
New Liberty Volume 2, Issue 1     

 

New  
  Liberty  

ñLiberty ð Not the Daughter But the Mother of Orderò - Proudhon 

IN THIS ISSUE  
 
 Obamaõs Legacy of Torture 

 All About Anarchism 

 Swine Flu Hysteria 

 ...And More! 

 
 
 
 



New Liberty Volume 2, Issue 1   2 

 

UCONN Students for Liberty  
òStamus Contra Malumó 
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Mission Statement  

UConn Students for Liberty  advocates a free and just society that stresses voluntary organi-

zation, peaceful activity, and other non -coerced expressions of a healthy and prosperous cul-

ture. As the modern State rejects this vision, we seek to cultivate an on -campus environment 

of discussion, education, and activism with regard to minimizing or altogether removing, its 

influence in society.  

 

A Note from the Editor:  

When the political process has been exhausted, declared useless and hopeless; when the act 

of force is ruled out on principle; when all avenues lead straight to statism; who then, stands 

to defend the cause of liberty?  

     Politicians seek only to advance their own power and speak unenthusiastically of real, undi-

luted freedom, practicing it even less.  The corporation is not interested in liberty; it is bereft 

of principle, concerned only with profit.  The media appeals solely to the authoritarian with its 

jingoist rhetoric and parochial outlook.  And while it is the nature of power to defend authori-

ty, liberty has no such voice.  She cannot speak for herself, for where there is authoritarianism 

and invasion, there can be no liberty to make her case.  Her fate lies with the people, and only 

the people.  So we embark upon this journalistic endeavor, standing to face tyranny without 

pretense and without fear, armed only with the truth.  We advance the cause of liberty through 

education: informing the uniformed about her, parrying attacks directed at her, and advancing 

her principles until she has been achieved in full.  The New Liberty chooses to give liberty and 

outlet, no matter how small in scope, with the intent of imbuing her in the hearts and minds 

of the people.   

     We are deeply indebted to Benjamin R. Tucker and the writers at the seminal anarchist peri-

odical Liberty (1881 -1908), for advancing their particular brand of liberty and providing us 

with the basis to advance ours.  Here at the New Liberty , we encompass a wide range of views 

within the broader context of libertarianism: there are the democrat and the anarchist, the 

voter and the non -voter, the capitalist and the socialist, the right -libertarian and the left -; all 

sharing the same fundamental goal to crush the myths of authority, monopoly, and force, with 

the ultimate intent of achieving the maximum amount of liberty for the maximum amount of 

people.  

 

-Matt Ignal, Editor  

UConn Anarchist Cafe  

Anarchy-curious? At the Uconn A-Cafe, you'll find anti-statists shooting the breeze about anti-statism, discussing 
various projects we're working on, learning, discussing, relaxing, and having fun!  For more info check 

out: http://anarchistcafe.org/.  We'll be meeting at Bookworms in the library on Sundays at 4.  

 
UCONNLIBERTY.ORG 

Join our group on Facebook! 

 

UConn Students for Liberty Meeting Time:  

Tuesdays at 5:00 PM in SU 317  

http://anarchistcafe.org/
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OBAMAõS LEGACY OF TORTURE 
Picking Up Where Bush Left Off  

