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When North Carolina voters head
to the polls Nov. 2, they will
be asked to approve a change in

the state constitution that would radically
alter how localities approach economic de-
velopment. The proposed amendment, la-
beled Amendment One on the ballot, would
allow for the use of tax increment financing
to help pay for certain improvements. While
popular with local governments in the 48
states that allow them, TIFs remain highly
controversial.

To many local government officials and
economic developers, TIFs represent a valu-
able method in helping to attract business
to specific locations.

“After rampant job losses and an
economy that remains unstable, there is no
better time for North Carolina to have this
tool,” said Leslie Bevacqua Coman, Steer-
ing Committee Chairman of North Carolin-
ians for Jobs and Progress, the main group
lobbying for the measure.

Others see it differently. The National
Federation of Independent Businesses,
which represents small-business owners, is
noticeably less-inspired by the proposed
amendment.

“Amendment One is simply another
way to raise government debt without spe-
cific voter approval, and your property taxes
will be the tool” it stated recently in a press
release urging its members to vote against
the measure.

What’s a TIF anyway?

Redevelopment efforts in distressed ar-
eas — or for that matter, improvements that
might generate development in general —
will typically increase property values, pro-
ducing higher property-tax collections even
if the tax rate remains constant over time.

TIFs are a method of paying for such
improvements. A local government comes
up with a development plan for a specifi-
cally defined area, which usually involves
making capital expenditures to improve
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TIFs often don’t deliver

as promised, research

in Iowa demonstrates

the area. Tax collections from the TIF dis-
trict are split into two income streams, one
that reflects tax collections at the current
property valuations, and a second stream
that will capture tax revenue from future
increases in property values.

Tax revenues based upon the current
valuations are allocated as before to mu-
nicipal and county governments. The extra
tax revenues — the “tax increment” — that
comes from higher property values go to a
special fund that pays for the improve-
ments in the district. Projected TIF property
tax revenues also represent a future income
stream against which a local government
can borrow, hence the name “tax increment
financing.” This approach allows for the
improvements to be built immediately and
paid for over time. Such TIF-backed bonds
do not require voter approval. Property tax
rates would remain the same in the TIF
district as in the rest of the community.

TIF districts have limited life spans,

with somewhere between seven and 30
years, depending upon the state, being typi-
cal. When the TIF district ends, the tax
increment is distributed like the base amount
in the usual fashion to the municipal and
county government.

TIFs were originally conceived as a way
to help finance improvements in areas de-
termined to be “blighted” or “distressed.”
This approach allowed for a narrower focus
than an enterprise zone. TIFs have been
used to fund a wide range of activities,
including infrastructure improvements
such as streets and sewers, land acquisition,
demolition of abandoned buildings, clean-
ing up brownfields, and job training for
those living in the TIF zone.

In recent years, however, the focus of
TIFs has shifted away from blight elimina-
tion toward more general economic devel-
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Whether tax increment financing
really works as advertised is an
empirical question. In recent

years, several academic studies have closely
examined the issue. This research suggests
that TIFs as typically used produce few, if
any, of the benefits claimed. Indeed, in some
circumstances they may actually be coun-
terproductive.

In 2002, David Swenson and Liesl
Eathington of the Iowa State University
Department of Economics released a study
on their state’s experience with TIFs.

Iowa had traditionally allowed TIFs
only to address urban decay. In 1985, how-
ever, it liberalized its laws to allow TIFs for
economic development purposes. In re-
sponse, the number of TIFs in Iowa dra-
matically increased, with 323 municipali-
ties using them in 1999, compared to only
126 a decade earlier. The increase in the
number of TIF districts over the same 10-
year period was even more staggering; in
1989 Iowa had 185 TIF districts, in 1999
2,469. In 1999, 7.1 percent of Iowa’s urban
tax base was in TIF districts; in 1989, it was
only 1.7 percent. The value of land and
property tax collections in TIF districts also
increased several fold over the 10-year pe-
riod.

The Iowa State researchers also exam-
ined the relationship between the use of
TIFs and desirable outcomes, such as popu-
lation growth, job growth, increased retail
trade, and higher housing valuation. What
Swenson and Eathington found could best
be described as a lack of correlation. Only
changes in manufacturing jobs was corre-
lated at even a moderate level with TIF
collections, hardly a surprising finding
given that TIFs were often used to lure
exactly such jobs.

From this, Swenson and Eathington
concluded that “on net, however, except for
the increment to manufacturing jobs, there
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On Tuesday, Nov. 9 in Raleigh, the
John Locke Foundation will
present a post-election analysis

luncheon featuring political consultant Dick
Morris.

Morris is almost universally credited
with piloting Bill Clinton to a stunning come-
back re-election victory in 1996 after the
president lost Congress to the Republicans
two years before. Called “the most influen-
tial private citizen in America” by Time
magazine, Morris helped steer Clinton to
the center and away from the liberal poli-
cies he had pursued in his first two years in
office.

Morris is also credited with advising
Clinton to sign the welfare reform bill of
1996 and getting him to back a balanced
budget, both key centrist positions.

Morris began his relationship with
Clinton in 1977 when he handled the Ar-
kansas attorney general’s successful cam-
paign to become the youngest governor in
the nation. Morris did not work on Clinton’s
campaign for re-election in 1980, which
Clinton lost, but did oversee Clinton’s come-
back victory in 1982 as well as his Arkansas
re-election victories in 1984, 1986, and 1990.

In addition to Clinton, Morris has
handled the winning campaigns for more
than 30 senators or governors including
Republican Senate Majority Leader Trent
Lott and former Governors Bill Weld of
Massachusetts and Pete Wilson of Califor-
nia.

Morris has become a familiar figure as
a commentator for the Fox News
Channel. He writes a weekly column for
the New York Post and The Hill in the U.S.
and the National Post in Canada.

In November 1999, Morris founded a
Web site called Vote.com, where people log

Dick Morris, Michael Barone to Analyze Election Results

Calendar

on to vote on the major issues. Their opin-
ions are then e-mailed to their senators and
members of Congress and to other signifi-
cant decision makers.

In the 11 months of the site’s operation,
more than one million voters registered
their e-mail addresses and zip codes with
Vote.com and cast a total of more than 15
million votes.

Morris has written four books. His 1997
best selling memoir of the Clinton Admin-
istration was entitled Behind the Oval Office,
Winning the Presidency in the Nineties. In
1999, he wrote The New Prince: Machiavelli
Updated for the 21st Century. In 2000, he
wrote Vote.com - A guide to the Internet based
politics of the future. His first book, Bum Rap

on American Cities — The Real Causes of Ur-
ban Decay, was published in 1977.

His latest book, Power Plays, sketches
the careers of 20 of history’s leading figures
and the strategies they used to gain political
power. It compares the successful and un-
successful strategies of Winston Churchill,
Clinton, Ronald Reagan, Abraham Lincoln,
Charles de Gaulle, Harry Truman, Franklin
D. Roosevelt, Tony Blair, and many others.

Admission for the luncheon, to be con-
ducted at noon at the Brownstone Hotel, is
$25. For more information or to preregister,
call (919)828-3876, send an e-mail message
to events@ JohnLocke.org, or visit the Locke
Foundation website at www.johnlocke.org.

Barone to speak in Charlotte

On the same day — Nov. 9 — political
journalist Michael Barone will also size up
the national election results for an audience
of business and civic leaders in Charlotte.

Barone is a senior writer for U.S.News &
World Report and principal coauthor of The
Almanac of American Politics. He has written
for many publications, including the Econo-
mist and the New York Times. He is a fre-
quent commentator on Fox News and other
television and radio channels.

“Carolina Journal Radio”

The staff of Carolina Journal co-produces
a weekly newsmagazine, “Carolina Journal
Radio,” which appears in syndication on 19
radio stations across North Carolina. You
can visit CarolinaJournal.com to locate an
affiliate in your area. Also, subscriptions to
a monthly CD containing selected episodes
of the program are available by calling (919)
828-3876.               CJ
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opment usage. Many cities across the coun-
try are using TIFs to fund incentives to help
bring specific private businesses to specific
parcels of land.

While all states but North Carolina and
Arizona allow TIFs, it does not follow that
a given project could be financed through a
TIF in all of these 48 states. Each state has its
own set of requirements that must be met
before a TIF zone can be created. Many
states focus on factors associated with eco-
nomic distress, such as the age of housing or
property abandonment. Other states, how-
ever, are more lenient in allowing TIFs —
with some, including Vermont, only re-
quiring that the zone would encourage de-
velopment, create jobs, or increase tax rev-
enues.

While Amendment One would change
the state constitution to allow TIFs, the ac-
tual rules on establishing and operating a
“project financing district” (as TIF districts
would be called in North Carolina) are set
by statute. The already-enacted North Caro-
lina Project Development Financing Act
spends more than 11,000 words laying out
these regulations, which generally allow
for the liberal use of TIFs. The General
Assembly, of course, remains free to change
these rules in the future.

Third time the charm?

This year’s referendum marks the third
time North Carolina voters have been asked
to approve tax increment financing. Voters
rejected similar constitutional amendments
to allow TIFs in 1982 and 1993.

Proponents of Amendment One high-
light the importance of the funding method
for economic development purposes.

“This amendment will help create jobs,”
stated Brenden Blackwell, first vice presi-
dent of the N.C. Association of County Com-
missioners, on the group’s website . “We do
have a lot of depressed communities, and
this will be a way that could help us. Amend-
ment One will give communities and coun-
ties a proven tool that has helped reinvigo-
rate local economies across the country.”

In an effort to enhance the odds of
passage, proponents are not referring to the
financing scheme by its common name of

Research Questions the Effectiveness of Tax-Increment Financing
Continued From Page 1

is no evidence of economy wide benefits
(trade, all nonfarm jobs), fiscal benefits, or
population gains.”

The authors also noted that “it seems
apparent that the ease with which TIF dis-
trict designation can be done in Iowa, along
with the multiplicity of uses that TIF dis-
tricts can be put, that the law now has
become a de facto entitlement for new indus-
try and housing development in the state
with little or no evidence of overall public
benefit or meaningful discussion of the mean
cost of the practice.”

Ironically, North Carolinians for Jobs
and Progress, the main lobbying group in
support of Amendment One, uses selective
portions of Swenson and Eathington’s data
in arguing for TIFs.

On its website (www.amendment
one.org/qanda.html), the group has a ques-
tion-and-answer section that includes,
“How have the bonds worked in other
states?”

The answer given is “There is little, if
any dispute, among those studies that there
are significant increases in jobs, private in-
vestment, property values and tax revenues

within the development districts.” The
webpage then notes the rapid increase in
property values and tax collections in Iowa
TIF districts between 1989 and 1999. It makes
no mention, however, of the large increase
in the number of TIF districts over the 10-
year-period or the authors’ conclusions.

North Carolinians for Jobs and Progress
did not respond to an e-mail seeking com-
ment about the use of the information.

Swenson and Eathington’s paper is
available at www.econ.iastate.edu/re
search/webpapers/NDN0138.pdf.

Evidence from Chicago

A 1999 paper by economists Richard
Dye and David Merriman used a more sta-
tistical approach to examine the impact of
TIF districts in the metropolitan Chicago
area. The results, like the Iowa State paper,
question the value of TIFs.

Dye and Merrimans’s paper aimed at
figuring out why cities choose to create TIFs
or otherwise make use of economic devel-
opment incentives. Is the real goal to rede-
velop rundown areas, address some prob-
lem the free market by itself cannot solve, to
engage in bidding wars to attract new busi-

nesses or perhaps to attract money from
other levels of government? To get at the
question, the two researchers developed an
econometric model to explain local govern-
ment actions and outcomes.

One area of special interest involved
communities that adopted TIFs during the
late 1980s and how they fared compared to
municipalities that didn’t adopt TIFs. While
the researchers found both groups of towns
grew at the same rate in the early 1980s
before some adopted TIFs, their economic
trajectories changed dramatically after TIFs
were adopted. In the early 1990s, the com-
munities with TIFs saw their assessed prop-
erty values grow by 0.79 percent per year
less than those communities without TIFs.
The difference was even more marked in
the non-TIF area of towns with TIFs com-
pared to towns without TIFs; property val-
ues grew 1.31 percent per year faster in the
towns not using tax increment financing.

Rapid property valuation increases do
occur in TIF zones, though this can create
something of a trap. Policymakers may per-
ceive only what’s happening in the TIF
zone and not the negative impact on the
community as a whole and thus come to an
invalid conclusion about TIF’s effects.

An additional question is whether TIFs
cause lower growth rates or whether cities
that experience, for some other reason, slow
growth resort to TIFs. Dye and Merriman
reject the notion that TIFs are a choice of
communities where growth has otherwise
stalled as their model accounted for loca-
tion, fiscal structure, and community type.
The use of TIFs, the authors concluded, is
what was reducing growth rates.

They also note that this outcome can be
explained using standard economic as-
sumptions. The model also suggested that
local officials’ decision to adopt TIFs was
primarily motivated by a desire to elimi-
nate blight.

“In summary, the evidence suggests
that TIF adoption has a real cost for munici-
pal growth rates,” concluded Dye and
Merriman. “Municipalities that elect to
adopt TIF stimulate the growth of blighted
areas at the expense of the larger town. We
doubt that most municipal decision-mak-
ers are aware of this tradeoff or that they
would willingly sacrifice significant mu-
nicipal growth to create TIF districts.”

The paper is available at www.igpa.
uillinois.edu/publications/workingPapers
/WP75-TIF.pdf.               CJ

Highlights of the proposed Amendment One N.C. constitutional amendment and the asso-
ciated North Carolina Project Development Financing Act that would implement it:

• Allows for municipalities and counties to establish tax increment financing zones
(“project financing districts”). Proposed municipality created TIF-districts require
county approval. Counties may only establish the districts in unincorporated areas.

• The criteria for property in TIF districts is at least one of:
“(1) Blighted, deteriorated, deteriorating, undeveloped, or inappropriately devel-
oped from the standpoint of sound community development and growth.
 (2) Appropriate for rehabilitation or conservation activities.
 (3) Appropriate for the economic development of the community.”

• The municipality or county must develop a plan for a proposed TIF district. The
plan must describe proposed public and private development in the area, and a
projection of the tax increment.

• Cities and counties are allowed to assist private businesses in “development
projects.” A development project is defined as “A capital project that includes capi-
tal expenditures by both private persons and one or more units of local government
and that increases net employment opportunities for residents of the development
district or within a two-mile radius of the project, whichever is larger, and increases
the local government tax base.”

• TIF districts may not exceed 5 percent of the land area of a government unit.

• For TIF districts outside of a city’s central business district, “a maximum of twenty
percent (20%) of the plan’s estimated square footage of floor space may be pro-
posed for use in retail sales, hotels, banking, and financial services offered directly
to consumers, and other commercial uses other than office space.”

• Voter approval is not required for bonds backed by future TIF revenues. Bonds
backed by TIF revenues plus other revenue streams would generally require voter
approval.

• Property owners and a locality can agree to a minimum value for a property in a
TIF district.

• The maximum life span for a TIF district is 30 years.

• The issuance of TIF-backed bonds requires the approval of the Local Government
Commission. Factors the commission uses in determining whether to approve bonds
includes a requirement that private development would not be likely to occur with-
out the public projects to be financed by the bonds.

• Cities that annex a county-created project financing district would receive prop-
erty tax revenue from both the base and any tax increments. The city and county
may, however, enter into an agreement at any time for some or all of the annexing
city’s increment tax stream to be used by the TIF district. Such an agreement may be
for the life of the district or a shorter period of time.

The full text of Senate Bill 725, the legislation authorizing the referendum and other changes,
is available at www.ncleg.net/html2003/bills/AllVersions/Senate/S725vc.html

How TIFs would work in North Carolina

“tax increment financing,” but instead are
using the moniker of “self-financing bonds.”
They also imply that these bonds would
essentially be free money, that using TIFs
has no effect on local taxes, and that issuing
the bonds carries only trivial, if any, risk.

Roy Cordato, vice president for research
and resident scholar at the John Locke Foun-
dation, questions these categorizations.

“The fact is that the assessed valuation
of properties is likely to go up not only on
the newly developed parcels, but also for
previously existing businesses and home-
owners,” Cordato said. “This means that
the existing residents of the area will have
to pay additional property taxes while not
really receiving the benefits of the program.
These higher tax payments are not going to
improve schools in the area or provide bet-
ter services, but to pay back the bondhold-
ers.”

City and counties can already issue
bonds for economic development purposes,
it’s just that they require voter approval.

This fact is not lost on opponents of
Amendment One such as the NFIB.

“Make no mistake about it, however;
this is the same old program, which would
give local governments the authority to
spend taxpayer dollars without voter ap-
proval to subsidize large businesses under
the guise of ‘economic development,’” the
group’s North Carolina chapter wrote in an
August statement.

“Clearly, local governments know that
they can’t sell these projects to voters on
their merits, so they want to bypass tax-
payer consideration altogether,” the state
chapter of NFIB stated.

For their part, Amendment One propo-
nents are taking no chances. Aside from a
website urging adoption of the measure
(www.amend mentone.org), they also have
set up the sites www.noamendment
one.com, www.noamendmentone.net and
www.noamendmentone.info, which pre-
sents identical information as that on their
main site.

The primary site for opponents of the
amendment is www.noamendmentone.org.

“It’s just preventive medicine,” aid Ken
Eudy to The Charlotte Observer. Eudy is a
political strategist working to get Amend-
ment One adopted and whose firm regis-
tered the sites.               CJ
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The North Carolina Republican Party
in August endorsed Raleigh lawyer
Paul Newby for the Supreme Court

seat vacated by Justice Robert Orr, and the
gesture gave an inkling of how the two
major political parties might treat the non-
partisan races this year.

The 2004 campaign marks the first elec-
tion in which candidates for appellate court
judgeships cannot denote their party affili-
ation on the ballot. The Democrat-domi-
nated General Assembly applied the new
restrictions during the 2002 session after a
string of Republican successes in Supreme
Court and Court of Appeals races in recent
election cycles.

Interviews with candidates and party
officials, and information culled from their
websites, indicate that the GOP and judicial
nominees they support may show more
boldness about their ties than will the Demo-
crats.

“I think it benefits Republicans to have
their party identified,” said Bill Peaslee,
chief of staff for the North Carolina Repub-
lican Party. “When the average voter goes
to vote, they think law and order, and they
think Republican.”

That belief has been supported in the
results for state Supreme Court races, which
Republicans have dominated since 1998.
The results for Court of Appeals races were
more mixed, although the GOP won four
out of five of those races in 2002.

“Clearly this is one way to try to dilute
the Republican advantage in judicial elec-
tions,” said Andrew Taylor, a political sci-

Air pollution has been solved as
a long-term problem by already-
adopted measures that will elimi-
nate most remaining pollution from
automobiles and industry in com-
ing years, according to a new report
released by the John Locke Founda-
tion.

According to Joel Schwartz, au-
thor of “Clearing the Air in North
Carolina: Pollution Myths and Re-
alities,” the recently raised federal
ozone standard is the only remain-
ing air pollution challenge facing
the state, which meets the Environ-
mental Protection Agency’s stan-
dards for carbon monoxide, sulfur
dioxide, nitrogen oxides, and
“coarse” airborne particulates
(PM10).

Most (95 percent) of the state’s
monitors comply with the EPA’s fine
particulate standards (PM2.5), as
well as the agency’s previous ozone
standard.

The EPA raised the standards
for ozone, in April, nudging the state
out of compliance for those pollut-
ants. The implications for the state
can be costly, Schwartz said.

“Policymakers and business
leaders worry whether the state can
meet the new federal requirements
and avoid imposed limits on eco-
nomic development and loss of fed-
eral transportation funds,” he wrote.

In his report, Schwartz criticized
traditional approaches to reducing
pollution like measures to reduce
driving automobiles and “com-
mand-and-control” regulations on
industrial emissions. He said the
reductions achieved in recent years
through technological advance-
ments and Clean Air Act provisions
mean “that population and trans-
portation growth will have little ef-
fect on future air-quality improve-
ments.”

Instead, Schwartz said North
Carolina can speed progress toward
attainment of the new ozone stan-
dard by adopting other measures at
lesser costs than most current pro-
posals. He said perhaps the “great-
est untapped opportunity” is “gross-
polluting,” or older, automobiles.

“The worst 5 percent of cars pro-
duce half of all ozone-forming vola-
tile organic compound (VOC) emis-
sions,” he wrote.

Schwartz recommended finan-
cial incentives for owners of older
vehicles to repair or scrap them in
favor of new cars. “An aggressive
program could reduce automobile
VOC emissions by 30 to 40 percent
within a year or two,” he said.

Schwartz also condemned solu-
tions, such as rail transit, recom-
mended by “regulators and activ-
ists” that are costly and have almost
no effect on emissions. Two of those
activist groups, the American Lung
Association and the Public Interest
Research Group, were the targets of
much of Schwartz’s myth-debunk-
ing.

For example, Schwartz said the
ALA uses much more stringent stan-
dards then the EPA when grading
air quality, and then often issues
unnecessarily alarmist reports.

“All of North Carolina complies
with the 24-hour PM2.5 standard by
a large margin,” Schwartz wrote,
“yet ALA gave an ‘A’ to only a few
counties and failed three.”             CJ

Republicans more likely than Democrats to openly support ‘nonpartisan’ candidates

State Parties Differ on Judicial Politicking

ence professor at North Carolina State Uni-
versity.

But the recent elections in which GOP
candidates emerged victorious were mostly
by slim margins. Taylor said that at least
Democratic lawmakers showed restraint by
keeping judgeships as elected offices.

“They could have gone even further
and made them all appointed,” he said.
Such a move would have favored Demo-
crats, who hold nearly all the Council of
State offices and have maintained power in

the legislature for some time.
Given the current rules, however, con-

servative candidates seem more poised to
capitalize on their Republican ties than their
opponents do with the Democratic Party.
Besides Newby, the state GOP announced
in May that it would endorse Court of Ap-
peals candidates Barbara Jackson, Bill
Parker, and Alice Stubbs. The party also

Court of Appeals Judge Linda McGee, supported by state Democrats, will be challenged in
November by the North Carolina Republican Party’s preference, Bill Parker.

Continued as “Parties Endorse,” Page 5

Ferry Division Raided by State, Federal Authorities
By DON CARRINGTON
Associate Publisher

RALEIGH

The director of the North Carolina
Department of Transportation’s
Ferry Division and the superinten-

dent of dredge and field maintenance were
the focus of a raid on state offices by state
and federal law enforcement Aug. 26.

Superintendent of Dredge and Field
Maintenance Bill Moore, who reports di-
rectly to Ferry Division Director Jerry
Gaskill, has claimed responsibility for ille-
gal dredging that occurred in May in the
Currituck Sound near Corolla. But both he
and Gaskill said the dredging was acciden-
tal. Moore said that he and other employees
did not “kick a channel” with the boat’s
propellers, but that they were marking the
channel.

“We are aware that officials visited the
Ferry Division. Obviously we cannot com-
ment on an ongoing investigation,” DOT
spokesman Bill Jones told Carolina Journal.

Moore was the supervisor on site when
the dredging occurred. He is based at the
Cherry Branch ferry terminal on the Neuse
River near Havelock. He refused to com-
ment when contacted by a reporter at his
office the day after the raids.

The search warrants used to conduct
the raid were issued by U.S. Magistrate
Judge William Webb at the request of a
special agent in the Criminal Investigative
Division of the U.S. Environmental Protec-
tion Agency. Agents from the State Bureau
of Investigation also participated in the raid.
CJ has been unable to confirm the participa-
tion of the FBI as previously reported.

The dredging is associated with the
establishment of a new passenger service
from Corolla to Currituck that was sup-

posed to begin by May 1. NCDOT docu-
ments show that dredging at Corolla was
necessary and was in the project budget,
but NCDOT has yet to apply for a permit
from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

In a June 24 e-mail to the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, Moore gave the follow-
ing account of the incident: On May 20,
three Ferry Division work vessels were used
to place new, and replace existing markers
in the established boat channel to the N. C.
Wildlife and Currituck County boat docks
in Corolla. When one of the boats that came
to pick him up at the Corolla dock hit the
bottom, he instructed the operator,
deckhand Stephen Smith, to continue to the
dock. Later, after Smith’s boat developed
mechanical problems, his boat was secured
to one of the other boats, and they finished
marking the channel on the third boat.
Moore acknowledged that Smith’s boat “in-
curred some resistance while turning
around at the dock.” Reached at his home in
Atlantic, Smith refused to discuss the inci-
dent.

Warrants for the raid were returned
Sept. 1 and became available to the public at
the federal courthouse in Raleigh. They
showed that in addition to searching the
division’s central office in Morehead City,
officials also searched the division’s ship-
yard in Manns Harbour, the field Mainte-
nance Office in Havelock, and the three
ferry division boats that were involved in
the dredging. The warrants also specifi-
cally allowed for a search of the state ve-
hicles used by Gaskill and Moore, and any
personal or official notes maintained by
Gaskill or Moore.

