
It happened so quickly. 
Joy Anderson was first 
deceived. 
Then, she was lured into 

a prostitution ring. 
Anderson, one of four 

adopted children, had a good 
home life. But she felt like an 
outsider, a perception she at-
tributes to her dark skin and 
unique personality. 

She met her traffickers at 
age 19, and, as odd as it now 
sounds, Anderson found a 
place to belong. 

“[I was at a nightclub], 
and this girl came up to me 
and pulled out $2,000 or 
$3,000,” Anderson said. “She 
told me that I could get that 
much. She told me that it 
was easy, so I met her whole 
team. At the time I met the 
person that I thought was 
her boyfriend. But it was her 
pimp.” 

“At the time, they took 
care of me, and gave me 

Trafficking in flesh
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Former governor 
suggests he’ll seek 
rematch against Cooper.
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Joy Anderson was trafficked for seven years in Charlotte, unable to escape her captors and fearing for her life. Her story rep-
resents a growing problem in North Carolina. 

A human tragedy in need of a solution

KARI TRAVIS
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BY KARI TRAVIS

Of the 1,000 vic-
tims identified in 
Raleigh, Cary, and 

Durham in recent years, 
most are young women 
between the ages of 16 
and 25. Close to 70 per-
cent suffer from heroin 
and opioid addictions.

Business men be-
tween the ages of 25 and 
45 — with no criminal 
history — are the top so-
licitors of prostitutes in 
the Research Triangle. 
Most pay for sex during 
lunch hour. Hotels are 
trafficking hot spots. 

The Triangle Rapid 
Response Team would 
like to see a “John Proj-
ect,” designed to pe-
nalize consumers and 
decrease demand for 
sex trafficking, said Ma-
jor Rick Hoffman of the 
Raleigh Police Depart-
ment.  

Information courtesy 
of the North Carolina 
Human Trafficking 
Commission, the Triangle 
Rapid Response Team, 
and the Raleigh Police 
Department. 

Trafficking 
in the 

Triangle 
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QUICK TAKES

THE CONVENTION OF STATES PROJECT — call-
ing for the General Assembly to support a con-
stitutional convention to rein in federal power — 
came to the legislative complex June 27. Backers 
of the project brought a llama, decked in patri-
otic garb, to Halifax Mall behind the Legislative 
Building. Several legislative staffers and interns 
took pictures with the llama, which also sported 
a button supporting the convention. 
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FROM STAFF REPORTS 

FIRST AMENDMENT rights 
just got the “green light” 
on two University of North 
Carolina campuses.

New findings from the 
Foundation for Individual 
Rights in Education, a non-
partisan research and liti-
gation organization, show a 
positive shift in speech pro-
tections at UNC-Charlotte 
and East Carolina Universi-
ty.

FIRE divides public and 
private universities into 
three rankings: red light, 
yellow light, and green 
light. Red-light schools are 
the worst offenders of free 
speech. Green-light schools 
are the best at upholding 
First Amendment rights.

Now, six universities 
have achieved FIRE’s high-

est honor: UNC-Charlotte, 
East Carolina University, 
UNC Greensboro, N.C. Cen-
tral University, UNC-Chapel 
Hill, and Duke University. 
North Carolina has the most 
green-light universities in 
the country. 

North Carolina has 10 
schools still in the yellow 
category and three in the 
red. Yellow-light policies, 
while not inherently re-
strictive, contain arbitrary 
wording that could be used 
to stifle free speech.

It’s heartening to see 
public universities volun-
tarily change bad policies, 
said Azhar Majeed, vice 
president of policy reform at 
FIRE.

N.C. Central overhauled 
eight restrictions, including 
residential life and sexual 
harassment codes, he said.

The university reached 
out to FIRE last year, asking 
staffers for input.

UNC-Greensboro also 
was proactive. The school 
revised its sexual harass-
ment policy, the only red-
light code on its books, then 
asked FIRE to review it.

After a UNC-Charlotte 
student requested her uni-
versity reform its speech 
codes in accordance with 
FIRE’s requirements, the 
school answered the call and 
revised three of its policies.

A professor at ECU asked 
the university to change its 
speech codes and got four 
policies revised to meet 
FIRE’s green-light stan-
dards. 

All of those universities 
passed FIRE’s test with fly-
ing colors.

Every university should 
take similar action, Majeed 
said. But often, that’s not 
reality.

“Unfortunately, it’s com-
mon for us to be ignored, or 
to find that the university 
is unresponsive when we 
point out those types of pol-
icy issues,” he said.

Of the 100 schools FIRE 
contacted last year, roughly 
30 asked the organization 
to help make their speech 
codes constitutional, a pos-
itive thing, Majeed said.

There are only 33 green-

light universities, both pub-
lic and private, in the United 
States.

Schools such as N.C. 
Central and UNC-Greens-
boro should be lauded for 
their efforts, said Samantha 
Harris, FIRE’s vice president 
of policy research.

“We want every school 
to be a green-light, and to 
work with every school ad-
ministration as much as 
possible, but it’s not as com-
mon as we would hope,” she 
said. “So when a school like 
a UNC-Greensboro reaches 
out to us and says ‘we want 
to do this,’ it’s something 
we’re really excited and hap-
py about.”

UNC-Wilmington, still a 
yellow-light school, is work-
ing with FIRE to move into 
the green category, Majeed 
told CJ.

More UNC campuses giving free speech its due, FIRE reports

FROM STAFF REPORTS 

The U.S. Supreme Court 
on June 26 overturned 
a ruling by the N.C. 

Supreme Court that pre-
vented sex offenders from 
using social media.

In Packingham v. North 
Carolina, a convicted sex 
offender was arrested 
for using Facebook. The 
man, Lester Packingham, 
claimed a violation of his 
First Amendment rights.

In the court’s opinion, 
social media websites are an 
essential forum in the digital 
world, and a law preventing 
access for criminals exclud-
ed them from a principal 
means of communication.

“By prohibiting sex of-
fenders from using those 
websites, North Carolina 
with one broad stroke bars 
access to what for many 
are the principal sources 
for knowing current events, 
checking ads for employ-
ment, speaking and listen-
ing in the modern public 
square, and otherwise ex-
ploring the vast realms of 
human thought and knowl-
edge,” wrote Justice Antho-
ny Kennedy in the 5-3 deci-
sion.

Justices Ruth Bader 
Ginsberg, Stephen Breyer, 
Sonia Sotomayor, and Elena 
Kagan supported Kennedy. 

Justice Samuel Alito wrote 
a concurring opinion that 
agreed with the more liberal 
justices on their judgment, 
but not on their reasoning. 
Conservative-leaning jus-
tices John Roberts and Clar-
ence Thomas sided with 
Alito. Justice Neil Gorsuch 
did not participate in the 
case.

The court pressed that 
limitations on a sex offend-
er’s navigation of the inter-
net had to prevent unlawful 
activity, such as contact 
with a minor, but that rea-
soning could not prevent its 
lawful use.

“It is unsettling to sug-
gest that only a limited set 
of websites can be used 
even by persons who have 
completed their sentences,” 
the opinion stated. “Even 
convicted criminals — and 
in some instances espe-
cially convicted criminals 
— might receive legitimate 
benefits from those means 
for access to the world of 
ideas, in particular if they 
seek to reform and to pur-
sue lawful and rewarding 
lives.”

The state court previ-
ously held that the law was 
a “limitation on conduct,” 
rather than a free-speech 
violation, and claimed the 
government had an interest 
in “forestalling the illicit 

lurking and contact” of reg-
istered sex offenders and 
potential victims.

The opinion compared 
the North Carolina law to 
one overturned in a pre-
vious case involving a 
wide-ranging restriction 
on speech at Los Angeles 
International Airport. Both 
restrictions were consid-
ered overbroad and “an im-
permissible burden” under 
the First Amendment.

In his concurring opin-
ion, Alito took issue with 
the court’s equivalence of 
social media and public 
streets and parks.

“Cyberspace is different 
from the physical world, 
and if it is true, as the Court 
believes, that ‘we cannot 
appreciate yet’ the ‘full 
dimensions and vast po-
tential’ of ‘the Cyber Age,’ 
we should proceed circum-
spectly, taking one step at a 
time,” Alito cautioned.

Packingham was con-
victed of indecent liberties 
with a minor in 2002, when 
he was a 21-year-old college 
student. Authorities were 
alerted to him in 2010 after 
he made a Facebook post 
thanking God for the dis-
missal of a parking ticket. 
The court’s opinion notes 
that more than 1,000 people 
have been prosecuted under 
the North Carolina law.

High court overturns North Carolina law 
that kept sex offenders off social media

SUPREME COURT

New findings show 
a positive shift in 
speech protections 
at UNC-Charlotte 
and East Carolina 
University.
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BY DAN WAY

Mark Walker is a Baptist 
minister, so his explana-
tion as to why he and other 

Republican congressmen survived 
a mass assassination attempt isn’t 
surprising.

“God’s hand of protection was 
on that field that day,” said Walk-
er, who represents North Carolina’s 
6th Congressional District. 

“Let me say on behalf of our 
guys, when you live through an 
assassination plot, it’s a little un-
nerving,” Walker said. “It should 
have been, on paper, a massacre 
that morning,” 

Walker, a Greensboro resident 
first elected to Congress in 2014, 
lamented the seething partisan 
feelings in today’s political climate.

“We live in a day of hate, don’t 
we? The hate has just become a fe-
verish pitch,” Walker told an audi-
ence at the Civitas Institute’s Con-
servative Leadership Conference 
on June 17 in Raleigh. 

He said Twitter now features 
the hashtag #HuntRepublicanCon-
gressmen. He said he read an arti-
cle in the Huffington Post saying 
it was disappointing only one pro-
life member of Congress was shot.

Walker was the starting pitcher 
for the Republican baseball team 
that came under heavy rifle fire on 
a community baseball field June 
14 while taking practice in prepa-
ration for an annual congressional 
charity game against Democrats.

The shooter, James Hodgkin-
son of Illinois, died after a chaotic 
shootout with members of House 
Majority Whip Steve Scalise’s se-

curity detail. David Bailey, a Cap-
itol Police officer and N.C. Central 
University graduate, and another 
Capitol Police officer returned fire. 

Walker asked his audience to 
continue praying for Scalise, who 
suffered a life-threatening gun-
shot to his hip; a congressional 
staff member; a lobbyist; and Capi-
tol Police officer Crystal Griner. All 
were shot by Hodgkinson. 

“Steve has gone through some 
valleys the last couple of days” to 
the point of life and death, Walker 
said. “He is bouncing back.”

It is vital for conservatives to 
stand for truth now rather than 
pull back or return the vitriolic be-
havior, he said. 

“We can stand for those values, 
we can stand for those principles, 
yet we can accomplish this with 

great statesmanship,” Waker said. 
People of faith need to use that 
spiritual filter to make the conser-
vative message resonate. 

Rather than avoid communi-
ties that don’t share those values, 
now is the time to engage them 
and share conservative ideas, he 
said.

He said he’s not going to back 
off his pro-life stance advocating 

for the unborn in the face of the 
threats. He and other Republicans 
will continue advocating for per-
sonal and fiscal responsibility, and 
strong national defense. 

Walked pointed to fellow Re-
publican Congressman Mark 
Meadows, who represents the 
state’s 11th Congressional Dis-
trict. Walker said they serve to-
gether on the House Oversight 
Committee. 

“We just recently had a hear-
ing on Fast and Furious, and we 
refuse to let some of this stuff go,” 
Walker said. 

They want to hold former U.S. 
Attorney General Eric Holder ac-
countable for the Obama-era fed-
eral gun trafficking scheme that 
allowed weapons to be sold ille-
gally to Mexican drug cartels. One 
was used to slay U.S. Border Patrol 
agent Brian Terry, and Walker said 
Terry’s family deserves justice.

Returning all education to the 
states remains an important goal. 

“If you want to see success, any 
time that we can localize govern-
ment we have a chance to make it 
more functional,” Walker said. 

Although it gets little media 
mention, Walker said the House 
has passed 158 bills, the most in 
the past four or five administra-
tions, and President Trump has 
signed 37 of those into law.

“So when you hear that this 
administration is not doing any-
thing, that’s the most bills signed 
into law … since Ronald Reagan 
became president,” Walker said, 
and most of them roll back regu-
lations. “Things are happening in 
Washington, D.C.”

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT
Rep. Mark Walker: ‘God’s hand of protection was on that field’

DAY OF HATE. U.S. Rep. Mark Walker, R-6th District, discussed surviving an assassination attempt at a Republican 
baseball practice.
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Senate leader Phil Berger, R-Rockingham (at podium), and House Speaker Tim Moore, R-Cleveland (at left), at a June 
23 news conference, saying the General Assembly’s budget satisfied many of Gov. Roy Cooper’s requests.

Gov. Roy Cooper's teacher 
pay plan would increase ed-
ucation spending by $271 

million each year over the next 
two years. Pay hikes for principals 
and assistant principals would be 
paid for by a $20 million budget 
increase. Cooper also asked for 
funding to increase student par-
ticipation in the public kindergar-
ten program, and to raise the high 
school graduation rate.

Part of his education budget 
included a $30 million request 
for teaching assistants and new 
learning materials, like text-
books. The NC GROW — Getting 
Ready for Opportunities and the 
Workforce — scholarship for high 
school graduates was proposed at 
a cost of more than $19 million, 
using money drawn from the state 
education lottery.

The legislative compromise 
would increase the total educa-
tion budget, including salaries, 
by $452.4 million in the 2017-18 
school year and again by $890.6 
million in 2018-19. The teacher 
pay raises for these years would 
cost $142.8 million and $420.1 
million. 

2017 BUDGET COMPROMISE

$5,253,299,542 ▲ 4.63%
$5,390,287,477 ▲ 2.61%

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

$13,061,993,972 ▲ 3.00%
$13,534,642,303 ▲ 3.62%

EDUCATION

COMMUNITY 
COLLEGES

8%

PRE K-12 EDUCATION

70%

UNC SYSTEM

22%

The governor's budget and the 
compromise plan both in-
cluded $13.2 million to build 

a juvenile detention center in Rock-
ingham County to deal with an in-
flux of 16- and 17-year-old inmates 
after the passage of Raise the Age. 
The final budget includes the Raise 
the Age bill to try 16- and 17-year-
olds as juveniles for all misdemean-
ors and most felonies.

The legislative plan gave an 
across-the-board pay increase of 
$1,000 to department employees. 
A $275,000 grant was proposed for 

True Justice International, an orga-
nization out of New Bern focused 
on fighting human trafficking. 

The legislature's budget put 
aside $600,000 to fund opioid rap-
id response teams in Guilford and 
New Hanover counties, as well as 
medicine to treat drug overdose pa-
tients. House Speaker Tim Moore, 
R-Cleveland, said more than $10 
million will go to substance abuse 
treatment. Cooper disputed claims 
that Republican legislators had 
taken steps to address opioid abuse 
seriously in their budget.

Education

Public Safety

Budget Analysis
The $23 billion House and Senate budget compromise will include a 3.1 percent 
increase in spending in the 2017-18 budget year, which is higher than the two 
chambers agreed to several months ago when budget negotiations began. 

The individual state income tax rate would be 5.25 percent in 2019. The standard 
deduction for married couples filing jointly would be $20,000, and a head of house-
hold could claim $15,000 in tax-free income. 

Lawmakers say increasing the standard deduction would remove more than 90,000 
North Carolinians from the income tax rolls. 

The General Assembly may 
start a needs-based grant pro-
gram for rural school districts with 
$105 million in lottery funds over 
the next two years. The Republi-
can-led plan also included $11.3 
million to fund some of the new 
learning materials requested by 
the governor. 

In higher education, commu-
nity colleges would get funding 
to grow work force training pro-
grams. The Apprenticeship NC 
program also would be transferred 
from the Commerce Department to 
the community college system.

Under both plans, education 
spending represented more than 
half of the total state budget.

▲ 452.4 Million
Increase in total education budget 

for the 2017-18 school year

▲ 890.6 Million
Increase in total education budget 

for the 2018-19 school year

BY THE NUMBERS

$2,701,955,002 ▲ 3.85%
$2,728,407,349 ▲ 0.98%

JUSTICE AND PUBLIC SAFETY

This budget 
neglects our schools 
and our economy at 
a time when North 
Carolina should 
be making public 
education stronger, 
not giving special 
breaks to those at 
the top.

- Gov. Roy Cooper’s veto 
message to the General 

Assembly

Gov. Cooper 
sent the vetoed 
budget to the 
General Assembly 
June 27.
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2017 BUDGET COMPROMISE

The governor sought mod-
erate increases in compen-
sation for most public em-

ployees and a larger increase for 
teacher pay.

Cooper's budget proposed a 5 
percent pay increase two years in a 
row for public school teachers, plus 
a $150 stipend for each teacher to 
buy classroom supplies. This was 
part of an overarching budget goal 
to lead the Southeast in teacher 
pay in three years and meet the 
national average in five. Principals 
and assistant principals would re-
ceive a 6.5 percent pay increase 
under his budget.

State employees who aren't 
teachers would each receive a 
pay increase of 2 percent or $800, 
whichever was greater. State re-
tirees would each receive a 1.5 
percent cost-of-living pension in-
crease.