S ince the election of Barack Obama to the 

presidency of the United States, we libertari-
ans have found ourselves in a uniquely awk-
ward situation. As a philosophical movement 
fundamentally opposed to the initiation of the 
use of force against any human being, libertar-
ianism has always advocated an end to Ameri-
ca's militaristic foreign policy and participa-
tion in torture. Under George W. Bush we 
enjoyed the company of countless consci-
entious liberals. However, since the elec-
tion of Barack Obama, the opposition to 
militarism and torture has all but dried up 
from the left, yet the suffering and abuse have increased 
worldwide. 
     Despite his campaign promises, Obama has done very 
little towards the goal of ending torture in the United 
States. Indeed, he has done a great deal to expand it. While 
under George W. Bush such motions would have been 
furiously protested and scorned by the American left, the 
reaction since the election of Obama has been quiet and 
muffled. Torture in Guantanamo Bay has accelerated, and 
those who are being tortured continue to be denied their 
right to a trial. The great danger of a popular president is 
his capacity to perform horrific acts without protest from 
the masses. Those media outlets which once protested 
Bush's violence will not dare injure their relationship with 
the Democratic Party, and it seems unlikely that Fox News 
or Rush Limbaugh will come out against torture and war 
after eight years of unwavering support. What hope do 
Iraqi and Afghani families have of an American withdraw-
al when Americans do not protest Obama's militaristic 
expansions? What hope do any innocent detainees in 
Guantanamo Bay have when the majority of people speak-
ing out in their favor are spatterings of anarchists and Ron 
Paul supporters? Considering the historical "success" of 
political libertarianism, the lack of liberal involvement in 
protesting Obama's violence spells doom for his victims. It 
would seem that liberals do not fundamentally oppose tor-
ture after all, but rather only oppose it when it is not done 
by a Democrat. 
     The typical response I get to these accusations is that 
Obama is cleaning up Bush's mess: Obama fully intends to 
close Guantanamo Bay, but he must do so in a reasonable 
way. He has only just begun the presidency, after all, and 
needs time. Asserting that his continued use of torture is 
akin to Bush's behavior is unfair. 
     Let us test this hypothesis. 
     There is perhaps no more glaring example of Obama's 
lack of interest in ending torture than the case of Binyam 
Mohamed, a British resident released from Guantanamo 
Bay this year. According to an article in the Daily Tele-
graph last February, a series of documents ñcontained de-

tails of how British intelligence officers 
supplied information to [Mohamed's] 
captors and contributed questions while 
he was brutally tortured.ò These docu-
ments were ruled unfit for release by two 
British high court judges, having been 
directed to suppress any information on 
this case citing reasons of "national secu-
rity." 
     "The 25 lines edited out of the court 
papers contained details of how Mr Mo-
hamed's genitals were sliced with a 
scalpel and other torture methods so 
extreme that waterboarding, the 
controversial technique of simulated 

drowning, 'is very far down the list of things they 
did,'" according to the Telegraph. 
     Why would releasing torture evidence threaten 
British national security? 
     Following his release, Binyam Mohamad sought 
lawsuit against his torturers, but was repeatedly 
thwarted by none other than Barack Obama. Accord-
ing to Glenn Greenwald of Salon.com, "Obama's DOJ 
demanded dismissal of Mohamed's lawsuit against the 
company which helped 'render' him to be tortured on 
the ground that national security would be harmed if 
the lawsuit continued." Following the decision of the 
British high court judges and a police investigation 
into the involvement of MI6 with Mohamed's torture 
at Guantamo Bay, the British government "cited 
threats from the U.S. government that it would no 
longer engage in intelligence-sharing with Britain - 
i.e., it would no longer pass on information about ter-
rorist threats aimed at British citizens -- if the British 
court disclosed the facts of Mohamed's torture." 
     It was thought that perhaps these threats were re-
sidual messages left over from the Bush administra-
tion. However, further investigation indicated this was 
not the case. The contents of the letters making these 
threats were first revealed by Eli Lake of the Wash-
ington Times last May. "A court filing from the Brit-
ish Foreign Office released recently includes a letter 
from the U.S. government, identified as the 'Obama 
administration's communication.'" The letter read: 
     "If it is determined that [her majesty's government] 
is unable to protect information we provide to it, even 
if that inability is caused by your judicial system, we 
will necessarily have to review with the greatest care 
the sensitivity of information we can provide in the 
future." 
     Glenn Greenwald's further investigation into this 
subject uncovered copies of additional letters with 
threatening connotations. Particularly interesting 
quotes include: 
     "Public disclosure of this information, reasonably 