Items seized included work orders,
memos, files, notebooks, computer hard
drives, a laptop computer, and “documents

from Gaskill’s leather portfolio.”
News reports about the dredging sur-

faced in early July, when Jan DeBlieu, Cape
Hatteras coastkeeper with the North Caro-
lina Coastal Federation, issued a press re-
lease. The new channel is estimated to be
700 feet in length, 30 feet wide, and 5 to 6
feet deep. Previously the area was 2 feet
deep. The N.C. Division of Coastal Man-
agement issued NCDOT a violation notice
June 28 for dredging without a permit.

Currituck County officials said the ferry
service was necessary because students liv-
ing on the Currituck County section of the
Outer Banks would no longer be able to
attend Dare County schools because of
crowding.

They said the bus ride to the mainland,
entirely by land, was too long. With State
Senate President Pro Tem Marc Basnight of
Dare County as the driving force, the N.C.
General Assembly appropriated $834,000
for the project. Annual operating costs are
estimated to be more than $400,000.

Forty students were initially expected
to use the ferry, however Currituck school
officials now say only 10 students would
use it this year.

While the project was touted as neces-
sary for the students, representatives of the
Sanderling Inn Resort had an interest in the
ferry. They have sought an alternative way
to get housekeepers and other workers to
the resort. Documents show resort officials
had met with Ferry Division officials and
approved the route.

After several delays, the new ferry ves-
sel, a 50-foot, 50-passenger pontoon boat
with an enclosed cabin, arrived in Dare
County at the end of August.

CJ was unable to determine when the
service would start.               CJ
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Governor flew on plane or helicopter 25 times this year for personal travel

Easley Increases Use of State Aircraft for Trips to Southport Home
By PAUL CHESSER
Associate Editor

RALEIGH

D espite scrutiny by The News &
Observer of Raleigh in 2002 over
his use of state aircraft to travel to

his home in Southport, Gov. Mike Easley
has increased the frequency of such trips
this year.

Of the 48 day trips this year (through
Aug. 15) on the state Department of
Commerce’s Sikorsky 76 helicopter or
Cessna 550 airplane, 25 included legs that
either dropped Easley off in Brunswick
County or nearby Wilmington at the end of
a week, or picked him up there on a Mon-
day or Tuesday.

By early June 2002, The N&O reported
that Easley had flown to or from home 16
times that year on the helicopter. Bryan
Beatty, secretary of the Department of Crime
Control and Public Safety, which is respon-
sible for the governor’s security, at the time
defended usage of the helicopter as often
necessary for Easley’s protection. He also
said sometimes it makes more sense for
time efficiency.

Nearly all the trips this year were to
promote Easley’s agenda, with most carry-
ing a public relations staffer. Eighteen of
this year’s excursions were to the locations
of new or expanding businesses in the state,
for the purpose of announcing Easley’s dis-
bursement of targeted economic develop-
ment incentives to the companies. Other
reasons given for the air travel were ribbon
cuttings, troop deployments, highway dedi-
cations, and bill signings. Easley also flew
to survey damage caused by Hurricane Alex;
to the National Governors’ Association con-
ference in Washington, D.C.; to the North
Carolina Association of Educators’ confer-
ence in Fayetteville; and to Wilmington on
a Sunday for a press conference in anticipa-
tion of the arrival of Hurricane Charley.

The Department of Commerce oper-
ates the helicopter at an hourly rate of $2,050,
while the Cessna costs $1,782 per hour to
run. In all, the governor has been in the air
on taxpayer-funded aircraft this year for
110 hours at a cost of $217,711. However,
other state agencies (including Easley’s of-
fice) that use the aircraft are billed only at
$550 per hour. The governor’s office has
been charged $61,095 for aircraft usage this
year.

Easley this year had accumulated 12,828
miles in air travel on state-owned aircraft
through Aug. 15.

Eleven of the trips were identified as
partially for political events, in addition to
official state business. State policy for such
trips, issued by the Office of State Budget
and Management, says “state funds may be
used to pay up to one-half of the travel and/
or subsistence costs.” In those cases the
state agency is charged at the lower rate,
while the non-state entity (Easley’s cam-
paign, in this case) must pay at the actual
operating rate. In each of the 11 partially
political trips, the time usage was divided
evenly between the campaign and the
governor’s office at their respective rates.

The Easley campaign has paid $26,156
so far this year to offset the cost of travel on
state aircraft.

Only two of Easley’s day trips that in-
cluded political activity had legs to his
Southport home. Every jaunt from Raleigh,
where the aircraft always originate, to
Wilmington/Brunswick County represents
about 100 air miles and about one hour of
aircraft usage. Easley’s presence at his
coastal home on weekends required that
pilots pick him up on 12 occasions this year
on a Monday (seven times) or Tuesday (five
times), before proceeding to their destina-

tion and ultimately back to Raleigh at the
end of the day. Likewise, the governor was
dropped off in Wilmington or Brunswick
13 times at the end of a workweek before the
aircraft would return to Raleigh with other
staff and security.

Back-to-school shopping flight

In many cases, the segment of travel to
and from Wilmington/Brunswick County
was the longest of the entire trip.

Often trips to Wilmington were tacked
on to destinations on the way there, such as
the travel to the Fayetteville teachers’ union
conference, or to Jacksonville for a press
conference related to Base Realignment and
Closure.

But on other occasions journeys to
Southport were added to trips as far-flung
as Asheville, for a jobs announcement in
July for Jacob Holm Industries, or to Con-
cord, where Easley and son Michael trav-
eled to promote the state back-to-school
shopping tax holiday in August.

The father-and-son flight — from Ra-
leigh-Durham Airport, to Concord Airport,
to Wilmington, and back to Raleigh — took
about two hours of airplane usage and four
hours and 15 minutes of real time. The
whirlwind tour, to purchase about $45 worth
of widely available school supplies, cost
taxpayers $1,100 for the use of the aircraft.

According to the manager of the Edu-
cation Express store at the Concord Mills
factory outlets, Easley and his son spent
about $25 for a bulletin board, some pens,
and other school supplies.

In Wilmington, according to UNC-W
bookstore Manager Michael Clarke, Easley
and Michael Jr. spent about $20 on note-
books, binders, and other items. The
governor’s son attends UNC-Chapel Hill,
not UNC-W.

Pay for personal use?

In total, trips on state aircraft that in-
cluded detours to Southport cost taxpayers
$127,797. Costs for trips for jobs announce-
ments totaled $85,170.

In June 2002 The News & Observer re-
ported that Easley’s staff said the governor
would pay for any air travel “not deemed
necessary for state business or security rea-
sons.” Easley’s spokeswoman Cari Boyce
told the newspaper that his trips would be
reviewed at the end of that fiscal year to
determine which ones were for personal
travel for the governor.

Boyce did not respond to a CJ question

about Easley’s personal usage and reim-
bursement for state aircraft.

Easley’s critics said his personal usage
of the aircraft showed poor stewardship,
especially in light of recent years’ shortfalls.

“One-hundred thousand dollars could
help a lot of students in North Carolina,”
said Bill Peaslee, chief of staff for the state
Republican Party. “I know a lot of schools
that would like to get their hands on that

money. [Easley]’s continued use of state
resources in this way contributes to the
problem.”

State employees have received in re-
cent years what they say are paltry raises,
dips into their pensions, cuts in the state
health plan, and restrictions on necessary
state travel. Sherry Melton, director of com-
munications for the State Employees Asso-
ciation of North Carolina, said Easley’s per-
sonal use of the aircraft set a poor example.

“It’s a little hard to swallow that [the
governor] continues to use the state heli-
copter to go to his beach house,” she said.
“Our folks, I’m sure, don’t want to hear
about [how small the amount of money is],
because they’re hurting. It’s the principle of
the thing.”

State Sen. Cecil Hargett, a Democrat
who represents Onslow County and Camp
Lejeune, did not want to speak about the
governor’s usage of the aircraft without
first-hand knowledge of the trips. On May
13, a Thursday, Hargett traveled with the
governor and his spokesman, Ernie Seneca,
to Jacksonville to announce $150,000 in state
matching funds for a county group to help
“protect Camp Lejeune and the Marine
Corps Air Station at New River from any
potential base closings.”

“The one trip I accompanied him on
was certainly a legitimate use of the state
aircraft,” Hargett said.

After the announcement both Easley
and Hargett went to their respective homes,
and Seneca returned to Raleigh.                CJ

Gov. Mike Easley took an aerial tour of Dare County to survey Hurricane Isabel damage on Sept.
19, 2003.

Parties Endorse Candidates, Sort Of
Continued From Page 4

supports John Tyson on its website for the
Supreme Court.

As for their opponents, the North Caro-
lina Democratic Party on its website lists
the “Democratic candidates for the NC Su-
preme Court (including Justice Sarah Parker,
Ronnie Ansley, Betsy McCrodden, and Fred
Morrison, Jr.) and the NC Court of Ap-
peals,” and links to the websites of candi-
dates who have them.

For the most part, the candidates with
websites don’t emphasize their party affili-
ations, and express support for the changes
in the election law. Judge Linda McGee,
running for re-election to the Court of Ap-
peals, does not mention her Democratic
support on her website. Judge Wanda
Bryant, seeking to return to her seat, ap-
pears in a photo with Republican Sen. John
McCain of Arizona on her website.

Judge Alan Thornburg, who is trying to
fend off a challenge from Jackson, stressed
the need for support from Republicans and
Democrats on his website. However, he
exhibits his political identity with photo-
graphs of his appearance at a John Kerry for
President rally. Likewise, Supreme Court
candidate James Wynn proudly posts a
photo of himself with Democratic vice presi-
dential candidate John Edwards on the top
of his website.

Most candidates interviewed for this
article said whether they would reveal their
party affiliation depended on their audi-
ence. Taylor said office seekers would natu-
rally play up their politics in partisan envi-
rons, but not so much in neutral settings.

“What I’ve been doing is if people ask
me, I let them know,” Jackson said. “Of
course, with Republican groups I volunteer
that, but I wouldn’t walk into the Rotary
Club and tell them.”

Candidates, and representatives from
both parties, said they couldn’t exactly fore-

tell how they might use their affiliations as
Election Day draws nearer.

“I honestly haven’t thought about that,”
said Schorr Johnson, communications di-
rector for the North Carolina Democratic
Party. “Before the primary we sent out an e-
mail to our newsletter subscribers. At the
very least we’ll do something like that.”

Republicans were noncommittal about
using their resources for judicial races.

“We’ll leave it up to the candidates to
use the endorsement as they so choose,”
Peaslee said.

But the change to nonpartisanship on
the ballot is likely to diminish the number of
votes for judicial candidates on both sides
— even more so than before. Removal of
party affiliation, Peaslee said, leaves the
voter only with a name and a face for infor-
mation, which he said, “is not enough. I
think you’re going to see a dramatic dropoff
in voter participation in judicial races.”

“The people are looking for a shortcut
to determine judicial philosophy,” Newby
said. “I think [identifying with a party plat-
form] is a fair means to use.”

Thornburg said he maintained hope
that “the voters will know [judges] are in a
nonpartisan race” and get informed, but
conceded that was less likely in the new
system.

“We want to do everything we can to
make it successful,” he said.

Jackson, who likely will be financially
outgunned in her challenge to Thornburg,
said many of the voters she met are con-
fused.

“Judicial races are complicated any-
way,” she said. “When [voters] had a party
affiliation to look to, they had something.
It’s proving difficult now.

“It is a third co-equal branch of govern-
ment, and it often gets overlooked.”

Other candidates for the N.C. Supreme
Court are Rachel Lea Hunter, Judge Howard
Manning, Jr., and Marvin Schiller.             CJ



By CAROLINA JOURNAL STAFF
RALEIGH

Two reports released in mid-Septem-
ber by the North Carolina Education
Alliance provide compelling new

findings about the state’s diverse and grow-
ing charter school movement, suggesting
that charter schools are meeting a previ-
ously unmet need in the state for educa-
tional options.

Charter Schools in North Carolina: Inno-
vation in Education describes the progress of
the charter school movement in North
Carolina since 1996, and provides a thor-
ough and relevant analysis of the issues and
obstacles facing these schools.

It also profiles individual charter
schools around the state, including Thomas
Jefferson Classical Academy in western
North Carolina, John H. Baker Charter
School in Raleigh, and Gaston College Pre-
paratory and Haliwa-Saponi Tribal School
in eastern North Carolina.

“While charter schools have experi-
enced some of the struggles common to any
new reform, this report shows that they are
excelling at providing choices for students
and families, many of whom have been
failed by traditional public schools,” said
Lindalyn Kakadelis, director of the N.C.
Education Alliance and a former teacher
and school-board member in Charlotte.

Key highlights of the Innovation in Edu-
cation report include:

• Charter schools have been shown to
lift the performance of other public schools,
nationally and in North Carolina, by inject-
ing competition into the local educational
market.

• Charter schools serve a heteroge-
neous group of more than 21,000 North
Carolina students, including at-risk pupils,
regular students, and poor children.

• Charter schools are by far the most
comprehensive example of public school
choice in North Carolina, yet they still com-
prise only about 4 percent of public schools
in the state.

• The imposition of rigid state regula-
tions is the foremost obstacle encountered
by charter schools, and could severely re-
strict the long-term growth of the move-
ment.

In addition to the policy report, NCEA
simultaneously released a parents’ guide to
charter schools. A Choice for Children pro-
vides parents with facts and information
explaining charter school basics, and shows
parents how to get involved in the move-
ment to support charter schools.

Education reform leader speaks

Both reports were released Sept. 14 at
an event in Raleigh that helped to launch
NCEA’s 2004 fall tour. Jeanne Allen, presi-
dent of the Washington-based Center for
Education Reform, spoke to an audience of
school leaders, education reformers, and in-
terested citizens at North Carolina State
University’s McKimmon Center about the
national charter-school movement and
prospects for reform in North Carolina.

Allen informed attendees that educa-
tion reform stumbled in the early 1990s be-
cause of what she called a “top-down er-
ror,” because efforts to improve public
schools were addressed through adminis-
trators, not parents. She said that after 10
years of stagnancy, it became more of a
grassroots effort.

“[Public] schools weren’t doing a great
job in a lot of places in this country,” Allen
said in Raleigh about the inception of the
school reform movement.

She said that because changes were ini-
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Study promoted by teachers union, New York Times, called ‘junk research’Teachers use private schools

Data show that urban public
school teachers are more likely than
either urban households or the gen-
eral public to send their children to
private schools. Across the states,
12.2 percent of all families (urban,
rural, and suburban) send their chil-
dren to private schools — a figure
that roughly corresponds to peren-
nial and well-known data on the
proportion of U.S. children enrolled
in private schools. But urban public
school teachers send their children
to private schools at a rate of 21.5
percent, nearly double the national
rate of private-school attendance.
Urban public school teachers are
also more likely to send their chil-
dren to private school than are ur-
ban families in general (21.5 vs. 17.5
percent).

Urban public school teacher
households earning less than
$42,000 a year (approximately the
median national income) send their
children to private school at a rate
of 14.9 percent, a rate 4.6 percentage
points higher than the private-
school enrollment rate of all fami-
lies at similar income levels (10.3
percent). Simply put, as income de-
creases, a greater percentage of ur-
ban public school teachers choose
private schools. Especially among
relatively low-income families, ur-
ban teachers are unusually well-
educated and especially apt to value
education. Still, it’s noteworthy that,
even when the financial sacrifice
required for private education is
greater, urban public school teach-
ers still choose private schools for
their children at higher rates than
urban families with similar incomes.

Reported by the Thomas B.
Fordham Institute.

Parents oppose antennas

Worried about radio-frequency
radiation, Fairfax County, Va. par-
ents urged their school board to ban
placement of cell phone antenna
poles near campuses. County
schools have installed poles with
antennas at six schools. There are
plans to add them at several addi-
tional schools. In most cases, the
poles double as light posts at foot-
ball fields. Reported by The Wash-
ington Post.

Schools changed in Iraq

The millions of U.S. dollars
spent on education in Iraq hasn’t
bought security. But it has changed
the face of schooling in Iraq, which
boasted one of the best education
systems in the Arab world before
sanctions and war took a toll.

“The worst school I have ever
been to in America was more luxu-
rious than the best school I was in in
Iraq,” said Bill Evers, who served as
an adviser to Iraq’s Education Min-
istry last year. Since the end of the
war, the U.S. Agency for Interna-
tional Development has renovated
more than 2,000 of Iraq’s nearly
15,000 school buildings and distrib-
uted more than 8 million textbooks.
Even so, the continued violence has
slowed the progress and postponed
some reconstruction plans.

Reported by USA Today.        CJ

“…Charter school
policy cannot be evalu-
ated using the equiva-
lent of one or two class-
rooms of students.”

— Catherine Hoxby

tiated from the education bureaucracy in-
stead of from activist parents, crucial ele-
ments were not addressed.

“Standards weren’t anywhere on the
table,” Allen said. “Testing wasn’t on the
table.”

Allen said that despite those “top-
down” reform efforts, in the early 1990s
similar numbers of children and college stu-
dents still needed remedial education as-
sistance. She said parental involvement in
children’s education
made the difference.

“Charter schools be-
came the most catalytic
reform effort in the early
1990s,” she said.

She said now 41
states have charter school
laws.

“It’s a pretty amazing
turn of events in 13
years,” Allen said.

Teachers union study debunked

She also reserved some harsh criticism
for the American Federation of Teachers,
which released a highly publicized report
(on front page of the New York Times, for
starters) that showed charter schools per-
forming poorly on National Assessment of
Educational Progress scores.

According to three Harvard research-
ers writing in the Wall Street Journal on Aug.
18, NAEP data “show students in charter
schools doing less-well than the nationwide
public-school average, which includes
middle-class students from well-heeled
suburbs.”

But the researchers — William G.
Howell, Paul E. Peterson and Martin R.
West — reported that AFT’s study wasn’t

Jeanne Allen

rigorous enough in its analysis.
“Big deal,” wrote the researchers.

“These results could easily indicate noth-
ing other than the simple fact that charter
schools are typically asked to serve prob-
lematic students in low-performing districts
with many poor, minority children.”

U.S. Secretary of Education Rod Paige
said the study did not compare students’
prior math and reading performance to
their proficiency after attending charter
schools.

Allen, at the Raleigh event, said the AFT
data captured only “one snapshot in time”
with a small sampling. But she said that the
publicity gained for the study was “a huge
challenge to fight.”

“In [charter schools’] entirety,” Allen
said, “we have a much more positive pic-
ture of who we are serving.”

Harvard study takes broader look

Those sentiments were captured in an-
other study by Harvard economics profes-
sor Caroline M. Hoxby, who compared the
math and reading proficiency of almost all
the nation’s charter school students to the
test results of those at their nearest public
school with similar racial composition.

“Compared to students in the nearest
regular public school, charter students are
4 percent more likely to be proficient in
reading and 2 percent more likely to be pro-
ficient in math, on their state’s exams,”

Hoxby wrote in her study
published in September.
“Compared to students
in the nearest regular
public school with a simi-
lar racial composition,
charter students are 5
percent more likely to be
proficient in reading and
3 percent more likely to
be proficient in math.

“In states where
charter schools are well-established, char-
ter school students’ proficiency ‘advantage’
tends to be greater.”

In a Sept. 18 article in the Washington
Times, Hoxby called the AFT study “junk
research” and “misleading.”

“A state’s charter school policy cannot
be evaluated using the equivalent of one or
two classrooms of students,” Hoxby said in
the Times about the AFT study.

Still, because charter schools are still
relatively new, research is thin and a few
more years are needed to properly evalu-
ate their performance.

“Although it is too early to draw
sweeping conclusions,” Hoxby said, “the
initial indications are that the average stu-
dent attending a charter school has higher
achievement than he or she otherwise
would.”                             CJ

Source: North Carolina Education Alliance
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Contributing Editor

GASTON COUNTY

Every school day, seventh-grader Victoria Bennett
knows she will find her Principal, Caleb Dolan,
standing at the entrance to her school greeting every

child by name. Victoria’s school, KIPP: Gaston College
Preparatory Academy, or GCP to students, is located in
rural Gaston.

Gaston’s unemployment rate is among the highest in
North Carolina, the local schools are ranked among the
state’s lowest performing, and less than 9 percent of local
residents hold four-year degrees. But as Victoria says,
“GCP is a different story. It’s the silver lining in Gaston’s
dark and gloomy cloud.”

KIPP: Gaston College Preparatory is a free, open-
enrollment charter school founded on the five pillars of
KIPP, the Knowledge is Power Program. The five pillars
are: high expectations, power to lead, choice and commit-
ment, extended time on task, and focus on results.

Building toward success

GCP opened in August 2001 with 80 fifth-graders who,
along with their families, chose to believe they could trans-
form 27 acres of peanuts and soybeans into an excellent
public school. Each year since opening, GCP has added one
grade level, and the student body now numbers 185. With
the addition of eighth grade next year, GCP will reach full
capacity as a middle school with 240 students.

Blacks comprise 95 percent of GCP’s student body.
More than 80 percent of students receive free or reduced
lunch. Entrance into GCP provides students with a fresh
start: They are accepted without regard to prior academics
or conduct. Typically, pupils enter GCP below grade level,
but they make achievement gains quickly.

In 2001-2002, only 49 percent of the first class of fifth-
graders entering GCP were performing at grade level in
reading. In 2002-2003, all of those students were perform-
ing at or above grade level in end-of-grade math tests and
99 percent were reading at or above grade level in end-of-
grade reading tests, including more than 80 percent of
GCP’s learning-disabled students. KIPP: Gaston College
Preparatory is now the sixth-highest performing school in
North Carolina. GCP is the only school among the top six
schools that works with an educationally underserved
community.

Long school days, long year

Every GCP student is expected to spend a considerable
amount of time on task. Victoria and her classmates attend
school Monday through Thursday, 8 a.m.-5p.m., on Fri-
days 8 a.m.-4 p.m., alternate Saturdays 9 a.m.-1 p.m., and
for two weeks in July. “We’re here to work, and we work
hard,” said Paris Gatling, another seventh-grader at GCP.
Every student, parent, and teacher signs a “commitment to
excellence” contract pledging to work
harder, behave better, and think more
than ever before to achieve their mission
of success now, in college, and in life.

Cofounder Dolan is often asked for
GCP’s secret. “We use everything we
know to teach kids well. We spend more
time in school, work harder, and are al-
ways thinking of ways to improve in-
struction,” he said.

Dolan also attributes the school’s suc-
cess to the flexibility allowed charter
schools. “It is important as a school leader to have the
ability to control how money is spent, and to hire and fire,”
he said. “Without strong leaders and an incredibly dedi-
cated group of teachers, it would be difficult to make such
an impact.” In his school, teachers are available nightly for
advice via cell phones, parents commit to read to their
children each evening, and students spend almost 70 per-
cent more time in class receiving instruction than the
average public school student.

Learning outside the classroom

Not all learning at GCP is confined to the classroom.
“In order to raise our students’ expectations, we expose
them to educational opportunities and experiences not
found in our rural community,” said Tammi Sutton, GCP
cofounder and teacher. Victoria and her classmates work to
earn monthly field lessons throughout the state as well as

a weeklong out-of-state field lesson at the end of the school
year.

“Incentives like these not only educate students, but
serve as powerful motivators for achievement. We refuse
to allow poverty to limit our students’ experiences and
expectations,” Sutton said.

During the summer, students have the opportunity to
attend Science and Technology Camp as well as Drama
Camp through relationships the school has developed

with the Science, Engineering, Math, and
Aeronautics Academy in Warrenton,
N.C. and the Lakeland Performing Arts
Center in Littleton. Both organizations
allow GCP students to attend their camps
free. Because GCP depends primarily on
federal and state grants and private
sources for funding, partnerships with
outside groups such as these bring enor-
mous value to the school.

As a rising eighth-grader, Victoria
does not like to imagine her plight had

she not attended GCP. When she entered GCP as a fifth-
grader in 2001, she described herself as a gossiper who
liked to chase boys.

Today, Victoria says she is brilliant, ambitious, and
able to keep her head up through thick and thin. She credits
her current outlook to the sense of pride and courage
instilled in her by teachers such as Ms. Sutton, a cofounder
of the school.

Victoria looks back on coming to GCP as a turning
point in her life. She says, “My teachers expect nothing but
the best of me. They are not looking for me to fail, only for
me to do my best. When my home life was shattered, my
teachers were there.”

When asked what she sees for herself and her class-
mates after she finishes eighth grade next year, Victoria
said, “I hope we are be able to continue as students at GCP
High School. GCP has a major impact on our academics,
our hearts, and our lives.”                           CJ

I t is that time of year again when education policy
wonks dash to the 36th Annual Phi Delta Kappa/
Gallup (PDK/G) Poll on the public’s attitude

toward public education. This year’s survey released
information regarding the public’s opinion on the
federal No Child Left Behind Act, testing, school
choice, the achievement gap, the two political parties’
views about education policy, and a few other sub-
jects.

One of my personal pet peeves regarding the poll
is the obvious prejudice against school-choice pro-
grams. The GOMs (Gatekeepers
of Mediocrity) tout this report
as evidence the public’s attitude
is against school choice. If their
conclusions were accurate, how
could any elected official who
supports school-choice pro-
grams be elected? However,
they are!