Under the compromise budget, 
teachers are set to receive a 3.3 
percent pay raise for the 2017-18 

school year and a 9.6 percent total 
pay raise for 2018-19. Principals 
may receive an 8.6 percent average 
bump in pay, and assistant princi-
pals could see larger increases of 
17 percent and 19 percent over the 
next two school years. Compensa-
tion increases for other state em-
ployees and retirees are similar to 
those proposed by the governor. 

The state treasurer is seeking 
higher premiums for the State 
Health Plan, but the budget also 
increases the employer contribu-
tion. New employees from Jan. 1, 
2021, will not qualify for health 
benefits in retirement.

The budget also funds a study 
of total compensation for state 
employees, including benefits.

Cooper suggested large in-
creases to the Highway Trust 
Fund's Strategic Transporta-

tion Investments program, which 
helps fund state highway projects 
using a needs and impact-based for-
mula. State legislators exceeded the 
governor's funding goals in their 
budget compromise.

The legislative compromise 
would not repeal the Map Act, a 
move that did pass the House. The 
Map Act, a divisive point in the trans-
portation budget, allows the state to 
block development on private land 
targeted for road construction. 

The Division of Motor Vehicles 
would receive $3 million in addi-
tional funding to include a new 
license office in Charlotte. The bud-
get also includes over $200 million 

in funding for the improvement 
of commercial airports across the 
state, to be distributed over the next 
two years.

The legislators' budget would 
spend more than $2.8 million on the 
Global TransPark project over the 
next two years. The Global Trans-
Park is a heavily subsidized indus-
trial complex near Kinston, which 
has not met expected growth. Some 
state funding would go toward a 
new strategic plan for the Trans-
park and move a state transporta-
tion office into an empty TransPark 
building.

Cooper's budget plan included 
ambitious economic devel-
opment funding for projects 

statewide. A "last mile" broadband 
initiative would put $20 million to-
ward connecting underserved rural 
communities to the internet.

Cooper's budget threw a few 
million each at revitalizing down-
town areas across the state, inno-
vation plans for growing munici-
palities, university research, and 
$15 million for state film incen-
tives. Relief efforts for Hurricane 
Matthew and other natural disas-

ters would receive $100 million in 
funds, to include housing and dam 
reconstruction projects, and public 
assistance.

The legislative compromise did 
not include any money to increase 
internet access. Several colleges 
are set to receive money from the 
state's General Fund for the con-
struction of new buildings, though. 
Legislators also put aside $10 mil-
lion to construct a new museum 
and visitor center at Fort Fisher 
and turn the Museum of the Cape 
Fear into a Civil War museum. 

$51,500,581 ▲ 18.94%
$51,646,845 ▲ 0.28%

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY
$54,708,000 ▲ 109.83%

$1,917,993 ▼ 96.49%

CAPITAL

$405,374,812 ▼ 5.18%
$414,872,487 ▲ 2.34%

GENERAL GOVERNMENT

$587,553,659 ▲ 9.55%
$549,877,574 ▼ 6.41%%

NATURAL AND ECONOMIC 
RESOURCES

$914,092,325 ▼ 8.95%
$980,519,923 ▲ 7.27%

DEBT SERVICE AND RESERVES

Economic Development

Savings
Cooper recommended adding 

more than $312 million to the 
state’s Savings Reserve Ac-

count (rainy-day fund), plus $150 
million to reduce unfunded liabili-
ties for retiree health benefits, $100 
million for remaining Hurricane 
Matthew relief commitments, and 
$100 million for government facili-
ty repairs and renovations. 

The compromise budget found 
room for more than $580 million 
from excess tax revenue. It would 

add $263 million to the state’s 
rainy-day fund. The legislative bud-
get would also designate $125 mil-
lion in remaining funds for repairs 
and renovations. 

In 2016, the state government 
transferred more than $100 mil-
lion from the rainy-day fund to 
deal with Hurricane Matthew. The 
budget compromise would replen-
ish the rainy-day fund in the ex-
act amount depleted — which the 
governor’s budget included in the 
Savings Reserve deposit — while 
appropriating money for remaining 
hurricane relief costs instead of set-
ting them aside as a reserve as the 
governor recommended.

State Employees

GOVERNOR’S VETO. Gov. Roy Cooper held a press conference at the Execu-
tive Mansion June 26, saying he would veto the budget “today.”

Transportation

▲ 9.6%
Pay raise for teachers following 

the 2018-19 budget year

BY THE NUMBERS

$104 million
Vegetation management, mowing, 

litter prevention, beautification 
efforts, and rest areas

▲ $3 million
Additional funding for the Division 

of Motor Vehicles

BY THE NUMBERS

$263 million
Added to the rainy day fund from 

excess tax revenue

BY THE NUMBERS

The governor chose 
partisanship over 
the people of North 
Carolina when he 
rejected middle-class 
tax cuts and a fourth 
consecutive teacher 
pay raise, but the 
General Assembly 
has delivered these 
priorities to North 
Carolinians without 
his support.

- House Speaker Tim 
Moore, R-Cleveland, 

after the House voted 
76-43 to override 

the governor’s veto, 
making the budget law

$13,061,993,972 ▲ 3.00%
$13,534,642,303 ▲ 3.62%

EDUCATION TOP LINE 
BUDGET ITEM2017-18 AMOUNT

2018-19 AMOUNT CHANGE FROM 
PREVIOUS YEAR

HOW TO READ THE DATA
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BY KARI TRAVIS 

While the Trump admin-
istration opts out of the 
Paris climate change 

agreement, North Carolina will opt 
in, Gov. Roy Cooper has said.

The Paris accord was signed in 
2015 by 195 world leaders, includ-
ing President Obama, who prom-
ised to reduce greenhouse emis-
sions and subject themselves to the 
oversight of the United Nations.

The agreement allowed coun-
tries to set their own standards to 
reduce emissions.

On June 1, 
President Trump 
announced the 
U.S. will ditch the 
agreement. The 
accord was unfair, 
he said, stating 
that he will nego-
tiate with world 
leaders to reach a 
better deal.

North Carolina 
will ignore the de-
cision and instead 
honor the Paris 
deal, Cooper said. 
The governor signed an open letter 
joining more than 1,000 other pub-
lic officials and business leaders, in-
cluding the governors of California, 
Connecticut, Oregon, New York, 
Rhode Island, Virginia, Washing-
ton, and Hawaii.

Cutting pollution is a priority for 
the state, Cooper said.

“Pulling out of the Paris Accord 
is wrong for our country, our chil-
dren, and the generations to come,” 

Cooper said. “North Carolina’s com-
mitment to clean air and a healthy 
environment will remain a priority 
despite the lack of forward thinking 
leadership from the current admin-
istration.”

Republican lawmakers are skep-
tical of Cooper’s decision.

The environment is an import-
ant issue but shouldn’t block eco-
nomic growth — which is exactly 
what the Paris agreement did, said 
state Senate leader Phil Berger, 
R-Rockingham.

“Most North Carolinians be-
lieve it’s past time 
to reverse course 
on the job-killing 
overregulation of 
the Obama era — 
and the Paris Ac-
cord was a serious 
threat to President 
Trump’s ability to 
move our nation 
toward energy in-
dependence and 
cut unnecessary 
government red 
tape,” Berger said 
in a Facebook post. 
“Here in North Car-

olina, it would have driven up elec-
tricity bills, jeopardized good-pay-
ing jobs, and harmed our economy 
– while achieving few real gains to 
protect the environment.”

But the threat of long-term cli-
mate change is too great to ignore, 
Cooper said.

Conservative members of the 
state House aren’t blind to environ-
mental needs, said Joseph Kyzer, a 
spokesman for House Speaker Tim 

Moore, R-Cleveland.
“House Republicans are fo-

cused on North Carolina’s energy 
future and the best interests of our 
citizens this week by moving leg-
islation that has a broad support 
from renewable power developers, 
utilities, and ratepayer protection 

groups alike,” Kyzer said.
House Bill 589, a broadly sup-

ported measure easing some of the 
subsidies and mandates for the re-
newable energy industry, cleared 
the House on June 7 with a 108-11 
vote.

But Cooper won’t back down.

“It is imperative that the world 
know that in the U.S., the actors 
that will provide the leadership 
necessary to meet our Paris com-
mitment are found in city halls, 
state capitals, colleges and univer-
sities, investors, and businesses,” 
he said in an open letter.

Governor signs up N.C. for Paris climate deal

GOING GLOBAL. Gov. Roy Cooper opts in to Paris Accord.

NORTH CAROLINA
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Pulling out of 
the Paris Accord 
is wrong for our 
country, our 
children, and the 
generations to 
come.

If you know high 
school students 

considering 
college...

Download the FREE 
“College Bound” pdf from 

The Martin Center!

www.jamesgmartin.center
or call 919.828.1400

Free Choice for Workers: 
A History of the Right to Work Movement

“He writes like a buccaneer... recording episodes of 
bravery, treachery, commitment and vacillation.”

BY GEORGE C. LEEF
Director of Research at the James G. 
Martin Center for Academic Renewal

ORDER NOW AT JAMESON BOOKS

1-800-426-1357

- Gov. Roy Cooper
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BY DAN WAY 

Former Republican Gov. Pat 
McCrory says Roy Cooper, 
his Democratic successor, is 

repaying his trial lawyer campaign 
contributors by hiring them for ex-
pensive, politically motivated law-
suits against the GOP-led General 
Assembly.

In a wide-ranging interview 
with Carolina Journal, McCrory also 
accused Cooper of massive firings 
of people hired during McCrory’s 
term in office, spoke of regrets of 
unfinished business during his 
four years in office, and hinted that 
he might run again for governor in 
three years.

“When you lose the closest 
election in North Carolina histo-
ry, and you’re outspent 2-1, and 
you had everything thrown at 
you from the national level, why 
wouldn’t you try again?” McCrory 
said. Before making that decision, 
he said, he would need to feel cer-
tain he would be the best change 
agent for state government.

“It’s way too early at this point 
in time to make that decision … but 
I definitely want to keep that op-
tion,” McCrory said.

But he seemed to be in cam-
paign mode as he ticked off com-
ponents of his Carolina Comeback 
he said people appreciate, if be-
latedly: Reducing unemployment 
from the fourth-highest rate in 
the nation to one at or below the 
national average. Cutting income 
taxes. Paying off debt. Champi-
oning a bond for university, state 
parks, military, and infrastructure 
projects. And funding teacher pay 
raises for the first time this de-
cade.

“We had major transportation 
reform, which took the politics out 
of transportation, and I hope to 
God the new governor and the leg-
islature don’t roll [it] back, and get 
back into the good-old-boy system 
to how we build roads,” McCrory 
said.

Not getting a bond issue for 
roads was his biggest disappoint-
ment, McCrory said. Both conser-
vatives and liberals removed it 
from the agenda, he said. He thinks 
the public would have passed the 
referendum with 95 percent sup-
port.

“I’m a little disappointed that 
the current governor and the leg-
islature haven’t talked about put-
ting roads on the ballot,” he said. 
“We should have at least put an-
other billion dollars in roads this 
year.”

McCrory said Cooper hasn’t 
reached out to him for advice or 
consultation. Instead, the current 
governor has fired as many McCro-
ry hires as he could, “even down to 
administrative assistants that had 
no political connection whatsoev-
er, so that’s a little disappointing.”

McCrory said Cooper is filing 
“lawsuit after lawsuit.” He not-
ed the irony. As attorney general, 
Cooper refused to defend the state 
in lawsuits as its top attorney.

“He’s hiring a lot of his lawyers 
who contributed to his campaign, 
and millions of dollars are being 
spent,” McCrory said.

The former governor also filed 

lawsuits, the biggest of which ac-
cused Senate leader Phil Berger, 
R-Rockingham, and House Speak-
er Tim Moore, R-Cleveland, of sep-
aration-of-powers violations in-
volving legislative appointments 
that wrested control of three ex-
ecutive branch commissions from 
the governor.

McCrory said he stood by that 
lawsuit, upheld by the state Su-
preme Court. But he said it was 
ironic Cooper is using the McCro-
ry v. Berger decision to bolster his 
own legal claims against the Gen-
eral Assembly, even though the 
circumstances are different.

“He’s not being a leader. He’s 
just being a person who fights 
against a Republican legislature,” 
McCrory said.

“It’s working politically to his 
advantage,” McCrory said, because 
his liberal base wants to fight, and 
“legislators tend to be more unpop-
ular than anybody.” He thinks last 
year’s shift of the state Supreme 
Court from Republican to Dem-
ocratic control has emboldened 
Cooper, who’s convinced the high 
court will rule in his favor.

Some of Cooper’s lawsuits in-
volve bills McCrory signed into 

law. One merged the State Board of 
Elections and Ethics Commission 
into a new entity. Another chal-
lenged the legislative appointment 
of the wife of McCrory’s chief of 
staff to the Industrial Commission. 
The State Board of Education filed 
a lawsuit over a law stripping it of 
some of its powers and transfer-
ring them to the state superinten-
dent of public instruction.

McCrory said he signed those 
bills because they passed with ve-
to-proof margins, and he believed 
the General Assembly was within 
its authority on the measures.

He said education reform is 
sorely needed because there is no 
accountability either in secondary 
or college levels.

“That was going to be one of 
my second-term endeavors, to try 
to totally reform the accountability 
of education,” McCrory said.

He also took some shots at the 
media.

“It’s amazing that WRAL in 
Raleigh, the News & Observer, and 
Charlotte Observer haven’t done a 
coal ash story in six months. Does 
that mean that I solved [the prob-
lem] or it just disappeared?” Mc-
Crory asked.

He said mainstream media out-
lets played a role in his defeat, di-
verting attention from his admin-
istration’s successes and following 
Cooper’s lead on magnifying the 
House Bill 2 bathroom dispute, the 
coal ash controversy, and the con-
troversy over adding toll lanes to 
Interstate 77 north of Charlotte.

He said the toll lanes were mis-
takenly called toll roads, and the 
backlash cost him 30,000 votes in 
northern Mecklenburg County. He 
lost the election by about 10,000 
votes. He said stepping on toes to 
break up the good-old-boys sys-
tem of doing transportation proj-
ects probably cost him some votes 
as well.

McCrory said President Trump 
has been suggesting public-pri-
vate partnerships for highway 
projects, which include toll lanes.

“I’d love to help President 
Trump in giving my advice on 
that,” McCrory said. He has spo-
ken to U.S. Secretary of Transpor-
tation Elaine Chao several times 
on the political consequences of 
supporting toll lane construction 
and the long-term financial conse-
quences of failing to build neces-
sary transportation infrastructure.

NORTH CAROLINA

READY FOR A REMATCH? Former Gov. Pat McCrory sounded a lot like a candidate when he spoke Saturday to Carolina Journal 
and to the Conservative Leadership Conference in Raleigh. 
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In wide-ranging 
interview, former 
GOP governor 
accuses current 
Gov. Roy Cooper of 
playing to liberal 
base and fighting 
with legislature 
rather than solving 
problems

McCrory sounds like he’s ready for a rematch with Cooper

When you lose 
the closest 
election in 
North Carolina 
history, and 
you’re outspent 
2-1, and you 
had everything 
thrown at 
you from the 
national level, 
why wouldn’t 
you try again?
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JUDICIAL REFORM

BY RICK HENDERSON

North Carolina Chief Justice 
Mark Martin isn’t happy 
with the way state judges 

get on the bench.
And he’d like voters to decide if 

they agree with him.
At his annual address to the 

N.C. Bar Association’s annual con-
vention, given the morning of June 
24 in Asheville, Martin called for a 
constitutional amendment chang-
ing the process for picking judges. 
It would replace direct elections 
with “merit selection,” a version of 
the assisted appointment process 
used in 34 states and the District 
of Columbia for all openings on the 
bench. (Forty-six states use the 
merit process for some judges, but 
not all.)

In his prepared remarks, the 
chief justice said he was concerned 
about the perception that some 
judges were not impartial or com-
petent, and offered a remedy: End 
face-to-face partisan elections.

Martin did not specify which 
elected government officials he’d 
prefer to  make those selections — 
the governor, the General Assem-
bly, or a combination with the gov-
ernor nominating a selection and 

the General Assembly confirming 
or rejecting it.

Before the chief justice’s propos-
al could go into effect, the House 
and the Senate would have to 
pass  legislation by two-thirds ma-
jorities in both bodies. Voters then 

would have to approve it in a state-
wide election.

North Carolina is one of seven 
states using partisan elections to 
choose state judges.

The legislature appoints all 
judges in two states, Virginia and 

South Carolina. The governors of 
Massachusetts and New Jersey pick 
all state judges. Most states have 
some mix of partisan elections, 
nonpartisan elections, merit selec-
tion, or political appointment.

The 2015 session of the General 
Assembly tried to bring retention 
elections to the Supreme Court. The 
law required competitive elections 
for  Supreme Court candidates, or 
appointed justices running for the 
first time. Any  justice wanting ad-
ditional terms would have to win 
a majority vote in a retention elec-
tion. Losers would resign, and the 
governor would pick a replacement.