Meet the new boss, same 
as the old boss.  
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could be expected to cause serious damage to the UK's 
national security." 
     "Without the assistance of these foreign govern-
ments, it is almost certain that the United Kingdom's 
ability to identify and arrest suspected terrorists and to 
disrupt terrorist plots would be severely hampered." 
     "As a consequence, if foreign partners learn that in-
formation it has provided is publicly dis-
closed, these foreign powers could take 
steps to withhold from the United King-
dom sensitive information that could be 
important to its safety and security. Any 
decreased cooperation from those foreign 
partners would adversely impact counter-
terrorism missions and other endeavors." 
     By suppressing information relevant to 
Mohamed's torture, the British Foreign 
Office is in breach of British Law, specif-
ically the International Criminal Court 
Act of 2001. America's threats resulting 
in this suppression were completely ille-
gal. 
     Furthermore, Article 9 in the UN Convention Against 
Torture requires that "States Parties shall afford one an-
other the greatest measure of assistance in connection 
with civil proceedings brought in respect of any of the 
offences referred to in article 4, including the supply of 
all evidence at their disposal necessary for the proceed-
ings." If the US refuses to supply critical anti-terrorism 
information to the British government on the grounds 
that the British government revealed torture evidence, it 
will be in violation of treaty. This would be in violation 
of Article VI Clause 2 of the US Constitution, "all Trea-
ties made, or which shall be made, under the Authority 
of the United States, shall be the supreme Law of the 
Land." 
     Suffice to say Barack Obama is more interested in 
suppressing evidence of a British citizen's torture than 
he is in adhering to constitutional law, treaties, or assist-
ing in the continued well-being of the British population. 
     If the story of Binyam Mohamed is insufficient in 
convincing you of Obama's pro-torture stance, then his 
most recent activities certainly will. In August of 2008, 
the Supreme Court case of Boumediene vs. Bush ruled 
that Guantanamo detainees have the constitutional right 
to habeas corpus. At that time, Senator Obama praised 
the decision as "protecting our core values." 
     President Obama appears to completely disagree with 
Senator Obama. While Obama continues his efforts to 
close Guantanamo, there is evidence to suggest its tor-
ture capabilities will be replaced by Bagram Air Base in 
Afghanistan. Eric Schmitt of the New York Times men-
tioned this disturbing note in his article regarding the 
Bagram prison. 
     "Officials say the importance of Bagram as a holding 
site for terrorism suspects captured outside Afghanistan 
and Iraq has risen under the Obama administration, 
which barred the Central Intelligence Agency from us-
ing its secret prisons for long-term detention and ordered 
the military prison at Guant§namo closed within a year." 

     Why would Bagram become more important with the 
closing of Guantanamo unless the activities of Guan-
tanamo were to be moved to Bagram? 
     According to Charlie Savage of The New York 
Times,"The Obama administration has told a federal 
judge that military detainees in Afghanistan have no 
legal right to challenge their imprisonment there, em-

bracing a key argument of former Presi-
dent Bushôs legal team." 
     What would be the point of granting 
Habeas Corpus in Guantanamo if, after 
Guantanamo is closed, the prisoners are 
simply moved to Bagram? It is a complete 
sham in which Obama is able to keep his 
campaign promise of "closing Guantanamo 
Bay" while continuing the torture which 
motivated its closing. If Obama succeeds, 
he will render the Boumediene decision 
completely irrelevant. 
     We cannot know for certain if Bagram 
will become Obama's Guantanamo until 

they stop concealing information about the numbers, 
identities, and places of capture of Bagram detainees 
(which the ACLU has been seeking). What we do know 
is that the Obama administration has been desperately 
seeking the power to perform Guantanamo-style torture 
at Bagram. Considering David Johnston's article in the 
New York Times citing how "Renditions," or the cap-
ture of foreign citizens to be detained in third-world 
prisons, "will continue," the danger is self-evident. By 
shipping detainees to Bagram, they will be denied the 
rights they would otherwise be granted at Guantanamo 
Bay. 
     It is no wonder the Obama administration so wishes 
to close Guantanamo Bay. The Supreme Court granted 
some very annoying rights to detainees held there. 
     Who knew that the violation of constitutional laws 
and international treaties could be solved with a little 
change in scenery?                   