Maybe the reliability of this
report’s questions and conclu-
sions should be examined.

Again this year, parents
gave their community schools
higher marks than general public schools. Grading
their community school, 61 percent gave these schools
an A/B. When asked about government schools in
general, only 22 percent graded these schools an A/ B,
and 62 percent graded public schools in general a C or
lower. Those statistics may well prove the majority of
parents do not like the monopoly system, even though
they gave their local schools higher grades.

Many parents don’t want to admit their child is in
an inferior school, knowing they have little options. I
wonder how many of those same parents who graded
their community school an A or B would change
schools if given the opportunity? The better question
might be to ask parents whether they would seize the
opportunity to change schools if given assistance. The
richer or empowered parent has always had this
opportunity, but the poorer parent is often stuck.

Each year the survey seeks to provide informa-
tion about the public’s view on vouchers and other
school-choice proposals, and each year the wording
of the question is a point of controversy. The Milton
and Rose Friedman Foundation released a national
study showing how public opinion differs based on
the wording of the question. The PDK/G poll asks,
“do you favor or oppose allowing students and par-
ents to choose a private school to attend at public
expense?” The Friedman’s survey words the ques-
tion, “do you favor or oppose allowing students and
parents to choose any school, public or private, to
attend using public funds?”

The different wording resulted in a 22-percent-
age-point difference. Only 41 percent supported school
choice in the first wording, while 63 percent sup-
ported school choice in the second wording.

One other example of this bias comes from the
question “In order to improve public education…
which is preferable — reforming the existing public
school system or finding an alternative to the existing
public school system?” Of course, 66 percent pre-
ferred reforming the existing system. Why does this
have to be an either/or situation? Why can’t it be
both? We must continue to reform and improve the
public school system, while at the same time offer
options for families. A question worded like this one
shows the philosophical view of the system being
more important than the individual child.

Today, the needs of students are more diverse
than ever; one system simply cannot meet the needs of
every situation. Why would a system want to keep a
student, when the family wants another option? Only
if you believe the system’s success is dependent on
forcing customers to attend, rather than its own lead-
ership drawing customers.

The PDK/G Poll’s executive summary encour-
ages readers to “measure the authors interpretations
of the data against their own, and draw their own
conclusions.” I just wished the media would also
report the conclusions of other studies, arguably more
careful and neutral, that show significantly different
results.   CJ

1. High Expectations. KIPP schools have clearly
defined and measurable high expectations for aca-
demic achievement and conduct that make no ex-
cuses based on the background of students. Stu-
dents, parents, teachers, and staff create and rein-
force a culture of achievement and support through
a range of formal and informal rewards and conse-
quences for academic performance and behavior.

2. Choice & Commitment. Students, their parents,
and the faculty of each KIPP school choose to partici-
pate in the program. No one is assigned or forced to
attend these schools. Everyone must make and up-
hold a commitment to the school and to each other to
put in the time and effort required to achieve success.

3. More Time. KIPP schools know that there are no
shortcuts when it comes to success in academics and
life. With an extended school day, week, and year,
students have more time in the classroom to acquire
the academic knowledge and skills that will prepare
them for competitive high schools and colleges, as
well as more opportunities to engage in diverse
extracurricular experiences.

4. Power to Lead. The principals of KIPP schools are
effective academic and organizational leaders who
understand that great schools require great school
leaders. They have control over their school budget
and personnel. They are free to swiftly move dollars
or make staffing changes, allowing them maximum
effectiveness in helping students learn.

5. Focus on Results. KIPP schools relentlessly focus
on high student performance on standardized tests
and other objective measures. Just as there are no
shortcuts, there are no excuses. Students are ex-
pected to achieve a level of academic performance
that will enable them to succeed at the nation’s best
high schools and colleges.

“GCP is a different
story. It’s the silver lin-
ing in Gaston’s dark
and gloomy cloud.”
— Victoria Bennett,
GCP student
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Boys ‘ruined by kindergarten’

Homeschooling Grows Among Black Families
NC News In Brief

By KAREN WELSH
Contributing Editor

RALEIGH

T housands of black
children across
North Carolina are

finding their way out of in-
stitutionalized education
and into the bosom of hearth
and home to learn their
ABCs and 123s. And the
numbers are steadily grow-
ing.

Nationwide, the num-
bers of black students
homeschooling has topped
120,000. Not only are they
five times more likely to be
homeschooled as they were
five years ago, but the Home
School Legal Defense Asso-
ciation web site reported
they are “scoring in the up-
per percentiles right along
with white students” on
standardized achievement
tests.

A story written by
Patrik Jonsson of The Chris-
tian Science Monitor, said
“thousands of African-
American parents are
homeschooling their kids in a growing back-
lash against America’s public education
system.”

Upset with the establishment

Jonsson said so much in public educa-
tion is broken that parents of black students
are no longer willing to “sacrifice their chil-
dren to a system that is suffering.”

In the article “Homeschooling Grows
in the Black Community,” Michael Smith,
president of the Home School Legal De-
fense Association, said a recent survey con-
ducted by the Joint Center for Political and
Economic Studies showed more than 25
percent of the black population dissatisfied
with public education. “The study shows
that many black families have concluded
that government-run schools have failed
them,” he said.

As a result, Smith said, the number of
black homeschoolers is growing rapidly.
He estimated 5 percent of the total home-
school population is black. “Most impor-
tantly (the) black homeschool movement is
growing at a faster rate than the general
homeschool population. The changing atti-
tudes of minorities indicates that public
educators can’t count indefinitely on the
loyalty of ethnic minorities as the backbone
of big-city schools.”

Leading the charge in North Carolina is
Chapel Hill resident Jennifer James, a black
mom dedicated to educating her two daugh-
ters at home. She said race played an ex-
tremely important role in her decision to
keep her children at home. “Home school-
ing has only been viewed by scores of Afri-
can-American families as a viable educa-
tional alternative to traditional education
for the last five years,” she said. “And the
truth is, I had to do something to save my
kids. My husband, Michael and I wanted to
protect our daughters from the prevailing
stigma of minority underachievement. We
didn’t want them to feel they are intellectu-
ally inferior to anyone. I want my children
to be able to excel academically and not
apologize for it.”

James vividly remembers her three
“very intelligent brothers” struggling in the
public school system. “They all had a tough
time in school,” she said. “Their teachers

told them they couldn’t read, even though
they were reading the Bible at home.”

James said this type of behavior wasn’t
uncommon back then, and the attitudes
have only gotten worse through the years.
“The children in North Carolina, the black
boys in particular, don’t really have a
chance,” she said. “The black boys are la-
beled early on. They are ruined in kinder-
garten. They face racism early on and are
not allowed to achieve. It’s ruining a black
child’s education, and now African-Ameri-
can parents are realizing they have to do
something to save their kids.”

The concerned mom desired a safe place
where her children could learn all the time,
learn at their own pace, and satisfy their
natural curiosity through intellectual dis-
covery. James also wanted her girls to un-
derstand that black history is more than
slavery or the Civil War. “I want a multi-
cultural curriculum,” she said. My children
have the right to know and be proud of the
fact that there were black scientists and
inventors, even back in the 1800s.”

Desegregation hurt blacks

James said one of the biggest setbacks
to a black child’s success in education was
desegregation. Instead of helping black chil-
dren achieve, she said, it became a frighten-
ing time when black children faced extreme
racism and discrimination. “Somewhere
along the lines things got really messed
up,” she said. “To this day, the kids don’t
have a chance.”

In the newsletter Issues & Views,
founded in 1985 by black Americans who
advocate self-help, business enterprise, and
the protection of constitutional rights, writer
Elizabeth Wright reported on the plight of
Williston High School in Wilmington.
Wright wrote about how the school that
once wove a circle of familiarity about the
residents of the black community was
ripped to shreds when it was shut down
after the students were forced to bus to
school across town.

Wright also reported about Kenneth
McLaurin, an alumnus of the school. “The
closing of Williston High School contrib-
uted to further disruption of the lives of
hundreds of teachers, students and citizens

within the community,”
McLaurin penned in a year-
book. “Sent into an unknown
world by the powers who
had made decisions behind
closed doors, teachers and
students were precisely mis-
placed without benefit of
preparation.

Being snatched from the
comfort of our own environ-
ment was unreal. It was like
a nightmare, unwarranted
and unjust. We lost the bond
between school, parents and
teachers. We lost the ability
to love and live together in
the way to which we were
accustomed.”

James said throughout
the years that desegregation
has caused negative peer
pressure among black chil-
dren to not achieve academi-
cally. “It’s not cool to be in
the advanced honors
classes,” she said. “The
(black) kids don’t want to be
labeled ‘white.’”

In order to overcome the
obstacles created by deseg-
regation, James not only de-

cided to homeschool her daughters, but has
found herself a key player in the field when
she became the editor of the Mommy Too
magazine and also the founder and director
of North Carolinians for Home Education
and the National African-American
Homeschoolers Alliance.

Support groups for blacks

James’ decision to start the organized
support groups came from the need to cre-
ate a new sense of community at both the
state and local levels. “One of the biggest
obstacles facing the African-American
home-schooling community is the lack of
support groups geared toward African-
American homeschoolers,” she said. Her
efforts have placed North Carolina is at the
forefront of the budding movement.

Smith said committed people, such as
James, will ensure the success of black
homeschoolers. He said the future looks
bright for black students who have opted
out of a dismal education system into the
nurturing and teaching arms of family mem-
bers.

“The percentage of minority home-
schoolers will grow rapidly in the future
and one day might equal non-minority
homeschoolers,” Smith said. “We look for-
ward to the day when large numbers of
minority children experience the American
Dream by receiving the education they need
for success.”

However, Smith warned that black par-
ents will need to be vigilant and work hard
to overcome and combat media-driven ste-
reotypes of homeschoolers, obtain the right
materials, and overcome cultural opposi-
tion from family members, neighbors and
churches.

But, he said, they also need to realize
there is support from parents of all creeds,
races and walks of life who also homeschool
their children.

“More and more African-Americans are
discovering a road to hope, not just for their
children’s academic success, but also for
their families and communities,” he wrote
in his article “The New Pioneers.” “These
are our brothers and sisters, the next wave
of courageous pioneers in a movement that
we now already has great value.”            CJ

Teaching of students ‘easier’

Students were easier to teach in
2001 than in 1970, according to a study
released recently by a conservative re-
search group.

The study from the Manhattan In-
stitute for Policy Research in New York
found that today’s students face fewer
challenges from outside school, the
Winston-Salem Journal reports.

Some people disagree with the re-
sults, arguing that children face more
out-of-school pressures today than they
did 30 years ago. But the study’s au-
thors say that those critics may be over-
looking past problems.

“There’s a distorted nostalgia that
people have that everything was better
in the past,” said Jay Greene, a senior
fellow at the Institute and a coauthor of
the study with Greg Forster.

To gauge the “teachability” of stu-
dents, the authors looked at 16 catego-
ries of social, economic, and demo-
graphic characteristics to create a way
to measure the difficulty of educating
students.

The measurement included such
categories as preschool enrollment,
drug use, the percentage of children
who don’t speak English as their first
language, and the number of children
who don’t live with both parents.

The study found that students in
North Carolina face challenges that are
14 percent higher than the national av-
erage, but the state ranks fifth in per-
formance when its students’ disadvan-
tages are taken into account.

“North Carolina does stand out,”
Greene said, particularly for its empha-
sis on testing and accountability.

He said that the success of such
states as North Carolina shows that
educators shouldn’t use the excuse that
progress is impossible because kids are
disadvantaged.

The study found that nationwide,
students’ disadvantages decreased
about 9 percent since 1970.

The three biggest things to help stu-
dents are increasing family income (ad-
justed for inflation), better-educated
parents, and increasing enrollments in
preschool programs, Greene said.

Graduation standards resurface

North Carolina’s long-delayed
plans to boost standards for high school
graduation may finally be back on track,
possibly beginning with next year's
class of ninth-graders, The News & Ob-
server of Raleigh reports.

Members of the State Board of Edu-
cation signaled last week that they in-
tend to set tougher rules to earn a di-
ploma — a pledge made by former Gov.
Jim Hunt in 1993 when he called for an
exit exam for graduation.

That kind of single, high-stakes test
was scrapped two years ago because of
resistance from legislators and compli-
cations with the federal No Child Left
Behind law. But education leaders have
continued to press for a more demand-
ing graduation hurdle than the one now
in place: passing scores on the state’s
tests in reading and math taken at the
end of eighth grade.

The state board is working on a
plan that would link a diploma to set
minimum scores on current state exams
in five core high school subjects, suc-
cessful completion of a senior research
project, and possibly a requirement for
volunteer service.        CJ
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Special-Ed Programs Prepare for Possible Overhaul

CarolinaJournal.com is Your Daily Launching Pad to
the Best North Carolina News, Analysis, & Opinion

• Reports and columns on the legislature, politics, culture, and local
government from Carolina Journal editors and reporters.

• Carolina Journal Publisher John Hood’s exclusive “Daily Journal.”
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an excellent starting place for those drafting legislation, researching policy
issues, preparing news stories, planning political or lobbying campaigns, or
seeking information with which to be an informed voter and citizen.
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By BRIAN GWYN
Contributing Editor

RALEIGH

S chools are dealing with a new chal-
lenge this year as they come up with
creative ways to instruct special-

needs children. Schools have one year left
before strict teacher certification standards
go into effect. The No Child Left Behind Act
has forced schools to re-evaluate their ap-
proach with these students. Unless Con-
gress clarifies the definition of “highly quali-
fied” teachers in NCLB, schools have until
July 2, 2006 to train or hire their special-
education instructors.

Many teachers who specialize in spe-
cial education do not hold certifications to
teach regular education curriculum, even
though in some cases they hold education
masters degrees. The teachers are not
“highly qualified,” according to the federal
government. While they may be certified to
deal with special-education students, they
are not certified to teach standard curricu-
lum. In that regard, they would not be
technically qualified to evaluate the achieve-
ment of their students in those areas. Schools
then either have to hire new teachers who
are certified in both special education and
regular education or they must adopt a new
system that provides instruction from certi-
fied teachers.

This seems to rile people on all sides.
Special-education teachers are frustrated
that the federal government might not con-
sider them highly qualified, while regular-
education teachers fear they might be even
more overburdened in the coming years.

Most regular-education teachers are not
certified in special education, either, in
which case the flip-flopping would still be
counterproductive for the students. Many
children affected by the policy have behav-
ioral, emotional, or learning disabilities that
could alter the dynamics of a traditional
classroom.

A teacher might fear that while adding
only one or two students to the overall class
count, the extra time required to assist the
new students could diminish her effective-
ness with the rest of the class.

Final ruling up in the air

For this school year, most schools are
sticking with the status quo. Both Char-
lotte-Mecklenburg and Wake County, the
state’s largest school districts, are keeping
special-education policies the same until
the meaning of highly qualified is finally
decided upon.

The Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act,
the main law that deals with
special education, further
muddles the picture. It was
first passed in 1975 and re-
authorized in 1997. As it
turns out, the bill leaves li-
censure qualifications up to
the states. NCLB standards,
on the other hand, apply to
every school district nation-
wide. IDEA has been up for
reauthorization again by
Congress since 2002, but it
has been repeatedly de-
layed.

Bob Sturey, senior di-
rector for Special Education
Services in Wake County,
hopes Congress will clear
up the discrepancy between
IDEA and NCLB.

“We are hoping for flexibility in licen-
sure of special-education teachers,” Sturey
said. “Otherwise there might be a shortage
in special-education teachers.”

Sturey concedes that in Wake County,
and presumably other counties, following
NCLB’s current definition of highly quali-
fied might increase mainstreaming into
regular education classrooms.

It would be a side issue, he said, but “if
changes aren’t made, you will see more and
more kids with severe disabilities in gen-
eral education classrooms.” The issue will
have more of an impact on secondary edu-
cation, since its certifications are content-
specific, Sturey said.

Primary educators are already certified
to teach across curricula. If the state cannot
hire enough highly qualified special educa-
tors for the secondary level, regular educa-
tion teachers would see the influx in stu-
dents with disabilities.

Education academics, teachers

This potential increase in the number of
mainstreamed students could end up high-
lighting the disconnect between education,
academics and teachers. Due to the main-
streaming movement of the past 20 years,
most special-education students already
spend a substantial amount of time in gen-
eral-education classrooms. Regular educa-
tion teachers tend to have negative atti-
tudes toward this policy, as it usually re-
quires more energy with little support. Sev-
eral studies, including one by Yona Leyser
in 2001, document these negative attitudes.

While Leyser, who is a professor at North-
ern Illinois University, supported main-
streaming, she noted that many teachers
are reluctant to accept the idea.

The basic idea of mainstreaming is to
provide special-education students with an
educational experience that does not segre-
gate them from the rest of the students.
Proponents argue that students should be
grouped together as much as possible to
create equal expectations for all students. In
addition, many supporters of mainstream-
ing and inclusion believe accommodations
and changes in the classroom should be
used to benefit the entire class. This re-
quires the teacher to rethink his or her ap-
proach to education.

Burstein, Sears, Wilcoxen, Cabello, and
Spagna write in Remedial and Special Educa-
tion that “the intention is to alter education
for all students, benefiting not only stu-
dents with disabilities but also those with-
out disabilities.”

According to their research,
mainstreaming has increased dramatically
in recent times. “In 1998-99, 47% of students
with disabilities were educated for 79% or
more of the school day in general education
settings, which is almost double the per-
centage served in the 1984-85 school year,”
Burstein said.

While usage of mainstreaming has in-
creased, the effectiveness of such policies
does not seem to be clear. Burstein and
others attribute the lack of significant re-
sults to the fact that teachers are not imple-
menting the accommodations because they
feel unprepared to deal with special-educa-

tion students. Most assert
that after further training
these teachers would be
more comfortable with the
idea, yet this training does
not appear to be occurring.

Now the usage of
mainstreaming has in-
creased while the negative
attitudes from teachers
have not gone away. James
Kauffman points out that
the policies have failed to
live up to expectations. He
notes in a recent edition of
Phi Delta Kappan that
mainstreaming policies
may not be making the
grade.

“The goal in special
education seems to have
become the appearance of
normalization without the

expectation of competence,” he writes. He
argues that the obsession with accommo-
dations may be crippling the educational
abilities of special-education students. He
writes, “[Parents] may protect their child
by insisting on curricular modifications and
accommodations in assignments, time, and
testing.

But children learn by doing, and not
allowing them to do something because
they might fail is denying them the oppor-
tunity to succeed.”

Reopening the debate

NCLB could end up reopening the de-
bate on the values of mainstreaming. Oddly
enough, even the National Education Asso-
ciation has taken to this issue. The NEA
strongly supports the qualification stan-
dards of IDEA, which leave certification
issues up to the states.

The NEA uses even more uncharacter-
istic language by stating that special-educa-
tion teachers “should be deemed ‘highly
qualified’ special education teachers by
meeting the requirements specifically re-
lated to special education and not the oner-
ous ‘one-size-fits-all’ definition” of NCLB.

The criticism is heightened because of
the requirement that special-education
teachers not in compliance with certifica-
tion standards be forced to send letters home
to parents, notifying them that their child’s
teacher is not highly qualified. Opponents
of this policy, such as the NEA, believe this
would diminish morale among these teach-
ers.               CJ

Special-ed students spend a substantial amount of time in regular classes.
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Course of the Month

When hate, terrorism are OK

This month CM goes to the Univer-
sity of North Carolina at Charlotte to
pay homage to the HONORS SECTION

CRIMINAL JUSTICE class attended by an
unfortunate student named Bryan and
discussed in a TownHall.com column
by Mike Adams.

When Bryan’s criminal-justice
class inevitably turned to thoughts of
“queer theory,” that well-known crimi-
nal-justice topic, one of Bryan’s gay
classmates stood up in front of the class
and read aloud a prolonged diatribe.
It wasn’t his diatribe; in fact, he prob-
ably didn’t agree with it all. It was the
“Queer Nation Manifesto,” and copies
were dutifully passed out to the class.

Here are a few excerpts, which
somehow had relevance to an honors
criminal-justice class at UNC-Char-
lotte:

… I want there to be a moratorium on
straight marriage, on babies, on public dis-
plays of affection among the opposite sex
and media images that promote heterosexu-
ality. Until I can enjoy the same freedom
of movement and sexuality as straights
their privilege must stop and it must be
given over to me and my queer sisters and
brothers. Straight people will not do this
voluntarily and so they must be forced into
it. Straights must be frightened into it.
Terrorized into it. Fear is the most power-
ful motivation. No one will give us what
we deserve. Rights are not given they are
taken, by force if necessary. It is easier to
fight when you know who your enemy is.
Straight people are your enemy…

Advocating terrorism; declaring a
group of people the “enemy” — got it.
Here’s more:

… I hate Jesse Helms. I hate Jesse
Helms so much I’d rejoice if he dropped
down dead. If someone killed him I’d con-
sider it his own fault.

I hate Ronald Reagan, too, because he
mass-murdered my people for eight years.
… I hate him for making a mockery of our
grief.

I hate the [expletive] Pope, and I hate
John [expletive] Cardinal O’Connor, and
I hate the whole [expletive] Catholic
Church. The same goes for the Military,
and especially for Amerika’s Law Enforce-
ment Officials — the cops — state sanc-
tioned sadists who brutalize street trans-
vestites, prostitutes and queer prisoners. I
also hate the medical and mental health es-
tablishments, particularly the psychiatrist
who convinced me not to have sex with men
for three years until we (meaning he) could
make me bisexual rather than queer. I also
hate the education profession, for its share
in driving thousands of queer teens to sui-
cide every year. I hate the “respectable” art
world; and the entertainment industry,
and the mainstream media, especially The
New York Times. In fact, I hate every sec-
tor of the straight establishment in this
country — the worst of whom actively
want all queers dead, the best of whom
never stick their necks out to keep us alive.
… I hate straights.

Finally, he came to dictating “Rules
of Conduct for Straight People,” which
included:

… Do not flaunt your heterosexual-
ity. Be discreet. Risk being mistaken for a
lezie or a homo. If you feel these rules are
unfair, go fight homophobia in straight
clubs, or GO [expletive in all capital let-
ters] YOURSELF!

At the end of the student’s recita-
tion, the professor, Bruce Arrigo, said
that the statement seemed a little harsh,
but that he could understand how gays
were driven to feel that way. CJ
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UNC’s General-Education Requirements

Are Too Weak, Too Diffuse, Study Shows
By JON SANDERS
Assistant Editor

RALEIGH

S chools in the University of North
Carolina system are weak in general
education, according to a new study

commissioned by the Pope Center for
Higher Education Policy. UNC students are
seven times more likely to be required to
take a cultural diversity course than they
are to study a foreign language, unlikely to
be required to study Western history or civi-
lization or even introductory literature, and
not required at all to study United States
history.

The study, “How Solid is the Core?: A
Study of General Education Requirements
at 11 North Carolina Institutions,” was con-
ducted for the Pope Center by the National
Association of Scholars. It examined the
following UNC institutions: Appalachian
State University, East Carolina University,
Fayetteville State University, North Caro-
lina Central University, North Carolina
State University, University of North Caro-
lina-Chapel Hill, University of North Caro-
lina-Charlotte, University of North Caro-
lina-Greensboro, University of North Caro-
lina-Pembroke, University of North Caro-
lina-Wilmington, and Western Carolina
University. It was based upon information
gleaned from university catalogs for the
years 2002 and 2003.

The study also examined what it called
“bellwether majors, English and history.”

According to the report, of the usual 122
to 128 total credit hours required by most
baccalaureate programs for graduation, 42-
45 credits (or about one-third) comprise
general-education requirements. Of those,
the study finds typically five to six major
components: “English, humanities, the so-
cial sciences, the natural sciences and math-
ematics, physical education, and — more
often than not — a multicultural or diver-
sity element.”

It studied these requirements from the
following list of assumptions of what “gen-
eral education should include: a two-semes-
ter composition course for freshmen, some
type of introductory literature course, a
United States history course, a four-semes-
ter foreign language requirement, and a rig-
orous science course.”

Most UNC schools met the expectation
for composition courses; the one that did
not, Appalachian, required one semester for
composition buttressed by “an introductory
literature course with ‘continued emphasis
on writing through literary essays.’” But 45
percent of the schools offer remedial En-
glish courses, whose presence “suggests
that the institution is knowingly accepting
candidates who are not adequately pre-
pared in writing skills.” The same percent-
age requires an introductory literature
course.

The report finds that 36 percent of the
schools surveyed require  a course in West-
ern history or Western civilization. In con-
trast, the study found 64 percent “require a
multicultural or cultural diversity course.”
The study declared this finding “at best a
sign of interest in non-Western cultures, but
all too often an exercise in politically cor-
rect ‘education.’”

Worse, the study found that “[n]ot one
institution requires all undergraduates to
take a course in United States history.”