But a panel of trial court judg-
es last February threw out the law, 
saying voters must amend the con-
stitution to change the way judg-
es are picked and retained. Two 
months later, the state Supreme 
Court split, 3-3, on the appeal, keep-
ing the trial court decision in place. 
So Justice Bob Edmunds, a regis-
tered Republican who was planning 
to run last November in a retention 
election, instead lost in  November 
to  Judge Mike Morgan. Morgan, a 
registered Democrat, swung the 
partisan balance on the court from 
Republican to Democrat.

Since December, the Gener-

al Assembly has passed separate 
bills making elections for Supreme 
Court, Court of Appeals, and trial 
courts partisan contests. Gov. Roy 
Cooper sued to overturn Senate 
Bill 4, which also merged the State 
Board of Elections and the Ethics 
Commission. The General Assem-
bly passed a separate bill including 
the board merger as a state court 
did not take issue with the provi-
sions dealing with partisan judicial 
elections. He vetoed House Bill 100, 
but the General Assembly over-
turned that veto.

Martin’s proposal would remove 
traditional, partisan-oriented po-
litical campaigning from judicial 
races.

The judicial proposal comprised 
only part of Martin’s remarks. He 
highlighted  the work of the judi-
cial-reform commission he over-
saw, praised the General Assembly 
for implementing some of its rec-
ommendations (including raising 
the age for adult court jurisdiction 
from 16 to 18), and called on more 
funding for the judicial branch.

Choose judges on merit, chief justice says

“John Trump, a skilled journalist and storyteller, 
chronicles the North Carolina comeback of 
intoxicating spirit manufacture in a book that 
profiles pivotal characters, charts historical 
currents, and makes clear that the next step after 
farm-to-table dining is crop-to-fifth drinking.”

- John T. Edge,
Author of The Potlikker Papers

BOOKS BY JLF STAFF

ORDER TODAY!
www.amazon.com
www.blairpub.com

John Trump
Managing Editor, 
Carolina Journal

Still & Barrel: Craft Spirits in 
the Old North State

FIRST, a panel should evaluate judicial candidates in an objective 
and nonideological way, and rate them as Well Qualified, Quali-
fied, or Not Qualified. Both the governor and the General Assem-
bly should be able to appoint members of this panel;

SECOND, an appropriate governmental authority with account-
ability to the people of North Carolina should appoint our state’s 
judges;

THIRD, retention elections should be held at periodic intervals to 
ensure that the people of North Carolina continue to have a role 
in the process. Let’s step away from ordinary politics and let the 
people determine whether our judges should be chosen through 
this kind of process instead of through partisan elections. Let’s 
give the people the chance to decide whether merit selection’s 
time has come.

To ensure that our judges are independent 
and well qualified, any merit selection process 
should have three basic components:

Mark Martin on merit selection of judges: PAGE 18: Read Part 2 of our  
interview with Chief Justice 
Mark Martin.
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RIGHTS AND REGULATIONS

BY LINDSAY MARCHELLO 

It began with an anonymous 
complaint. 

It's now a full-scale debate — 
about property rights, the free mar-
ket, and, in fact, freedom of choice.

Short-term rentals — Airbnb, 
for example — have been banned in 
Raleigh for years, though enforce-
ment of that ban has been lax as 
the city debates ways to regulate 
the industry. 

Airbnb, VRBO, and Home Away 
are all online platforms letting peo-
ple rent out rooms or their entire 
home to guests. These platforms 
are an increasingly popular alter-
native to hotels, largely because 
of their affordability and unique 
personal touch. As their popularity 
grows, cities have taken an interest 
and have stepped in to regulate the 
industry. 

Charlotte, for instance, has a 
provision in its city code requiring 
residents to register their rental 
property. In Asheville, short-term 
rentals are prohibited in residen-
tial districts but allowed in some 
nonresidential areas. Raleigh city 
officials are working with owners 
of short-term rental properties to 
legalize the practice while also ad-
dressing concerns, such as how the 
additional renters would affect traf-
fic flow and a constant turnover of 
people living in a neighborhood.

The anonymous complaint, 
against Raleigh resident and tech 
entrepreneur Gregg Stebben, 
sparked the debate over whether 
short-term rentals have a place in 
the city. 

The city's Economic Develop-
ment and Innovation Committee 
is set to consider a proposed ordi-
nance in the coming months, yet 
the debate lingers and the issue re-
mains unsolved.

The complaint against Stebben 
came in 2014.

“When you list something on 

Airbnb — at least at that time — 
you would get a little pop-up thing 
that said check with your local au-
thorities to make sure this is OK,” 
Stebben explained. “I did that.” 

Stebben called the City Plan-
ning Department. Officials told 
him it was unclear whether short-
term rentals were legal but to place 
his listing on Airbnb anyway. If 
someone filed a complaint, the city 
would then get involved. 

Someone complained. 
“Ironically, I was the first one in 

Raleigh to get cited,” Stebben said. 
“The city could no longer be cava-
lier about, ‘We don’t know if it’s ille-
gal or not.’ Now they had to respond 
to the complaint, and they came to 
the conclusion that given how the 
zoning laws are currently written, 
it’s not legal.”

What followed were years of 
town hall meetings, City Council 

hearings, committee discussions, 
and several votes without an ordi-
nance. 

Travis Crane, assistant director 
of planning and zoning, said the 
process takes time.

“I think that the length of time 
that we are seeing in relation to 
short-term rentals is a reflection 
of the different community val-
ues that are being discussed here,” 
Crane said. “There are certainly 
different viewpoints on the use 
and related to the use. Those view-
points are all being expressed in 
public forum.”

In January, the City Council 
tried a new way to address the is-
sue. 

The council appointed a task 
force, composed of 16 members — 
including Stebben — who conclud-
ed a review in May and offered rec-
ommendations.

The task force recommended 
three categories for short-term 
rentals: Type I, Type II, and Type 
III. 

Type I properties require a res-
ident manager to live on the prop-
erty at least 181 calendar days each 
year. The owner also must be pres-
ent on the property throughout the 
rental period. Type I properties can 
have no more than five bedrooms. 
Type II properties have the same 
requirements as Type I and allow 
the rental property to include a de-
tached accessory, such as a stand-
alone garage. Type III properties 
don't require a resident manager. 

Short-term rentals would re-
quire that a zoning permit be re-
newed annually. The resident 
manager also must meet other 
standards, such as providing proof 
of insurance, maintaining a guest 
registry, prohibiting exterior adver-
tising, and including a minimum 
amount of floor space per bedroom.

The regulations would allow 
owners renting Type III properties 
before the ordinance to ask the city 
for a grandfather clause. 

But the City Council has yet to 
vote on the ordinance. 

Rather, it forwarded them to 
the Economic Development and 
Innovation Committee, led by May-
or Nancy McFarlane. It's unclear 
when the committee will meet to 
discuss the proposed rules. 

“There’s a lot of little concerns, 
but the biggest is still the whole-
house rentals in residential areas 
with no owner or manager,” Coun-
cil Member Dickie Thompson told 
The News & Observer.

Stebben is frustrated by yet an-
other delay. 

“How many man hours has the 
city staff spent on this?” Stebben 
asked. “It’s not just that the city 
has spent 2 1/2 years on this. The 
city staff has spent a ton of time on 
this.” 

Chris Browder shares Stebben’s 

sentiments. Browder began rent-
ing his Brentwood home in August 
2016. 

“I really hope they pass whole-
house rental,” Browder said. “At the 
end of the day, let us go get a permit 
and get back to working so we don’t 
have to worry about it.” 

Crane cited the constant steam 
of new renters as a primary issue in 
the debate.

“In a normal neighborhood con-
text you might know your neigh-
bors, you might recognize them and 
you see them time and time again,” 
Crane said. “It's just that there is al-
ways a different set of people that 
are being introduced in the neigh-
borhood, and there are people who 
find that objectionable.”

According to Stebben, the task 
force tried to address that concern, 
but city attorneys rejected its plan. 

“In the city of Raleigh, there 
are several things where neighbors 
can make a determination for their 
neighborhood. For instance, if you 
think the speed limit on your street 
is too high, you can petition your 
neighbors to lower the speed lim-
it,” Stebben said. “We used that as 
a model so that any neighborhood 
that wanted short-term rentals 
could have them, and any neigh-
borhood that didn’t want them 
could make sure that didn’t happen.

“A lot of people in Raleigh like 
short-term rentals,” Stebben said, 
pointing out that all the town hall 
meetings and public hearings show 
a majority favoring the practice. 
“By my count it’s 1,580 positive re-
sponses and 17 negative.”

“Banning whole-house rentals 
won’t make them go away. Instead, 
we’ll miss out on tax revenue and 
tourism opportunities,” COuncil 
Member Mary-Ann Baldwin told 
The News & Observer last year. 
“We’re basically curbing entrepre-
neurship and creativity, and that’s 
not what I want Raleigh to be 
known for.”

Debate over what to do with short-term 
rentals continues without a solution

PETITIONING THE NEIGHBORHOOD. Gregg Stebben (on the right) and other 
Airbnb supporters collected over 1000 signatures in support of short term 
rentals at last year’s BlueGrass Festival.
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BY DON CARRINGTON

Jeanne Van Staalduinen teaches 
at Terra Ceia Christian School in 
Beaufort County.
Four generations of her family 

have been involved with the mod-
est school, tucked neatly in an aus-
tere wedge of this historic slice of 
North Carolina, about 18 miles east 
of Washington. It’s a place not far 
from where the Pungo and Pamli-
co rivers empty into the Pamlico 
Sound.

A place where things are serene, 
peaceful. Tightly knit. A great envi-
ronment for learning and to explore 
one’s faith.

For now.
An industrial solar farm, for in-

stance, not only would interrupt 
the scene but also obliterate it, the 
school becoming a victim of the so-
called green revolution.

Van Staalduinen, like many res-
idents of this sparsely populated 
corner of the county, is understand-
ably worried. Their concerns aren’t 
without precedent, and, in the end, 
their efforts to stop the project may 
prove futile.

“Instead of perpetuating the 
growth of our school, the place-
ment of these solar panels will 
halt and kill it,” Van Staalduinen 
testified May 17 during a hearing 
in Washington before three mem-
bers of the North Carolina Utilities 
Commission. “These panels waste 
some of Terra Ceia’s most valuable 
resources — our children and our 
farmland.”

Chicago-based Wilkinson Solar 
would build the 600-acre, 74-mega-
watt solar facility adjacent to the 
school. The project, with 288,120 
solar panels, would be the largest 
solar array in North Carolina. An 
outside entity would buy the en-
ergy. A university or another large 
energy user, maybe.

None of the power from the 
project would be used directly in 
the community.

On March 13, Wilkinson Solar, 
through Raleigh attorney Henry 
Campen, filed with the NCUC a 
request to approve the Beaufort 
County project.

The commission held an evi-
dentiary hearing May 22 and 23.

Attorney Dianna Downey and 
engineer Evan Lawrence rep-
resented the Public Staff of the 
Utilities Commission. Lawrence 
testified the proj-
ect met all legal 
requirements, and 
the commission 
should approve it. 
He said environ-
mental or appear-
ance issues weren’t 
the responsibility 
of his office, and 
they should be 
addressed though 
the local permit-
ting process and 
the environmental 
permitting pro-
cess.

Terra Ceia 
Christian School 
hired a lawyer to 
participate, but he was denied the 
chance to speak because the school 
failed to file a timely petition to in-
tervene.

David Butcher, who lives next 
to the proposed project, did, how-

ever, file such a petition. Raleigh 
attorneys Brady Allen and Dwight 
Allen represented Butcher, whose 
children had gone to Terra Ceia 
School.

Butcher said he is concerned 
for the students’ 
safety. Panels 
could break free 
in high winds, he 
said. Disrupting 
the existing drain-
age ditches would 
cause flooding, 
which also could 
affect his property.

He worries 
about the finan-
cial viability of 
the school. A fear 
of the unknown, 
he said, may keep 
many parents 
from considering 
Terra Ceia.

NCUC Com-
missioner ToNola Brown-Bland, 
who chaired the May 17 evidentia-
ry hearing, agreed Terra Ceia Chris-
tian School is an important part of 
the community, and urged Wilkin-
son Solar and the school supporters 

to come together and coexist.
Whether that happens is uncer-

tain at best.
The school goes back to 1937. It 

sits on 3 acres at Christian School 
and Terra Ceia roads near the com-
munity of Pantego. The school pro-
vides a Christian-based education 
for pre-kindergarten through 12th 
grade and has about 125 students 
from Beaufort and three adjoining 
counties.

Standing near the school one 
has a clear view in all directions. 
Look north, and then east. Fields 
and farmland. Soon solar panels 
rising from six and 10 feet above 
the ground could obstruct that 
view.

Wilkinson has approval from 
Beaufort County to proceed, but it 
must still get the OK from the Util-
ities Commission.

That’s much of the problem, 
school backers say. The approval 
process is biased toward authoriz-
ing projects that satisfy techni-
cal requirements. It doesn’t allow 
much leeway to consider local op-
position, potential environmental 
problems, or other effects on the 
communities where they are sited.

“Butcher and Terra Ceia citi-
zens know the area best. This case 
will set a tone nationwide for the 
media,” Brown-Bland said.

Alan Meijer has four children at 
Terra Ceia Christian School. They 
live a mile from the site.

Meijer, who testified during the 
public hearing, is the board pres-
ident at the school, and his wife 
teaches there.

“Permitting the installation of 
the proposed photovoltaic facil-
ity is simply reprehensible given 
the immediate proximity of a K-12 
school, the potential harm to stu-
dents and property at the school, 
and the topography, drainage, and 
soil qualities of the site,” he said.

He, too, worries about flooding.
“I’m concerned that any at-

tempt to stop the flooding of the 
land where the photovoltaic facili-
ty will be located will cause water 
to be diverted past the school and 
cause flooding of our property and 
buildings,” he said.

Meijer is just one voice against 
the project, though many oth-
ers have joined the battle. In all, 

ENERGY & ENVIRONMENT

Terra Ceia community fights huge solar farm

SURROUNDED. An artist rendering of solar panels overlaying a CJ aerial photograph of the Respess property surrounding the Terra Ceia Christian School.
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Residents of 
remote Beaufort 
County community 
say solar facility 
could destroy 
North Carolina’s 
oldest private 
school

continued PAGE 11

Instead of 
perpetuating 
the growth of 
our school, 
the placement 
of these solar 
panels will halt 
and kill it.

- Jeanne Van 
Staalduinen, Terra 

Ceia teacher



11CAROLINA JOURNAL // JULY 2017

ENERGY & ENVIRONMENT

15 people testified May 17. They 
formed a powerful chorus.

Eddie Ewell lives in Plymouth 
and is a youth minister at Plym-
outh Church of Christ. His four chil-
dren attend the school. He speaks 
about the potential health risks.

“We do not have enough ev-
idence to feel that our children 
going to school in the middle of a 
solar panel field is the safest situ-
ation for them. If this project hap-
pens, we will be forced to remove 
our children from a school that we 
love, and I believe there are oth-
er parents who probably feel the 
same way,” he said.

Wilkinson Solar LLC is a subsid-
iary of Chicago-based Invenergy, 
an international renewable energy 
developer. Invenergy officials creat-
ed Wilkinson Solar in June 2016 to 
handle the Beaufort County proj-
ect. Invenergy has built one other 
solar project in North Carolina, the 
20-megawatt Morgan’s Corner fa-
cility near Elizabeth City, complet-

ed in 2015. In 2011, Invenergy tried 
to build a wind energy facility in 
the same general area of Beaufort 
County as the proposed solar proj-
ect. It abandoned that effort a few 
years later.

Wilkinson Solar projects the 
facility would generate 175,376 
megawatt hours annually. But, like 
wind energy, solar energy is incon-
stant and undependable. “Solar is 

an intermittent energy source, and 
therefore, the maximum depend-
able capacity is 0 MW,” states the 
application.

Wilkinson officials said the 
project would be built only if it can 
secure a buyer who will sign a long-
term contract for the electricity.

A 35 percent state tax credit for 
solar and wind projects expired in 
2015, but federal incentives are still 

in place. Another factor driving the 
demand for solar and wind projects 
is the desire by some organizations 
to claim they are investing in green 
energy to offset their use of elec-
tricity from more traditional sourc-
es such as coal, natural gas, and 
nuclear.

In 2015, online retailer Ama-
zon signed a contract with Avan-
grid to buy all the power from the 
104-turbine, 208 MW wind facility 
near Elizabeth City that began op-
eration this year. The power doesn’t 
go directly to any Amazon facility. 
Rather, Amazon sells it through 
the PJM Interconnection, a region-
al transmission organization. The 
wind-generated electricity does 
not count toward the renewable 
standards for any North Carolina 
electric utility.

In October, three Boston-area 
entities — Massachusetts Institute 
of Technology, the Boston Medical 
Center, and the Post Office Square 
Redevelopment Corporation — 
contracted to buy all the power 
from the 60 MW Summit Farms So-
lar facility in Currituck County. The 

power doesn’t go directly to any of 
the three organizations. They sell it 
through the PJM Interconnection.

Residents and school supporters 
will continue to fight as they await 
a decision on Wilkinson’s applica-
tion, expected sometime in July.

Kenneth Leys was the adminis-
trator at the school for 24 years and 
continues to teach part time. “My 
younger students taught me how 
to Google, and so I Googled educa-
tional research on how solar panels 
affect positively the quality of edu-
cation. I could not find one article,” 
he said.