    -OLIVER KERLIAN 
 
  
 

Your tax dollars, 
hard at work.  
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LOCAL CURRENCIES 
Transactions of the Not - So Distant Future  

L ocal currencies are starting to come back into exist-

ence. They have predominantly appeared in times of eco-
nomic recession or depression throughout history. These 
ideas, which increase community awareness and revitalize 
local economies, should be continued indefinitely. 
     Many blame the reoccurring contractions and expan-
sions in GDP percentage change on the United States mon-
etary system. The U.S. Dollar is an issuance of credit. 
Some already know that this system of perpetual debt can 
never pay 
itself off. 
The United 
States main-
tains this 
monopoly 
over its 
monetary 
system 
through tax-
es, which 
must be rec-
orded and 
paid in U.S. 
Dollars. 
However, do 
not worry: There is a way around all of thisé legally! It is 
called a local currency or community currency. 
     There are a few types of local currency systems that 
have come about in recent years. One is a currency that is 
tied to the U.S. Dollar, one is a currency that is denominat-
ed in labor hours, and the final is a currency that has no tie 
to the U.S. Dollar. 
     A currency that is tied to the U.S. Dollar can be ex-
changed for U.S. Dollars, usually at a 1:1 ratio. In 2006, 
the Berkshire county region of Massachusetts came out 
with a local currency called the BerkShare. The BerkShare 
is a paper currency that has denominations of 1, 5, 10, 20, 
and 50. BerkShares can be purchased from a number of 
local banks that have accepted the program. People pay 95 
U.S. dollars to receive 100 BerkShares. These BerkShares 
can be spent at any business that has agreed to accept this 
form of payment. Purchases at these businesses cost as 
many BerkShares as it would U.S. Dollars. So, the custom-
er is essentially receiving a 5% discount on any purchase. 
If BerkShares are to be traded for U.S. dollars, the bank 
will turn 100 BerkShares back into 95 U.S. Dollars. This is 
an incentive to hold onto BerkShares. The people who end 
up paying for the 5% discount are the businesses, when 
they have to turn them back into U.S. Dollars, and many of 
them are willing. The use of BerkShares can promote only 
local spending. The currency cannot be spent outside of 
the Berkshire region. It is both an incentive for the local 
customer and the local business to use this currency. Com-

munity is supporting community, especially the local 
mom and pop stores that have long been forgotten. 
Although this strengthens the local community, it does 
not break free from the manipulations that the U.S. 
Dollar goes through. 
     Another form of currency is in a unit of labor 
measure. Time Dollars are a form of currency, based 
though an online Time Dollar bank. One Time Dollar 
is equivalent to one hour of labor. People post things 
that are wanted in a section of the online system while 

others 
fulfill 
those 
wants. 
The 
transac-
tion is 
entered 
online; 
an ac-
count is 
credited 
and the 
other is 
debited 
with the 
number 

of Time Dollars. Services can range from babysitting, 
dog walking, or even plumbing. However, these trans-
actions cannot be calculated through equivalence of 
U.S. Dollar value. One hour of one service is worth an 
hour of any other service. The services cannot be 
commercial in manner. This keeps the Time Dollar 
system on a tax-exempt basis. This can help to 
strengthen a community through emphasizing commu-
nity service. The mission statement of TimeBanks is 
to ñreform social and economic systemsé through 
reciprocity.ò  This is a system that can radically 
change the way we look at things socially, economi-
cally, and politically. Work being priced in labor 
hours is not a new theory. Although this would cut ties 
from our current monetary system, we would not be 
able to carry out things beyond the local community. 
Not only that, a labor hour system of pricing would 
price certain goods differently than their true demand 
would price them. The Time Dollar system is a system 
that would work to strengthen and build local commu-
nities, but it would not be a system that could be 
adopted for a large-scale monetary system. 
     The last type of currency is one that has no tie to 
the U.S. Dollar. Numerous currencies in the past have 
included gold and silver as their backing. The United 
States Dollar was backed by gold until 1971, when it 
could no longer support its fixed price. Others have 
used salt, barley, and even shells as money. A nega-
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tive aspect of backing currency by a commodity is that the 
currency can undergo the same fluctuations that the com-
modity goes through. Money should have three attributes: 
it should act as a medium of exchange, unit of account, 
and store of value. A wise man and self-taught economist, 
Dr. Ralph Borsodi, discovered a solution to the problem 
we face with money today. He was tired of writing books 
and wanted to put something into action.  In the 1970ôs, 
Borsodi came up with a currency called the Constant, in 
Exeter, NH. The Constant was not backed by the U.S. Dol-
lar, but instead was backed by a basket of 30 differently 
weighted commodities. The commodities were chosen and 
weighted to provide a stable store of value. It is easy to 
understand that he had accumulated the gold and silver to 
back the Constant. But, how is a currency supposed to 
store commodities such as wheat, oil, and coffee? Borsodi 
had figured he could enter into futures contracts of the 
other 28 commodities and reevaluate them monthly with 
the U.S. dollars that were exchanged for Constants. The 
determination of the exchange rate between Constants and 
U.S. Dollars were also calculated at this time, which was 
the only thing demanded by the United States government. 
For the Constant to be legal, users had to be able to calcu-
late and exchange to U.S. Dollars for tax purposes. The 
money not used to enter into futures contracts were used 
for either loans or to buy securities. These were used to 
cover the administrative costs of managing the currency. 
Borsodi had quit the experiment after one and a half years 
because he had considered it a success and because he was 