As for foreign-language study, an area
in which students could obtain serious ex-
posure to foreign cultures through study-
ing a different culture’s thought, ways, and
literature as is necessary to do when learn-
ing a foreign language, the study found that
“[o]nly East Carolina University requires

the 12 credit hours in a foreign language
needed to ensure basic competence.” The
others required so little that as a whole, the
UNC schools studied “are seven times as
likely to require a course in cultural diver-
sity as they are to mandate foreign language
competence.”

Concerning the required science
courses, the offerings to fulfill general-edu-
cation requirements, even though they in-
cluded the more rigorous introductory
courses required of science majors, also in-
cluded many less rigorous courses some-
times specifically advertised as “for the
non-science major.” The report highlighted
a few such courses in its introduction, such
as UNCW’s “CHM 103, Chemistry in Ev-
eryday Life, ‘A terminal, relatively non-
mathematical one-semester course in chem-
istry for the nonscience major’”; UNCW’s
“PHY 103, Great Ideas in Physics,” which
“‘Introduces the nature of science to the
nonscientist by emphasizing the concepts
underly four great ideas in physics’ but also
“Explores the mutual influence of science
and the humanities (literature, philosophy,
history, and the arts);”; UNC-CH’s “PHYS
16, How Things Work, described as
‘Demystifying the working of objects such
as CD players, microwave ovens, lasers,
computers, roller coasters, rockets, light

bulbs, automobiles, clocks, etc.’”; and
UNCG’s “NTR 213, Nutrition Facts & Fan-
tasies.”

Tending to weaken the core of general
education, the study found, was the wide
latitude of courses facing students that
would suffice to satisfy general-education
requirements. For example, students at
UNC-CH could choose with equal validity
an introductory physics course for science
majors or “How Things Work” or many
other choices.

The bewildering number of disparate
but equally satisfying courses offered
means that students are assured “little, if
any, common knowledge.”

The array of qualifying courses offered
in humanities by the UNC schools is so vast
that students fulfilling general-education
requirements will, on average, need to take
need 3 percent of them. For the social sci-
ences, only 4 percent; for natural sciences,
only 5 percent. “Only three institutions re-
quire students to take more than one in ten
qualifying courses in these three areas com-
bined,” the study states. “Only one school
— North Carolina Central University —
mandates 100% of listed courses in the three
areas.”

The study is available on the Pope
Center’s website, www.popecenter.org.  CJ

Appalachian State: “To fulfill their four courses
[in Humanities], students have 107 courses from
which to choose, and they have eighteen subject ar-
eas from which to select a minimum of three. Stu-
dents may use foreign language courses to satisfy
part of the Humanities four-course requirement, but
no general foreign language competency is required
of undergraduates.”

East Carolina: “ … students may graduate with-
out taking a single course in American history, world
history, democratic institutions, or Western civiliza-
tion… candidates for the BA degree must complete
the equivalent of four semesters of a foreign language
… Students must also complete ‘at least one course
which exposes them to cultural diversity.’”

Fayetteville State: “The general education re-
quirement seems to lack intellectual rigor… Neither
the Mathematics requirement nor the Natural Sci-
ences requirement appears demanding. … students
may simply avoid literature entirely by taking their
single course in art or music. … students may gradu-
ate without any knowledge of American history or
the nation’s founding principles. The most praise-
worthy element in the general education requirement
is PHIL 110, Critical Thinking, which provides a com-
mon background for all freshmen.”

N.C. Central: “The fourteen courses required
by the five components of Critical Foundations in
Arts and Sciences are largely mandated. The only
choice students have is in their selection of a foreign
language from among the four foreign languages
offered, so the CFAS program provides a common
undergraduate experience of considerable breadth,
if not depth.”

N.C. State: “The Foreign Language area … gives
an extended rationale for foreign language acquisi-
tion, part of which reads: ‘In a sense, languages are
keys to the world. The continuous expansion of in-
ternational relations makes the knowledge of foreign
languages increasingly significant.’ Yet the minimum
requirements in this area are listed as zero. … the
effect of the general education requirement is to en-
courage students to pursue a broad educational back-
ground, but hardly to require it, given the smorgas-
bord of courses from which they have to choose …”

UNC-Chapel Hill: “In 2003, the Faculty Coun-
cil of the University approved a new general educa-
tion curriculum … One positive substantive change
is the refinement of the current broad philosophy
requirement to one addressing ‘questions of moral-
ity and values’ in ‘a significant portion’ … the new

Select findings from “How Solid is the Core?” by UNC school

curriculum, however, [eliminates] the requirement
to take a course covering a period of Western his-
tory prior to 1700. … A laudable aspect of the new
curriculum is the requirement … that students take
an additional course later in their undergraduate
career in each of three foundational areas: foreign
language, written and oral communication, and
quantitative reasoning or math.”

UNC-Charlotte: “The wide choice in courses
available to students tends to dilute the focus of any
the six goals [of UNCC’s general education require-
ments], and even more the professed purpose of
general education, which is to give students broad
exposure across the curriculum.”

UNC-Greensboro: “… students [can] avoid
the traditional sciences … entirely. … The General
Education requirement is comprehensive in its
goals, with its attention to the various traditional
categories of the liberal arts (humanities, history,
mathematics, natural and social sciences) and glo-
bal affairs. However, its choices are in many cases
so loose as to dilute, at the very least, the enforce-
ment of foundations the goals attempt to achieve.”

UNC-Pembroke: “Especially within the Arts
and Humanities Division, the general education
curriculum is relatively rigorous … The area distri-
bution requirement assures a certain breadth of ex-
posure. … Overall, general education requirements
at UNC Pembroke ensure a reasonable exposure to
the broad range of study within the liberal arts,
while allowing students a fair amount of leeway in
course selection.”

UNC-Wilmington: “… the range of courses
allowed in certain categories dilutes the common
standard of preparation implicit in a general edu-
cation requirement. … No specific course in litera-
ture or history is required, and students may easily
graduate without taking a survey of American or
English literature or any course in American his-
tory or political thought. … The great number of
disciplines subsumed under the Fine Arts category,
and the loose understanding of what constitutes
Fine Arts, ensure that students will receive little
common exposure in this area.”

Western Carolina: “The Freshman Seminar
and The Perspectives offerings have the merit of
being uniformly at an introductory level, appropri-
ate to a general education requirement. The subject
matter of the courses is largely general and tradi-
tional, avoiding the trendiness and overspecializa-
tion characteristic of postmodernist selections.”
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I ’m a household name, with game spitting outta
my mouth at all times / I spit it out and about,
and spit outta the south, until they recognize the dan-

ger signs / So feel a tingle in yo’ s-spine, by the way I talk /
And it’s pimpin’ in my blood, you can tell by the way I
walk / Ooh lawd, more styles than a barber shop, call the
cops /People in the way wanna
baller block /Little do they
know that I’m callin’ shots /
And I’m not to [expletive]
with /If you see me comin’
‘round the corner, then duck
quick, perpetrators can [vul-
garity] …

In case the author of the
above isn’t a “household
name” to you, those lyrics
are by Ludacris, a rap artist
scheduled to appear at N.C.
State University’s home-
coming concert Oct. 1.

Ludacris, born Chris
Bridges, isn’t just foul-mouthed. The Atlanta-born
rapper’s lyrics are misogynistic (multiple references
to women as “b——es” and “hos,” and one track in
which he boasts of killing a “b——” who talks too
much), glorify gun violence (his “Get The [expletive]
Back” contains “kill a man — let his brains hang,” and
“cut his [expletive] head off”), and are, shall we say,
tolerant of drug and alcohol abuse (too many refer-
ences to count, but including cocaine and marijuana).

Ah, you say. Now, in the finest tradition of con-
servative commentary, the writer will express outrage
over this vulgar stuff and cite statistics showing that
rap music warps children’s minds, degrades women,
and encourages thuggery.

True, rap is fairly accused of all these things, and
there are studies to back that up. But Ludacris can
perform as he pleases, vulgar or no — that’s why we
have a First Amendment. And forget worrying about
the “example” Ludacris provides for N.C. State stu-
dents: Those weak-minded enough to put Ludacris’s
lyrics into action are hopeless anyway; put a group of
Nazis in charge of N.C. State and the same students
would merrily burn Jewish-authored textbooks.

No, the problem with bringing Ludacris to N.C.
State is what that invitation says about the university
— my university — and what it stands for. While
Ludacris has a right to call women “b——es” and
“hos,” should N.C. State pay him to do so, and pro-
vide him a forum to do it? Does N.C. State, whose
mission statement calls for providing “leadership for
intellectual, cultural, social, economic, and technologi-
cal development within the state…” advance that mis-
sion an iota by bringing Ludacris to campus? How
does the rapper’s degradation of women fit with N.C.
State’s policy on sexual harassment, which forbids,
among other verbal naughtiness, language that de-
means women on the basis of sex?

Ludacris does not represent N.C. State, or what
N.C. State supposedly stands for, and the university
shouldn’t associate itself with him, even by giving him
a stage and cutting him a check. It’s that simple, and
it’s the same feeling, one thinks, that led students at
Atlanta’s Spellman College to remove the equally
misogynistic rapper Nelly from a campus bone-mar-
row drive and petition Black Entertainment Television
to cease showing some of his videos.

There are those who might say: If you don’t like
Ludacris, don’t buy a ticket. But that facially libertar-
ian response ignores that N.C. State is an educational
institution, one that either advances North Carolina’s
culture and intellect, as it claims, or promotes Ludacris,
who has no apparent connection with the school or
the state and offers only the lesson that vulgarity can
bring big money. A truly free-market response to N.C.
State is, rather than doing nothing, telling N.C. State
respectfully but firmly that as alumni, students, or tax-
payers, we don’t think Ludacris is what N.C. State
should be about.

Should N.C. State take no more into consideration,
when booking entertainment, than popularity? Is it
responsible for no more, when considering whom to
invite to campus, than a downtown club? Sadly, N.C.
State’s answer appears to be, “No.” CJ

Christian Fraternity Files Federal Lawsuit

Against UNC-Chapel Hill for ‘Derecognition’
By JON SANDERS
Assistant Editor

RALEIGH

A cting on behalf of the Alpha Iota Omega Chris-
tian fraternity, the Alliance Defense Fund filed a
lawsuit against the University of North Carolina

at Chapel Hill on Aug. 25. The lawsuit, filed in U.S. Dis-
trict Court in Greensboro, argues that by denying official
recognition to AIO, the university is violating the
fraternity’s First Amendment rights to free association,
speech and exercise of religion. The Foundation for Indi-
vidual Rights in Education is also supporting AIO.

Without university recognition, AIO was denied web
access, ability to reserve space on campus, or apply for
funding from mandatory student fees (although AIO raised
its own money). UNC-CH also froze AIO’s university ac-
count with the money the group had raised. The univer-
sity derecognized AIO when the fraternity refused to sign
the “nondiscrimination policy,” which would have forced
the group to admit into its membership students who
weren’t Christians if they sought membership.

“Because our standards require honesty, we could not
in good conscience sign the university’s nondiscrimination
policies,” said AIO President Trevor Hamm at a press con-
ference announcing the lawsuit. “If someone of a different
faith or someone who did not agree with our standards of
conduct were to automatically receive membership in AIO,
it would obliterate our ability to maintain our Christian
character.”

UNC-CH James Moeser issued a statement the same
day. “We are a public institution, and we cannot discrimi-
nate. That’s the law. And that’s why we are very comfort-
able with the position that we’ve taken on this issue,”
Moeser said. “We think our position strikes the right bal-
ance between First Amendment rights to freedom of asso-
ciation and the rights afforded by the Fourteenth Amend-
ment and the North Carolina Constitution to freedom from
discrimination.”

Speaking to a reporter for The Chronicle of Higher Edu-
cation, FIRE President David French said UNC-CH’s “ar-
gument is novel and it’s novel for a reason. The reason is
that it’s completely untenable.”

U.S. Rep. Walter B. Jones, R-N.C., has requested that
the Office of Civil Rights of the U.S. Department of Educa-
tion investigate UNC-CH’s derecognition of AIO. Jones
spoke out against UNC-CH’s “ongoing problem of cen-
sorship of Christian students.”

The request is the second such call for an OCR investi-
gation that Jones has made this year. The first was after

UNC-CH English lecturer Elyse Crystall attacked a stu-
dent by name in a classwide email for making being “a
perfect example of privilege… a white, heterosexual,
christian male, one who vehemently denied his privilege
last week insisting that he earned all he has, can feel en-
titled to make violent, heterosexist comments and not feel
marked or threatened or vulnerable.”

Gene R. Nichol, UNC-CH Law School dean and Bur-
ton Craige professor of law, wrote an op-ed in the Sept. 13
issue of The News & Observer of Raleigh defending the
university’s position. “Since they are barred from discrimi-
nating on the basis of race, sex, religion, and the like in
their own operations, special care must be exercised to
avoid the endorsement of private exclusion by university
affiliates,” Nichol wrote. “It is one thing for a private group
to associate along religious or racial lines. But state em-
brace of individual discriminatory choice brings the Con-
stitution into play. And it sends a message that no public
educational entity is anxious to transmit.”

Nichol compared UNC-CH having to support AIO
with the “supremacy of federal law” forcing UNC-CH and
other public universities to allow on campus recruiters from
the U.S. Armed Forces even though they reject “a segment
of their student bodies.”

Nichol argued that the principle at stake was “open
access to university facilities and to their officially sanc-
tioned adjunct organizations”; i.e., “the core of educational
opportunity for all.”

Seeing a slippery slope in “allowing a tiny campus fra-
ternity to limit its membership to male Christians,” Nichol
wrote that “[i]f the First Amendment requires university
recognition of a private group that excludes non-Christians,
other moves to fence out homosexuals or Arabs or Jews or
blacks — again based on religious or associational com-
pulsion — won’t be far behind.”

French called it “disappointing that a dean of a law
school would so casually disregard fundamental principles
of constitutional law and display such ignorance of his
school’s own policies.”

“The dean apparently believes that ‘recognized’ stu-
dent organizations are ‘endorsed’ by the school. This is
manifestly untrue and deceptive,” French said.

French quoted the following passage from UNC-CH’s
student organization manual: “Official recognition does not
mean that the University endorses the viewpoints of the
organization.”

He said that the “bottom line is that UNC is unconsti-
tutionally regulating the core beliefs of a completely pri-
vate organization.”            CJ

Ludacris Doesn’t

Belong at N.C. State

Company’s Free-Market Solution to College Costs —

Contracts That Match Students With Investors

By GEORGE LEEF
Associate Editor

RALEIGH

More students than ever are attending the nation’s
colleges and universities. Nevertheless, the fo-
cus of public debate centers around how terri-

bly expensive it is and what government should do to ease
the burden. A New York company provides an altogether
different approach to the problem — having college stu-
dents enter into contracts with investors.

A year of college, even under the very low in-state tu-
ition charged by schools in the University of North Caro-
lina system, entails sizable costs. They are compounded
by housing and living expenses. Combined, they can be a
strain on the budgets of low-income families — and not-
so-poor families, too, if they haven’t saved enough money.

Generally, people affected by the high cost of college
look to the government to ease the burden. A government
subsidy, however, is money taken from taxpayers, not from
voluntary agreements within the free market.

The latter is the idea undergirding the work of a New
York company named My Rich Uncle — helping students
obtain money for college by entering into contracts with
investors. The company recently went public.

Formed in early 2000, My Rich Uncle pools money
from investors and gives it to students (both undergradu-
ates and graduate students) who need additional funding
for college or grad school costs. The money is not a loan;
in order to get the funds they need, applicants must enter
into contracts that obligate them to repay a certain per-

centage of their earnings once they are working full time.
The My Rich Uncle plan works this way: Joe Student

wants to study engineering at N.C. State, but his family
doesn’t have the money to afford putting him through
school. Fortunately, the family hears about My Rich Uncle.
Instead of delaying college or enrolling in a school close
enough to home that Joe could eliminate the cost of living
on campus, Joe’s parents gets the additional $20,000 they
figure they will need from MRU. Joe signs a contract obli-
gating him to pay MRU 4 percent of his taxable earnings
for 15 years after he graduates.

Joe earns his degree and gets a job with an engineer-
ing firm. In his first year of work, he has taxable income of
$40,000, and writes a check to MRU for $1,600. As his in-
come rises for the next 15 years, so does the amount he
pays under the contract. If it should decline for some rea-
son, he would pay less. That’s the risk the investors take.

The MRU plan is an example of human capital con-
tracts, which are growing in appeal for several reasons.
One is that they don’t depend on the government, no tax
dollars are involved, and the risks are borne entirely by
parties willing to bear them.

Another is that they aren’t entitlements. The company
can and indeed must be selective, and will be less likely to
support a student with a mediocre academic record pur-
suing studies in a field that has bleak economic prospects
or in a university known for selling credentials without
imparting knowledge. Thus the contracts can transmit feed-
back from the free market about the market viability of
different majors or even different institutions.            CJ

Michael C. Byrne



Pope Center Study Casts Doubt

on College Rankings by USN&WRPublicly Funded ‘Media Democracy’

Rants About Killing President Bush

Bats in the Belltower

N orth Carolina taxpayers are
supporting, through the Uni-
versity of North Carolina at

Chapel Hill, an “independent news” site
that regularly features calls for the execu-
tion of George W. Bush, promotes armed
uprisings in America, and receives doz-
ens of other conspiratorial rants too bi-
zarre to explain.

All of this is in the name of “open
publishing,” a notion supported by three
departments at UNC-CH on the hopes it
will challenge the “corporate media” by
“empower[ing] individuals to become
independent and civic journalists.” A
novice may be forgiven for asking what
all that could possibly have to do with
executing the president. Here’s a brief
explanation. Behind the term “corporate
media” is the assumption that (I kid you
not) major media outfits as disparate as
Fox News and The New York Times serve
the same corporate masters, and there-
fore everything published by “for-profit”
media organizations is hopelessly tainted
“corporate ideology.” Now, once you
imagine the kind of people who see Fox
and the Times as peas in a pod, your an-
swer readily presents itself.

The web site operating on our nickel
is chapelhill.indymedia.org. If the tag
“indymedia.org” sounds familiar, that’s
because the Portland, Ore., cell of this
outfit achieved brief fame this past April
for reporting the news of Pat Tillman, the
former pro football player who died in
combat as an Army Ranger, under the
headline “Dumb Jock Killed in Afghani-
stan.” The Chapel Hill cell showed
greater restraint in conveying this news,
charitably describing Tillman as an
“arogant [sic] babykilling bastard …
punk … dumb ass LOSER!”

The Chapel Hill Indymedia site is the
web vehicle for the North Carolina In-
dependent Media Center (NCIMC), and
the home page declares that it is “Hosted
by ibiblio.org.” According to Information
Technology Services at UNC-CH,
“ibiblio.org was formed as a collabora-
tion between the University of North
Carolina-Chapel Hill’s MetaLab, for-
merly known as SunSITE, and the Cen-
ter for the Public Domain in September,
2000. At UNC-CH, ibiblio.org is sup-
ported by the School of Journalism and
Mass Communication, the School of In-
formation and Library Science, and In-
formation Technology Services.” Yes,
UNC-CH’s J-school is involved.

UNC-Chapel Hill funds ibiblio.org
to the tune of about $167,000.

One of the key components of
ibiblio.org is encouraging open-source
software, but it is also concerned with
“Host[ing] and foster[ing] projects that
expand the concepts of transparency and
openness into new areas.” This appar-
ently includes “independent media,”
since NCIMC is “committed to the
decommercialization and decolonization
of information.”

It’s likely for most of you that this is
the first time you’ve ever come across the
notion of news being “colonized.” Such
unmistakably leftist jargon — commer-
cialism bad, postcolonialism good — is
altogether too common in many aca-
demic fields, which apparently now in-
cludes journalism. But what happens
when you apply those socialistic con-
cepts to news (or, in the NCIMC euphe-

mism, “information”)?
Put another way, how does this

“media democracy” actually sound?
Like the twits and squawks of the de-
ranged nuthatches and cuckoo birds
nesting in the political fringe, that’s
how. Here are a few quotations from
items appearing just on NCIMC’s
“Newswire.” Here’s what we’re paying
for (see www.popecenter.org/features/
article.html?id=1433 for more):

• From “gdy” on Aug. 21:
“Numerous writers have com-

pared the Bush tactics with those used
by Hitler, while others have docu-
mented the connection between
Prescott Bush and the Nazis… If George
Bush declares a red alert or martial law
or manages to steal another election,
will you be one of the first sent to the
concentration camps? Will you go qui-
etly like a lamb? Will you allow the
Gestapo to haul away your neighbor,
your wife, your son or daughter? Will
you live next to the crematories with
your head in the sand as the Germans
did?”

• From “bin laden” on Aug. 16:
“…Traitor evil lawless bushite en-

emy, die for us instead of our good
families of innocent men women and
children. True American blood brother,
why don’t you, get your guns loaded
and kill un-arrested bush and rumsfeld
for 9/11 proudly. … Hunt to kill the
lawless un-arrested bushite hiding in
our America why don’t you God’s true
to life Patriot? … Happy happy, joy joy,
bushite bushite, die die die die. … Just
imagine what the bushite’s pro-Amerka
will be like, if You don’t stand up and
shout, ‘For God sakes, somebody kill
that demon nazi tyrant George Bush Jr.
for the benefit of all our Humanity’ I
HATE bushite. How about You? EN-
EMY lying fascist nazi whores they are
the bushite eh? Who wouldn’t gladly
kill a bushite soldier for the love of their
family and country? Ha ha ha.. die
bushite die.”

• From “Bill Gallagher” on Aug. 9:
“IMPEACH AND EXECUTE

BUSH.”
• From “Johnny Wizard” on Aug.

3:
“… DIE BUSHITE DIE … Patriots

need to demand the arrest, or rightly
shoot dead steven russell, mattis,
kimmitt, bremer, nergroponte, or any-
one else who serves treasonously as
loyal enemy bushite slaves, by doing
so, eventually earning respect of this
Universe over as true freedom fighters
committed to liberty and justice for all.
Wow!, what a privilege. [Wanna wager
who’ll likely be the one to kill bush and
rumsfeld if you don’t wise up in time
to do it for yourself instead my friend?
Hello?] DIE BUSHITE DIE! A hunting
we shall go … ”

• From “gdy” on Aug. 2:
“Shortly after Bush stole the 2000

election, I wrote an article in which I
suggested that it might be wise to con-
sider the purchase of an AK47 as an in-
vestment. Today those words sound
strangely prophetic, yet eerie alien. …
Use what time there is left to make
plans and to stockpile some provisions
and any material you need for total
opposition. Your freedom and life de-
pends on it.”        CJ

By JON SANDERS
Assistant Editor

RALEIGH

A  study released recently by the John
William Pope Center for Higher
Education Policy shows how the

annual ranking of American colleges and
universities by the magazine U.S. News and
World Report is an unreliable guide to aca-
demic excellence.

The report, “Do College Rankings
Mean Anything” (Inquiry No. 17, Aug. 23,
2004), was written by George Leef, execu-
tive director of the Pope Center, and
Michael Lowrey, and associate editor of
CAROLINA JOURNAL and a former college in-
structor.

USN&WR released
its annual survey results
Aug. 20. Duke University,
Davidson College, Wake
Forest University, and the
University of North Caro-
lina at Chapel Hill were
all highly rated.

In their report, Leef
and Lowrey find that the
criteria used by
USN&WR in its much-
followed ranking system are at best weak
proxies for academic strength. “Schools
with high rankings don’t necessarily pro-
vide a strong educational experience for
their students, and schools with relatively
low rankings may offer students better in-
struction in a more solid curriculum,” Leef
said.

Analyzing each of the factors that go
into the U.S. News ranking system, Leef and
Lowrey conclude that they have little or no

bearing on educational quality. USN&WR
relies on six factors, they report, all six of
which are “either input measures or sub-
jective evaluations” given weights by the
magazine that are “entirely subjective.”

For example, one measure that counts
for “[f]ully one-fourth” of the USN&WR
ranking is “academic reputation.” It asks
the top three officials at each university to
rank schools similar to their own. The prob-
lem is, as Leef and Lowrey said, “[t]he of-
ficers who are surveyed are very knowl-
edgeable about their own institutions, but
in most instances they would have little or
no direct knowledge about the academic en-
vironment even at other schools in their
own state, much less around the entire na-

tion.” Nor does academic
reputation necessarily
correlate with student
learning, they write.

Another factor in the
USN&WR rankings is
faculty compensation, in
which the higher the
compensation, the higher
the school’s score will be.
But “[h]igh pay doesn’t
guarantee teaching excel-

lence,” Lowrey said. “In fact, some ‘super-
star’ professors with six-figure salaries are
notorious for neglecting their students.”

The authors say there is no ideal rank-
ing system and advise students and parents
to carefully evaluate the curriculum and
faculty at schools and departments to gauge
how strong or weak the educational expe-
rience is likely to be. The report is online at
www.popecenter.org/inquiry_papers/
article.html?id=1434.                                   CJ

Six factors… are “ei-
ther input measures or
subjective evalua-
tions” given weights by
the magazine that are
“entirely subjective.”
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By JON SANDERS
Assistant Editor

RALEIGH

By now it is well known that the Uni-
versity of North Carolina at Chapel
Hill made national headlines again

for something that, depending upon whom
you ask, demonstrates its animus against
Christian groups or its passion for the prin-
ciples of diversity. Specifically, UNC-CH is
being sued by a Christian fraternity, Alpha
Iota Omega, for officially derecognizing the
group because the group wouldn’t sign a
“nondiscrimination” pledge.