He glanced toward the Wilkin-
son representatives. “Change your 
decision, and put those panels 
somewhere else.”

Another opponent, Jennifer Sk-
varla, wasn’t so blunt. But her plea 
came from the heart.

“I know this school, I know this 
community, and I know that we 
will do everything to protect our 
children. When you take the chil-
dren away, then you take the heart 
and soul of what we have stood for 
all these years,” she said.

continued from PAGE 10
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BY DON CARRINGTON

Gertrude Respess claims 
Wilkinson Solar, and its par-
ent company Invenergy So-

lar Development, took advantage 
of her dying husband Rhonda last 
year to obtain farmland for a large 
solar installation in Beaufort Coun-
ty.

Gertrude’s attorney, Mario Pe-
rez, also says a notarized state-
ment filed with the Beaufort Coun-
ty Register of Deeds was not true, 
because the notary was not pres-
ent when Rhonda and Gertrude 
Respess signed the memo autho-
rizing the lease and an easement 
on their property.

Perez says Gertrude has asked 
the company to cancel the lease, 
which could delay or kill the 
74-megawatt solar project.

Last July, Invenergy contrac-
tor April Montgomery persuaded 
the Respesses to sign a lease for 
control of their 237-acre tract of 
farmland surrounding Terra Ceia 
Christian School in Beaufort Coun-
ty, east of Washington. Rhonda 
Respess died Oct. 16.

Perez sent a letter dated June 6 
to Montgomery asking the lease to 
be canceled.

The letter states that when 
Rhonda signed the documents, he 
had known for several months he 
was dying of cancer.

“I believe we can produce med-
ical evidence as well as the recol-
lections of friends and family that 
[Rhonda] was a very sick man and 

that he may have not fully under-
stood the nature of what he was 
signing. More importantly, given 
his physical and mental state, he 
may have been unduly influenced 
to sign documents without truly 
understanding the terms, condi-
tions, and consequences,” the let-
ter said.

As for the lease, Gertrude said 
no notary was present at signing, 
Perez told Carolina Journal. “There 
are significant discrepancies here. 
If the solar company wanted the 
signatures notarized, they should 
have done it the right way.”

He said Gertrude would return 
any money she has received from 
the lease. She does not want the 

solar facility and “wants a return 
to the status quo,” the letter said.

Wilkinson Solar formally 
launched the project on March 13 
when it applied to the North Caro-
lina Utilities Commission for a Cer-
tificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity to construct a 74-MW 
solar facility, covering approxi-
mately 600 acres. The commission 
has conducted public hearings but 
has not yet approved the project.

A document titled “Memoran-
dum of Solar Lease and Easement 
Agreement” recorded Oct. 11, 
2016, with the Beaufort County 
Register of Deeds contains the 
signatures of Gertrude Respess 
and Rhonda Berl Respess. On a 

separate page, Lee County notary 
public Sarah Kerns affirmed those 
signatures. Kerns stated that on 
July 22, Rhonda Berl Respess and 
Gertrude Respess personally came 
before her and executed the docu-
ment.

Gertrude Respess maintains 
no notary was present. She said 
Montgomery was the only Inve-
nergy representative present when 
she and her husband signed docu-
ments.

According to her LinkedIn 
page, Kerns was employed in 2016 
as a planning manager for REAP 
(renewable energy and preserva-
tion), a Sanford-based consulting 
company Montgomery owns.

Kerns’ job duties included the 
“Creation of documents for re-
newable energy projects regard-
ing project proposal, application 
to utility and management firms, 
land information, and leasing doc-
uments for utility companies and 
land owners.”

Kerns left that job at the end of 
2016. She now works for the city of 
Dayton, Ohio. CJ telephoned Kerns 
June 20 to discuss the document 
she notarized. She asked CJ to 
email her a copy for review. Along 
with the document, CJ asked her if 
the Respesses appeared before her 
on July 22, 2016. Kerns did not re-
spond to multiple phone messages.

Later that day, she sent an 
email directing further questions 
to Invenergy, but the email did not 
answer the question, “Did they ap-
pear before you?” Instead, Kerns 

said, “The document was nota-
rized July 22, 2016.”

The following day Kerns made a 
harassment claim to the local police 
department naming the CJ reporter. 
A police officer contacted the re-
porter, who said he believed Kerns 
may be involved in a crime related 
to her role as a notary public.

CJ contacted Invenergy senior 
analyst Ryan Van Portfliet, an em-
ployee working with Montgomery 
on the Wilkinson project, for com-
ment. He said he would look into 
the notary issue but had not re-
sponded at press time.

The North Carolina Department 
of the Secretary of State Notary 
Public Section regulates and de-
fines state policy for notaries pub-
lic, educating, testing, qualifying, 
and commissioning them.

Notaries public acknowledge 
signatures, administer oaths and 
affirmations, and verify or prove 
signatures.

By state law, it is a Class 1 mis-
demeanor if a notary “Takes an 
acknowledgement or administers 
an oath or affirmation without the 
principal appearing in person be-
fore the notary.” It’s a Class 1 felony 
if a notary “Takes an acknowledg-
ment or administers an oath or af-
firmation without the principal ap-
pearing in person before the notary 
if the notary does so with the intent 
to commit fraud.”

Notary complaints can be filed with 
the N.C. secretary of state online at 
http://www.sosnc.gov/tip/.

Did solar company obtain land for Terra Ceia farm legally? 

NOTARY PUBLIC. Gertrude Respess said no notary was present at the signing 
of the lease.
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a small sense of protection and 
love.” 

Until the violence began. Until 
she became trapped. 

“The pimp asked me to do some-
thing for him. He asked me to go see 
somebody and sleep with him for 
money. It was like I owed him that.” 

Anderson was introduced to 
drugs and became addicted. She 
was trafficked in Charlotte, Wash-
ington, D.C., and many other U.S. 
cities. 

Always under guard, she was 
forced to have sex with 15 or 20 men 
each day. Underfed and under the 
influence, she lived in delirium. She 
rarely knew where she was — or 
how much time had passed. 

“I was just broken. I just want-
ed to be done,” she said. “And I was 
also fearful, because I knew that 
the pimps often got violent, and I 
was afraid they were going to come 

up and start shooting, or that there 
might be a shootout. I was scared … 
desperate. I wanted out.” 

“It was getting so dark, so fast, 
and I thought I was going to lose my 
life. I really did. I thought I was go-
ing to die.” 

Trafficking victims in 
North Carolina 

In 2016, 181 cases of human 
trafficking were reported in North 
Carolina, landing it among the top 
10 states for trafficking in the U.S., 
the National Human Trafficking 
Hotline reports. 

But that data isn’t close to repre-
senting the real numbers, said Lanie 
George, founder of Redeeming Joy, 
a Charlotte-area home for women 
who have escaped sex slavery. 

Charlotte is the largest known 
hub for trafficking in the state, giv-
en its location near Interstate 77 
and I-85 — corridors for traffick-
ing — and its status as a center for 

sporting events and business con-
ventions. 

Raleigh and Wilmington, too, 
are trafficking hot spots, George 
said. 

Calls from North 
Carolina victims to the 
hotline have risen near-
ly 200 percent this year, 
the N.C. Human Traf-
ficking Commission re-
ported in June. 

The Raleigh Police 
Department’s Rapid Re-
sponse Team has seen 
about 1,000 trafficking 
cases in the Research 
Triangle over the past 
few years, Major Rick 
Hoffman of the Raleigh 
Police Department 
said. 

Victims rarely self-identify out 
of fear that they will be arrested — 
or killed by their captors, a study 
from the U.S. Department of Justice 
and the FBI shows. 

George knows firsthand what 
it’s like to live in fear and hiding. 

She was born into a Florida sex 
trafficking ring and forcibly pros-
tituted — from the time she was 3 

until she was 17. 
“When I wasn’t in 

foster care, my school 
bus would drop me off 
at my mom’s strip club,” 
George said. “I would 
always ask, ‘Why didn’t 
anybody see? Why 
didn’t anybody notice?’ 
I would walk from my 
strip club to my softball 
game and walk back. 
I [was forced] to do all 
the sexual acts there in 
the strip clubs.” 

At 7, George tried to 
kill herself. She credits 

her survival to God. 
“Literally, Jesus became my 

best friend … and I would go off in 
my mind and just go somewhere,” 
she said. “Men would come in at 

nighttime, I would hide under dirty 
clothes. I got really good at hiding 
in places around my house so they 
wouldn’t find me in my bedroom.” 

George tried twice more to kill 
herself after she escaped her cap-
tors. 

She’s now a married mother but 
to this day suffers from post trau-
matic stress and dissociative disor-
ders. George said she finds solace in 
God — and in her mission to rescue 
and rehabilitate trafficking victims. 

George’s mother was her first 
rescue. 

Joy Anderson, after whom 
George named her organization, 
was her second. 

Solutions from 
lawmakers 

While trafficking is on the rise 
in North Carolina, most residents 
don’t know about the problem, Rep. 

HUMAN TRAFFICKING

continued from PAGE 1

Trafficking in flesh: A human tragedy in need of a solution

GETTING OUT IS EASIER THAN STAYING OUT, Joy Anderson says of her escape from slavery. Post traumatic stress disorder, Stockholm Syndrome, and drug addiction are just a few of the challenges 
that most survivors must overcome.
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under 
guard, she 
was forced 
to have 
sex with 15 
or 20 men 
each day. 

continued NEXT PAGE

Additional photos and more 
about Redeeming Joy at:
CAROLINAJOURNAL.COM
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Bill Brawley, R-Mecklenburg, told 
Carolina Journal. 

Brawley introduced legislation 
this year that would have provid-
ed human trafficking awareness 
courses to public school students 
and law enforcers. House Bill 910, 
Human Trafficking: Resistance and 
Rescue, also would have funded 
victim care and rehabilitation cen-
ters. 

That bill failed to gain traction, 
but lawmakers aren’t done looking 
for solutions, Brawley said. 

Another bill, Senate Bill 548, 
Strengthen Human Trafficking 
Laws/Studies, passed the Senate in 
June. 

Backed by Lt. Gov. Dan Forest, 
S.B. 548 raises felony levels for 
pimps. 

The bill also funds public adver-
tisements for the National Human 
Trafficking Hotline phone number. 
That provision is included in the 
state budget, passed by the legisla-
ture in June. 

Additionally, S.B. 548 regulates 
boosts regulations for massage 
parlors, which rank behind escort 
services as the second-most likely 
front for sex trafficking.  

While victim rescue is critical, 
it’s only part of the solution, George 
said. 

“Once we identify victims, what 
do we do with these women?” she 
asked. 

Homes and resources for traf-
ficking victims are scarce, in North 
Carolina and across North Ameri-
ca, including Canada. George turns 
down multiple women each week. 

She simply can’t afford their 
care. 

“It drives me crazy because we 
do all of these fringe things, but 
none of those things directly help 

the women,” she said. “There needs 
to be a parallel of stopping this, but 
what happens now when [the ho-
tline] gets the calls?” 

“We’ve now had an opportuni-
ty to increase identification of our 
women. We have not equal support 
in housing or caring for them.” 

Challenges for law 
enforcers 

Law enforcers don’t have a co-
herent system for breaking into 
trafficking rings and arresting 
pimps, said Adam Wilson, a detec-
tive with the Gastonia Police De-
partment. 

It’s equally tough to identify 
victims — mostly due to lack of 
training and to the fact women are 
afraid to self-identify. 

Law enforcers need manpower 
and resources to tackle the issue, 
he said. 

Wilson, who formerly worked 
the street and drug crimes beat, 
is investigating sex trafficking as 
a special project. Given Gastonia’s 
proximity to Charlotte, prostitu-
tion rings often bleed into his ju-
risdiction. 

Wilson’s investigation is fast 

turning into a rabbit hole of infor-
mation, he said. Few local police 
departments have detectives as-
signed specifically to investigate 
trafficking. 

Often, such cases are han-
dled on a federal level. Even then, 
prosecuting perpetrators is tough, 
since sexual abuse and assault 
charges yield harsher sentences 
than do trafficking charges. 

A lack of trafficking prosecu-
tions makes it harder to collect 
data. 

 It’s time to change that. 
“My goal is to figure out re-

sources, figure out investigative 
practices that actually work, and 
then find a successful [method of] 
prosecution,” he said. 

“People see how hard it is to do 
that, and they’re just like, ‘I’m out.’ 
If I can show people a system I use 
that is successful, then that’s going 
to be my goal.” 

Redemption for  
victims 

Getting out is easier than stay-
ing out, Anderson said of her es-
cape. 

She was rescued in Charlotte — 

after seven years in slavery. 
She remembers crying out to 

God, desperate for help. 
“I didn’t even know if He could 

hear me. I said, ‘I want out. If you 
hear me, I want out.’” 

Two days later, Anderson’s 
pimps drove her to a hotel, unwit-
tingly handing her over to agents 
from the FBI, who were working a 
sting operation. 

“I went upstairs [in the hotel] 
and knocked on the door, and this 
man came to the door with that 
silver necklace and a badge around 
his neck, and he said, ‘Come on in.’ 
And so I just broke down.” 

Inside the hotel room, Anderson 
met George. 

“[She] told me I could have a 
new life … that God loved me right 
where I’m at,” Anderson said. 

None of the U.S. or Canadian re-
hab centers had room for Anderson, 
so George and her husband cashed 
in their 401k and savings to house 
and care for the then 26-year-old. 

Anderson spent at least six 
months battling a haze of drug 
withdrawals, guilt, and fear. 

“Having to do that with men 
every day of your life [takes its toll] 
on your body,” she said. 

For a time, she struggled to 
identify herself as a victim. She 
then became terrified with the 
prospect of going out in public. 

“I was afraid I’d be spotted by a 
pimp, or their security, or anybody 
from that life, and that they would 
kill me.” 

Anderson’s experience is the 
norm. 

Women who break free of their 
traffickers often suffer from Stock-
holm syndrome, PTSD, drug addic-
tions, sexually transmitted diseas-
es, and malnourishment, George 
said. 

That’s why victims require spe-
cial care. 

Only 33 centers in the U.S. cater 
to such women, Tammy Harris, di-
rector of development for Redeem-
ing Joy, told CJ. That equals roughly 
100 beds for every 100,000 victims. 

Housing for male victims is 
scarcer still, though that popula-
tion is tiny by comparison. 

To win the fight against human 
trafficking, legislators must prior-
itize funding for victim-care cen-
ters, especially those that are reli-
gious nonprofits, Harris said. 

Under Brawley’s H.B. 910, the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services would have disbursed 
money to care centers. DHHS 
would exclude organizations such 
as Redeeming Joy because of its 
faith-based curriculum. 

It’s frustrating, said Harris, since 
the nonprofit — like many others — 
accepts victims of all faiths. 

If the state fails to fund her or-
ganization, George will continue 
seeking money from private do-
nors. She’s got 12 beds but can af-
ford to house only four women. 

“There’s such a need for what 
we have here, and for more of what 
we have. Because it’s long-term. I 
still go to counseling every week. 
I still have night terrors. I’m 45 and 
have been doing my work for 10 or 
15 years now. So it’s long-term. And 
it’s doable. That’s the most power-
ful thing. It’s all fixable. [But] you 
can’t do it alone.” 

HUMAN TRAFFICKING

BY KARI TRAVIS

It's been a decade since 
Rep. Bill Brawley, 
R-Mecklenburg, uncov-

ered a sex trafficking ring 
at a hotel in west Charlotte. 

What he learned is for-
ever branded in his memo-
ry. 

A new broker with a 
commercial real estate firm, 
Brawley was assigned to 
manage Charlotte Suites. 
He was shocked to learn the 
hotel was one of Charlotte's 
top three hot spots for orga-

nized crime, including gun, 
drug, and sex trafficking. 

"I told police officers 
that I wanted to clean the 
place up," Brawley told Car-
olina Journal. "And as ... I 
was drawn into the world 
of a high-crime facility in 
a high-crime area of Char-
lotte, I saw a lot." 

Every night, men drove 
to the hotel to solicit pros-
titutes. 

"Later, I realized some 
of the women were [traf-
ficked.] But at the time, 
I didn't know that. I just 

knew that they were embar-
rassed when I'd show up." 

One day, a group of com-
munity volunteers came to 
Brawley's office. They told 
him of a trafficked woman 
held captive in his hotel. 
They told him her life was 
in danger. 

"My response was: What 
do you need? What do we 
have to do?" 

The following week, a 
SWAT team stormed the ho-
tel. They made arrests, and 
they got the woman out. 

"Later, I checked on her, 

and it turned out that she 
had full-blown AIDS from 
where she'd been, and she 
was 20 years old. At the 
same age, my daughter 
was walking around Ap-
palachian State University 
wearing a Cinderella T-shirt 
and a Snoopy hoodie." 

Brawley says the expe-
rience has informed his ser-
vice at the General Assem-
bly. It's why he introduced 
House Bill 910, Human 
Trafficking: Resistance and 
Rescue. 

That bill failed to move 

this year, but the legislature 
plans a formal study on the 
issue. 

"We need to start creat-
ing a place to which we can 
evacuate the women. To 
me, that's the key," Brawley 
said. 