too old to continue the system. Over three years, the 
Constant had increased 17% relative to the U.S. Dol-
lar. 
     Having communities use their own local currencies 
will not only build the community itself, but it will 
build communities across the world. The competition 
that local currencies would have between each other 
would provide their own checks and balances. No 
person would want to hold onto a sharply inflating 
currency, even if there is the incentive of helping the 
community. With only one currency to choose, like 
we have today, we are highly susceptible to both the 
ups and downs the Federal Reserve places upon us. 

- JEFF P. 
 
  

COUNTER- ECONOMICS AND YOU! 
A 21st Century Strategy for Liberty in Our Lifetimes  

At first glance, the 

prospects for liberty in 
our lifetimes may 
seem pretty grim. On 
the whole, the most 
visible radical move-
ments of the past cen-
tury have either been 
silenced, become irrel-
evant, or have simply 
run out of energy. Government is everywhere, its con-
sistent effects of oppression and exploitation are far-
reaching, and neither party is willing to stand up and say, 
ñStop this madness!ò And for all the poignant criticisms 
of the culture of corporate capitalism, few have had the 
audacity to delve deeply into how it all came to be this 
wayðto recognize that the fundamental problem lies in 
the various power structures that not only permit this 
abuse of human dignity, but conceptually violate it. In 
short, the revolution is dead. 
     But I certainly do not want this article to be a downer; 
in fact, I think that the process of making us, as individu-
als, absolutely and totally free in our lifetimes is some-

thing that is 
within our grasp 
if  we make 
ourselves un-
governable. 
     This will not 
be your stand-
ard, ñIf we just 
elect this per-
son, then we 
will get what 

we wantò sort of campaign. There is a certain illogic to 
the idea that freedom can be won via electoral politics, 
or that social change can be had without the cultural 
force coming from the populace. To be sure, it is a con-
ceivable possibility, but in practice, actually rolling 
back government is a task best left up to the people. 
The Libertarian Party has (as evidenced by the bizarre-
ly conservative Barr/Root ticket) not only failed but has 
gone backwards in recent years. And for all noise Ron 
Paul made this past election, he could not get out of the 
single-digits in the Republican primaries. Furthermore, 
in the effort to appeal toward political moderates in an 
attempt to gain 51% of the vote, libertarian ideas have 

ñThis movement should create a situation in which au-
thorities will control empty stores, but not the market; 
the employment of workers, but not their livelihood; the 
official media, but not the circulation of information; 
printing plants, but not the publishing movement; the 
mail and telephones, but not communications; and the 
school system, but not education.ò 