For the uninitiated, “derecognition” is
the academic equivalent of Big Brother de-
claring Comrade Withers an “unperson.”
UNC-CH declared AIO derecognized, then
froze AIO’s account containing the money
the group had raised on its own, shut down
AIO’s web access, denied the group a meet-
ing space, and cut off its access to student-
fees funding (which AIO didn’t use). Being
dead to them, so to speak, AIO wasn’t even
told when it was derecognized.

“There is sometimes a tension between
the First Amendment to the Constitution
and the equal protection provisions in the
Fourteenth Amendment,” said UNC-CH
Chancellor James Moeser, which “all pub-
lic universities” must somehow resolve.
They “must strive to balance constitutional
rights and protections.” UNC-CH resolves
this “tension,” Moeser said, by requiring
any student group seeking official recogni-
tion to allow “membership and participa-
tion without regard to age, race, color, na-
tional origin, religion, disability, sex, or
sexual orientation.”

Tension between the First and Four-
teenth Amendments? What a hidebound,
mossbacked beast of purblind lunacy! But
apparently this beast’s bite is infectious, be-
cause many students, student newspaper
editorial staffs, and outside editorialists are
sounding the same theme.

But there is no
tension between the
First and Four-
teenth Amend-
ments; both protect
individuals from ac-
tions by the state,
not by other indi-
viduals. A person
cannot cite rights to
free assembly or
rights of nondis-
crimination in order
to have government force a private group
to admit him. UNC-CH is a public univer-
sity, bound by constitutional rules limiting
government actions. It therefore cannot re-
quire a group like AIO to guarantee those
“rights” to any theoretical person.

As stated by the Supreme Court in
Hurley v. Irish-American Gay Group of Boston
(1995), “the guarantees of free speech and
equal protection guard only against en-
croachment by the government and ‘erec[t]
no shield against merely private conduct’”
[quoting from Shelley v. Kraemer (1948)].

In Rosenberger v. Rector (1995), the Su-
preme Court ruled that university pro-
grams such as UNC-CH’s that grant fees
and meeting space to a wide spectrum of
student groups are constitutional even
when one of those groups receiving favor
is Christian.

The court found that “[i]t does not vio-
late the Establishment Clause for a public
university to grant access to its facilities on
a religion-neutral basis to a wide spectrum
of student groups, including groups which
use meeting rooms for sectarian activities,
accompanied by some devotional exer-
cises.” Tension?

Furthermore, in Boy Scouts of America
v. Dale (2000), the court ruled that “implicit
in the right to engage in activities protected
by the First Amendment is a correspond-
ing right to associate with others in pursuit

Chancellor Moeser’s very bad idea

UNC-Chapel Hill Must Resolve …  What? ‘Tension’ in U.S. Constitution?

of a wide variety of
political, social, eco-
nomic, educational,
religious, and cul-
tural ends.”

Driving the
point home, the
court ruled that
“forced inclusion of
an unwanted person
infringes upon the
group’s freedom of
expressive associa-

tion if the presence of that person affects in
a significant way the group’s ability to ad-
vocate public or private viewpoints.” Ten-
sion?

A ‘decidedly fatal objective’

In Hurley, the court ruled on the issue
whether a group, the South Boston Allied
Veterans War Council, had the constitu-
tional right to exclude from its annual St.
Patrick’s Day Parade the Irish-American
Gay, Lesbian and Bisexual Group of Bos-
ton.

Here was a case of a group giving pub-
lic access and public funds (even use of the
city seal!) being challenged because it
wanted to exclude individuals who differed
over the group’s message. In Hurley, as later
in Boy Scouts, the court affirmed that
group’s rights to exclude the unwanted
speakers.

In doing so, the court made an inter-
esting note. “It might, of course, have been
argued that a broader objective is apparent:
that the ultimate point of forbidding acts
of discrimination toward certain classes is
to produce a society free of the correspond-
ing biases,” the court held then, as if antici-
pating the argument Moeser would use in
2004.

“Requiring access to a speaker’s mes-
sage would thus be not an end in itself, but

a means to produce speakers free of the bi-
ases, whose expressive conduct would be
at least neutral toward the particular
classes, obviating any future need for cor-
rection. But if this indeed is the point of
applying the state law to expressive con-
duct, it is a decidedly fatal objective.” In-
deed!

The court further noted that the group,
“[h]aving availed itself of the public thor-
oughfares ‘for purposes of assembly [and]
communicating thoughts between citizens,’
[it] is engaged in a use of the streets that
has ‘from ancient times, been a part of the
privileges, immunities, rights, and liberties
of citizens.’” In other words, there can’t be
any “antidisciminatory” strings attached;
the group’s right to express its message is
still protected from government meddling.

The court then puts a silver bullet in
the beast. “The very idea that a noncom-
mercial speech restriction be used to pro-
duce thoughts and statements acceptable to
some groups or, indeed, all people, grates
on the First Amendment, for it amounts to
nothing less than a proposal to limit speech
in the service of orthodox expression. The
Speech Clause has no more certain antith-
esis,” it held. “While the law is free to pro-
mote all sorts of conduct in place of harm-
ful behavior, it is not free to interfere with
speech for no better reason than promot-
ing an approved message or discouraging
a disfavored one, however enlightened ei-
ther purpose may strike the government.”
Tension?

In short, the Constitution isn’t offended
when universities grant meeting space and
fees to Christian groups, too, but it is of-
fended when they try to force the groups
to admit unwanted people. Whatever ten-
sion there really is, it’s between the aca-
demic left’s Diversity Über Alles approach
and the U.S. Constitution’s protections of
the individual against interference by pub-
lic officials. CJ

Issues in
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Education
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Cable TV costly, survey says

Nearly nine out of every 10 people
who responded to a Durham County
survey think Time Warner Cable is
overpriced and should have to com-
pete with another cable operator, the
Herald-Sun of Durham reports.

Residents also wish they had more
control over what channels they pay for
and complain that Time Warner has
poor customer service, the survey
found.

“I could do without most chan-
nels,” one respondent wrote. “Why pay
for what I HATE?”

Others complained about com-
pany service and installation, while
some suggested adding specific chan-
nels such as Bravo, a classic movie
channel, or Speed, an auto racing sta-
tion.

The county commissioned the re-
port in preparation for renegotiating its
franchise agreement with the cable
company next year. A consulting firm,
Action Audits LLC of Cary, sent 8,000
surveys to residents and received 1,173
responses.

The survey is not as statistically
valid as a random poll because it in-
cludes only the answers of people who
took the effort to respond after read-
ing the questions. For example, 84 per-
cent of the people who responded
listed their age as over 40, and more
than 62 percent were older than 50.

About 71 percent of respondents
said Time Warner's picture and sound
quality were satisfactory, while 18.7
percent said they were excellent, and
10.2 percent said they were poor. Ques-
tions about service were mixed, but
overall, 37.5 percent said they were sat-
isfied, 32.9 percent were “somewhat
dissatisfied,” 13.7 percent were “very
dissatisfied,” 10.2 percent had no opin-
ion, and 5.7 percent were “very satis-
fied.”

City OKs ‘big-box’ guidelines

The Winston-Salem City Council
approved new design guidelines and
tentatively approved new zoning regu-
lations on “big-box” developments at
a meeting in early September.

The council’s action brings some
resolution to a six-month-long debate
in the community about big retail de-
velopments, the Winston-Salem Journal
reported.

The regulations were developed
after Wal-Mart Stores Inc. submitted
plans in March for a 223,000-square-
foot supercenter on Reynolda Road, its
third in Winston-Salem.

The new regulations were pro-
posed by the planning staff and recom-
mended for approval by the City-
County Planning Board. They are di-
vided into two sections — design and
zoning requirements. The council
voted separately on the sections.

In the first section, developments
of 75,000 square feet or larger would
have to meet design guidelines on such
issues as parking, facades, and en-
trances to buildings. A shopping cen-
ter that has at least one tenant of 75,000
square feet or larger also would have
to meet the design guidelines. The
regulations also require that the design
guidelines be imposed if a building
with multiple tenants is 150,000 square
feet or more.

The council voted 6-1 in favor of
the design rules.       CJ

By DONNA MARTINEZ
Associate Editor

RALEIGH

To some local officials, it is unthink-
able to publicly acknowledge a city
is plagued by gun and gang vio-

lence. But in Durham, that’s exactly what
District Attorney Jim Hardin did when he
applied for and received a U.S. Department
of Justice grant to hire a prosecutor special-
izing in getting gun-toting criminals off
Durham’s streets.

“Durham hasn’t been shy about expos-
ing this issue, as other communities have,”
Hardin said. He hopes the three-year,
$120,000 federal grant, coupled with
$30,000 in matching funds from the city and
Durham County, will reduce Durham’s
gun-related crimes. Durham is one of only
a few cities to receive the funding. The gun
prosecutor began work earlier this year. His
felony caseload will include an array of
crimes including assault with a deadly
weapon, armed robbery, and shooting into
occupied property.

Guns and crime

In 2003, more than half the city’s 22 ho-
micides involved firearms, as did 85 per-
cent of armed robberies and more than 40
percent of aggravated assaults. In the first
six months of 2004, 13 ho-
micides were committed
with firearms, 293 hand-
guns were seized, and po-
lice received 1,170 calls for
service because of shots
fired.

The targeted effort by
the district attorney’s of-
fice is one element of
Durham’s broader Project
Safe Neighborhoods ini-
tiative. Championed by
the Bush administration
and coordinated through
U.S. attorneys offices
around the country, PSN
aims to enforce existing
gun laws by vigorously
prosecuting gun crime,
and to prevent them from occurring by
tracking and using data on weapons,
crimes, and criminals. Partnerships be-
tween law enforcement and community
and faith-based groups are also integral to
the $900 million effort.

Gun-related crackdowns get the atten-
tion of gun-rights advocates. The North
Carolina Rifle and Pistol Association, the
state affiliate of the National Rifle Associa-
tion, monitors PSN programs around the
state. Russ Parker, NCRPA president, thinks
PSN is generally on the right track by pros-
ecuting criminals and promoting gun
safety.

“We like it because it doesn’t imple-
ment any new laws,” Parker said. But he is
wary that two things may occur: “overzeal-
ous prosecution” of citizens, and expansion
of gun safety into an anti-gun message.
“That can be perverted into guns being
evil.”

Durham has best approach

 In the middle district of North
Carolina’s U.S. Attorney’s Office, the cities
of Durham, Winston-Salem, High Point,
Salisbury, and Greensboro participate in
PSN. However, Durham’s approach is
unique and comprehensive, according to
Dr. Jim Frabutt of UNC-Greensboro’s Cen-
ter for Youth, Family and Community Part-
nerships, who acts as Durham’s research

partner. So unique, he said, that other cities
should use it as a model. He’s writing a
best-practices analysis on Durham to prove
his point.

Part of what’s different is Durham’s
pledge of local resources to beef up more
than $250,000 in federal funds it has re-
ceived. Other cities look to their U.S.
Attorney’s Office as the project leader, but
Durham’s police department created a full-
time, non-sworn position to act as its own
PSN coordinator. The job was originally
funded by a grant, but the city is picking
up financial responsibility when federal
dollars end.

Frabutt thinks the hiring commitment
is key to ensuring that Durham’s intense
focus on gun crime is long-term, something

he can’t say about other
cities. “No one has made
the commitment Durham
has. We haven’t seen any-
body else do that yet,”
Frabutt said. A part-time
analyst is also on board to
track crime data. Every
weapon seized by police
is traced and test fired and
the information is entered
into a national ballistics
database. Rob Faggart,
PSN coordinator, said
Durham leads the state in
recovering guns that are
identified has having
been used in a crime
somewhere else.

But it’s Durham’s
own PSN database that contains a gold
mine of information from which law en-
forcement determines gun-crime patterns,
anticipates where and when illegal guns
may be found, and determines key players
in criminal activity.

Hardin noted that
several years ago, a re-
view showed a recurring
overlap between gun-
crime perpetrators, vic-
tims, and witnesses. For
example, he said, a gang
member might be shot,
and then another gang
member might retaliate
with a second shooting. Often, the victims
and witnesses won’t tell police what they
know. Consequently, Hardin’s gun prosecu-
tor coordinates closely with his gang pros-
ecutor.

Sharing of information is key when rep-
resentatives of the police department,
Hardin’s office, and the U.S. Attorney’s
Office review gun arrests each month. They
decide where the toughest punishment can
be meted out, based on differences in fed-
eral and state laws. Hardin said the goal is
to send “the worst of the worst” to the U.S.
attorney for prosecution, where those con-
victed under stricter federal law can receive
harsher sentences.

The opposite end of the criminal path
gets attention as well. Four times a year, the

Criminal Justice Resource Center sends 10
to 20 men and women leaving prison on
probation or parole to a PSN meeting
dubbed Strategies to Abate and Reduce
Senseless Violence.

Those funneled into the program are re-
peat offenders, people with felony convic-
tions, and those with a history of using guns
or carrying illegal weapons.

Commitment to STARS

The mission of STARS is to reduce the
number who commit crimes again by of-
fering a coordinated message of tough ex-
pectations and generous help as they tran-
sition back into free society. Law-enforce-
ment officials deliver hard-hitting advice
about staying out of trouble and away from
old habits and contacts. “They pretty much
hammer these guys with this message,”
Faggart said. “You’d better listen to these
folks, because you’re going to be under a
microscope.”

Help comes in the form of job training,
life-skills development, assistance obtain-
ing a GED, and even simple friendship.
Marcia Owen, outreach coordinator for the
Religious Coalition for a Nonviolent
Durham, said her group has four teams that
offer a one-year “covenant relationship”
with those on post-release supervision.

“It’s extremely rewarding,” Owen said.
But while optimistic, she’s already faced the
limitations of her work. The first person the
team worked with made it through post-
release but began using drugs and was ar-
rested for having stolen goods. “Every per-
son on the team felt terrible; we were in
tears,” Owens said. Team members visit the
man in jail and will be with him during trial.

Preventing Durham children from
turning to crime in the first place is why

Bill Hayes is a new mem-
ber of the PSN effort. As
North Carolina Central
University’s athletics di-
rector, he’s working with
Faggart to deploy
NCCU’s 250 student-ath-
letes into Dur-ham as
mentors and tutors. Kids
will also come to NCCU
for life lessons and role

models. Hayes wants them to attend team
practices and study hall so they see and
learn discipline and respect.

PSN’s concept isn’t new to Hayes. He
spent nearly 15 years as football coach at
NCA&T before coming to Durham. While
in the Greensboro-High Point area, he
teamed his athletes with neighborhood chil-
dren and he predicts some of his NCCU ath-
letes will see themselves in the faces they’re
trying to help. “Many of them have been in
this situation themselves — one step away
from gangs, violence, and prison,” he said.

Despite the good intentions of public-
private partnerships like PSN, Parker hopes
citizens don’t become complacent. “You’ve
always got to keep your eye on the govern-
ment,” he said.               CJ

“Durham hasn’t been
shy about exposing
this issue, as other
communities have.”

—District Attorney
Jim Hardin

District Attorney Jim Hardin
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High-speed rail considered in N.C.

Bullet Trains Would Bleed Taxpayers Dry
By BOB FLISS
Contributing Editor

RALEIGH

A t first glance, there may
seem a world of difference
between a light-rail system

transporting urban commuters and
a European-style “bullet train”
speeding between cities at more than
100 mph.

Actually, the main differences
are the hardware and the scenery.
The underlying economics are re-
markably similar, as both require
enormous capital outlays and ulti-
mately rely on what might be called
the “Field of Dreams” school of mar-
keting — “build it and they will
come.”

If recent history is any guide, both transportation con-
cepts stand to use huge amounts of taxpayer money to
provide services desired mainly by a loose coalition of
automobile haters and nostalgia buffs —along with bu-
reaucrats who maintain that North Carolina can’t remain
competitive without more rail service.

Meanwhile, the vast majority of North Carolinians
continue to “vote” every day on this issue by simply
driving their automobiles.

A study released in June by the Reason Foundation
said that not one of about two dozen light-rail systems in
the nation makes money. Their costs per passenger mile are
several times that of highways and they carry a minuscule
portion of the commuter traffic in their communities, usu-
ally between 1 percent and 2 percent.

Researcher Ted Balaker also reported that astronomi-
cal cost overruns are the norm. For example, the planned
light-rail system in Raleigh-Durham was originally pro-
jected at $250 million. Now it has metastasized into an $850
million growth on the landscape, the first leg of which is
expected to open in late 2007.

The dossier on high-speed interurban trains isn’t quite
as extensive, mainly because proposed rail corridors are
still being studied and subjected to the inevitable environ-
mental impact analyses. While there’s an extensive record
on the wastefulness of light rail, no “bullet train” project
has yet had a chance to fail in the United States.

The high-speed rail concept in North Carolina started
in 1992, when the U.S. Department of Transportation des-
ignated five corridors for the service nationwide. The origi-
nal plan was for a Southeast High Speed Rail Corridor from
Washington D.C. to Charlotte via Richmond and Raleigh.
The concept has since been extended south to Jacksonville,
Fla. The project wrapped up its first tier environmental
impact study in 2002 and is now working on the second
round.

In North Carolina, high-speed rail is being shepherded
mainly by the N.C. Department of Transportation, with
input by the N.C. Railroad Co., a public-private real-estate
trust that owns the principal 317-mile line linking Morehead
City with Charlotte. The NCRR leases the track to Norfolk
Southern Railway for freight services, which in turn sub-
leases to Amtrak for the six lightly occupied passenger
trains that pass through North Carolina each day.

Scott Saylor, president of NCRR, said the costs of high-
speed rail are almost unknowable at this early date. “You’re
looking at major federal money,” he said.

The NCRR earns about $11 million a year from Norfolk
Southern for use of its tracks, nearly all of which is rein-
vested. A large share of the money has to go toward
maintenance and upgrades of the existing line, for ex-
ample, a new bridge at U.S. 54 in Raleigh, now about half-
complete. Saylor noted that the improvements have been
made to support the 60-some freight trains that cross North
Carolina each day. They’re not designed for bullet trains
shooting across country at 100 mph or faster.

The NCRR has also been able to pay for occasional
capital construction, such as the recent renovations of the
old passenger stations in High Point and Burlington. While
these projects are aesthetically pleasing, it might be asked
to how much use they will get as transportation consumers
continue to bypass Amtrak in favor of the airlines or their
own automobiles.

Amtrak’s recent performance in North Carolina sug-
gests that if high-speed rail becomes a reality sometime
after 2010, the only result will be half-empty cars going a lot
faster. Amtrak carried 434,000 passengers to17 North Caro-
lina communities during 2003, down from 442,000 the

previous year. It runs four daily trains from New York
through North Carolina, terminating at either Miami or
New Orleans. Also, the state contracts with Amtrak to fund
the Piedmont between Raleigh and Charlotte. The state
also subsidizes the Rocky Mount-to-Charlotte portion of
the daily run of the Carolinian, which originates in New
York.

By comparison, the Raleigh-Durham International
Airport serviced 7.9 million passengers in 2003, even while
the airline industry continued to struggle with its post Sept.
11 slump. Passenger traffic at RDU peaked in 2000 at 10
million.

High speed trains elsewhere in the U.S.?

Transportation engineers have warned that high-speed
rail is ill-adapted to the suburban sprawl that, for good or
ill, characterizes most American cities. For example, in
1997, three engineers of the University of California at
Berkeley along with a French colleague published a study
on the prospects for high-speed rail in California.

They concluded that bullet trains were a much better fit
for Europe and Japan, where they noted that population
densities are higher than even such congested urban cen-
ters as Los Angeles and San Francisco. They also pointed
out that rail carries with it a great deal of inflexibility in its
infrastructure — once built, rail lines can’t be moved, even
if population and consumer demand drifts elsewhere.

Their conclusion: “Compared with the greater flexibil-
ity afforded the untracked air travel system or the ubiqui-
tous highway system, high-speed rail faces serious diffi-
culties.”

Considering that the study was paid for in part by the
California High Speed Rail Commission, the researchers
were clearly not delivering a message that their patrons
wanted to hear.

These findings hold little hope for the proposed South-
east High Speed Rail Corridor, if for no other reason than
population densities in North Carolina are much lower
than in California. All of the state’s three major urban areas
come in at no more than 2,000 residents per square mile —
a fact suggesting that all are nonstarters for both light-rail
commuter trains and high-speed rail.

The credibility of high-speed rail in North Carolina
may soon be influenced by developments in Florida, where
a statewide referendum on this mode of transport is on the
November ballot. Voters will be asked whether they want
to repeal a 2000 referendum that amended the Florida
constitution to require the state to initiate high-speed rail
service between at least five cities.

The repeal movement is being led by none other than
Gov. Jeb Bush, who has said he views high-speed rail as too
expensive, especially as it will divert money needed for
highway improvements. Bush canceled an earlier high-
speed rail proposal upon taking office in 1999. But this time
out, high-speed rail has had support from both parties in
the Florida legislature, leaving Bush no choice but to go for
a referendum to cancel the earlier referendum.

The James Madison Institute, a free-market think tank
based in Tallahassee, recently reported that the cost of
building a bullet train system has been widely disputed.
Opponents estimate that it would be $17 billion over 35
years for a statewide system, as mandated by the 2000
referendum. Advocates have come up with a figure of $75
million a year for 35 years, but only for the portion to
connect Orlando and Tampa.

The Madison Institute has consistently opposed high-
speed rail, even going back to the earlier proposal termi-
nated by Bush.

Author Clint Bolick has a concept he calls
“grass-roots tyranny.” Bolick is a lawyer
who has spent a great deal of time over

the past 15 years working on issues from school
choice to eminent-domain abuse as a cofounder of
the Institute for Justice. His new book is Leviathan:
The Growth of Local Government and the Erosion of
Liberty is worthy of at least a cursory glance by
folks in North Carolina.

In a recent interview with Bill Steigerwald of
the Pittsburgh Times, Bolick outlines the fact that
local government has
grown to the point that it
is now 50 percent larger
than the federal govern-
ment and that this in and
of itself presents a poten-
tial danger to property
rights and others. The
best quote from that in-
terview was that the era
of big government isn’t
over, “it [has] just moved
to the suburbs.”

Why should North
Carolinians care? If you, like Bolick and others,
believe that local government was originally set
up to provide police and fire protection, educa-
tion, and things like water and public recreational
facilities, you’d be right. But today’s local govern-
ment has become far larger in scope than anyone
could have thought 200 years ago.

We now have complex and massive zoning
regulations, transit systems, water and sewer sys-
tems. While in and of itself this is not terribly bad,
Bolick believes there are two issues that are worth
pointing out. One is that each of these typically
have tax power behind them and secondly, people
are not generally involved or interested in what is
going on unless it specifically affects them.

Bolick, and many citizens throughout North
Carolina, will tell you that zoning is being used
more frequently to exclude low-income housing
from communities. You will hear phrases such as
“minimal lot size,” “buffers,” and “setbacks,” all
of which contribute to the price of owning land or
a home. By doing so, middle- to lower-income
folks often have to look elsewhere to live. In this
way zoning becomes a legal means of discriminat-
ing and being abused.

Bolick even says, “We probably would not
have to subsidize housing for the poor if we were
more careful about what types of zoning we allow,
because zoning dictates the price of housing.”
How true!

Several other factors worth considering are
local school systems. These systems in North Caro-
lina often make up the bulk of local property taxes
and are usually the reason the tax rates are increas-
ing, yet only about 10 percent to 20 percent of folks
will bother to vote in a school board race. I also
would mention here that Medicaid eats a great
deal of county budgets as well, but most citizens
aren’t aware of this, either.

And as communities grow, the distance be-
tween citizens and the government that oversees
them grows as well. In the larger cities in North
Carolina one citizen’s voice becomes progressively
less important.

It all comes back to apathy and activism. Local
government has a greater impact on the lives of
citizens in many ways than state or national offices
do. But we spend a great deal less time paying
attention.

Grass-roots activism is the answer to apathy,
without it, local governments will continue to
grow and exert even greater control over people’s
lives. Lincoln once said, and I’m paraphrasing,
that any government “large enough to give you
everything you want is also large enough to take
away everything you have.” But we need to be
watching the courthouse more than the White
House once in a while.            CJ

A “bullet train” carries passengers between cities in Japan.
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Cost of Sprawl Exaggerated

Local Innovation Bulletin Board

U rban planners have made as-
sumptions that building high-
density housing and redevel-

oping neighborhoods with existing in-
frastructure costs less than urban sprawl,
but a recent study by the Heritage Foun-
dation puts the real cost of sprawl into
perspective.

Urban experts Wendell Cox and
Johsua Utt debunk the myths that higher
densities cost less and that lower costs
are associated with lower rates of popu-
lation growth and older neighborhoods.