"My gut feeling is that 
there really could be tens 
of thousands of women in 
North Carolina being raped 
every day, and they know 
that Liam Neeson and Den-
zel Washington are not 
going to come through the 
door and take them home." 

continued from PREVIOUS PAGE The National Human 
Trafficking Hotline 
The National Human 
Trafficking Hotline, a multi-
lingual rescue service, was 
created in 2007 and operates 
24 hours a day, seven days a 
week. 

The hotline received a total 
7,527 calls in 2016. Roughly 75 
percent of the calls were from 
victims of sex trafficking. Only 
14 percent of the calls were 
related to labor trafficking. 

North Carolina has seen a 180 
percent increase in hotline 
calls this year. 

◼ 500+
◼ 250-500
◼ 150-250
◼ 100-150

◼ 50-100
◼ 25-50
◼ <25

Number of reported human trafficking cases in 2016

SOURCE: National Human Trafficking Hotline

A lawmaker's perspective

Brawley

Visit CAROLINAJOURNAL.COM 
for updates on the progress of 
human trafficking legislation.
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their residents have to information 
that’s as important as property tax 
rate changes. It’s just a basic prin-
ciple of transparent government.

At least 39 counties aren’t 
planning to change their rates in 
2018. I commend those counties.  
There are always more requests for 
money and pressures on county 
budgets. The fact those counties 
have resisted those pressures and 
held taxes steady is a good thing 
for residents and businesses.

When counties do change 
their rates, it’s often because of 
a property revaluation, which 
counties are required to carry out 
at least every eight years. Property 

taxes are based on a percentage 
of the property value. If property 
values go down, the rate has to 
go up to take in the same amount 
of revenue. The opposite is also 
true. If the property values go up, 
then counties can cut rates while 
keeping the actual amount paid 
the same.

Eight counties did lower their 
property tax rates. Of the counties 
I’ve found so far, New Hanover’s 
rate cut is the largest at a little 
more than 5 cents per $100 of 
property value. But keep in mind 
that New Hanover is one of those 
counties that had a revaluation 
this year, and property values went 

up significantly. That increase 
explains most of the rate cut.

And then there are 18 counties 
where property tax rates are going 
up. Many of these are areas where 
weaker economic conditions are 
driving property values down. For 
most people, their property is their 
single largest asset. It’s the most 
valuable thing they own. So when 
property values drop, so does their 
net worth. Put more simply, a drop 
in property values makes them 
poorer. When counties increase the 
property tax rate in that situation, 
it seems to me to be, essentially, 
kicking folks when they’re down.

 This isn’t what local govern-

ments should be about. Rather 
than raising taxes on people who 
are seeing the value of their homes 
and businesses fall, counties 
should keep property taxes as low 
as possible. This keeps money 
in taxpayers’ pockets, lets them 
invest in their businesses, allows 
them to spend money in the local 
economy, and makes it easier for 
them to provide for their families. 
If that means counties have to 
spend a little less, then so be it.  

Long term, keeping money in the 
hands of consumers and business 
owners will be far better for the lo-
cal economy than sucking it away 
to fund bigger government. 

For North Carolina counties, 
fiscal 2018 starts July 1, 
meaning counties have to 

pass and publish budgets. They 
also have to set property tax rates 
for the coming year, which are 
really important for county govern-
ments.  

The most obvious reason is prop-
erty taxes make up just more than 
half of all county revenue. They 
are, by far, the largest single source 
of money counties have. They’re 
also set at the discretion of the 
counties. County commissioners 
can raise and lower them each year 
as they please, with few limita-
tions. Consequently, rates vary 
hugely across the state. Finally, 
property tax revenue can be used 
for anything counties are legally 
allowed to do. They’re unrestricted 
funds.  

Property taxes also matter a lot 
to residents. Again, the reasons 
for this are obvious. As of 2014, 
county property taxes totaled 
about $6.5 billion across the state. 
That’s just the county property 
taxes. Cities impose property taxes, 
too, but those aren’t included in 
the $6.5 billion figure. And they 
affect everyone. We pay property 
taxes on our homes and our cars. If 
we rent, the landlord pays property 
tax, so it gets rolled into the rent 
we pay. Businesses pay it on their 
premises, so it gets passed along to 
consumers in the price of the goods 
we buy. We pay property taxes.

Which means we all benefit 
when those rates are lower, leaving 
us with more money in our own 
pockets. We all should be con-
cerned about whether our county 
commissioners are raising rates, 
lowering rates, or keeping rates the 
same.

So, with the beginning of the fis-
cal year looming, I decided to take 
a look at what was happening to 
rates around the state, and I found 
several significant things.

I had trouble finding informa-
tion for a lot of counties. For 35 
counties, I could find nothing at 
all.  This probably reflects the fact 
some counties do a great job of 
getting information online, while 
others don’t. Still others have the 
information online somewhere, 
but not in an easily searchable 
form.  

Lesson No. 1 is counties should 
work on improving the access 
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Thirty-nine counties aren’t planning to change their rates in 2018, and I commend them. There are always 
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COUNTY CHANGE 2017-18 
RATE

2016-17 
RATE

ALAMANCE 0 0.5800 0.5800
ALEXANDER 0 0.7900 0.7900
ALLEGHANY 0 0.5125 0.5125
ANSON 0 0.8010 0.8010
ASHE 0 0.4330 0.4330
AVERY 0.1028 0.5500 0.4472
BEAUFORT 0 0.5500 0.5500
BERTIE -0.0050 0.8250 0.8300
BLADEN 0 0.8200 0.8200
BRUNSWICK 0 0.4850 0.4850
BUNCOMBE 0.6040
BURKE 0.0150 0.6950 0.6800
CABARRUS 0 0.7000 0.7000
CALDWELL 0.6300
CAMDEN 0.6800
CARTERET 0 0.3100 0.3100
CASWELL 0.6790
CATAWBA 0 0.5750 0.5750
CHATHAM -0.0057 0.6281 0.6338
CHEROKEE 0 0.5200 0.5200
CHOWAN 0.0300 0.7700 0.7400
CLAY 0.3600
CLEVELAND 0 0.7200 0.7200
COLUMBUS 0.8050
CRAVEN 0.5394

COUNTY CHANGE 2017-18 
RATE

2016-17 
RATE

CUMBERLAND 0.0200 0.7600 0.7400
CURRITUCK 0 0.4800 0.4800
DARE 0.0400 0.4700 0.4300
DAVIDSON 0.5400
DAVIE 0 0.7280 0.7280
DUPLIN 0.7300
DURHAM 0.0300 0.7704 0.7404
EDGECOMBE 0.9500
FORSYTH -0.0075 0.7235 0.7310
FRANKLIN 0 0.9250 0.9250
GASTON 0 0.8700 0.8700
GATES 0.0800 0.7600 0.6800
GRAHAM 0.5850
GRANVILLE 0 0.8800 0.8800
GREENE 0.7860
GUILFORD -0.0245 0.7305 0.7550
HALIFAX 0.7800
HARNETT 0 0.7500 0.7500
HAYWOOD 0.0189 0.5850 0.5661
HENDERSON 0.5650
HERTFORD 0.8400
HOKE 0.7500
HYDE 0.6400
IREDELL 0.5275
JACKSON 0.3700

COUNTY CHANGE 2017-18 
RATE

2016-17 
RATE

JOHNSTON 0 0.7800 0.7800
JONES 0.7900
LEE 0 0.7950 0.7950
LENOIR 0 0.8350 0.8350
LINCOLN 0.6110
MACON 0 0.3490 0.3490
MADISON 0 0.5200 0.5200
MARTIN 0.0550 0.7900 0.7350
MCDOWELL 0 0.5500 0.5500
MECKLENBURG 0 0.8157 0.8157
MITCHELL 0.5300
MONTGOMERY 0.6200
MOORE 0 0.4650 0.4650
NASH 0 0.6700 0.6700
NEW HANOVER -0.0530 0.5700 0.6230
NORTHAMPTON 0.9200
ONSLOW 0 0.6750 0.6750
ORANGE -0.0403 0.8377 0.8780
PAMLICO 0.0250 0.6500 0.6250
PASQUOTANK 0.7600
PENDER 0 0.6850 0.6850
PERQUIMANS 0 0.5700 0.5700
PERSON 0 0.7000 0.7000
PITT 0.0100 0.6960 0.6860
POLK -0.0081 0.5294 0.5375

COUNTY CHANGE 2017-18 
RATE

2016-17 
RATE

RANDOLPH 0 0.6525 0.6525
RICHMOND 0.7900
ROBESON 0.7700
ROCKINGHAM 0 0.6960 0.6960
ROWAN 0 0.6625 0.6625
RUTHERFORD 0.0200 0.6270 0.6070
SAMPSON -0.0050 0.8250 0.8300
SCOTLAND 10.0200
STANLY 0.6700
STOKES 0 0.6200 0.6200
SURRY 0 0.5820 0.5820
SWAIN 0.3600
TRANSYLVANIA 0.5110
TYRRELL 0.6900
UNION 0.1075 0.8740 0.7665
VANCE 0 0.8900 0.8900
WAKE 0.0145 0.6150 0.6005
WARREN 0.0500 0.7600 0.7100
WASHINGTON 0.8100
WATAUGA 0.0400 0.3530 0.3130
WAYNE 0.0246 0.6881 0.6635
WILKES 0 0.6700 0.6700
WILSON 0.0300 0.7600 0.7300
YADKIN 0.6600
YANCEY 0.6000
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“A person earning $1 mil-
lion or more a year will 
get a tax break that is 85 

times larger than what a working 
family gets. Think about that for a 
minute: 85 times larger.”

Gov. Roy Cooper uttered those 
words during a brief June 20 press 
conference about the compromise 
state budget plan.

Cooper offered no details, and it’s 
not clear how he allocated various 
pieces of the tax package included 
in the 2017-19 budget plan.

What is clear is that Cooper’s 
remarks could not apply solely to 
the personal income tax changes 
scheduled to take effect in 2019.

Those two changes have two 
main components. First, the state’s 
flat tax rate drops from 5.499 per-
cent to 5.25 percent. Second, the 
standard deduction increases from 
$17,500 to $20,000 for a married 
couple filing jointly.

Let’s dive into the numbers. To 

keep comparisons simple, look at 
childless married couples at differ-
ent levels of taxable income. Con-
sider the impact of the two chang-
es cited above: the lower tax rate 
and the higher standard deduction.

(Yes, this analysis leaves out any 
tax deductions from gross income 
that favor higher-income earners. 
It also omits the tax deduction for 
children that favors those with 
lower incomes.)

A married couple with tax-
able income of $1 million and the 
current standard deduction of 
$17,500, paying the current flat 
income tax rate of 5.499 percent, 
faces a state income tax bill of 
$54,027. Dropping the tax rate to 
5.25 percent and increasing the 
standard deduction to $20,000, the 
tax bill drops to $51,450.

That’s a difference of $2,577. It’s 
a significant chunk of money, but 
it’s less than 4.8 percent of the cou-
ple’s overall tax bill. In other words, 
the couple’s tax bill under the new 
plan is roughly 95 percent of the 
bill paid under current tax rules.

To be 85 times larger — or 85 
times as great — as the savings for 
“working families,” the working 
family’s tax savings would have to 
amount to roughly $30.

Here’s the problem. Working 
families see substantially larger 
savings under the new plan.

Remember that the increased 
standard deduction removes from 
the tax rolls any married couple 
earning up to $20,000. If the tax 
change saves them $30 or less, 
that’s only because the state can-

not save them any more money. 
They are paying no income tax.

For the couple earning $20,000, 
the change drops their income tax 
bill from $137 to $0. That’s sub-
stantially more than $30. Yes, the 
$1 million couple’s tax break is 
nearly 19 times as large, but the 
change has wiped out the low-
er-income family’s income tax lia-
bility completely, by 100 percent, 
while the higher-income family 
sees a 5 percent cut from what it 
paid under the outgoing rates.

The dollar savings grow larger 
as income climbs. At $25,000, the 
bill drops from $412 to $262. That’s 
a $150 difference. The $1 million 
couple’s tax break is 17 times as 
large, but the lower-income couple 
has seen 36 percent of its income 
tax burden erased.

At $35,000, the tax bill drops from 
$962 to $787. That’s a $175 differ-
ence. The $1 million couple’s tax 
break is roughly 15 times as large, 
but this couple has seen 18 percent 
of its income tax burden erased.

At $45,000, the tax bill drops 
from $1,512 to $1,312. That’s a 
$200 difference. The $1 million 
couple’s tax break is roughly 13 
times as large, but this couple has 
seen 13 percent of its income tax 
burden erased.

At $100,000, the tax bill drops 
from $4,536 to $4,200. That’s a 

$336 difference. The $1 million 
couple’s tax break is roughly eight 
times as large, but this couple has 
seen 7 percent of its income tax 
burden erased.

A pattern emerges. The higher 
the income, the higher the dollar 
amount of savings. At the same 
time, the percentage of tax burden 
reduced decreases as the income 
level rises.

Yes, higher-income earners will 
see more savings in actual dollars. 
They also pay far more in actual 
dollars now and will continue to do 
so under the changes.

To put the difference in terms 
similar to those Cooper employs, 
the $1 million couple’s state in-
come tax burden ($51,450) is 12 
times as great as the $100,000 
couple, 39 times as great as the 
$45,000 couple, 65 times as great 
as the $35,000 couple, 196 times 
as great as the $25,000 couple, and 
51,450 times as great as a lower-in-
come couple that owes a single 
dollar in state income tax.

The governor might be looking 
at different factors. But no one 
should make the mistake of as-
suming that a household (or even 
a single person) earning $1 million 
will reap 85 times as large a tax 
break as a “working family,” based 
solely on the changes in the state 
personal income tax.

TAXATION

Governor’s numbers skew the tax break story
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During my time at the Uni-
versity of North Carolina at 
Chapel Hill, where I graduat-

ed this spring, many of my peers and 
professors seemed to care genuinely 
about the free exchange of ideas.

Students were often pushed to 
explore all sides of an issue, and 
analysis of factual evidence was 
usually a key goal of any discus-
sion. But I also experienced the 
opposite — intellectual intolerance 
spurred on by ideologically rigid 
students and similarly dogmatic 
faculty members.

In my case, that kind of intol-
erance was compounded by my 
presence on campus as an “out” 
conservative — I served as chair-
man of the College Republicans, 
editor of the Carolina Review (our 
campus conservative journal), and 
did not hide my Catholicism.

 Pope Pius XII wrote in 1957 that 
a liberal arts education helps to 
impart “penetration of thought, 
broadmindedness, fineness of 
analysis, [and] gifts of expres-
sion.” Unfortunately, there were 
too many instances at Chapel Hill 
when those qualities were absent, 
both in students and professors.

 The first, and most memorable, 
of these negative experiences hap-
pened in the fall of my junior year. 

I took a class titled “Civil Liberties 
in the United States,” taught by a 
professor in the political science 
department.

On issues such as the First 
Amendment, the working defini-
tion to be used in class for religious 
liberty was the one the professor 
agreed with — not any other. 
Forget anything about exercis-
ing freedom of religion — this 
professor had a narrow interpre-
tation of religious liberty, one not 
even supported by recent Supreme 
Court decisions.

 For example, despite the Court 
having just ruled in Burwell v. 
Hobby Lobby that closely held busi-
nesses qualify as persons under 
the Religious Freedom Restoration 
Act and therefore are entitled to its 
protections, my professor main-
tained the opposite position with-

out explaining the Court’s decision, 
or why some legal scholars might 
agree with it.

The Second Amendment was 
no different, nor the 10th. This 
professor regularly belittled origi-
nalist and textualist positions on 
the Constitution. The professor 
even went so far as to call Justice 
Antonin Scalia a “dimwitted idiot” 
and question how Justice Clarence 
Thomas could possibly reach the 
conclusions he regularly did and 
still call himself a black man.

Still, I — perhaps stubbornly, 
and certainly ignoring possible 
grading repercussions — would not 
let a class go by without express-
ing alternative views and opin-
ions, many of which the professor 
disliked. 

I continued to voice conser-
vative positions on the Second 

Amendment, on religious liberty, 
on freedom of speech, and on the 
separation of powers between the 
state and federal government. On 
my final exam, I even quoted a por-
tion of the Supreme Court’s deci-
sion in District of Columbia v. Heller, 
in which the Court reaffirmed that 
the Second Amendment guaran-
tees an individual’s right to bear 
arms. That was something the 
professor had repeatedly denied 
throughout the semester, claiming 
that it only gives an organized 
militia this right. 

What results did this bring? 
The professor failed me on the 
final exam and gave me a “C” on 
participation. This, however, was 
not the only extreme classroom 
intolerance I experienced.

 The next semester, I took a 
course on state government, 
also taught by a political science 
professor. This professor began 
class by bashing the Republicans 
in control of the North Carolina 
legislature. When I or another 
conservative student would 
contribute a differing opinion or 

argument to class discussions — 
say, for example, one in favor of 
the Republican legislature’s budget 
and tax reforms — the professor 
would call our arguments “sil-
ly,” fail actually to address their 
substance, and launch into a tirade 
of insults about how Republicans 
hate the poor and want the elderly 
to just die off. 

At the end of the semester, 
despite the fact that I had contrib-
uted in almost every class period, 
the professor failed me on my par-
ticipation grade. I spoke with other 
conservative students and learned 
they had failed on participation as 
well.