ï Wiktor Kulerski, ñA Tribute to the Polish Peopleò (Hat 
Tip to Brad Spangler)  
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abandoned their radical roots, and the public now per-
ceives libertarians to be the most effusive apologists for 
the socio-economic status quo. Is it any wonder then, that 
corporate capitalism has suddenly become synonymous 
with a free market? 
     Imagine a political society in which all self-described 
libertarians focused their energies not on raising money for 
equivocating candidates, or convincing enough Americans 
to pull a lever for their favored man, but on building a 
marketplace outside of the State's purview with the goal of 
implementing a consciousness among citizenry that we do 
not need to be dominated by corporate interests, greedy 
politicians, and a system of welfare and warfare that 
claims to serve us, but in actuality limits the scope of hu-
man freedom and flourishing. A stress on electoral politics 
will only lead to being 
outclassed by those with 
a vested interest in the 
government as it current-
ly standsðafter all, they 
have the money and 
power. That is not to say 
the State will not play an 
important role in its own 
demise, but the focus 
needs to be on imple-
menting strategies that 
actively resist the State 
rather than play into its 
hands. 
     We could call a revo-
lutionary strategy such as 
this an example of direct 
action. Instead of impa-
tiently waiting to convince 51% of the populace to vote a 
certain way, practitioners of counter-establishment eco-
nomics (hereafter referred to as counter-economics) would 
design communities to help get people what they want 
independently of the State, and without its permission.  
Counter-economics ignores the establishment rituals de-
signed to hamper the competitive force of free individuals 
in favor of alternative economic institutionsðillegal black 
markets and ñunofficialò grey-marketsðto go about ac-
quiring what they want. That is the true beauty of counter-
economics: it gives you the ability to merge your political 
goals with your personal ones without becoming the self-
immolating activist, provided that it is not your style. 
     Fortunately, many of these anti-state mechanisms are 
already in place, and are growing stronger with each pass-
ing year. The skyrocketing numbers of illegal immigrants 
in this country is a huge problem, for them, because it 
challenges the State's ability to enforce its own stupid laws 
that require a ñpermission slipò to freely associateðan un-
American idea if I've ever heard one. Meanwhile, we have 
these ñunauthorizedò human beings engaging in non-
taxable exchange while steering clear of the border fas-
cists. The State says you cannot sell nor consume illegal 
drugs because maintaining the Drug War is is vital to the 
plans of entrenched elites; well, we do it anyway. The 
State commands that we avoid file-sharing and violating 

copyright laws because it is in the interest of the me-
dia moguls to preserve their monopoly control of in-
formation; well, pirates across the U.S. use Bittorrent, 
Limewire, and DC++ on a daily basis. As Jeff Powers' 
article in this issue has noted, local currencies and 
LETS (Local Exchange Trading Systems) barter net-
works have historically played a role in defying the 
State, and they will continue to play an integral role in 
the future. In addition, activists across the country 
have begun to monitor the actions of police through 
their local CopWatch, or have set up mutual aid shops 
to facilitate the desires of the needy. Radical unions 
like the IWW, whose raison d'°tre is to destroy the 
capitalist class, are also an example of counter-
economics at work. 

     The revolution is 
alive and well. Not 
only does bypassing 
the State and failing 
to comply with their 
approved activities 
actually make you 
more free from state 
coercion, it encour-
ages others to asso-
ciate within your 
informal network as 
well. A vibrant, dy-
namic community of 
free people working 
in solidarity, active-
ly defying the rules 
of governmental 
powers is a propa-

ganda tool in itself: We don't need the State ordering 
us around. We get along fine without having to resort 
to monopoly force because a functional, stable order 
arises without a central planner. 
     The struggle against state oppression is vital for 
anyone interested in liberty-based activism. Leave 
legal reform to the statists. Anarchists should be going 
about creating anarchy. A populist strategy of re-
sistance that utilizes the tools we have to make our-
selves independent, ungovernable individuals and 
communities, actively putting the power in our hands, 
is enough reason to be optimistic about the prospects 
for liberty not just in our lifetimes, but today. 