Antisprawl advocates claim that
“uncontrolled growth” will cost about
$227.4 billion between 2000 and 2025,
which amounts to about $9.1 billion in
gross costs per year. Yet, when spread-
ing the cost out over 115 million house-
holds for 25 years, Cox and Utt conclude,
sprawl costs households only about $80
annually — $4.41 for sewer and water,
$38.38 in road building, and $36.77 in
expanded public services. These costs
are minuscule compared to the fact that
between 1980 and 2000, personal per-
capita income increased 140 times more
than the $9.1 billion cost of sprawl over
25 years.

The researchers also discredit the
idea that increasing density saves a sig-
nificant amount of money. Cox and Utt
found that a 10 percent increase in popu-
lation density in a city decreases the
annual cost of municipal expenditures
per capita by only $1.46.

Population growth and the redevel-
opment of existing neighborhoods in a
city were not associated with any statis-
tically significant cost savings.

Changes in wastewater costs were
found to be statistically significant, but
put in perspective, the cost of wastewa-
ter declines by about
$4 per person annually
for each additional
1,000 people per
square mile.

Taser usage up

The Taser gun
emits 50,000 volts of
electricity up to 21 feet
away, enough to mo-
mentarily incapacitate a person. Police
departments around the country have
reported sharp declines in shooting fa-
talities since deploying the Taser.

Seattle police began using Tasers in
2001, and last year reported no fatal
shooting incidents for the first time in 15
years.

In 2002, Portland police used Tasers
595 times; 25 to 30 percent of those inci-
dents would have required deadly force
without the use of Tasers. Phoenix police
report that officer-involved shootings
dropped 54 percent in 2003 after they
started using Tasers.

Currently, Tasers are used by 5,200
law-enforcement agencies nationwide.
However, critics worry about the safety
of Tasers — reportedly, five people have
died after being shot with Tasers, al-
though it was determined that one of the
individuals died of an unrelated heart
attack.

Additionally, observers are con-
cerned that because Tasers leave only a
small mark on the individual, they may
be used unnecessarily or result in abuse.
However, the Tasers contain a micro-

chip recording the data and time of
usage, and many police departments
require detailed reports of Taser use.

Reported in USA Today.

Suburbs and noise

The noise usually attributed to cit-
ies has moved to the suburbs — and
many communities are establishing new
ordinances, as well as updating old laws,
to quiet things down.

Drivers in Boulder, Colo., can be
ticketed for allowing their car stereos to
be heard more then one car length away;
people are also prohibited from yelling
on public property in residential neigh-
borhoods after 11 p.m.

In Portsmouth, N. H., motorcycles
must operate below a certain noise level.
New York City is proposing revisions
to its old ordinances, including time
limits on how long a dog can continu-
ously bark near residences.

According to the League for the
Hard of Hearing, prolonged exposure
to noise greater than 85 decibels can
cause hearing loss. A quiet residential
area produces about 40 decibels of noise,
while lawn mowers produce 65 to 95
decibels, leaf blowers and car horns 110
decibels, and chainsaws 120 decibels.

Bill Wood of American Motorcyclist
Magazine agrees that noise ordinances
are not a problem, but they should be
applied fairly to all sources or noise,
and not just aimed at certain groups.

Reported in USA Today.

Defibrillators save lives

Two recent studies published in the
New England Journal of Medicine reveal

that a program that
trained bystanders to
perform CPR and use
automated external
defibrillators saved as
many cardiac arrest
victims as highly
trained paramedics.

Many Ontarians
have been trained to
perform CPR and use
AEDs, which are be-

ing widely dispersed. The survival rate
of cardiac arrest victims jumped from
14 percent to 23 percent when bystand-
ers use an AED to deliver a shock before
paramedics arrived.

The addition of emergency medical
service programs with trained paramed-
ics, however, did not improve survival
rates. Because paramedics often arrive
relatively late, people they save are more
likely to suffer brain damage. Seventy-
eight percent of those saved by bystand-
ers without paramedics survived with
excellent brain function vs. 68 percent
of those treated by paramedics.

Making AEDs more available
worked in Washington, D.C., where sur-
vival rates shot up tenfold in two years.
“These two studies will change the way
we think of EMS,” says Robert O’Connor
of the American College of Emergency
Physicians.

USA Today found in an investiga-
tion published last year that thousands
of lives are lost because EMS is often
fragmented, inconsistent, and slow.
Paramedics simply can’t reach victims
fast enough.                                          CJ

Sprawl costs house-
holds only about $80
annually — $4.41 for
water, $38.38 for
roads, and $36.77 in
extra public services

From Cherokee to Currituck

Racial Goals Aren’t Needed

In Charlotte Contracting: Study

By MICHAEL LOWREY
Associate Editor

CHARLOTTE

The debate continues in Charlotte over
the city’s efforts to ensure that mi-
nority- and female-owned busi-

nesses receive a “fair” portion of city con-
tracts.

Charlotte had traditionally used a sys-
tem that set goals for minority and female-
owned participation in city contracts. In
late 2001, this scheme was challenged in
court. Concluding it could not win, the city
dropped explicit racial and gender goals in
January 2002 and began looking for a re-
placement policy.

The city’s efforts at crafting a replace-
ment policy has two elements: a policy re-
quiring consideration of small-firms as sub-
contractors and a study to determine the
effectiveness of the small-firm policy in
helping minority- and female-owned firms
get city contracts.

The study was just completed and
showed that city contracts are spread out
among racial groups except Asian-Ameri-
cans. As a result, the city cannot legally
justify racial and gender goals in every con-
struction contract.

Under the small-firm requirement,
black-owned business got $2.7 million in
city contracts. In 2001,
under the old racial-goal
system, they were
awarded $1.5 million.

“We’re being pre-
sented the facts, and one
result of this study is
something we should ac-
tually be proud of,” Mayor
Pat McCrory said to The
Charlotte Observer. “And
that shows that we’re a
very productive city in
giving opportunity to everyone.”

Not all council members agreed with
the study’s findings. Several African-Ameri-
can members contended the study had not
been detailed enough to find discrimina-
tion at the subcontractor level.

“We’re about to make a bad decision on
bad information because the city hasn’t dug
deep enough to find the root of the prob-
lem,” Mayor Pro Tem Patrick Cannon said
to the newspaper.

While the small-company contracting
requirement may be ensuring that contracts
are spread around, such successes do come
at a price. Charlotte City Council recently
rejected the low bids on four projects as the
bidders had not contacted enough poten-
tial small-firm subcontractors. Three of the
four low bidders where themselves small
businesses.

The city will end up paying $145,000
more in taking the next lowest bids.

Greensboro billboard debate

Greensboro officials are examining
what they can do to further limit the num-
ber of billboards along the Urban Loop, the
News-Record of Greensboro reports. In 2002,
council voted to ban billboards along all 44
miles of the interstate highway that will
eventually circle the city.

While such a resolution would seem to
be the last word of the matter, most of the
road lies outside Greensboro proper. In these
areas, Guilford County, not Greensboro,
zoning regulations apply.

“If we idly stand by, we might as well
toss the scenic corridor provisions out the

The study was just
completed and
showed city contracts
are spread out among
racial groups except
Asian Americans.

window,” said city council member Robbie
Perkins.

A recent change in state law is one
reason the city council is re-examining the
issue. Localities must now actually pay sign
owners if they want to have a billboard
removed. Among the options the city is
considering is requiring landowners to re-
move billboards if they wish to receive city
water and sewer service.

Localities can zone state land

Traditionally, North Carolina law has
exempted state-owned land from many lo-
cal zoning regulations. A new law that took
effect Oct. 1 changes that.

A provision in a technical corrections
bill passed by the General Assembly this
summer gives localities zoning authority
over most land disturbances on state-owned
land, including at state universities. Ex-
amples of land disturbances include park-
ing lots, athletic fields, digging a new utility
corridor, or most anything else that does
not include a building.

The law also eliminated a requirement
that the Council of State or its designate
must review any local plans to include state
land in an overlay district or a special-use
district.

“We believe it will
have a significant impact
on us… It’s just a myriad
of little nits and gnats that
currently are not re-
quired,” Bruce Runberg,
UNC-Chapel Hill asso-
ciate vice chancellor for
planning and construc-
tion, said to The News &
Observer of Raleigh. “Our
initial reaction to this is it
could cost us six figures

on an annual basis with all the zoning com-
pliance permits, paperwork, and additional
time.”

Gaston tax hike on ballot

Gaston County voters will decide in
November whether to approve an addi-
tional half-cent local sales tax. If approved,
the tax increase would bring the general
sales tax in Gaston County to 7.5 percent.
Neighboring Mecklenburg is the only other
county with a 7.5 percent sales tax. The rate
in the rest of the state is 7 percent.

In July, the General Assembly autho-
rized the additional sales tax for eight years
subject to the approval of county voters. If
approved, the tax is projected to raise $58
million before it expires.

Gastonia, which would get half of the
money, hopes to build a convention center
using its share of the receipts.

Gaston County would get 32 percent of
the tax revenues, while the remaining 18
percent would be divided between the
county’s other municipalities based by their
population.

Proponents of the tax increase argue
the extra revenue will allow for greater
public investment.

“Gaston County has lost 15,000 jobs in
the last decade,” Bob Morgan, president of
the Gaston Chamber of Commerce, said to
The Charlotte Observer. “They’re not coming
back. If you’re going to create 15,000 jobs
you’re going to have to invest in yourself.”

Opponents argue that it will increase
the cost of products locally, and drive shop-
pers across the border to South Carolina. CJ
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Steve Gardner: Swift Boat Veteran for Truth Opposes Kerry
By CAROLINA JOURNAL STAFF

RALEIGH

The Swift Boat Veterans for Truth have
challenged claims by Democratic presi-
dential candidate John Kerry about his

record as a naval officer during the Vietnam
War. The story wasn’t chased much by the
mainstream media until alternative media, in-
cluding bloggers and talk radio, made it too big
to ignore.

One of the Swift Boat Vets who served on
the same boat with Kerry is Steve Gardner, who
was interviewed by Carolina Journal’s John
Hood during a recent visit to Raleigh.

Hood: First, we should just talk a little bit about
your background and why you are a member of
the Swift Boat Veterans. When did you serve
and at what proximity did you serve with Kerry?

Gardner: I served two tours in Vietnam. My
second tour was served with John Kerry.
He had four months and 12 days of tour
time in Vietnam. I served two months and
two weeks of that time. I served the most
time with him of anybody in the crew.

Hood: When you say you served, “with him,”
one of the allegations against Swift Boat Veter-
ans, and therefore, the claims of the members is
they didn’t serve in the same boat with Kerry.
They served in other boats or at other times.
What do they know? What do you know?

Gardner: I sat five feet behind him in the
gun tug [ph].

Hood: That sounds sorta close.

Gardner: We were right there, real, real
close together. I could see every move he
made.

Hood: As a member of Swift Boat Veterans for
Truth, how would you describe the purpose of
this organization? Why did it come about?
What is its goal?

Gardner: When we first got together, along
with Admiral Hoffman, we knew at that
point in time, obviously, that John Kerry
could not be our next commander in chief.
It basically boiled down to looking at a
matter of integrity, character, trustworthi-
ness, and literally the tenets of command.
John Kerry has none of those.

Hood: Was the organization set up by the Bush
Campaign or the Republican Party? Is this
nothing more than a thinly disguised campaign
effort for President Bush?

Gardner: Categorically never has it ever
been anyone other than — probably Repub-
licans have donated money to the cause.
But at this point in time today, we have in
the coffers of the Swift Boat Veterans for the
Truth, over $3 million donated by 47,000
donors at a tune of about $66 per donor.

Hood: Maybe they were all members of the
campaign staff of the Bush team?

Gardner: There you go!

Hood: That is a pretty large campaign staff.
Let’s talk about a couple of the specific stories
that we’ve heard debated about John Kerry’s
service in Vietnam.

One of them is the memory that was seared,
and I mean seared in John Kerry’s mind. That is
being in Cambodia in December at Christmas
time in 1968 while President Nixon was saying
that American troops were not in Cambodia.
This was something that Kerry thought was
very important — symbolic of American policy
being contrary to the truth and being duplici-
tous.
Gardner: Yes. John Kerry’s delusional mind

decided that at that
point in time he was
going to be in Cambo-
dia, which he wasn’t.

I was aboard the
boat. We were in set
in Sa Dec, which was
basically 60 miles
from the Cambodian
border. They talk
about fire fights that
we were involved in.
We were never in any
kind of fire fight. We
strictly were on a daily
patrol that… we were
never closer than 60
miles to the Cambo-
dian border.

Hood: This claim was
made, even though, of course, I was kidding
earlier — John Kerry says that it was President
Nixon denying that there were troops in Cambo-
dia. There wasn’t a President Nixon in Decem-
ber of 1968. I think we might remember that he
took office in ’69. But more generally, there have
been debates about Cambodia and when troops
were there and when American presidents said
they were there. But for the purposes of evaluat-
ing John Kerry’s statement, apparently his cam-
paign has already disavowed the specific claim
that he was in Cambodia in 1968. Now they are
talking about, “He is along the border.” It is
unclear where he was. He was in Cambodia at a
subsequent time. Do you have information on
those claims?

Gardner: Yes, I certainly do. John Kerry
was never in — categorically never in —
Cambodia, ever, in the month of December
or January, either one. I was aboard that
boat. I was on it at every mission that it ever
took and, please believe me, if we had been
going into Cambodia, I would have known.
That is an international incident that would
have put us all in prison and that did not
happen and would never have happened.

Hood: Let’s talk about another story that has
gotten a fair amount of attention. Of course,
John Kerry was awarded a Bronze Star, a Silver
Star, and three Purple Hearts during his rela-
tively brief tour of duty. It is quite a heroic story,
on the face of it, at least. Talk to me about that
first Purple Heart. What was going on, on that
day? What did you see? What does John Kerry
say happened?

Gardner: John Kerry has done two things. It
has been said about him, and I find it is very
true to believe. They say that a liar will
always tell the truth somewhere.

John Kerry has told the truth on himself
in three different occasions. Three separate
occasions that I personally am aware of and
have been involved in, and the Purple Heart
was one of them. I was on the boat three
days after his supposed injury. We were all
running around in T-shirts with them all
rolled up. It was hot, hot, hot temperatures.
John Kerry didn’t even have so much as a
mark on his arm where he supposedly got
wounded.

Hood: This was three days after his wound that
got him his first Purple Heart.

Gardner: That is correct. What John Kerry
forgot to do was to take his journal and
throw it away when he started making these
allegations for his Purple Hearts and every-
thing. He says that basically on the 2nd of
December is when he was supposedly
wounded. On the 9th of December in his
journal he speaks flatly of the fact that he
never has received any hostile fire, his crew
has not received any hostile fire up to this
point in time.

Hood: He uses the term,
“We have not taken hos-
tile fire,” which the Kerry
campaign now says
needs to be defined very
carefully. He meant,
“we,” Kerry along with
his crew, but Kerry
might have personally
taken fire. We are just
misunderstanding his
use of the term we.

Gardner: John has
been very disingenu-
ous about most of his
conversations and his
thought patterns over
there.

In my own per-
sonal experience with John Kerry, I find
most of what he has done here to be very,
very delusional. I think that is being very,
very nice to him.

Hood: The impression that I get, because there
are a lot of other stories we could talk about and
the claims and counter-claims about the Bronze
and Silver Stars, but the impression that I get is
that the real crux of this matter and what really
motivated a lot of people to get involved who
knew about it, or served in the unit or were
involved in this particular unit, was what Kerry
did when he came home, that he testified in
Congress to the effect that he and his fellow Swift
Boat Veterans and others had engaged in mas-
sive and systematic war crimes.

Gardner: Yes. John Kerry brought all that to
the front by trying to use it politically in
1971 in the Senate hearings. He knew then
he was a liar. He knew he had been lying all

along. To bring all that information out,
what he was actually trying to do was bring
problems for the government. To be calling
us baby killers, you know, committing
atrocities — this never happened. We’ve
got crews and crews and crews, 254 swift
boaters who served around John Kerry in
the two divisions that he was in down there.
None of us have ever been accused of that or
have ever done that.

Hood: Again, Kerry’s campaign now says what
he was referring to was not his own unit but, I
guess, everybody else other than his own unit.

Gardner: Oh yes. That was very nice.

Hood: He is suggesting that it was the other
veterans — the Army veterans are the ones. Not
you Navy guys. You are OK.

Gardner: John has a tendency to want to
weasel out of anything when it come down
to hard and concrete facts. We’ve put facts
in front of him and have yet to get him to
address any of the facts that we have proven.
We have written testimonies. We have docu-
mentation from him and yet, to this day, all
he wants to do is run a smear campaign
against the veterans that are involved in
this. However, the truth will out at some
point in time here.

Hood: Let me ask you just one more time about
this. Do the Swift Boat Veterans for Truth exist
to elect George W. Bush president? Is that why
you were formed?

Gardner: Absolutely not. If John Kerry were
a Republican, we would be as hard on him
right now as we are on John Kerry the
Democrat. It has no bearing whatsoever in
anything that we’ve done.                                          CJ

Attention City & County Officials
And others with a strong interest in local government issues

You now have some handy new ways to track the latest news, analysis,

commentary, and policy research on city and county governance.

The Center for Local Innovation, a special project of the John Locke

Foundation, has launched a new website: www.LocalInnovation.org.

Updated daily with headlines, opinion columns, interviews, and links

to new studies from a variety of sources, LocalInnovation.org is a

great place to start your day if your interests include such issues as

local taxes and budgets, land-use regulation, privatization and competi-

tion, transportation policy, annexation, and other local matters.

Also this summer, the John Locke Foundation unveiled the first in a

series of specialized pages within www.JohnLocke.org devoted to

regional news and issues in North Carolina. Its “JLF-Charlotte” page is

regularly updated with original articles and links to other news and

information about Charlotte, Mecklenburg, and surrounding cities and

counties. In the future, similar pages will be devoted to the Triangle,

the Triad, and other parts of North Carolina — so stay tuned!

Steve Gardner
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From the Liberty Library Book review

Unfit for Command: Book Rocks Kerry’s Boat
• John E. O’Neill and Dr. Jerome R. Corsi:
Unfit for Command: Swift Boat Veterans Speak
Out Against John Kerry; Regnery Publishing;
216 pp; 2004; $27.95

By JOHN PLECNIK
Contributing Editor

DURHAM

Authored by John E. O’Neil and Dr.
Jerome R. Corsi, Unfit for Command
is best described as an amalgam of

testimonials and citations. Combining their
collective memories with excerpts from FBI
surveillance reports, military records, and
Sen. John Kerry’s own memoirs, the swift-
boat veterans attempt to reveal their take on
the truth. They argue that Kerry lacks char-
acter, rendering him unfit to be commander
in chief of the United States.

At the outset, I must say that the
‘Swiftees’ have compiled a credible version
of events. Every source is cited. Kerry’s side
of the story is retold and contrasted. The
reader may decide who is telling the truth.

Many of us have heard how unfair the
Swift Boat Veterans for Truth have been to
Kerry. Liberal pundits have decried the
book as a politically motivated lie. I dis-
agree. However, one can hardly blame Kerry
and company for launching such attacks.
Unfit for Command is a startling rebuke to
Kerry’s image as a war hero.

Immediately following the 2004 Repub-
lican National Convention, Kerry attacked
President George W. Bush and his running
mate, Dick Cheney, for refusing to serve in
Vietnam. Bush served in the National Guard
and Cheney received a deferment. The au-
thors of Unfit for Command foresaw such
attacks, citing how Kerry, “is willing, if not
eager, to contrast his supposed military
accomplishments against the military
records of his opponents, which he has
repeatedly belittled with enthusiasm.”

Part I of Unfit for Command details
Kerry’s touted Vietnam record. Ironically,
Kerry did not volunteer for service right
after college. The young liberal was an out-
spoken critic of U.S. foreign policy, espe-
cially in Vietnam. Rather than nobly volun-
teering to serve, Kerry petitioned his draft
board for permission to spend a year study-
ing in Paris.

After the board refused his request,
Kerry decided to enlist in the Naval Re-
serves. According to the authors, the Navy
and Coast Guard were considered good
choices for reluctant youths that felt doomed
to be drafted. As the Vietcong lacked naval
power, the risk of combat duty in these
posts was low by comparison. The Reserves
were even more attractive, with the poten-
tial for shorter tours and inactive duty.

Kerry continually refers to his “two
tours of duty” in Vietnam. Notably, his first
tour was spent aboard the USS Gridley, a
guided-missile frigate. Never in combat,
the frigate lingered off the coast of Vietnam
for a short period, but also visited Califor-
nia and Australia.

Kerry’s second tour lasted only four
months. His first month was spent training
at Cam Ranh Bay, South Vietnam. Thus,
undisputedly, Kerry had three months of
service to justify the receipt of a Bronze Star,
a Silver Star, and three Purple Hearts.

Done with preparations, Kerry volun-
teered for swift-boat duty. He was under
the impression that the assignment would
spare him from combat. To quote Kerry,
“At the time, the boats had very little to do
with the war.” Early on, such boats were
used to patrol the coast and seldom saw
action. Unfortunately for Kerry, the swift-
boat mission was soon redefined. Shortly
after signing on, the boats were ordered to
cruise the rivers and canals of the Mekong

Delta—the seemingly safe post had become
perilous.

Purple Hearts, red face

The story of how Kerry received his
first Purple Heart is fraught with contro-
versy. Before being assigned to his own
swift boat, Kerry volunteered for simple
patrol duty. On Dec. 2, 1968, Kerry and
company spotted some natives unloading
cargo. When sighted, the natives ran and
the crew opened fire. Kerry claims that their
fire was returned and he was wounded.
However, no hostile fire was reported, nor
do any military records reflect such reports.
The highest-ranking officer on the mission,
now-Rear Adm. William Schachte, asserts
that Kerry fired an M-79 grenade launcher
too close to their position. A small piece of
shrapnel zinged back, embedding in Kerry’s
arm.

Both Schachte and the treating physi-
cian, Dr. Louis Letson, noted how minor
Kerry’s injury was. According to Letson, he
removed a tiny fragment of shrapnel from
Kerry’s arm with tweezers and applied a
small bandage. The following day, Kerry
petitioned Cmdr. Grant Hibbard for a Purple
Heart. Hibbard considered the request ri-
diculous, likening the wound to the prick of
a rose thorn. Having no report of enemy
fire, Hibbard refused to recommend Kerry
for a Purple Heart. To this day, it is un-
known how Kerry received the award
against his commander’s wishes.

Kerry’s second Purple Heart was also
received under questionable circumstances.
On Feb. 20, 1969, Kerry claims that his swift
boat undercame “intense rocket and rifle
fire.” This claim is disputed by the com-
manding officer of an accompanying boat,
and one of Kerry’s crewmen alleged that
the wound was caused by another self-
inflicted M-79 incident. Regardless, the facts
show that Kerry returned to duty within
hours of the incident. His minor leg wound
would hardly seem to qualify for a Purple
Heart.

Kerry was awarded a Silver Star for his
reported actions on Feb. 28, 1969. While
Kerry asserted that his group attacked a
numerically superior force and was the first
to encounter resistance, even some pro-
Kerry veterans tell a different story. Kerry
supporter Doug Reese asserts that his boat
was the first to engage the enemy.

According to the authors, Kerry’s boat
took on a single Vietcong. The swift boat’s
gunner wounded his teen-age target and
Kerry pursued the boy, shooting him in the
back. It is a matter of public record that
Kerry was criticized by the Boston Globe in

1996 for dispatching the fleeing teen-ager.
Cmdr. George Elliott, who wrote up Kerry’s
Silver Star citation, indicates that Kerry
would not have been recommended for the
award had he known the truth.

Kerry received his final Purple Heart
and Bronze Star based on his last combat
engagement on March 13, 1969. Kerry’s boat,
among several others, was proceeding down
a river. Kerry claims that an underwater
mine exploded and injured him. He also
claims that hostile fire ensued. The com-
manders of the boats leading and flanking
Kerry disagree. So does the commander of
the boat that was disabled by the mine in
question. All three assert that Kerry’s boat
was far away from the explosion, that Kerry
fled after the explosion, and that no hostile
fire took place.

The only wound to justify Kerry’s
Purple Heart was a piece of shrapnel in his
posterior. Intriguingly enough, Kerry ad-
mits to injuring himself in the buttocks ear-
lier that day. He was destroying bags of
rice, supposedly stockpiled for the Vietcong.
According to Kerry, “I got a piece of small
grenade in my ass from one of the rice-bin
explosions…”

Unless you believe that Kerry received
two wounds of the same type in the same
place on the same day, then one must con-
clude that he lied to get yet another Purple
Heart.

