also some stark 
contrasts between Orwell’s vision of the 
future and our present day.

Most of the oft-mentioned comparisons to 
1984 involve Big Brother, and indeed the 
first mention of the telescreen and Thought 
Police does sound remarkably similar to the 
NSA. “The telescreen received and 
transmitted simultaneously. Any sound that 
Winston made, above the level of a very 
low whisper, would be picked up by it, 
moreover, so long as he remained within the 
field of vision which the metal plaque 
commanded, he could be seen as well as 
heard. There was of course no way of 
knowing whether you were being watched 
at any given moment. How often, or on 
what system, the Thought Police plugged in 
on any individual wire was guesswork. It 
was even conceivable that they watched 
everybody all the time. But at any rate they 
could plug in your wire whenever they 
wanted to. You had to live—did live, from 
habit that became instinct—in the 
assumption that every sound you made was 
overheard, and, except in darkness, every 
movement scrutinized.”

However, later in 1984 Orwell makes it 
clear that the Thought Police and the several 
Ministries of Oceania (Truth, Peace, Love 
& Plenty) were only concerned with 
members of The Party. “As the Party slogan 
put it:‘Proles and animals are free’” with 
proles being used as shorthand for the 
proletariat, i.e. the working class. This 
seems to be the complete opposite of our 
present day, where the various laws, 
statutes, and regulations are applied 
zealously against the average American 
while bureaucrats, politicians, and other 
government agents are rarely punished for 
actions that violate someone’s rights.

Aside from this major difference between 
Orwell’s 1984 and present day, some of the 
slogans of The Party seem to have 
seemingly been implemented in multiple 
ways by governments at various levels. 
“‘There is a Party slogan dealing with the 
control of the past,’ [O’Brien] said. ‘Repeat 
it, if you please.’
‘Who controls the past controls the future: 
who controls the present controls the past,’ 
repeated Winston obediently.” What better 
way to control the past than to control what 
is taught? This is done largely through 
compulsory education laws and government 
run schools. And by controlling what is 
taught and what is allowed to be taught, the 
bureaucrats and politicians essentially 
ensure that they control the past, and thus 

Is Orwell’s 1984 better than the reality of 2017?

Breaking up is hard to do; or is it?
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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

the future.

By doing so, they try to ensure the populace 
remains complacent. As Orwell writes, “The 
masses never revolt of their own accord, 
and they never revolt merely because they 
are oppressed. Indeed, so long as they are 
not permitted to have standards of 
comparison, they never even become aware 
that they are oppressed.”

While we do have standards of comparison 
– such as the Human Freedom Index & the 
Freedom in the World Index – to show that 
we are in fact being oppressed, the vast 
majority of people will simply deny that 
they are being oppressed under the guise of 
“well, it’s better here than it is in (fill in the 
blank dictatorship).” This is the essence of 
cognitive dissonance, or what Orwell called 
doublethink, “to hold simultaneously two 
opinions which cancelled out, knowing 
them to be contradictory and believing in 
both of them, to use logic against logic, to 
repudiate morality while laying claim to it.”

Whether or not the world of 1984 is better 
than our present day is not a valid question. 
The question is: what’s the best way to have 
people recognize the tyranny around them 
without dismissing it because “it could be 
worse”?

by: Thomas L. Knapp

“A cliche is haunting America — the cliche 
of a second civil war,” writes Jesse Walker 
in the Los Angeles Times. Pundits left and 
right wax ominous over the prospect of a 
permanent break in American society along 
partisan Republican/Democratic lines, 
citing outbreaks of street fighting a la 
Berkeley and Charlottesville.

But, as Walker points out, “[i]f you flip 
quickly between small violent clashes and 
big political disagreements, those big 
disagreements will look bloodier.  But 
that’s an optical illusion.” The fighting at 
the extremes, and between wings of the 
mainstream political class, doesn’t reflect 
the gooey, ever-shifting political center 
where most Americans live.