 Similar scenarios played out 
repeatedly during my time as an 
undergraduate — some with less 
negative consequences, others 
with more. What matters most, 
however, is that intolerance of 
open discussion, which stunts 
real learning, is occurring in any 
university classroom at all.

I worry that if such intoler-
ance continues, the “penetration 
of thought, broadmindedness, 
fineness of analysis, [and] gifts of 
expression” identified by Pius XII 
as the fruits of a college education 
will be no more. And by preventing 
our future leaders from learning 
how to discuss issues rationally 
and reach mutually agreeable 
solutions, colleges will have under-
mined, at least to some degree, our 
social fabric and our continuing 
experiment with self-government.

 
Frank Pray is a summer intern at the 
James G. Martin Center for Academic 
Renewal.
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THAT FREE SPEECH on college 
campuses is under attack cannot 
be denied. We find invited speakers 
being disinvited or shouted down, 
“bias incident” reporting systems 
that encourage students to com-
plain when they hear anything 
they don’t like, and professors 
who demean students who dare to 
question their assertions. 

The question at hand is what, if 
anything, the federal government 
should do to protect free speech 
against its many enemies.

In an April 30 Wall Street Journal 
piece, the well-known civil rights 
attorney (and co-founder of the 
Foundation for Individual Rights 
in Education) Harvey Silverglate 
made the case that, as his title 

said, “Trump and Congress Can 
Help Restore Campus Free Speech.”

Silverglate argues that the 
Department of Education should 
first of all rescind the Obama-era 
“guidance” telling colleges that 
they must ban all “unwelcome 
conduct of a sexual nature,” which 
includes speech that any student 
might find objectionable. 

That rule, Silverglate points out, 
has led to such absurdities as the 
firing of Louisiana State University 
professor Teresa Buchanan on the 
grounds that some of her class dis-

cussions included sexually vulgar 
language. 

Second, Silverglate suggests 
Congress should exercise the pow-
er of the purse and stop funding 
to institutions with policies that 
violate free-speech rights. He 
advocates legislation that “would 
hold universities to their own 
professed fundamental principles. 
While institutions frequently cite 
the importance of ‘diversity and 
inclusion,’ in practice they aim 
at producing students who look 
different but think alike.”

Colleges and universities cer-
tainly ought to be held to “their 
own professed principles” (that is, 
free speech and open inquiry), but 
the question is how.

If the federal government wants 
to condition receipt of tax money 
on compliance with the protection 
of First Amendment rights, it will 
have to do so through the Depart-
ment of Education. That prospect 
worries Preston Cooper, a research 
analyst at the American Enterprise 
Institute.

Writing for Forbes several days 

after Silverglate’s piece was pub-
lished, Cooper suggested caution 
before turning such power over 
to the department’s regulators. 
Cooper quoted F.A. Hayek’s obser-
vation that “we shall never prevent 
the abuse of power if we are not 
prepared to limit power in a way 
which occasionally may prevent its 
use for desirable purposes.”

In other words, while it might 
seem wise to empower the Edu-
cation Department to do good by 
threatening to withhold funds 
from schools that don’t protect 
free-speech rights on campus, we 
should consider the possibility of 
that same power being abused.  

While I agree with Cooper (and 
Hayek) that it’s dangerous to give 
government officials power, I’m not 
convinced that we would actually 
increase the Education Depart-
ment’s power and the likelihood of 
its abuse if we conditioned eligibil-
ity for federal funds on respect for 
free speech on campus.

I say that because Education De-
partment bureaucrats can already 
abuse authority, and often have. 

Their “Dear Colleague” letters 
imposing new legal requirements 
on schools were abuses of power 
— not clarifications of existing law, 
but new law imposed by bureau-
cratic fiat. They could now find 
some justification for harassing 
colleges or further undermining 
campus free speech.

The problem, in short, lies in 
the existence of the department 
itself, not in the precise authority 
Congress chooses to give it.

I’m reminded of Edmund Burke’s 
famous outburst over the problem 
of government corruption: “In vain 
you tell me that Artificial Gov-
ernment is good but that I fall out 
only with the Abuse. The Thing! 
The Thing itself is the Abuse!” The 
“Thing” here is the Department of 
Education. Congressional tinkering 
with its authority probably won’t 
make it much better, but it’s hard 
to see how it could be made any 
worse.

George Leef is director of research 
at the James G. Martin Center for 
Academic Renewal.

It’s tough to be an adolescent. It 
was ever thus. A century ago, 
psychologist Stanley Hall char-

acterized adolescence as “storm and 
stress.” Some teenagers sail through 
with little tempest and tumult. But 
for many today, the darkness gath-
ers, and the storm stalls. Accumu-
lating evidence shows adolescent 
depression is increasing. 

Girl world is especially hard 
to handle. Depression rates are 
spiking for both sexes, but they’re 
rising faster and higher for girls. A 
December 2016 Pediatrics study of 
172,495 adolescents led by psychi-
atrist Ramin Mojtabai shows a 37 
percent increase overall in major 
depression between 2005 and 
2014 — mostly since 2011. Girls 
were three times more likely than 
boys to be afflicted: 17.3 percent 
compared to 5.7 percent. 

North Carolina numbers speak to 
similar sadness. Thirty-five percent 
of girls and 17.5 percent of boys 
struggled with feelings of hope-
lessness or sadness for two con-
secutive weeks or more, according 

to the Centers for Disease Control’s 
2015 Youth Risk Behavior Survey. 
More than 20 percent of girls and 
11 percent of boys seriously con-
sidered suicide. 

It’s enough to keep any adult 
awake at night. Why are so many 
so sad? 

Causes “remain elusive,” write 
the Pediatrics study authors. Yet 
they posit possible culprits for 
girls’ growing distress: increased 
cyberbullying and problematic 
mobile phone use. 

Traditional risk factors — hor-
mones, vulnerabilities, substance 
abuse, family problems — impact 
teenagers’ mental health. So do 
basic, unmet needs: Sleep depriva-
tion quadruples adolescents’ risk of 
depression, according to University 
of Texas researchers. Chronic aca-
demic stress plays a role.

Increasingly, schools are the 
fulcrum around which mental 
health interventions pivot. In 
2014 the CDC and Association for 
Supervision and Curriculum De-
velopment developed the “Whole 
School, Whole Community, Whole 
Child” Model to ensure school-
based learning is integrated within 
health and mental health supports 
for students. 

It’s spreading rapidly nation-
wide. The N.C. State Board of Ed-
ucation adopted the WSCC model 
this past fall. It’s aligned with 
the school-based mental health 

Can the feds do something to protect campus free speech? Should they?

EDUCATION

As adolescent depression rises, schools rush in

GEORGE LEEF
COLUMNIST

KRISTEN BLAIR
COLUMNIST

The question at 
hand is what, if 
anything, the 
federal government 
should do to 
protect free speech 
against its many 
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policy passed by the state board in 
April. Districts develop plans for 
improving students’ mental health 
supports in 2017-18. 

Concern from policymakers is 
warranted. But requiring schools to 
assume greater responsibility for 
students’ mental health is a slip-
pery slope. Educators must tread 
carefully. Student privacy concerns 
loom large. 

We expect more of schools 
and less of parents. This is the 
decades-long trajectory of school 
reform generally, as policy expert 
Frederick Hess wrote recently 
in U.S. News and World Report: 
“There’s a balance, between fam-
ilies and schools, and we seem to 
have tipped from one extreme to 
the other.” Isn’t this the elephant 
in classrooms today?

Consider the “holistic” WSCC 
model. Family engagement is just 
one of 10 school-based compo-
nents surrounding the child, 
alone at the center. Yet schools 
don’t bear primary responsibility 
for ensuring kids’ emotional and 
physical needs are met. Parents 
do that. Parents aren’t peripheral, 
they’re powerful: Teenagers with 
secure, close parental attachments 
exhibit better mental health and 
are less likely to engage in risky 
behaviors. 

One psychologist I know said 
a key focus for schools should be 
on educating and empowering 
parents — about the nature of 
depression, and what they can do. 
Schools can be critical partners, 
helping families know when to get 
help. But, ultimately, parents are 
the ones standing watch. 

In Colorado Springs, Colo. — 
a community reeling from 30 
adolescent suicides in 19 months 
— longtime educator Kristie 
Tamillow and a psychologist have 
led a series of parent education 
sessions. Tamillow’s core message 
to parents: You matter. “That 
[parent-child] relationship is pro-
tective,” Tamillow says. “If parents 
can understand their impact … 
that’s a game-changer.” 

Oh, how we need one.

Kristen Blair is a Chapel Hill-based 
education writer.
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How is transparency 
handled within the court 
system? What types of 
reforms are most pressing 
when it comes to access 
to court records, etc.? 

We have taken some 
modest steps already. When 
I first became an appellate 
judge in 1994, we were just 
getting ready to launch 
first-generation websites, 
so it’s really just come along 
light years since that time. 
Traditionally, virtually all 
court records were open to 
the public, but ... there was 
a practical inaccessibility. 
So what we’ve tried to do is 
to bring in as many online 
resources as we can so 
citizens can conduct court 
business anytime, any-
where. Now, that said, we 
still have a long way to go. 

Now, in our collective 
defense as a state, there are 
100 counties. Many of them 
are very rural. There are 
courthouses where we don’t 
even have the fiber optic ca-
ble that comes all the way 
to the courthouse, so there 
are some infrastructure 
obstacles, and obviously 
some programming obsta-
cles, as well. But I think it 
will be worth the effort in 
the sense that our citizens 
will have 24/7 access to all 
court resources. 

I’m very excited about 
the project because, at the 
end of the day, I think we’ll 
have more openness, more 
transparency, for the people 
of North Carolina. We are 
already receiving about 42 
percent of our payments for 
infractions online. Citizens 
have the convenience of 
paying any time of the day 
or night, and not having to 
go to the courthouse and 
pay in person, where often-
times it’s very cumbersome.

I’m looking down the 
road at possible virtual 
court, where you don’t have 
a confrontation issue where 
you would with a more 
serious offense, but maybe, 
say, simply a speeding 
offense. We could have a 
virtual district attorney, 
and a defense attorney, and 
a judge who [will resolve] 
this online. Obviously, you 
would have to use that in a 
situation where you don’t 
have a need for discovery 
and a lot of complexity. But 

if you take a look at the 
numbers of the approxi-
mately 3 million cases we 
have in court each year, a 
great number of those are 
very minor infractions and 
not serious offenses. 

In the report from the 
North Carolina Commis-
sion on the Administra-
tion of Law and Justice, 
commissioners found that 
court bias, meaning pref-
erential treatment based 
upon race, is of particular 
concern to citizens. The 
commission recommend-
ed a renewed systemwide 
attention to programs 
that seek to eliminate the 
possibility of bias and en-
courage procedural fair-
ness in our courts. What 
types of efforts have been 
made to achieve this? 

I know if you talk to judg-
es, and district attorneys, 
and others that serve in the 
system, everyone takes very 
seriously their obligation to 
be very fair with each and 
every person regardless of 
race, socioeconomic status, 
or any other factor. I think 

a lot of the recent scholar-
ship has wondered if there 
are times that people can 
fall prey to what is called 
implicit bias, where people 
are handled differently even 
when nobody really intend-
ed to do that. 

I think [we can] best ad-
dress that issue by having 
systemwide training where, 
if that’s an issue, people 
learn how to identify that 
issue and take affirmative 
steps to ensure that it 
doesn’t happen. So when 
I read the report of the 
Public Trust and Confidence 
Committee, as I understood 
it, they were recommending 
that system stakeholders 
take advantage of programs 
that are available to help 
people do better in that 
area. This is my 25th year 
on the bench in North Car-
olina, and as I move around 
the state, I see very many 
people that are committed 
to equal justice. I think we 
do a very good job, but it’s 
like anything else. If we can 
improve, and if we can do so 
in a way that makes sense, 
then let’s avail ourselves of 
that resource. 

The commission also was 
concerned with access to 
legal representation for 
low-income individuals. 
The report stated that 
the “legal needs of our 
citizens are increasingly 
going unmet.” What is 
the solution? Are you 
likely to expand access to 
pro bono services, or are 
you seeking funds to hire 
more public defenders? 

I don’t think that spend-
ing more money is the 

solution. If we simply spend 
more money without care-
fully evaluating its effec-
tiveness, I rarely see that 
as the way to approach any 
issue. We’ve all seen pro-
curement in government go 
awry sometimes — where a 
lot of money was brought to 
bear, but there was not a lot 
of prerequisite and strategic 
planning of what would be 
the best fit for that chal-
lenge. And all of a sudden, 
technical obsolescence 
overtakes us, and years lat-
er we’re looking at trying to 
spend the money again. So 
I don’t want to look to just 
resources without evaluat-
ing effectiveness. 

We have an equal-ac-
cess-to-justice commission 
whose principal goal is to 
encourage attorneys to vol-
unteer more hours to help. 
And I don’t think it’s asking 
too much of attorneys 
that are given a license to 
practice law to help meet 
the need of representation 
of those of modest means. 
And I will keep on working 
hard to increase pro bono or 
voluntary representation of 
people of modest means. 

Chief justice addresses transparency, bias, access

JUDICIAL REFORM

MARK MARTIN was elected 
chief justice of the North 
Carolina Supreme Court 
in November 2014, three 
months after Gov. Pat McCrory 
appointed him to serve the 
remainder of retiring Chief 
Justice Sarah Parker’s term. 
Two years ago, Martin, who 
has served on the court since 
1999, convened the North 
Carolina Commission on the 
Administration of Law and 
Justice, a 65-member panel 
of attorneys, academics, and 
nonlawyers to address the 
state’s handling of civil justice, 
criminal investigations, legal 
professionalism, technology, 
and public trust in the courts.

Earlier this year, the 
commission delivered a report 
to the General Assembly 
urging, among other reforms, 
legislation raising the default 
age teenagers charged with 
nonviolent offenses would be 
tried in adult courts from 16 
to 18 years old. The General 
Assembly funded the initiative 
in the 2017-19 budget.

Martin spoke with CJ Associate 
Editor Kari Travis in early May 
at his office. This is the second 
part of that interview, covering 
the use of technology and 
improving public confidence in 
the judicial system.

MARK MARTIN ON TECHNOLOGY AND THE JUDICIARY. Chief Justice Mark Martin speaks with CJ Associate Editor Kari Travis during 
a May interview in the offices of the North Carolina Supreme Court.

INTERVIEW - PART 2 OF 2

CJ
 PH

OT
O 

BY
 D

ON
 C

AR
RI

NG
TO

N

This interview was edited for 
clarity and space.

I don’t think it’s 
asking too much 
of attorneys 
that are given 
a license to 
practice law 
to help meet 
the need of 
representation of 
those of modest 
means. 
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KOKAI: First of all, let’s 
just define what is a “bottle-
necker”? 

CARPENTER: We define it 
as somebody who advo-
cates for the creation or 
perpetuation of an economic 
regulation, particularly an 
occupational license, in 
order to restrict free flow of 
workers into an occupation, 
and enjoy an economic ben-
efit as a result.

KOKAI: So, basically, this 
would be a business that 
says, “Government, come 
in and regulate us! We want 
you to!”

CARPENTER: Yes. I know, 
at first blush, it sounds 
crazy. Who would ask for 
government regulation, gov-
ernment intrusion in their 
business? But people come 
to realize that if they can 
actually keep competitors 
out through what we call a 
bottleneck, then they’re able 
to artificially inflate prices 
and wages as a result. 

KOKAI: Now, you men-
tioned those results, that 
you can inflate the wages, 
inflate the prices. But I think 
a lot of people … would say, 
“Oh, this is good! These 
businesses realize that they 
need to have government 
step in and help and make 
sure that customers are go-
ing to be protected.” Do you 
have a hard time convincing 
some people that this is not 
good? These people aren’t 
doing this just to benefit the 
customers. It’s to benefit 
themselves.

CARPENTER: Yeah. On 
the surface, it does seem 
like that’s what’s going 
on — when people ask for 
a license in their industry 
— because that’s how the 
licenses come into existence. 
People in the industry ask 
for a license. The impres-
sion is that we’re going to 
protect the public because 
we’re going to ensure that 
people have a certain level of 
knowledge and experience. 

But, in fact, the re-
search that has looked at 
this shows that there is 
no benefit in terms of a 
greater quality of service 

or a greater protection for 
the public. The real result is 
this increase to consumers, 
increase in terms of prices 
that consumers will pay. But 
also, fewer job opportunities 
because this is one of the 
rare public policies that does 
what it’s designed to do. It 
actually keeps people out. 
That’s what it’s designed to 
do. So it keeps people out of 
the industry, so it reduces 
employment opportunities 
as well. It’s a policy with a 
whole lot of cost and not 
much benefit. 

KOKAI: The term “bot-
tleneckers” I have not heard 
before, but I heard this 
situation described in the 
past as operating almost like 
a medieval guild in some 
respects. Is it similar to what 
we saw centuries ago, when 
guilds decided, “Yes, you can 
work with us” or “No, you 
can’t”? 

CARPENTER: That’s 
exactly right. Precisely. It 
operates very much like a 
guild. So, recall that years 
ago in a guild system, people 
who were in the particu-
lar industry that wanted 
protection, they would band 
together. They would then 

go to their, whatever their 
city government was, and 
they would ask for a certain 
type of protection, so they 
could keep people out and 
regulate who could come in.