-MATT IGNAL 



New Liberty Volume 2, Issue 1   9 

 

Necessary Evils  

ñA government that is big 
enough to give you all you 
want is big enough to take it 
all away. ñ 

 
-Barry S. Goldwater 

ñWhat has made the state a 
hell on earth has been pre-
cisely that man has tried to 
make it his heaven. ñ 

 
-Johann Hölderlin  

ñYou're not supposed to be 
so blind with patriotism that 
you can't face reality. Wrong 
is wrong no matter who 
does it or who says it .ò 

-Malcolm X  
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S ince earlier this year we have all been bombarded 

by the main stream media about the "new" H1N1 flu 
virus which seems to have originated in Mexico. The 
American people have been constantly put into fear by 
the media about how contagious and dangerous this flu 
is and how many people 
would die over the summer. 
The reality was that not many 
people have died from the 
H1N1 virus as they have 
from the regular seasonal flu 
which has a death rate of 
0.1%. The actual death rate of 
H1N1 is between .007% 
and .045%, about half as le-
thal as the regular flu. So 
why is there such a panic 
over this strain of virus when 
it is less lethal than the sea-
sonal virus?  The observa-
tions are clear, that the gov-
ernment is using another fear 
tactic to pass more laws re-
stricting our last remaining 
bits of freedom. Government on both the state and feder-
al level, as well as foreign governments, have been pass-
ing or trying to pass unconstitutional laws that would 
bring us closer to a true martial law state than ever be-
fore.  
     In June of 2009 the WHO (World Health Organiza-
tion) had worries that the flu had reached pandemic lev-
els and declared it a level 6 pandemic on June 11th, 
2009. A pandemic level gives the government more 
power during a state of emergency than it regularly 
would have.  
During a state of emergency the constitution is basically 
put on hold while the government deals with eliminating 
the current threat until it is gone. How long it would take 
for the government to eliminate a threat canôt be calcu-
lated, after all we have been in a state of war since 2001.  
     The first order of business was to create immunity for 
the government and corporations who would profit from 
this fear mongered virus. Kathleen Sebelius signed a 
decree that basically gives complete immunity to any 
vaccine maker from any legal action due to adverse af-
fects from any new vaccine they create. This decree also 
extends immunity to the government who distributes the 
vaccines and any medical personnel such as nurses or 
doctors who give the flu to anyone. 
     Once that was done and through the next step was to 
start passing laws that would make it very hard for a 
person who did not take the vaccine to function in every 
day society. The leader in this department is none other 

than our neighbor Massachusetts. With a law that passed 
by under the radar Massachusetts now has the power to 
order you through the courts to be quarantined in your 
house or a government facility if you refuse to take the 
vaccine. If you refuse the order and leave your house 
you are fined $1000 per day you do so. If you had 

enough food and supplies 
to last you a month this 
would be no problem. 
Most people have a job 
and could not afford to be 
quarantined in their 
homes for this time period 
so it makes living a nor-
mal life rather difficult for 
a person who does not 
take the vaccine. In Bos-
ton they even started to 
give people metal brace-
lets, which were originally 
developed for mass disas-
ters, to wear as proof of 
receiving the vaccine and 
to keep track of the people 
who did or did not do so. 
In the newest develop-

ment Massachusetts has proposed legislation that would 
allow police to forcefully quarantine residents and im-
pose martial law without a warrant. This legislation 
would essentially let police come into your house and 
try to vaccinate you, and if you refuse they can incarcer-
ate you without a trial. Fortunately a US federal judge 
has ruled that compulsory vaccinations are unconstitu-
tional. This would be a direct violation of the 4th 
amendment where people ñhave the right to be secure in 
their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against unrea-
sonable searches and seizuresò without a warrant. Basi-
cally what they are trying to do is scare people into be-
ing compliant, to take the vaccine, in the name of public 
safety. This comes right back to when the patriot act was 
passed in the name of safety that gave the government 
more powers that are also unconstitutional, such as spy-
ing on American citizens without a warrant, playing on 
peoplesô fears that we are in danger and the government 
is here to protect us all. 
     In New York, state medical workers are being forced 
to take the vaccinations or they may lose their jobs. This 
is another example of where we have a ñchoiceò, to be 
under control, or to live a life where itôs socially difficult 
to live in this society. The workers know the proper pre-
cautions to take in order to stop spreading disease, they 
are professionals, and they do not want to put them-
selves at risk from an untested vaccine. 
     In the state of Iowa the Department of Public Health 

SURVIVING THE SWINE FLU òPANDEMICó 
What You Should Know Before You Get that Government Vaccine!  

You little bastard, you just killed us all!  