Elections are centrifuges which temporarily 
spin that center out into two halves (with a 
small remainder of third party voters), after 
which the people involved go back to 
living with each other in relative peace. 
Which is why, as Walker writes, “a near-
future war with two clear sides and 
Gettysburg-sized casualty counts is about 
Gettysburg

as likely as a war with the moon.”

Another reason to doubt predictions of such 
clear-cut conflict is geography.

Even in America’s last Civil War, the lines 
of demarcation weren’t quite so clear as we 
like to see them in retrospect. The status of 
Missouri, Kentucky, eastern Tennessee and 
western Virginia vis a vis Union and 
Confederacy were very much up in the air 
through much of the war.

Today, the lines are even more blurry. 
“Red” states abut “blue” states and 
“purple” is a thing too.  Purple Colorado is 
surrounded by a sea of red. The reliably 
Democratic west coast states are across the 
country from most of their partisan sister 
polities. “Live free or die” New Hampshire 
borders the effectively euro-socialist 
enclave of “Taxachusetts.” We’re too mixed 
up to break up.

So, if we can’t get along and we can’t 
separate, why not just abandon the notion 
of geographic state monopolies and let 
people choose the kinds of governance they 

want in situ at a more granular level?

It’s called panarchy,  defined by John Zube 
as “[t]he realization of as many different, 
autonomous and voluntary communities as 
are wanted by members for themselves, all 
coexisting non-territorially, side by side and 
intermingled …”

Sound complicated? It really isn’t. All any 
of us owes his neighbor is justice. Outside 
that general principle, there’s no particular 
reason that you, me and the person across 
the street all need answer to the same rulers 
or get our “public” services from the same 
providers.

Would an interlocking framework of 
autonomous, voluntary, non-territorial 
communities give rise to novel difficulties? 
Sure. But there’s no reason to believe those 
difficulties would be any worse than those 
we face now in our one-size-fits-all 
political system. And we’d be freer to find 
solutions. 

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

“It is the sense of Congress,” according to 
the annual Intelligence Authorization Act 
now working its way through the US 
Senate,  “that WikiLeaks and the senior 
leadership of WikiLeaks resemble a non-
state hostile intelligence service often 
abetted by state actors and should be treated 
as such a service by the United States.”

US Senator Ron Wyden (D-OR) was the 
lone dissenting vote on the bill, which was 
approved by the Senate Intelligence 
Committee in late August. Wyden is on 
board with Congress’s general anti-
Russia/anti-WikiLeaks hatefest, but worries 
that the bill’s “novel” phraseology might be 
“applied to journalists inquiring about 
secrets.” That’s a valid concern as far as it 
goes, but it doesn’t go nearly far enough.

Simply put the US government’s problem 
with WikiLeaks — the basis for its claim of 
hostility —  is that WikiLeaks tells the truth 
about the US government.

WikiLeaks’s disclosures include material on 
US war crimes in Iraq and Afghanistan, 
torture at the Guantanamo Bay detention 
facility, and US spy operations against 
putative allies (including a scheme cooked 
up by the CIA and then Secretary of 
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton to spy on 
United Nations officials).

“Vault 7,” the current round of WikiLeaks 
disclosures, reveals the tools the Central 
Intelligence Agency uses to compromise our 
 computers, our telephones, even our 
televisions, Not to mention the tools it uses 
to spy on, get this, other US intelligence 
agent

WikiLeaks: hostile is as hostile does
agencies.

Not that the US government is the sole 
target of this “non-state hostile intelligence 
service.” WikiLeaks embarrasses 
governments around the world by showing 
their subjects the secrets those governments 
(yes, including Russia’s) don’t want them to 
see.

Ever since passage of the National Security 
Act of 1947, the US government’s 
“defense” and “intelligence” apparatuses 
have accustomed themselves to growing  
and operating absent any obligation or 
accountability to the citizens and taxpayers 
who pay —  in treasure, and sometimes in 
blood — for their games.