New career in politics

Part II of Unfit for Command outlines
Kerry’s antiwar antics. After leveraging his
three Purple Hearts for an early dismissal,
Kerry returned to the United States. Politi-
cally ambitious, Kerry served as the spokes-
man for Vietnam Veterans Against the War
and brought the group’s message before
Congress. The book quotes Kerry’s famous
address listing how our soldiers in Vietnam
had “cut off limbs, blown up bodies, ran-
domly shot at civilians, razed villages in a
fashion reminiscent of Ghengis Khan…”

The authors do their best to debunk
these statements, undermining the Winter
Soldier Investigation. Notably, Chapter 1 of
the book describes how co-author O’Neil
debated Kerry on the Dick Cavett Show.
During the show, Kerry was unable to name
one specific instance of the war crimes he
had previously listed before Congress.

Beyond questioning the veracity of
Kerry’s antiwar assertions, Unfit for Com-
mand sheds light on the radical nature of
VVAW…even exposing Kerry’s presence
at a meeting when the group voted on
whether to assassinate a number of pro-war
senators (including Strom Thurmond).

The final chapter of the book bears its
ultimate conclusion: Kerry is unfit to be
commander in chief. The authors, backed
by their “Swift brothers,” assert that through
poor service and attacking the honorable
service of others, Kerry had broken “the
fundamentals of trust” with America. Not
out of resentment, but concern, do the aging
veterans stand tall one last time.

My take on Unfit for Command: The
“Swiftees” served their country with dis-
tinction. They are credible and deserve to
be heard. Whether or not you ultimately
accept their conclusion, Unfit for Command
casts a shadow on the senator’s service.
Kerry was not the eager volunteer that he
portrayed himself to be. He saw three
months of combat and returned to America,
demonizing those who remained. I must
agree. The antiwar liberal is unfit for com-
mand.              CJ

John Plecnik is a law student at Duke Univer-
sity.

• Washington Times Pentagon re-
porter Bill Gertz, in Treachery: How
America's Friends and Foes Are Secretly
Arming Our Enemies, uncovers the most
significant threat to the United States
national security today: America’s en-
emies are arming themselves with the
world’s most dangerous weapons.
They’re doing it with the help of
America’s supposed allies, Gertz says,
and worst of all, the United States has
let it all happen. Using his unparalleled
access to the U.S. intelligence and de-
fense communities, Gertz reveals which
of our allies “have placed greed over
principle” to make America’s enemies
far more deadly and the world a far
more dangerous place. He backs up his
story with previously unpublished clas-
sified intelligence documents, and adds
further support with dozens of exclu-
sive interviews with senior U.S. offi-
cials. Learn more at www.crownforum.
com.

• A peculiar feature of our country
today, says Michael Barone, is that we
seem to produce incompetent 18-year-
olds but remarkably competent 30-
year-olds. Indeed, American students
lag behind their peers in other nations,
but America remains on the leading
edge economically, scientifically, tech-
nologically, and militarily. The reason
for this paradox, explains Barone in
Hard America, Soft America: Competition
vs. Coddling and the Battle for the Nation's
Future, is that “from ages six to eigh-
teen Americans live mostly in what I
call Soft America — the parts of our
country where there is little competi-
tion and accountability. But from ages
eighteen to thirty Americans live
mostly in Hard America — the parts of
American life subject to competition
and accountability.” While Soft
America coddles, Hard America plays
for keeps, Barone says. Also from
Crown Forum.

• It had all the ingredients of a
movie drama: A scandal that gripped
Washington and touched the White
House; bitter battles and backroom in-
trigue at the highest levels of the U.S.
military; glamorous women who made
or broke the careers of powerful men; a
high-stakes trial with a celebrity defen-
dant who captured the nation’s atten-
tion. Douglas Waller’s A Question of Loy-
alty plunges into the seven-week Wash-
ington trial of Gen. William “Billy”
Mitchell, the hero of the U.S. Army Air
Service during World War I and the
man who proved in 1921 that planes
could sink a battleship. He was put on
trial for insubordination in a spectacu-
lar court-martial that became a national
obsession during the Roaring Twenties.
More at www.harper collins.com.

• The Florida election fiasco of 2000
forced Americans to confront an ugly
reality: The United States has the slop-
piest election systems of any industri-
alized nation. In Stealing Elections: How
Voter Fraud Threatens our Democracy, the
Wall Street Journal’s John Fund takes the
reader on a national tour of voter fraud
scandals ranging from rural states like
Texas and Mississippi to big cities such
as Philadelphia and Milwaukee. And
although election officials try to reas-
sure voters by turning to computerized
voting machines, Fund shows that with
the new technology come even greater
concerns. Details at www.encounter
books.com.                                            CJ
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Book Review

Morality of Laughter: No Apologies for a Life Rooted in Humor

• Peter Brimelow: The Worm in the Apple;
HarperCollins; 2003; 273pp., $24.95

By GEORGE C. LEEF
Contributing Editor

RALEIGH

Just as a government monopoly in postal
service would be a bad idea even in the
absence of postal worker unions, so

would “public education” be a bad idea
even in the absence of teacher unions. There
can be no doubt, however, that the major
teacher unions, the National Education As-
sociation and the American Federation of
Teachers (along with their state and local
affiliates), have contributed greatly to the
intractable problems of government school-
ing — that it costs far more than market-
based education would, and that it is re-
markably ineffective. In The Worm in the
Apple, journalist Peter Brimelow explores
the actions of the teacher unions and finds
that they are highly destructive.

Laws grant power to unions

State and federal statutes have given
labor unions unique powers for private or-
ganizations, such as the “right” to represent
individuals who do not want their services,
and to compel employers to bargain with
them “in good faith.” In the private sector,
however, competition serves as a brake on
the ability of unions to obtain compensa-
tion in excess of that which would prevail
on the free market. When it comes to gov-
ernment employees, however, competition
is rarely present. Government operations
are usually monopolies and do not have to

Book Review

Worm in the Apple: Teachers Unions Operate Like the Mafia

• F. H. Buckley: The Morality of Laughter;
University of Michigan Press; 2003; 240 pp.;
$29.95.

By JON SANDERS
Assistant Editor

RALEIGH

Humor is the only test of gravity,
and gravity of humor,” Aristotle
wrote, “for a subject which will

not bear raillery is suspicious, and a jest
which will not bear serious examination is
false wit.” F.H. Buckley expands upon that
idea most welcomely. His book The Moral-
ity of Laughter reads like an oasis in the arid
desert of humorless American discourse,
watered by examples culled from the litera-
ture of days gone by and shaded by the
fronds of philosophy.

The joke’s on today’s world

We live in an era that has lost its sense
of humor, “where nonsensical theories that
could not survive the test of ridicule are
now taken seriously,” writes Buckley, a
professor of law at George Mason Univer-
sity School of Law. “Before adopting a fash-
ionable idea, we ought first to enquire
whether it twigs our sense of humor.” This
being the case, “if laughter identifies non-
sense, it warrants serious (well, not so seri-
ous) examination” — which Buckley pro-
vides in two theses.

The first, which he calls his Positive
Thesis, argues that laughter signals the
jester’s personal superiority over the butt.
The second, his Normative Thesis, argues
that this signal communicates that the jester
is correct (not in all cases, of course). In
short, Buckley proposes that “our laughter

contains valuable information about how
to live.”

Buckley examines a taxonomy of what
he calls the “comic virtues” — the social
virtues of integrity, moderation, fortitude,
and temperance, and the charismatic vir-
tues of grace, taste, and learning — and how
laughter works to uphold them by showing
the risibility of their corresponding vices. A
comic vice, according to Buckley, is an in-
sufficiency or excess of the virtue. For ex-
ample, an insufficiency of integrity (“the
queen of comic virtues”) is hypocrisy, which
merits laughter at its fiercest. On the oppo-
site end is “[m]isanthropy, the excessive
honesty of the antihypocrite,” which is “al-
most the satirist’s occupational hazard.”

In Buckley’s analysis, the butt, the ob-
ject of the wit’s mockery, becomes so upon
his silly adherence to a circumscribed, me-
chanical way of life. Inasmuch as the butt
(and observers) finds laughter unbearable
and something expressly to avoid, laughter
upholds the virtue by promoting it as the
better way.

Buckley applies this analysis beyond
individual human foibles. Law, art, archi-
tectures, even society may be governed by
comic vices and sorely in need of the re-
forming spirit of laughter. Scholarship also
descends into the ridiculous. “Laughter is
little heard in the academy today,” Buckley
writes, “and the turn to power and to poli-
tics explains why this is so. The English
scholar who has lost interest in literature
and who cares only for politics has ex-
changed the joy of beauty for the power to
chastise those who do not share his political
views, and his Faustian Bargain merits our
laughter.”

As an example, Buckley relates that
most rich episode, physicist Alan Sokal’s
hoax upon the academic journal Social Text,
in which luminaries of the risible academic
theory of deconstructionism published an
article gussied up with the appropriate bun-
combe and scare quotes to the effect that
“physical ‘reality,’ no less than social ‘real-
ity,’ is at bottom a social and linguistic
construct.”

Laughter carries a message of reform to
the butt, but its message, Buckley argues,
can be blunted; an individual (or group)
may foster resistance to laughter through
several means. By such resistance, for ex-
ample, a scholar fails to see the absurdity in
thinking gravity works only through biases
built into human language, an artist misses

the unintended comedy of serious art con-
structed of toilet fixtures, an economist se-
riously argues the merits of a marketplace
for babies three centuries after Swift penned
the archetype of satire, and judges fail to
laugh out of court the case of an FBI agent
who embezzled two grand since his gam-
bling habit was a federally protected “handi-
cap.”

What’s at stake, according to Buckley?
The good life. The ability to seek and to find
beauty in art, to experience joy, to engage in
a vibrant community.

“Our sense of humor polices the
meddlesome and inhuman rules of petty
tyrants. And the more arbitrary and me-
chanical his rules, the more we ridicule
them,” Buckley observes. “In this sense,
laughter naturally nudges us toward lib-
erty.” The ne plus ultra of machine law and
society was Soviet Russia, where “joke tell-
ing against the regime became one of the
most reliable expressions of public opinion
before the fall of communism.” Ronald
Reagan delighted in passing these jokes
along during his summits with Mikhail
Gorbachev. Here was Buckley’s thesis writ
large.

The Morality of Laughter is a wonderful
book, that rare gem that explains with verve
why people do something (laugh) that is so
intuitive we find it difficult to give reasons
for it. In arguing for the morality of laugh-
ter, Buckley has provided an apology for
nothing less than a life that seeks the tran-
scendent.               CJ

Jon Sanders (jsanders@popecenter.org) is a
policy analyst for the Pope Center for Higher
Education Policy in Raleigh.

fear the loss of customers and revenues if
costs are high and quality is low. Union
bosses milk that situation for all it’s worth
and public education is Exhibit A.

Teacher unions have been able to nego-
tiate outrageously generous contracts with
school boards, giving high pay and benefits
to the competent and incompetent alike. No
preference for better teachers (“merit pay”)
is allowed. Job security is more heavily
armored than an M-1A1 tank. Teacher
strikes are usually illegal, but they happen
anyway. Union officials generally manage
to negotiate an amnesty for all who violated
the terms of their contracts as a part of the

settlement.
To put the public even further over a

barrel, teacher unions are exceedingly adept
at politics. Brimelow points out that it is
common for the unions to field their own
candidates in school board elections. The
support the unions give their candidates in
the form of in-kind services like free phone
banks often leads to victory. The voters,
taken in with all the gooey rhetoric about
the union candidate’s “deep concern for the
education of our children,” don’t realize
that their pockets are going to be picked.

Public’s money: anything goes

Shameless is the best word to describe
the union tactics in their ceaseless attempts
to squeeze more money out of the public.
Brimelow provides lots of examples. In
Jefferson County, Colo., for instance, the
union had its members call parents to lobby
for a school tax increase, using emergency
phone numbers given by the students. In
Albuquerque, after being subjected in class
to “discussions” about the inadequacy of
teacher pay, students walked out of school
to stage a rally for a pay increase. Their
signs were made from materials taken from
the school’s media center. The “protest” got
out of hand and about 200 students went on
a rampage in the city.

Teacher unions, Brimelow notes, are
also great supporters of educational fads.
One of their favorites is class-size reduc-
tion. It sounds so good, appealing to people’s
natural desire for the best educational envi-
ronment for children. If teachers have fewer
students, of course that will translate into

more individual attention, so the kids will
learn better! Sadly, the assumptions that
having fewer students in class will mean
more individual attention and that what
students most need is more individual at-
tention are almost never challenged, so
unions usually win on the issue. But the
consequences, Brimelow shows, are not
beneficial. Costs — to pay the extra teachers
and provide additional classroom space will
rise, while the average quality of teachers is
diluted, as more rookies and people who
would not formerly have been considered,
are hired.

Brimelow also shows that the teacher
unions have helped along the dumbing
down of American schools by pushing for
weak books and programs that are easy for
their not-too-bright members to use. This is
one area where the book might have gone
further, though, exploring the unholy alli-
ance between teachers unions and our “edu-
cation schools” where future teachers are
taught lots of fuzzy, “progressive” notions
such as that self-esteem is much more im-
portant than learning “mere facts.”

The book does a good job of setting
forth the problem. What does Brimelow
think should be done? He realizes that the
Gordian Knot-cutting solution is to get gov-
ernment out of the education business. He
wants to see “the creation of a free market in
education, rather than the current socialist
government system.” To get there, we will
need to defang the teacher unions and to-
ward that end, he suggests 24 sensible steps.

Brimelow has done his homework. His
readable, often witty book shows that we
must get the worm out of the apple.        CJ
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WHAT SCANDALS?
Victimized public deserves some answers

Paul Chesser

There comes a time when conducting matters of state
that citizens expect their elected leaders to rise
above partisanship and act as statesmen for the

good all North Carolina. Nowadays, it appears that’s ask-
ing too much.

Two major scandals involving political corruption have
rocked the state in the past year. One is the conviction and
sentencing of Agriculture Secretary Meg Scott Phipps, and
the other of North Carolina congressman Frank Ballance.
Phipps is paying for her misconduct in prison. Ballance,
citing illness, resigned his 1st District post, coincidentally of
course, after a state auditor’s report and criminal investiga-
tions had all but sealed his fate.

For quite some time, Ballance denied he had pocketed
state revenue from a nonprofit he founded and operated.
Legal developments since then — such as a federal indict-
ment —show otherwise, and they signal it’s only a matter
of time until Ballance relents. Meanwhile, the Internal
Revenue Service continues another investigation of
Ballance’s activity and that of his son, District Judge Garey
Ballance.

Since the scandals broke, the silence on Jones and
Blount streets in Raleigh has been deafening. The electorate
has heard little in the way of an explanation from the
governor’s office or from the leadership of the General
Assembly of what was done wrong and how to prevent it
from recurring. The only state office that has made any
noise and met its responsibility to the public in either case
was that of State Auditor Ralph Campbell. Soon after, state
politicians rewarded Campbell by reducing the auditor’s
funding in the adjusted state budget.

The governor’s office, usually quick to trumpet guber-
natorial accomplishments, offered little word on the mis-
conduct. Only two short statements from the governor’s
office followed the sentencing of Phipps and the resigna-
tion of Ballance:

Nov. 10, 2003
“Gov. Easley’s Statement Regarding Phipps’ Plea To

Federal Charges”
RALEIGH—“This closes a sad chapter in North Caro-

lina history, but the Department of Agriculture is now, and
will continue, providing first-rate service to the citizens of
this state.”

June 8, 2004
“Gov. Easley’s Statement Regarding Rep. Ballance’s

Resignation”
“RALEIGH—Today, Congressman Frank Ballance (D-

1st District) announced his resignation from the U.S. House
of Representatives.

“Rep. Ballance has served the people of Eastern North

Carolina for nearly two decades,” said Easley. “He has
always been a strong advocate for the poor and has worked
hard to see that rural interests are represented. Given his
current health concerns, he has made the decision that he
believes is best for the people of North Carolina’s First
Congressional District…”

Easley’s statement on Phipps raises more questions
than answers, while readers of the Ballance press release
might think the congressman left office a martyr or perhaps
a hero.

A Sept. 2 federal grand jury’s indictment, though,
paints a far different picture. The grand jury indicted
Ballance on two counts: conspiracy to commit offenses
against the United States and failure to file federal income
tax returns. In damning fashion, the indictment lists, in a
51-page report, 92 events leading to felonious activities by
Ballance and his confederates in which he apparently di-
verted and concealed millions of dollars of state funds over
a period of several years.

We would like to give the Ballances the benefit of a
doubt, if any could somehow exist. But the evidence against
them continues to mount, and the sheer detail in the federal
case is overwhelming. There is no questioning the exist-
ence of a scandal. The state audit corroborated that. There
could remain only scant questions as to the extent of the
congressman’s and the judge’s participation.

Strangely, no word has been forthcoming from the
offices of Senate President Pro Tem Marc Basnight or of
House Co-Speakers Jim Black and Richard Morgan. Nei-
ther has to our knowledge any other state officeholder
offered significant comment on the scandals. Everyone
supposed to be in a position of leadership scurried for cover
rather than offer explanations, solutions, or solace to an
electorate alarmed by some of the most serious scandals in
state history. This is true despite the fact that Rep. Ballance
for many years held high office in the General Assembly,
when most of the thievery occurred.

Are North Carolinians to be left in the dark about these
issues? Are we to shrug, dismiss the whole mess as typical
conduct for politicians, and be on our way?

The brazen and cavalier manner in which the congress-
man and the agriculture secretary went about their dirty
business suggests a deep-rooted menace to North Carolina’s
political system. It’s also plausible that because of the
systematic nature and complexity of the legislator’s activi-
ties, Ballance merely copied a scheme already perfected by
his contemporaries. Certainly, citizens — in the absence of
any meaningful announcement or explanation by state
leaders — are left to suspect that such behavior is the norm,
rather than the exception, in government. They are left to
surmise it is either ignored or is acceptable in North Caro-
lina.

Easley and the legislative leadership owe an explana-
tion to their constituents. Taxpayers pump an estimated
$750 million a year into nonprofits. No one, except the
auditor, seems to have made major efforts to see how the
money is spent. As the Ballance case has demonstrated,
state leaders have to find a way to tighten the spigot. But
first, the political class in Raleigh has to acknowledge the
very existence of corruption.            CJ

The editorialists at The News & Observer of
Raleigh sounded the alarm in early August
about some state lawmakers’ “precipitous idea

of creating an independent commission to solicit
proposals from real estate brokers to sell off state
property to private developers.”

The idea was spurred by a convergence of prob-
lems the state government must address: another
expected budget shortfall, excessive unused state
property, and building repairs and renovations needs
that, at last count, tallied more
than $1.2 billion. State offi-
cials earlier this year bor-
rowed $300 million to get
started on those projects.

But the innovative idea
was a bit much for The N&O
editorial board, which never
met a government land pur-
chase board members didn’t
like.

“The idea is premature,
and it is, frankly, presumptu-
ous of lawmakers to charge ahead apparently with-
out even having talked to agencies that own the
property in question,” the editors wrote. “After all,
this is not some freshly drained swamp land for
which we want to find a sucker as soon as possible.”

On the contrary, the idea is long overdue, given
the dilapidated and ignored conditions of so many
state properties. It is the taxpayers who are suckers
because they are stuck paying for wasted resources.

And if The N&O ran the state government, they
would be buying undrained swamp land with more
taxpayer money. The editors over the years have
been a consistent voice for environmentalist junk
science and for the wasteful purchase by government
of open land in order to “protect” it. For example, in
this editorial from June 8 The N&O supported the
state purchase of land surrounding military bases:

“The old-timers had it right: Buy land, because
they’re not making any more of it. That homespun
wisdom is more relevant than ever as thousands of
acres of North Carolina are thrown to the mercy each
year of bulldozer blades, chain saws and paving
machines.

“Environmentalists are backing a bill in the leg-
islature that would let the state borrow $65 million to
start buying up land next year.

“Last year the Clean Water Management Trust
Fund, The Nature Conservancy, and the Marine Corps
joined forces and finances to buy 2,500 acres threat-
ened by development near Camp Lejeune. There is
no reason such cooperation cannot be expanded to
serve the interests of both the military and civilian
communities.”

Yes, there is a reason: State taxpayers can’t afford
to buy more land. For crying out loud, they can’t
afford to take care of the land they’ve got.

But The N&O editors say they have another con-
cern about the allegedly wanton selling of state prop-
erty to private developers: potential corruption.

“Consider the possibilities, admittedly hypotheti-
cal: Big-time developer tries to influence decision by
making big-time contributions to the right people,
namely those who appoint commission members.
Others try to land spots on the commission because of
their own contributions to key candidates, where-
upon they steer business to friends and associates.
Brokers and developers pressure members of com-
mission to do things their way. Commission mem-
bers feel the heat from lawmakers to make the state a
quick buck instead of holding on to valuable land for
parks, or for future expansion of state facilities.”

A worthy concern, of course, but where is The
N&O’s concern about corruption every time one of
our state politicians cuts an “economic development”
deal?

The answer is that they are nowhere to be found.
For example, in the case of the state offering Merck &
Co. $36.8 million in tax breaks, the editors said the
incentive package “deserves the benefit of the doubt.”

That’s The N&O worldview in a nutshell: govern-
ment is to be unquestionably trusted, but not the
private sector.                                                                CJ

N&O: Buy Useless

Land, All Ye Suckers
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RETIRED DOG
The changing politics of Social Security

THE OTHER SHOE
Incentives ruling merits attention in NC

A Magazine’s Sin,

A Choice to Make

John Hood

Opinion

The origin of the phrase “waiting for the other shoe
to drop” is an interesting one. It seems that long ago
a traveler came in late to a hotel and, while undress-

ing, dropped his first shoe rather loudly on the floor.
Remembering that the partitions were thin and many
others were sleeping, the traveler removed his other shoe
and carefully placed it on the floor.

He then finished undressing and got into bed. Just as he
was drifting off to sleep, a shout came from the man in the
room below: “Well, drop the other one then! I can’t sleep,
waiting for you to drop the other shoe!”

What prompted us to research the phrase was the
rather-stunning news on Sept. 2 that a federal appeals court
had struck down the state of Ohio’s tax-credit system of
incentives for economic development.

Overturning a lower-court ruling, the three-judge ap-
peals panel found that $280 million worth of tax credits
given to automaker DaimlerChrysler violated the U.S.
Constitution’s interstate commerce clause, which gives
Congress sole authority to regulate interstate commerce
and precludes state or local action that creates the equiva-
lent of trade barriers.

Likening the case to previous decisions by the U.S.
Supreme Court, the panel determined that Ohio’s invest-
ment tax credit “is to encourage further investment in-state
at the expense of development in other states, and the result
is to hinder free trade among the states.” The appeals panel
did not strike down another tax incentive offered to
DaimlerChrysler, a property-tax exemption.

Implications for North Carolina tax policy

North Carolina does not lie in the same circuit as Ohio
does, so the decision is not legally binding here. But it does
have significant long-term implications for how economic
development is practiced in our state—and ought to be at
the forefront of the political debate this year about state tax
and spending policies.

We’ve long argued against differential tax rates based
on where companies locate or what kind of business they
do. Such incentives are bad for the economy, because they
interfere with free enterprise and cause distortions in the
investment of labor and capital, and because they violate
state constitutional requirements that taxing authority be
exercised in a “just and equitable manner” and only for a
true “public purpose.”

Federal action and the usual excuse

Frequently, the response we’ve gotten from economic
developers, lobbyists and politicians goes like this: “I agree
with you in principle, but if every other community is
offering incentives, we can’t afford not to play the game.”

Federal judicial action invalidates this excuse. If fed-
eral judges can set a clear precedent that states must treat
every company earning income in their jurisdiction the
same for tax purposes—regardless of where their head-
quarters is, who their lobbyist is, or whether they jump
through some politician’s hoops—then the rules of the
game will have changed.

We look forward to a groundswell of excitement from
North Carolina’s political establishment, from legislators
and chambers of commerce and committees of 100 enthu-
siastically embracing the court decision in the Midwest and
volunteering to serve as plaintiffs for a similar challenge in
the Southeast.

Do we hear crickets?
Speaking of hearing, let us explain the dropped-shoe

reference. The taxpayer victory over DaimlerChrysler in
the Ohio tax-incentives case was the loud first shoe. Cur-
rently, many political insiders across the state are waiting
nervously, tossing and turning in their respective beds, for
a new challenge to incentives in North Carolina state
courts.

A few weeks ago, the Forest City Daily Courier reported
on a meeting of some antsy economic developers there.
“Everybody in industrial development knows there is a
lawsuit coming though we don’t know when, where or
how,” one said.

That other shoe hasn’t dropped yet. It seems to us that,
in the interest of a more restful night’s sleep, the various
interested parties might want to embrace the possibility of
challenging the most egregious programs—such as the
William S. Lee tax credits that according to the state’s own
studies are responsible for virtually no new net jobs—in a
federal court.

Ihave a dilemma, and I would welcome some
guidance from Carolina Journal readers on how
to resolve it. The problem involves National

Geographic magazine.
I’ve been a reader and a fan for a long time—at

least since about 1979. That’s the first time I remem-
ber browsing through back issues my parents stored
on our library shelves at home, pulling out editions
that had articles about Afghanistan and Pakistan
for a paper I had to write.