And so the government — 
whatever the particular form 
of government they had, 
city government — would 
grant them that exclusive 
right to practice. And so, an 
occupational license works 
very much the same way, 
where the government gives 
the industry a certain type 
of protection, and then those 
who are in the industry 
have the ability to regulate 
who comes in as a result of 
this government power that 
they’re now given. 

KOKAI: Within the 
book itself, I’m guessing 
that you’re documenting a 
number of cases in which 
this plays out. What are 
some of the most egregious 
examples?

CARPENTER: Right. Each 
chapter looks at a different 
occupation. We start with 
the alcohol industry, and 
the three-tier system, and 
then we do cosmetologists 
and we talk a little bit about 
barbers, but mostly focus 

on cosmetologists and how 
cosmetologists use their 
laws to exclude hair braiders, 
to prevent hair braiders from 
practicing their particular 
craft. 

We talk about interior de-
signers. Believe it or not, to 
work as an interior design-
er in three states and the 
District of Columbia, you ac-
tually have to have a license. 
And, to earn that license, to 
become an interior designer, 
you have to have six years of 
education or experience. … 
You have to pass a national 
examination that is offered 
only by the Interior Design 
Association, of course. So 
that’s one of the occupations 
that we take on in the book.

We also talk about street 
vendors. This has become 
a very popular occupation 
and a popular way for people 
to buy food, for instance. 
But not exclusively food. 
But street vending is as old 
as America. It goes back 
centuries. And now, in many 
cities, in a growing num-
ber of cities, one has to be 
licensed in order to work as a 
street vendor. …

We also talk about 
probably one of the more 
pernicious out there, and 
that is the regulation of 
the transportation indus-
try, particularly taxis and 
limousines, which has of 
course seen a lot of upheaval 
now, with Uber and Lyft and 
ride-sharing. But the regula-
tion of transportation goes 
back many, many years. 

And now, we have seen 
how bottleneckers have 
attempted to regulate 
the mere act of speaking. 
We talk about a case that 
involves a gentleman here 
in North Carolina who had 
a blog. He wanted to share 
his experience about being 
on the paleo diet and how it 
improved his life, his health. 
He wrote a blog to talk about 
that, and the North Carolina 
Board of Dietitians actually 
said, “You have to censor 
your blog,” or else they 
would bring the hammer 
down. 

He was just talking. 
He wasn’t even making a 
living from his blog. But it 
didn’t matter. They wanted 
to make sure that no one 
could give advice, even 

though there are millions of 
diet books. People all over 
the place have newspaper 
columns, and they’re on the 
radio talking about diet and 
health, but they wanted to 
make sure that there was 
no threat to anyone in their 
industry as a result of some-
body giving out free advice. 
And that was Steve Cook-
sey, and so we took that 
particular case, as well.

KOKAI: A lot of people 
will hear this, I think, and 
say to themselves, “Yeah, 
I can understand that in 
these egregious cases there 
shouldn’t be licensing. But 
in other cases, you know, 
what’s the alternative?” If 
you got rid of the licenses, 
wouldn’t all these bad actors 
be able to go out there and 
scam people? So are there 
good alternatives to this 
licensing regime?

CARPENTER: Yes, there 
are many good alterna-
tives, not least of which are 
actually market alternatives. 
When people think there’s 
no government regulation, 
they seem to think there’s no 
regulation at all. But, in fact, 
there is a form of regulation. 
It’s market regulation. The 
behavior of individuals in an 
industry is, in fact, regu-
lated. It’s regulated by the 
pressure that’s brought to 
bear as a result of consumer 
decisions.

If I’m not maintaining 
a certain level of quality 
of service in my business, 
consumers are going to stay 
away. And as a result, my 
bottom line suffers. And so 
my behavior, my services, 
are regulated, if you will, by 
these market forces, these 
market pressures.

Now, on our phones, we 
have the ability to — even 
more so today than at any 
time in history — we have 
the ability to regulate the be-
havior of individuals by the 
reputation that one has. And 
so consumers can actually 
go online and fill out, give 
ratings, or put their experi-
ence in writing, and make it 
available for everyone else 
to see, and that also applies 
pressure on people who 
provide goods and services, 
as well. 

GOVERNMENT REFORM
Business ‘bottleneckers’ support rules 
that drive away their competition

When business owners call 
for government to increase 
regulation of their own 
industry, they’re just looking 
out for their customers, right? 
Not necessarily. A new book 
labels these business owners 
“bottleneckers.” Co-author 
DICK CARPENTER is director 
of strategic research at the 
Institute for Justice and a 
professor at the University of 
Colorado at Colorado Springs. 
He explained the bottlenecker 
concept during an interview 
with Mitch Kokai for Carolina 
Journal Radio. DICK CARPENTER. The director of strategic research at the 

Institute for Justice devotes a new book to economic problems 
caused by “bottleneckers.”

Listen to this and other 
interviews online:

www.carolinajournal.com/radio
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BOTTLENECKERS: 
GAMING THE 
GOVERNMENT FOR 
POWER AND PRIVATE 
PROFIT
by William Mellor and 
Dick Carpenter
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In December, my colleagues and 
I put together a Roadmap to 
Freedom in preparation for the 

2017 legislative session. It out-
lined in short form our goals and 
objectives. It talked about where 
we would put our resources and 
was meant to serve as a guide to 
our principles and priorities. 

Freedom isn’t just an ideology. 
It’s an objective measure. Econom-
ic studies show that when there’s 
more freedom, populations enjoy 
greater employment and higher 
incomes. Freedom empowers. 
Freedom matters.

Extensive research shows econ-
omies less restricted by govern-
ment interference are freer. Free 
economies rely on personal choice 
and free markets to respond to 
questions: What’s produced, how 
much, and for whom? 

According to the Fraser Insti-
tute’s Economic Freedom of North 
America 2016 Index (using 2014 
data) North Carolina is tied for 
13th among states. Fraser uses 10 
components in three areas in rank-
ing economic freedom: Govern-
ment spending, taxes, and freedom 
in the labor market. 

North Carolina has had trans-
formational tax reform since 2013, 
reducing the tax burden for each 
family, consumer, and business. 
The 2017-19 budget gives $530 
million in tax cuts. It reduces the 
flat personal income tax rate and 

increases the standard deduc-
tion, ensuring 99 percent of state 
taxpayers pay less. The corporate 
tax rate is lowered while many 
loopholes and carve-outs are elimi-
nated, making for a simpler, fairer 
tax on business. 

But government spending is ac-
tually a better measure of econom-
ic freedom. As government grows, 
the room for free exchange is 
squeezed. Lawmakers have reined 
in government spending in every 
budget cycle since 2011, keeping 
growth at or below the growth 
of inflation and population. The 

2017-18 
budget limits 
growth to 3.1 
percent.

Measures 
of entrepre-
neurship and 
regulations of 
the labor mar-
ket are key 
components 
of economic 
growth. Re-
moving barri-
ers to growth, 

such as allowing distillers to sell 
their product directly to custom-
ers — and increasing the annual 
per-customer cap from one bottle 
to five — gives craft distillers a 
chance to grow and encourages 
entrepreneurship. 

But pro-business isn’t necessari-
ly pro-market. When subsidies and 
targeted incentives are introduced, 
the market becomes less free and 
increasingly subjected to the irreg-
ularities of special interests. The 
heavily subsidized solar industry is 
an example of a woefully distort-
ed market. The goal of energy 
policy should be low-cost reliable 
energy, as opposed to propping up 
an unsustainable industry. North 

Carolina still gives away billions in 
targeted incentives but has become 
more transparent in a movement 
toward grants, instead of imbedded 
tax credits, and more accountable. 

Regulations impact freedom. 
When professionals are limited in 
practicing within their full scope 
of expertise, freedom and econom-
ic opportunity are limited. When 
regulations raise the cost of health 
care, limiting access and quality, 
freedom to choose is restricted.

States that allow more freedom 
through regulation parlay their 
resources into greater economic 
benefits. Texas, through fewer 
regulations, allows its oil indus-
try to thrive. It’s No. 2 in Fraser’s 
index. North Carolina eliminated a 
moratorium on fracking, imposed 
more reasonable regulations, and 
stands ready to respond when the 
market shifts. 

Freedom-limiting public policies 
create a society of good and bad 
people. Calls go out for govern-
ment intervention to protect the 
good from the bad. When econom-
ic polices hurt one group to punish 
or reward another, it creates a divi-
sive society and everyone suffers. 

Freedom isn’t just an idea. It’s 
measured, and its impacts on 
prosperity are clear. Freedom is 
empowering and powerful. As 
economic freedom grows, condi-
tions get better — for women, for 
those in poverty, for entrepreneurs. 
Economic freedom means more 
prosperity for all. 

Because we know human flour-
ishing is the outcome of economic 
freedom, my colleagues and I 
have worked tirelessly during this 
legislative session to set North 
Carolina steadfastly on that path 
to freedom. Our work continues, 
and we’ll get there. We have the 
Roadmap to Freedom.

COMMENTARY

We have the Roadmap to Freedom

THERE’S NO IDEAL way to pick 
judges.

Fortunately, North Carolina uses 
one of the two least-bad ones: 
partisan elections. 

Voters often know little about 
judicial candidates, especially 
nonincumbents. Judicial candi-
dates (correctly) are discouraged 
from discussing publicly how they 
might rule on cases that could 
come before them. Since judicial 
candidates can’t or shouldn’t 
telegraph their votes, party labels 
impart information to voters who 
might not take the time or trouble 
to read a voter guide, serving as 
a rough proxy for the candidate’s 
judicial philosophy.

Thanks to laws passed in the 
past couple of years, all state judi-
cial candidates in North Carolina 
must run as Republican, Demo-
crat, Libertarian, or unaffiliated. 
It’s a huge improvement over the 
former system of nonpartisan 
elections.

But state Supreme Court Chief 
Justice Mark Martin would like to 
replace these face-to-face, par-
ty-based contests with the other 
least-bad option: judicial appoint-
ments. 

He wants to free judicial can-
didates from what he called “the 
political considerations that are 
a normal and healthy part of the 
executive and legislative branch-
es” and “ensure that our judges are 
independent and well qualified.” 

Meaning: Appoint judges rather 
than force them to face challeng-
ers in elections. 

At the recent annual conference 
of the North Carolina Bar Associ-
ation, Martin urged the General 
Assembly to place a constitu-
tional amendment on the ballot 
that would have judges picked 
by “an appropriate governmental 
authority with accountability to 
the people.” 

Note he didn’t choose between 
the governor or the General As-
sembly — or whether to involve 
both branches, with the governor 
nominating and lawmakers con-
firming.

Appointed judges would face 
retention elections — an 
up-or-down vote 
on judicial 

performance. Voters would fire or 
rehire judges at regular intervals.

Forty-six states use a variety of 
such “merit” selection for at least 
some court vacancies — 34 use it 
for all judges. 

It’s no guarantee everyone on 
the bench will be fair-minded or 
capable. Look at some of the goofy 
appointees on the federal bench. 
At the appeals court level, take the 
9th Circuit. Please.

Still, ending face-to-face elec-
tions would remove some direct 
politicking from the process. 

One aspect of the chief justice’s 
proposal probably is, or should be, 
a nonstarter: Create an indepen-
dent panel to evaluate and grade 
judicial candidates based on their 
qualifications.

Such a panel would be inde-
pendent in name only. It would be 
picked by the governor, lawmak-
ers, or both. The members would 
represent the partisan leanings 
of their patrons. (And face it, the 
people who wind up serving on 
these commissions always are 
well-connected and often much 
more left-leaning than the typical 
North Carolinian.)

Letting a panel do the vetting 
also would shield the public 
from information about judicial 
candidates, even more so than 
the recently discarded system of 
nonpartisan elections. Its actions 
could be completely opaque. Espe-
cially if it’s not required to say why 
it considers one potential judge 
“well-qualified” when another is 
merely “qualified.”

Chief Justice Martin’s proposal 
should get a hearing. But if it does, 
we’d guess it wouldn’t get the two-
thirds majorities needed in both 
the House and the Senate to go to 
voters as a referendum.

Unless, of course, the amend-
ment states the people nominat-
ing judges are members of the 
General Assembly, and no one 
else.

Some merit in 
merit plan

BECKI GRAY
SENIOR VICE PRESIDENT 
JOHN LOCKE FOUNDATION

Freedom 
isn’t just 
an idea. It’s 
measured, 
and its 
impacts on 
prosperity 
are clear. 

EDITORIAL
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THE MAIN REASON Gov. 
Roy Cooper and other Dem-
ocrats cited in opposing 
the Republican-led legisla-
ture’s new budget plan was 
that it saved too much and 
cut taxes too much.

North Carolina would 
be better off, they argued, 
if the new budget was 
more like Cooper’s original 
proposal. That would have 
raised core state spending 
by 5.1 percent in 2017-18 
and 6.7 percent over two 
years, compared to the 
legislature’s 3.1 percent 
and 5.9 percent increases, 
respectively.

Unlike the federal 
government, North Car-
olina can’t borrow to pay 
operating expenses. Thus, 

for every dollar of revenue 
received, there are just 
three choices: spend it, 
give it back to taxpayers, 
or save it for future needs. 
We think the legislature’s 
budget, approved by all 
Republicans and a few 
Democrats, struck the 
proper balance.

First, some numbers for 
context. The part of the 
state budget most people 
focus on is the General 
Fund, which pays for 
schools, universities, pris-
ons, and other programs 
funded primarily by state 
taxes and fees. 

Over the next two fiscal 
years, the legislature’s 
budget authorizes new 
General Fund spending 

on operations and capital 
needs of about $2.1 billion. 
Cooper’s proposal would 
have authorized $2.7 bil-
lion in new General Fund 
expenditures. During the 
same period, the legisla-
ture’s budget puts some 
$889 million in various 
savings accounts, includ-
ing the state’s rainy-day 

fund, while the Cooper 
budget saves about $100 
million less. The largest 
difference is on taxes. 
Over the two years, the 
legislature authorizes $529 
million in tax reductions, 
versus $73 million in the 
Cooper budget.

Why was the legisla-
ture right to save more 
than Cooper wanted? 
Despite building up a 
sizable rainy-day fund, 
North Carolina is not yet 
adequately prepared for a 
major recession. Last year, 
University of Arkansas 
economist Erick Elder con-
structed models for all 50 
states. Here, he estimated 
a savings reserve equal to 
6.3 percent of annual rev-

enue would be necessary 
to keep spending levels 
constant during all but 
the deepest recessions; a 
17.5 percent reserve would 
allow it to meet addition-
al spending obligations 
during a recession.

If you take the mid-
point as a reasonable 
target, that’s 11.9 percent 
of annual revenue, or 
$2.8 billion. Under the 
legislature’s budget, the 
rainy-day reserve and 
unreserved credit balance 
together are just under 
$2.2 billion.

 Some of the specific 
provisions of the legis-
lature’s budget may be 
objectionable, but its basic 
architecture is sound.

EVEN AS THE number of voters 
who identify as unaffiliated 
rises at the expense of the Re-
publican and Democratic shares 
of the electorate, partisan polar-
ization remains a strong force in 
our politics.

One clear sign is what schol-
ars call a “conformity effect.” 
When voters don’t have per-
sonal experience or knowledge 
of a particular issue, they often 
adopt the position of the person 
who leads their party or faction 
at the time.

During the 19th century and 
early 20th century, the nation-
al Democratic Party usually 
championed low tariffs and 
freer trade while the rival party 
usually favored protectionism. 
But in North Carolina, where 
Democrats were almost always 
firmly in charge, there were 
robust pro- and anti-trade fac-
tions within the majority party.

As the two parties began 
to realign after World War II, 
newly successful Republicans 
representing manufactur-
ing-heavy counties often leaned 
toward protection. Newly 
successful Republicans in cities 
and suburbs often leaned the 
other way.

While Ronald Reagan’s ad-
ministration sometimes resort-
ed to protectionist policies, Rea-
gan’s rhetoric about the virtues 
of voluntary exchange and free 
markets had a marked effect. In 
the past year, President Trump’s 
rhetoric has propelled them in 
the opposite direction.

As a policy matter, the 
evidence is overwhelming 
that free trade is superior to 
protectionism. While reducing 
trade barriers dislocates some 
workers in some industries in 
the short run, the net effect is 
to raise the average standard of 
living, by reducing the cost and 
increasing the quality of the 
goods we consume, as well as to 
create new jobs in other indus-
tries that either export abroad 
or deliver services that can’t be 
imported.

Our future will be built on 
freer markets, not more con-
strained ones.

Although recent court 
decisions might lead you 
to think otherwise, North 

Carolina voters will probably have 
to present photo identification to 
cast ballots in the near future. I’ll 
explain why neither Democrats 
nor Republicans should expect 
such a rule to make much of a dif-
ference in electoral outcomes.

My prediction about the return 
of voter ID rests on two facts. 
First, whatever you think of the 
decision by federal appellate 
judges to strike down North 
Carolina’s omnibus election-law 
bill — I think it was an absurdi-
ty — it doesn't constitute a new 
judicial prohibition against voter 
ID requirements. Such rules are 
constitutional and commonplace.