Bottom line: The CIA, the NSA and the 
other

other “alphabet soup” agencies of the US 
government spy on you, lie to you, and 
commit crimes in your name with presumed 
impunity. WikiLeaks merely shows you 
what they’re doing, and has yet to be caught 
in a lie.

When the US Senate Intelligence 
Committee declares WikiLeaks “hostile,” 
the obvious question is “hostile to whom?” 
WikiLeaks is allied with the American 
people, while the US intelligence 
community — and, for the moment at least, 
the US Senate Intelligence Committee — is 
our enemy.

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.

by: Darryl W. Perry

Last Summer, Artem Vaulin, the alleged 
operator of KickassTorrents, was arrested in 
Poland and the website was taken down. 
The US Department of Justice has sought to 
extradite Vaulin, who is still in a Polish jail. 
According to the Hollywood Reporter 
Vaulin has retained some of the attorneys 
working on behalf of Kim Dotcom, the 
alleged operator of another file sharing 
website Megaupload.

Like Vaulin, Dotcom is not an American 
citizen and does not live in the United 
States. Dotcom has also not been extradited 
to face trial. ArsTechnica reports, “Dotcom, 
while on bail, continues fighting his 
extradition from New Zealand to the US as 
part of a prolonged legal battle that could 
take another year or more. All the while, the 
US government has seized millions of 
dollars in Dotcom bank accounts in Hong 
dollars 

Kong and New Zealand, as well as multiple 
cars, four jet skis, Dotcom’s mansion, 
several luxury cars, two 108-inch TVs, three 
82-inch TVs, a $10,000 watch, and a 
photograph by Olaf Mueller worth more 
than $100,000.”

To further complicate matters, Dotcom is 
being prevented from challenging the asset 
forfeiture on the grounds, according to the 
4th Circuit Court of Appeals, that he’s a 
fugitive. And by “fugitive” the Court simply 
means, he’s not coming into a country that 
he’s never been to. His lawyers further 
argue that Kim Dotcom “isn’t a fugitive 
because he is lawfully challenging his 
extradition in the New Zealand courts.”

Similarly to Kim Dotcom, Judge John Z. 
Lee, from the District Court for Northern 
District of Illinois Eastern Division, recently 
ruled that Artem Vaulin “is actively resisting 

extradition efforts,” by which the judge 
means Vaulin “is actively appealing the 
Polish courts’ decision to extradite.”

To further compound matters, the judge 
acknowledges that Vaulin’s alleged crimes 
are not actually crimes under US law, 
writing, “Vaulin is correct that, as a general 
matter, the Copyright Act does not apply 
extraterritorially to reach acts of 
infringement that occur entirely abroad.” 
However Judge Lee adds, “When viewed in 
a light most favorable to the Government, 
as the Court must do at this preliminary 
stage, the indictment alleges acts of 
domestic infringement.”

TorrentFreak reports, “Vaulin’s defense 
noted that the Government’s theory could 
expose other search engines, such as 
Google, to criminal liability.” Judge Lee 
rejected this piece of logic from the defense

and ruled, “the Court need not decide 
whether and when a search engine operator 
might engage in conduct sufficient to 
constitute aiding and abetting criminal 
copyright infringement.” Noting that his 
decision was about this specific case.

Ira Rothken, an attorney representing both 
Vaulin & Dotcom, is reportedly 
disappointed with the ruling from Judge 
Lee, saying “If federal judges disagree on 
the state of the federal copyright law then 
people shouldn’t be criminally prosecuted 
absent clarification by Congress.”

Even with clarification from Congress, no 
one should be criminally prosecuted for 
sharing information, because sharing is an 
act of love and love is not subject to law!

On August 12, 2017 the Libertarian Party of 
Western NH (LP Western NH), held its 
Annual Meeting. During the meeting, the 
members unanimously voted to amend the 
bylaws to reduce the number of officers 
from five to three (eliminating Treasurer & 
At-Large), and voted to consolidate the 
region to only include Cheshire County.