]Although never much of a nature nut, I en-
joyed looking at the spectacular photography of
animals in the wild. What I loved, and read closely,
were the articles on the history and culture of far-
away lands. I still do.

But National Geographic has committed what,
one might argue, is an unpardonable sin. Its most
recent issue has a cover
“story”—screed would
be a more accurate term
—peddling the propa-
ganda of the most radi-
cal of global-warming
theorists.

The lengthy piece is
horrendous. It makes no
serious attempt to
grapple with the actual
data or to quote skepti-
cal scientists. It makes no effort to reconcile the
apparent warming trend seen in some ground
monitors (subject to the urban “heat island” effect)
from the lack of such a trend evident in more trust-
worthy measures. It doesn’t attempt to explain how
human activity could be a prime explanation for
even the apparent warming since most of it oc-
curred in the early 20th century, before the onset of
many of the evil behaviors—such as mass owner-
ship of automobiles—had actually begun.

In short, the article is a gross disservice to its
readers, a disgusting display of politics displacing
science, and a waste of the money that I and so
many other people have happily contributed to the
National Geographic Society over the years.

The editor, Bill Allen, apparently knew ahead
of time that running this cover “story” entailed the
risk of alienating readers like me. He wrote in a
foreword that he could “live with some canceled
memberships” in order to tell “the biggest story in
geography today.”

He told a big story all right. But what I can’t
get over is the asymmetrical nature of the situation
he has put me in.

If I cancel my membership and give up read-
ing National Geographic, he won’t lose his job. The
society will lose only a few dollars. I’ll lose a lot
more. I won’t get any more of those cool maps that
I’ve used to decorate my home office and spread
out on the floor for my kids to examine. I won’t get
any more of those fascinating essays about the
dawn of civilization, or the rise of radical Islam, or
the persistence of tribal religions in the Amazon,
or a modern-day camel trek across the Sahara
Desert.

I’m the one who has to suffer for National
Geographic’s sins against good science and informa-
tive journalism. Where is the fairness in that? Is my
satisfying my sense of moral rectitude worth the
price I have to pay?

My plea for help is genuine. I’d welcome your
comments or suggestions about my dilemma. Later,
at Carolina Journal Online, I’ll discuss it some more,
report some of the emails I get, and then announce
a decision.             CJ

Hood is president of the John Locke Foundation, pub-
lisher of Carolina Journal, and a syndicated newspaper
columnist who is currently attempting to find time to
finish his third book, Selling the Dream: Why Adver-
tising is Good Business (to be published by Praeger).
Perhaps less time spent reading biased magazines will
contribute to this worthy cause. Email him at
jhood@johnlocke.org.

The argument is not, of course, that states cannot act to
make their business climates more attractive. The argu-
ment is that they must employ constitutional means to do
so, using tax rates and infrastructure available equally to all
citizens and businesses.

This argument already has precedent in North Caro-
lina; it was the reason why federal courts years ago struck
down our discriminatory tax on intangible assets, a tax that
charged a lower tax rate (or no rate) on the stock of in-state
companies and a higher rate on the stock of other firms.

Let’s not wait for the other shoe to drop, OK?

One of the most familiar bits of political demagogu-
ery of the past three decades—the accusation that
Social Security reformers are about to cut off

granddad’s benefit checks and throw grandma out into the
street—appears to have lost its punch in 2004.

It is the proverbial “dog that won’t hunt.” Interestingly,
the person who brought that phrase into the political dis-
course, Bill Clinton, is also partially responsible for the
impending retirement of the Social Security dog, given that
he broached the subject of market-based reforms during
his second presidential term.

And his former chief of staff, Democratic Senate can-
didate Erskine Bowles, is a prime example of why the old
demagoguery no longer works.

The 2004 Senate race between Bowles and Republican
Richard Burr is striking in its dissimilarity to the 2002 race
between Bowles and Elizabeth Dole. Now Senator Dole,
and she won convincingly by nearly 10 percentage points,
she endorsed President George W. Bush’s idea of allowing
younger workers to invest some of their own Social Secu-
rity funds in private accounts they will own and control.
Bowles trotted out the usual arguments, backed up with
the usual phony-baloney about how the Social Security
trust fund is solvent until mid-century and private accounts
would be too risky and costly.

But unlike past Republicans who flinched in the face
of such claims, Dole barked right back. She took to hold-
ing up a blank sheet of paper to symbolize Bowles’ un-
willingness to offer a solution of his own to the very real
problem that over the next 75 years, the unfunded liability
in Social Security—the gap between projected revenues and
promised benefits—totals several trillion dollars.

The program’s operating deficit actually arrives much
sooner, in about 15 years, according to the latest projec-
tions from the trustees of the Social Security system, and
will consume a steeply rising percentage of general fed-
eral revenues, thus necessitating either painful budget cuts
or drastic tax increases.

Misunderstanding the trust fund

And, no, the “trust fund” doesn’t solve this problem.
Properly understood, it is the problem.

The Social Security trust fund is an accounting prac-
tice, a means of representing the fact that excess payroll
taxes have been spent on other federal programs. If you
wrote yourself a $1 million IOU, would you be $1 million
richer? Not unless you had the power to tax $1 million out
of other people’s pockets. The Social Security trust fund
does not represent an alternative to raising taxes to pay
future benefits. It is a promise to raise taxes to pay future
benefits.

Faced with these facts, and with the undeniable ap-
peal of bringing Social Security into the modern age of fi-
nancial age and the modern ethic of personal choice and
responsibility, the Bowles campaign in 2002 slunk away
with its tail between its legs. Now, in 2004, it says little
about Social Security reform based on private retirement
accounts—a version of which Republican candidate Rich-
ard Burr also champions—unless prompted to by the news
media.

This is a big and important change in our politics, both
in North Carolina and across the country. There is no more
serious domestic challenge facing America than the stag-
gering future deficits in Social Security and Medicare (the
latter is actually in far worse shape, with operating defi-
cits already occurring and made worse by President Bush’s
decision to push a prescription-drug benefit through the
Congress last year). Nor is there any greater example of
the outmoded, inefficient, and illiberal welfare-state men-
tality.

It’s time for a new approach to retirement policy in
Washington—and to stop fearing a demagogic dog that
no longer hunts.           CJ



Michael L. Walden

22
October 2004

C A R O L I N A

JOURNALOpinion

Editorial Briefs

Why Do Some Workers Get Big Paychecks?
By MICHAEL L. WALDEN
Contributing Editor

RALEIGH

Once a month I do a radio call-in show where I
discuss economic topics of current interest. I’ve
been doing this program for more than 25 years,

and there’s one thing I can count on. If a popular profes-
sional sports player has recently signed a
large new contract, I’ll get calls complaining
that the star is getting too much money for
playing a game, while other workers doing
far more important jobs, such as police offic-
ers, nurses, and teachers, are not paid enough.
How, the callers asks, can this be justified?

This illustrates a love-hate relationship
many of us have with celebrities, such as
professional sports players and movie and TV
stars. On the one hand we’ll go to every game
featuring our favorite player, buy replicas of
the jersey and team hat, watch every movie
and TV show of our favorite actor or actress,
and buy every magazine with an article about
him or her. But on the other hand, we’ll com-
plain that the star makes too much money.

But that’s just it. The star makes a lot of money because
people willingly spend money at the star’s performances
and on products about the star or endorsed by the star. So
it’s precisely fans who create the conditions for the big
paydays earned by big named stars.

Applying economics to pay

All right, let’s introduce some economics here. The pay
earned by a worker, whether that person is a baseball star
or a fast-food worker, is importantly based on two factors.
First is the revenue the worker can earn for the business.
The more revenue a worker is responsible for earning, the
more the business will be willing to pay the worker.

Second is the number of people who can do a particular
kind of useful work. The fewer people who can do a
particular kind of useful job, the fewer options companies
will have in finding workers for that job, and the more they
will have to pay each worker. Although many males would
like to think they can hit or throw a 90 mph fastball, the
truth is, very few can. So the supply of major league
baseball players is extremely limited.

Understanding how these two factors interact can
explain much about pay scales. Combine a job where the
worker generates a large amount of revenue for the busi-
ness and where few people can do this job, and “shazam”
(to quote Gomer Pyle) — you have workers earning big

paychecks. But at the other end of the scale, combine a job
where the worker generates little revenue and where many
people can do the job, and you have workers earning tiny
paychecks.

Why aren’t teachers stars?

I’ve given this explanation for the multi-
million-dollar salaries of sports and media
stars several times to my wife, who happens
to be an elementary school teacher. She un-
derstands it, but still doesn’t like it. She still
thinks it isn’t fair that people with less educa-
tion than her, and doing something that is less
“valuable” to society, get paid so much more
than she does.

Well, three factors have combined to keep
teacher salaries lower than what many would
expect. First, although no one can deny that
teaching is an important profession, a large
number of people have the talent and capabil-
ity to become teachers, so the supply of poten-
tial teachers is large.

Second, while pro teams and movie stu-
dios can estimate the revenue-generating ability of stars
and use these estimates in their salary offers, it’s tough,
virtually impossible, for schools to estimate the contribu-
tion of teachers to the future financial success of students.
Say Mrs. Walden works very hard helping Timmy pass
third-grade math. No one knows what this means for
Timmy’s future occupation and salary, because Timmy’s
career is so far away. Interestingly, one reason college
teachers are paid more than elementary school teachers is
there is more of a direct link between the educational
achievement of college students and their future salaries.

And third, sports and media stars shop their skills and
talents among many teams and studios. In most localities,
teachers have limited ability to “shop” themselves among
competing school districts. In fact, in most areas in North
Carolina there is only one countywide public school sys-
tem. Increasing the competition between public schools for
teachers as well as for students would likely improve the
salaries of the best teachers.

Is this all fair? You’ll have to decide that. But I can say
that if you want the salaries of pro sports and movie stars
to fall, stop watching them!            CJ

 Michael L. Walden is a William Neal Reynolds distinguished
professor at North Carolina State University and an adjunct
scholar with the John Locke Foundation.

Tax reform sparks increase in dividends

A sharp and widespread surge in dividend con-
tributions coincided with cutting the top tax rate on
dividends from 35 percent to 15 percent in 2003, says
a new study by the National Bureau of Economic
Research. Using data spanning the years 1980 to the
first quarter of 2004, the NBER found the fraction of
publicly traded firms paying dividends began to in-
crease precisely in 2003 after having declined con-
tinuously for more than two decades.

Nearly 150 firms have initiated dividend pay-
ments after the tax cut, adding more than $1.5 billion
to aggregate quarterly dividends. Many firms that
were already paying dividends before the reform
raised regular dividend payments significantly after
the tax cut.

 Special dividends rose, but the magnitude of this
effect was small relative to the increases in regular
distributions in the long run.

The NBER concludes the surge in regular divi-
dend payments after the 2003 reform is unprecedented
in recent years.

Ranking international competitiveness

The International Finance Corporation, the World
Bank’s private-sector development arm, released a
report that surveyed about 130 countries on how
hospitable they are to businesses. Index scores ranged
from 0 to 100, with higher values representing more
rigid regulation in five main categories: the ease of
getting credit, starting business, enforcing contracts,
hiring and firing workers, and closing down a busi-
ness.

In the United States it takes on average five days
to start up a business, as compared to the Organiza-
tion for Economic Cooperation and Development
average of 25 days. U.S. companies are also fairly
flexible in hiring workers and firing them, receiving
index scores of 33 and 5, respectively.

According to the report, there were a number of
other countries that are highly friendly to business.
Denmark received a hiring flexibility and firing index
of 33 and 17, respectively; it only takes four days to
start up a business. City-states such as Hong Kong
and Singapore performed well in all categories, in-
cluding both getting an index score of one for flexibil-
ity of firing workers. Canada, Britain, Ireland, and
Malaysia were also highly ranked.

Ultimately, the IFC concludes that heavier regu-
lation brings bad economic outcomes. But even free-
market nations cannot become complacent. IFC’s chief
economist says “the countries with the best business
climates tend to be also the ones that are continually
reforming it.”

Reported in Forbes.

“Litigation tax” measured

The “litigation tax,” the burden on the U.S.
economy arising from an inefficient tort system, costs
society billions of dollars annually, says Glenn
Hubbard, former chair of President Bush’s Council of
Economic Advisers.

According to the CEA, in 2002, it was estimated
that the U.S. tort system’s direct costs total about $180
billion a year. Only about 20 cents of each dollar of tort
cost is paid to the victims, with that share falling since
the late 1980s. The total economic burden of the U.S.
tort system is higher still when one incorporates the
distortions that arise as individuals and companies
try to avoid lawsuits, Hubbard says. For example,
additional costs stem from defensive medicine, deci-
sions by managers to remove products from the mar-
ket, and slowed innovation.

The cost of tort trials may be collected from the
company, but ultimately its burden is borne by work-
ers who lose their jobs or see their wages go down, by
consumers who pay higher prices, by landowners
who experience a decline in property values, and by
investors through lower profits and share prices.

If the burden was borne just by workers, litigation
costs would be equivalent to 2.1 percent of wages and
salaries. If the tax were borne by consumers, it would
be equivalent to a tax on income from savings of 3.1
percent.

Reported in Business Week.   CJ
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A target for busybodies, meddlers, and parasites

Socialists Pick on Wal-Mart Simply Because It’s Successful
By GEORGE C. LEEF
Contributing Editor

RALEIGH

The major political parties thrive on what are known
as “wedge issues.” A wedge issue is one that takes
advantage of the fact that many voters are moti-

vated far more by emotion rather than by reason. It works
at the gut level, driving people into anger first, and then
into the voting booth, even though, when
calmly analyzed, there is no issue.

Wedge issues show political hucksterism
at its finest, just like the old-time snake-oil
salesmen who took advantage of people’s
ignorance to get them to buy bottles of elixir
that supposedly cured all ailments. Just about
anything could be turned into a wedge issue
with enough deceptive rhetoric.

Apparently, one of the liberal wedge is-
sues this year is going to be that horrible
blight on the American landscape, Wal-Mart.
Demonizing Wal-Mart appeals greatly to
high-brow liberal voters who are easily en-
raged over allegations that its workers are
underpaid and that it drives “mom and pop” stores out of
business.

Sen. John Kerry has been denouncing the nation’s
largest retailer for its low wages. He wants to legislate a rise
in the minimum wage, but since most Wal-Mart employees
earn more than even his proposed increase, maybe he
would like to legislate a special Wal-Mart bill to compel it
to pay workers … enough. How much would be enough to
satisfy the conscience of liberals is anyone’s guess.

Does it matter to Kerry that Wal-Mart is in a competi-
tive market for labor and has to pay workers at least enough
to induce them to work for it rather than for other busi-
nesses? Does it dawn on him that Wal-Mart pays at least as
well if not better than the “mom and pop” retailers? Per-
haps, but why give up a good bit of demagoguery over
mere economic facts?

Then there is the foaming socialist writer Barbara
Ehrenreich, who has been for a time given a weekly column
in The New York Times. In her July 25 column, “Wal-Mars
Invades Earth,” she lets loose.

Complaining about the fact that working at Wal-Mart
doesn’t pay very well, she says that “more than half of its
own ‘associates’ as the employees are euphemistically

termed, cannot afford the company’s
health insurance, never mind its
Faded Glory jeans.” Wal-Mart stores
are bright, clean, safe places to work
and seem to have no trouble attract-
ing people who are content with its
compensation, but Ehrenreich is
upset that free-market transactions

between consenting
adults occur that she
doesn’t approve of.

Ehrenreich, who
once took a job with a
Wal-Mart for a few
months to provide
gripe material for her
book Nickel and Dimed,
insists that “These are
the kinds of conditions
we associate with third
world sweatshops…”
Of course, the typical
Malaysian garment

factory worker would switch places
in an instant with a Wal-Mart employee if possible, just as
most other workers in Malaysia would be glad to have a
“sweatshop” job rather than harvesting rice.

Ah, but wait. The indictment isn’t over. Wal-Mart has
also been sued for sexual discrimination
in hiring and for failing to pay overtime,
Ehrenreich informs us. Even if those law-
suits had been adjudicated against the
company (currently, they’re just suits and
in our hyper-regulated society, conjuring
up a lawsuit is as easy as pie), that still
would not make Wal-Mart out as a vil-
lain. The percentage of Wal-Mart em-
ployees and managers who are women
should be of no concern to federal gov-
ernment or anyone else.

As for overtime pay, the government should not regu-
late employment contracts. Instead of bringing in the murky
“Fair Labor Standards Act” in an effort to find legal fault
with the company, the only intelligent question to ask is
whether Wal-Mart paid its workers as it agreed to.

Kerry, Ehrenreich, and millions of other Americans are

meddlers who simply will not respect the freedom of
others to live their lives and conduct their businesses as
they see fit. Wal-Mart, so far as I’m aware, commits no acts
of aggression in its operations.

Wal-Mart hurts no one. There is no
“issue” here; no threat to life, liberty, or
property. But just like other successful
companies and individuals who made
targets of themselves simply because of
their success —Michael Milken, Martha
Stewart, Microsoft — Wal-Mart is now a
target for our busybodies, meddlers, and
parasites.

I don’t own Wal-Mart stock and
hardly ever buy anything in their stores.
So why do I care? Perhaps you’ve heard

the saying, “First they came for the Jews, but I did nothing
because I wasn’t Jewish…”            CJ

George C. Leef is the executive director of the Pope Center for
Higher Education Learning.

George C. Leef

By MARC ROTTERMAN
Contributing Editor

RALEIGH

In America we are watching a wonderful group of
senior women coping with living in today’s ever-
changing world. Many of them are dealing with it

without their lifetime mates — watching a country that in
many ways they hardly recognize as the place where they
grew up and raised their families.

Not so many years ago, many of these
widows had war-time romances, which grew
from the hundreds of letters to their “future
husbands” during those tough years of the
Second World War.

Many of these gals married the returning
soldier, sailor, or Marine when he once again
got “stateside.” And thousands of them went
on to live what is so often viewed as the Ameri-
can Dream.

These wartime sweethearts and even many
mothers and sisters who headed off to build
airplanes, gun turrets, and pontoon boats are
an important story in our colorful American
history.

I personally have two of these great gals in my life, my
mother-in-law and my mother. Perhaps a bit unusual, but
I have two “Rosie the Riveters” in my family tree.

Typical of many, and I might add very attractive young
ladies of their generation, these two gals in their 20s spent
a period during the war years as part of the “women in the
war” workforce effort.

Now, both widows and in their — well, let’s just say
more than 70 years of age — it is no surprise to see that same

spirit and ability to focus on the future still makes them the
vital, engaging women that they are today.

When you talk to these women they speak of that time
with great clarity, and can clearly tell you with great detail
about the jobs they performed during the war. It’s like the
pages turn backward and the memories of those days are as
fresh as yesterday as they recount the stories from that
period.

My mother in law,
Vera, spent her adult life
working with her husband
in their family-owned busi-
nesses. They, like many
other couples married a few
years after the war, became
true entrepreneurs, starting
and operating several suc-
cessful businesses during
their 49 years of marriage.
But during the war, she was employed at
Firestone in Winston-Salem, where she
worked making bulkheads for pontoon boats.
It is strange to envision this 5-foot-2-inch
woman attempting to build anything the size

of those boats.
“The tools we used to cut the rubber looked like small

pizza cutters,” she told my wife recently. And even though
those years were filled with shortages and hardships,
ration cards, and long lines — when she talks of living in a
boarding house, away from her family with many other
women doing the same thing, she recalls those days fondly.

Then there is my mom, Gwenn, who worked in the
North for Firestone, where she was an Air Force aircraft

inspector for the B-29s and the Widow Maker aircraft.
“Those guys and gals on the line hated to see me

coming," she says. “I was a really tough inspector and I
caught lots of things. I knew how important it was to really
look for the smallest problem or imperfection,” she loves to
tell me.

I can see them both now, these strong, resilient women,
watching the newsreels of the war at the movies on their

rare night of entertainment at the local
theaters, anxious to hear any news of
places where their friends and family
were on the front lines. These women
and thousands of others were the sol-
diers, sailors, and Marines of the home
front.

We have many of the same kinds of
courageous wives, fathers, and families
watching and waiting at home in our
state and across the nation today.

They may not be working in a war plant, but they are
working to keep their families together, raising children,
giving stability to their homes while their loved ones are
serving in Iraq, Afghanistan, South Korea, and other parts
of the world so we can be safe at home here in America.

This column is written with only one intention, and
that is to say, “hats off to all the ’Rosies,’” in all the conflicts
where Americans are serving in harm’s way. God bless
them all wherever they are on the home front, and thanks
from a grateful nation for their sacrifices.            CJ

Marc Rotterman is a senior fellow at the John Locke Foundation
and treasurer of the American Conservative Union.

…they are working to
keep their families to-
gether… while their
loves ones are serving
…so we can be safe at
home here in America.

Heroes of the home front

‘Rosie the Riveters’ of Today Continue to Keep America Safe

Apparently, one of the
wedge issues this year
is going to be that hor-
rible plight on the
American landscape,
Wal-Mart.

Marc Rotterman
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The New N.C.: Chances Are It’s Very Sweet
Virginia might be for lovers, but N.C. officials adopt slogan “North Carolina Is for Sweethearts”

Whether it’s politics, education, taxes, growth, or the legislature,
the issues that affect North Carolina are important to you, so…

   Every week, hundreds of thousands of

North Carolinians watch NC SPIN for a full,

all-points discussion of issues important to

the state.  Politics.  Education.  Growth.

Taxes.  Transportation.

   A recent poll showed 48% of North

Carolina ‘influentials’ — including elected

officials, lobbyists, journalists, and business

leaders — watch NC SPIN, with 24% saying

they watched the show ‘nearly every week.’

   NC SPIN has been called ‘the most

intelligent half-hour on North Carolina TV’

and is considered required viewing for

anyone interested in state and local politics

and public policy issues.

   If your organization has a message for

CEOs or government and education

leaders, NC SPIN’s statewide network is

the place for you to be!  Call Rudy Partin

(919/274-4706) for advertising information.

WLOS-TV  ABC Asheville

WWWB-TV  WB55 Charlotte

WJZY-TV  UPN46 Charlotte

WHIG-TV  Indep. Rocky Mount

WRAZ-TV  FOX50 Raleigh-Durham

WRAL-TV  CBS Raleigh-Durham

WILM-TV  CBS Wilmington

WXII-TV  NBC Winston-Salem

WRXO-TV  Indep. Roxboro

WCTI-TV ABC New Bern

WCTI-DT  UPN48 New Bern

Cable-7  Indep. Greenville

Mountain News Network

        (WLNN Boone, WTBL Lenoir)

Sundays 6am

Sundays 11pm

Sundays 6:30am

Sundays 10am, 7pm

Sundays 8:30am

Sundays 6:30am

Sundays 11am

Sundays 7am

Saturdays 6pm

Sundays 11:30am

Sundays 5:30 pm

Fridays 8pm

Tuesdays 6:30pm

Saturdays 9pm

Sundays 9:30am

Mondays 7pm

THE NC SPIN NETWORK (Partial)

 Host Tom Campbell         Chris Fitzsimon          Barry Saunders     John Hood

Y ears ago, North Carolina’s northern neighbor
adopted the slogan “Virginia Is for Lovers.” The
state’s tourism industry has cashed in ever since.

It’s no secret that North Carolina, lacking such an
amorous phrase, has long been jealous of the Old
Dominion’s success. But that may change with a new
marketing effort put together by the N.C. Commerce De-
partment. Following a similar pitch, North Carolina soon
will market itself with the slogan “North Carolina Is for
Sweethearts,” referring to the multitude of sugar-plum
deals doled out by state officials over the last few years.

The N.C. Commerce Department will launch the cam-
paign this month in a TV commercial featuring an old
Johnny Mathis hit, “Chances Are.” Highlights of recent
news developments will accompany the song:

News Item: State Rep. Mickey Michaux of Durham
had the General Assembly rewrite a law to add Superior
Court Judge Orlando Hudson’s new neighborhood to his
district and avoid a messy residency problem for the judge.

“Chances are
‘cause I wear a silly grin
The moment you come into view

Chances are
You think that I’m in love with you”

News Item: Gov. Mike Easley offered Boeing $534
million to establish a 7E7 jetliner plant in North Carolina.

“Just because my composure sort of slips
The moment your lips meet mine

Chances are

You think my heart’s your Valentine”

News Item: Meeting until the wee hours of Dec. 9, state
legislators doled out more than $240 million in tax incen-
tives to tobacco and biotechnology companies to encour-
age them to expand in North Carolina.

“In the magic moonlight
when I sigh, “Hold me close, dear”

Chances are
You believe the stars are in my eyes
Guess you feel
You’ll always be the one and only one for me
And if you think you could
Well, chances are
Your chances are awfully good

News item: Jim Black, cospeaker of the House with
Richard Morgan, said the two-speaker arrangement has
worked better than any session of the legislature he pre-
sided over by himself.

Chances are
You believe the stars
That fill the skies are in my eyes
Guess you feel
You’ll always be the one and only for me
And if you think you could

Well, chances are
Your chances are awfully good
The chances are
Your chances are awfully good.