LPNH Chair, Darryl W. Perry, was re-
elected Chair after having been elected to 
that position at the Organizational Meeting 
in February. Chris Waid was elected Vice 
Chair, and Darlene Lester was elected 
Secretary.

A motion to seek formal affiliation with 
LPNH was adopted unanimously by the 
attendees and submitted to the LPNH 
Executive Committee at the conclusion of 
the meeting.

The LPNH Executive Committee approved 
the application 5-0 via email ballot.

LP Western NH is now the third recognized 
affiliate in LPNH, joining LP Seacoast and 
LP of the Lakes. LP Seacoast was organized 
in June 2016, the affiliate was given official 
recognition at the LPNH Business 
Convention in September 2016.

LP of the Lakes was organized and 
recognized as an affiliate in July 2017. 
Libertarian Party of the Lakes Region NH is 
comprised of the entirety of both Belknap 
and Carroll Counties, and Grafton County 
except for the towns of Bath, Bethlehem, 
Franconia, Lisbon, Littleton, Lyman, 
Monroe, and Sugar Hill. Tony Jankowski 
was elected Chair of the LP Lakes affiliate 
during their organizational meeting on July 
19.

LPNH accepts LP Western NH affiliate 
application

A tale of two “fugitives” and copyright law
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by: Thomas L. Knapp

“U.S. foreign military bases are the 
principal instruments of imperial global 
domination and environmental damage 
through wars of aggression and 
occupation.” That’s the unifying claim of 
the Coalition Against US Foreign Military 
Bases (noforeignbases.org), and it’s true as 
far as it goes.  But as a signer of the 
Coalition’s endorsement form, I think it’s 
worth taking the argument a bit further. The 
maintenance of nearly 1,000 US military 
bases on foreign soil isn’t just a nightmare 
for peaceniks. It’s also also an objective 
threat to US national security.

A reasonable definition of “national 
defense,” it seems to me, is the maintenance 
of sufficient weaponry and trained military 
personnel to protect a country from, and 
effectively retaliate against, foreign attacks.  
The existence of US bases abroad runs 
counter to the defensive element of that 
mission and only very poorly supports the 
retaliatory part.

Defensively, scattering US military might 
piecemeal around the world — especially in 
countries where the populace resents that 
military presence — multiplies the number 
of vulnerable American targets. Each base 
must have its own separate security 
apparatus for immediate defense, and must 
maintain (or at least hope for) an ability to 
reinforce and resupply from elsewhere in 
the event of sustained attack. That makes 
the scattered US  forces more, not less, 
vulnerable.

When it comes to retaliation and ongoing 
operations, US foreign bases are stationary 
rather than mobile, and in the event of war 
all of them, not just the ones engaged in 
offensive missions, have to waste resources 
on their own security that could otherwise 
be put into those missions.

They’re also redundant. The US already 
possesses  permanent, and mobile, forces 
far better suited to projecting force over the 
horizon to every corner of the planet on 
demand: Its Carrier Strike Groups, of which 
there are 11 and each of which allegedly 
disposes of more firepower than that 
expended by all sides over the entire course 

of World War Two. The US keeps these 
mighty naval forces constantly on the move 
or on station in various parts of the world 
and can put one or more such groups off 
any coastline in a matter of days.

The purposes of foreign US military bases 
are partly aggressive. Our politicians like 
the idea that everything happening 
everywhere

US Foreign Military Bases aren’t “defense”
everywhere is their business.

They’re also partly financial. The main 
purpose of the US “defense” establishment 
since World War Two has been to move as 
much money as possible from your pockets 
to the bank accounts of politically 
connected “defense” contractors. Foreign 
bases are an easy way to blow large 
amounts

amounts of money in precisely that way.

Shutting down those foreign bases and 
bringing the troops home are essential first 
steps in creating an actual national defense.

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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