Rather, the appellate judges 
concluded (by waving aside the 
trial court’s extensive findings of 
fact) that a bill combining voter 
ID, changes in early voting, and 
the elimination of same-day regis-
tration and out-of-precinct voting 
constituted an intent on the part 
of state lawmakers to suppress 
minority votes.

If the General Assembly enacts 
a measure focused on verification 

of voter identity, with appropriate 
provisions to get the word out and 
provide free IDs to those of mod-
est means, it will match state law 
with that of other jurisdictions 
and render the (inevitable) legal 
challenge less effective.

The other reason I think voter 
ID is in our state's future is that 
most North Carolinians have 
favored it for years. In a Civi-
tas Institute poll, 68 percent of 
likely voters favored a photo ID 
requirement for voting, with 31 
percent opposed. Almost as many 
said they favored placing such a 
requirement in the state consti-
tution.

The Civitas sample was hardly 
skewed in favor of conservatives 
and Republicans. It had President 
Donald Trump’s approval rating 
at 42 percent, Gov. Roy Cooper’s 
approval at 61 percent, and a 
substantial Democratic lead in the 
generic ballot for state legislature.

So if you think voter ID is noth-
ing more than a partisan Repub-
lican plot that presents a great 
danger to the Democratic Party, 
you're out of step with most of 
your fellow North Carolinians and 
with most federal jurisprudence 
on the matter.

You're also out of step with a 
preponderance of research. As 
Benjamin Highton, a professor 
at the University of California at 
Davis, explained in a new paper 
for the Annual Review of Political 
Science, the empirical evidence to 
date “does not substantiate” the 
concerns of Democratic parti-
sans and liberal activists. “To the 

extent that sound evidence exists, 
it shows modest turnout effects 
and only minor differences across 
politically relevant groups.” 

Now, to say apocalyptic warn-
ings about voter ID are overblown 
isn't to say its proponents are 
always on solid ground. In fact, 
the same evidence cuts against 
extravagant claims that voter 
fraud — or at least the kind of 
fraud that ID requirements might 
deter — is extensive enough to 
explain recent electoral outcomes. 
If voter impersonation were a 
large-scale phenomenon, the 
instigation of ID requirements 
ought to have reduced turnout 
markedly when compared against 
previous elections or jurisdictions 
without voter ID.

Only elections with razor-thin 
margins are likely to be affected 
by illegally cast ballots. And most 
illegally cast ballots involve vot-
ers who actually have IDs, such 
as felons, illegal aliens who drive, 
and people with dual residencies 
(although an ID provision can still 
be helpful as part of a system for 
detecting such behavior).

In my view, it is wise to take 
low-cost precautions against 
low-probability but high-cost 
events such as voter fraud. Such 
precautions could include a prop-
erly administered set of photo ID 
rules, which many other states 
and nations employ.

 This issue simply doesn’t 
merit the sound and fury of recent 
years.

COMMENTARY

Political 
rhetoric 
affects 
trade 
views

Voter ID will likely return

New budget strikes a balance

JOHN HOOD
CHAIRMAN 
JOHN LOCKE FOUNDATION

VOTER ID. Most state residents favor it.

2017 BUDGET COMPROMISE

Despite building 
up a sizable rainy-
day fund, N.C. is 
not yet adequately 
prepared for a 
major recession.
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constitutional racial gerrymander 
to create 28 legislative districts.

The General Assembly will 
redraw the maps, in time, as is 
its prerogative. The high court, 
in fact, offered no timeline for 
redrawing the maps and, in turn, 
scheduling a special election. Coo-
per, for mostly political reasons, 
chose to push the issue, ignoring 
a handful of mitigating factors 
in ordering the special session as 
lawmakers were busy working on 
a state budget.

Call on me, call on me!
Lawmakers, not surprisingly, 

rejected Cooper’s order with little 
debate.

First, the Charlotte newspaper 
took Cooper to task. The editors 
called Cooper’s move “clumsy.” 
They agreed with Republicans 
who accused the governor of 
grandstanding — telling them 
again what they know already — 
and reinforcing “the acrimony be-
tween Democrats and Republicans 
in Raleigh, making compromise on 
this issue even more unlikely than 
it already is.”

The order, the paper wrote, 
“made him look nakedly political 
— and at least a little silly — while 
pulling off the difficult feat of hav-
ing N.C. Republicans look like the 
responsible ones in the room.”

Ouch.
Yet the N&O seemingly can’t 

help but to defend Cooper, against 
all enemies foreign or Republican.

“The battle over districts has 
dragged on for too long,” that 
paper wrote, “as Republican 
legislative leaders don’t want to 
admit they drew maps with all the 
skill of a kindergarten class finger 
painting, though with less com-
mon sense and with hard partisan 
objectives.”

Ouch. Ouch.
The N&O’s editors called former 

Gov. Pat McCrory weak, saying he 
was dispatched after one ineffec-
tive term. “But Cooper, a former 
lawmaker and a politician of skill, 
has put GOP lawmakers right 
where they belong: on the spot.”

He’s taking his case to the peo-
ple, they say.

Yeah, right. It’s the editors 
who are taking their case to their 
readers, and anyone else who may 
listen. The editors in Charlotte 
are doing much the same, but in 
a much different way and from a 
completely divergent perspective.

This example resonates so loud-
ly because the papers represent 
our state’s two largest cities, and 
the editors work for the same 
newspaper corporation. Yet, taken 
together, the two views provide 
a single, compelling example of 
a functioning and indispensable 
free and independent press.

I find that refreshing, regardless 
of the content.

My wife has been retired for 
10 years after teaching 
elementary school for 32 

years. I’m happy she gets to pursue 
her hobbies and public service 
activities. But recently I’ve noticed 
a big change in her. After largely 
ignoring it while she was working, 
she now is very interested in the 
public pension system for teachers 
and state worker retirees. Any sto-
ry about possible changes in North 
Carolina’s pension plan immedi-
ately gets her attention.

Lately I’ve been receiving an 
earful of questions from my wife 
about the state pension. Some 
ideas and proposals would change 
how the system is operated and 
how payments would be made to 
future retirees.

North Carolina’s state pension 
plan is big — covering about 
900,000 working and retired peo-
ple and with almost $100 billion 
in assets. It’s considered one of 
the most financially sound public 
pension systems in the country. 
But like all public pension plans, it 
does face some issues.

One is the simple fact retirees 
are living longer — indeed longer 
than when the pension rules were 
established. This means most 
pension systems face an expected 
shortfall to meet pension prom-
ises. Some of these estimated 
shortfalls are enormous — such as 
for Illinois’ public pensions. North 
Carolina’s calculated shortfalls are 
much less, but they do exist based 
on analysis by academic and other 
professional evaluators. 

The other issue is management 
fees. In an effort to boost earnings 
from pension investments, many 
public pension funds — including 
North Carolina’s — have hired pro-
fessional investment companies 
to manage at least some of their 
pension money. But these manage-
ment companies charge fees that 

— in the case of North Carolina — 
can total hundreds of millions of 
dollars annually. 

The question is whether such 
fees more than pay for themselves 
in higher earnings. Some analysis 
suggests the management compa-
nies may not always deliver. 

There’s some discussion among 
policymakers in North Carolina 
about how to address these two is-
sues. Regarding the potential for a 
shortfall in the ability of the state 
pension to pay all that has been 
promised to retirees, one idea is to 
change the fundamental definition 

of the state pension.
North Carolina operates a “de-

fined benefit pension plan.” In this 
plan, a retiree’s pension is based on 
a formula using an average of the 
retiree’s high annual salaries and 
the retiree’s years of service. 

One proposal is to change the 
pension plan to a “defined contri-
bution” system for new employees. 
Here the retiree’s pension is derived 
from how much the retiree and the 
state contributed and how much 
the pension fund earned. Thus, 
there’s no guaranteed pension 
payout once the worker retires. 
This pension system would help 
reduce — and eventually eliminate 
— pension shortfalls. 

Still, there’s the worry that 
switching to a defined benefit plan 
for new employees would make 
it harder for the state to recruit 
workers. Countering this concern 
is some research suggesting that 
— because retirement is so far in 
the future for most newly hired 
employees — they place a relative-
ly low value on retirement plans. 
Also, the state could increase 
worker salaries as one way to com-

pensate for the change in pension 
plans.

The second issue — about the 
value of paying higher fees to in-
vestment firms for managing state 
pension funds — is part of a larger 
debate over the value of active 
investment management. A sub-
stantial body of academic research 
exists suggesting it’s extremely 
difficult for investment managers 
to consistently “beat the market 
averages.” This research therefore 
calls into question whether paying 
higher fees leads to higher invest-
ment returns.

Those who accept this line of 
reasoning argue the state pension 
system would do just as well — 
and maybe even better — if it was 
invested in a set of low-fee, diversi-
fied mutual funds covering all the 
major kinds of investment types. 

So watch for some possible 
changes in the state pension af-
fecting both retirees and taxpayers.

Michael Walden is a Reynolds 
Distinguished Professor at N.C. State 
University. He does not speak for the 
university.
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Most pension 
systems face an 
expected shortfall 
to meet pension 
promises. Some 
of these estimated 
shortfalls are 
enormous.

The News & Observer of 
Raleigh and The Charlotte 
Observer have offered up a 

wonderful example of the power 
of free and independent thought.

The example, in the form of a 
pair of wildly disparate editorials, 
was probably an accident and 
most likely elicited audible gasps 
and groans from the staffs of the 
respective newspapers.

But to those of us who take our 
news from a grand buffet as op-
posed to a homogenous drive-thru 
window, the diversity of thought 
was refreshing and heartening.

This is really only important 
because The McClatchy Co. owns 
both papers. Each paper covers its 
community well, although editors 

often share stories and photos. 
The websites are mirror images 
— as is the case up and down the 
McClatchy chain — although each 
paper produces some unique local 
content.

Editorials in both papers lean 
left, though the liberal tilt of 
the N&O is typically more pro-
nounced. The Charlotte paper 
veers toward a more moderate 
approach, although it did endorse 
a plethora of Democrats this past 
fall, including Gov. Roy Cooper, 
who is looking more and more 
like the short kid in the back of 
the classroom. He keeps trying to 
raise his hand, but people either 
fail to see it or summarily choose 
to ignore it.

Cooper ordered the General As-
sembly on June 7 to hold a 14-day 
special session starting the next 
day to redraw state electoral maps. 
The U.S. Supreme Court, as we’ve 
reported, ruled the current maps 
the General Assembly used an un-

Divergent opinions 
and the power of 

independent thought 

JOHN TRUMP
MANAGING EDITOR 

MEDIA MANGLE
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young people is eroding largely 
because they are not taught. 
This isn’t a question of students 
avoiding certain courses of study. 
The proportions of all bachelor’s 
degrees conferred in the various 
established fields of study have 
remained virtually constant since 
the early 1970s. 

It’s about how the subjects are 
taught. The humanities used to be 
a portal to a world of knowledge 
and experience beyond the imme-
diate. Now they are fashioned into 
a cudgel to beat conservatives. 
Social scientists used to look at 
large normative questions with 
important practical implications. 
Now they produce highly technical 
research of little use in the real 
world. Natural scientists were 
motivated by the desire to push the 
boundaries of our understanding 
and enhance the quality of our 
lives. Now many are evangelists 
and grubby rent-seekers, believing 
they have a monopoly on the truth 
and demanding government fund 
their work at the expense of other 
social needs. Even the study of 
business has changed. Solid data 
are hard to come by, but anecdotal 
evidence suggests subfields such 
as human resources, finance, 
corporate law, ethics, and social 
responsibility are growing rapidly. 
Programs are moving away from 
the promotion of the core activity 

of business, production and com-
merce or, in other words, the tenets 
of capitalism. 

The importance of traditional 
American values such as self-reli-
ance, individualism, and freedom 
of thought, expression, and action 
is self-evident to you and me, but 
we wouldn’t always think of their 
cultivation in young minds as 
antidotes to the specific ills Sasse 
describes. They are. They bring 
social cohesion by providing a 
common set of values and apprais-
ing people as individual human 
beings rather than members of 
some distinct group. This breaks 
down barriers across demography 
and generations. They suggest 
people are free and sovereign and 
imbued with rights and responsi-
bilities. This incentivizes produc-
tion and encourages relationships 
— which can be adversarial and 
self-interested, conditions that are 
perfectly healthy when sewn into 
the society’s culture and regulated 
by the rule of law. 

Traditional American values 
are therefore certainly for “grown-
ups.” If only they were for Millen-
nials, too.

Andy Taylor is professor of political 
science at the School of International 
and Public Affairs at N.C. State 
University. He does not speak for the 
university.

WHEN MOST North Carolin-
ians think of terrorism, ISIS and 
al-Qaida come to mind. But there 
is another form of terrorism closer 
to home — right here in North 
Carolina — and that’s the violent, 
vicious street gang known as 
Mara Salvatrucha, or MS-13.

If you’re not familiar with MS-
13, according to Wikipedia, the 
gang originated in Los Angeles. It 
was founded in the 1980s by Sal-
vadoran immigrants who came to 
the United States after the Central 
American wars. 

Today, MS -13 has a base of op-
erations in Charlotte, along with 
a significant presence on both 
coasts, including San Francisco, 
Washington, D.C., and its suburbs, 
Queens, N.Y., parts of New Jersey, 
Boston, and Houston.

MS -13 is involved in drug traf-
ficking, robbery, larceny, human 
trafficking, extortion, racketeering, 
kidnapping, and arms trafficking. 
They have allies in the Mexican 
drug cartels (such as the Zetas), 
and they are brutal and unforgiv-
ing.

Gang members are known by 
the tattoos that cover their bodies, 
including their faces. 

As former Gov. Pat McCrory 
pointed out to me, North Caro-
lina’s vast interstate network 
of highways and our explosive 
population growth have allowed 

MS-13 to spread into rural and 
urban areas in our state.

MS-13 preys on the illegal 
immigrant community. The 
gang enlists many young illegal 
immigrants into its ranks, using 
extortion and threats to murder 
family members if those tapped 
for membership don’t join. 

In May 2015, 37 MS-13 mem-
bers were arrested in Charlotte for 
participating in gang activities. 
Most lived in Charlotte. Others 
lived Rock Hill, S.C., Kannapolis, 
and Concord. At the time, all were 
charged with racketeering and 
conspiracy.

According to a federal affidavit, 
Homeland Security agents found 
that one MS-13 gang member 
had Charlotte Mecklenburg Police 
Department documents about 
a robbery case against him. The 
documents contained the names 
of officers, victims, and witnesses 
in the case and were either circled 
or crossed out — allegedly indicat-
ing they would be targeted for ex-
tortion or murder. The documents 
also mentioned meetings the gang 
members had in Charlotte hotels 
or parks.

During one meeting, according 
to investigators and news reports, 
the gang members discussed the 
gang’s structure and its expan-
sion plans, the need to identify 
individuals co-operating with law 
enforcement, using an apartment 
to hold individuals they kidnap, 
and “collecting rent” by getting a 
share of the proceeds of drug deals.

U.S. Attorney General Jeff 
Sessions has vowed to “devastate” 
MS-13. He has called it one of the 
most “violent gangs in the history 
of our country, no doubt about it.”

Sessions says that his goal is 
to “demolish” MS-13 and that it 
should be designated a terrorist 
organization as El Salvador did in 
2015.

Clearly, the MS-13 gang is a 
growing threat to the citizens of 
North Carolina and the nation.

Here’s wishing Attorney General 
Sessions and the law enforcement 
agencies fighting MS-13 godspeed 
in their efforts to rid this blight 
upon our land.

Marc Rotterman is host of “Front 
Row,” a weekly public affairs 
program on UNC-TV.

Ben Sasse, the junior sen-
ator from Nebraska, is an 
emerging Republican star. At 

45, he has been a college professor, 
occupied important positions in 
the Justice and Homeland Security 
departments, and led a university. 
Sasse is a serious policy wonk with 
strong conservative credentials, 
although he’s perhaps best known 
as a Republican “Never Trumper.”

It’s not his legislative work 
or political philosophy that got 
me thinking about the senator. 
Sasse has just written an inter-
esting book about young people 
today. The thesis of the book, The 
Vanishing American Adult, is that 
our children are coddled to the 
extent they avoid discomfort; often 
choose to be spectators rather than 
participants; and are unable to 
develop healthy relationships with 
human beings outside their peer 
group. The practical effect for par-
ents is that their kids will be living 
in the basement at 35. For broader 
society it’s that we will soon be 

led by a generation that is passive 
and reactive, prefers consumption 
to production, and is unwilling to 
engage in strategic risk taking. 

This isn’t all the kids’ fault, 
of course. Parents are to blame 
as well, not least because they 
helicopter above, rigidly structur-
ing their children’s days with lists 
of closely supervised activities or, 
at the other extreme, plonk them 
down alone in front of screens 
for hours at a time. Much of what 
Sasse describes is also a product 
of larger social forces. The Great 
Recession has delayed the careers 
and wealth-building of recent 
high school and college graduates. 
Longer lives and advancement in 
health mean they can postpone 
child-rearing. Social media allow 
everyone to live in a bubble.

But I think there is another cul-
prit, and that’s higher education. 
Much has been written about the 
scourge of safe spaces and trigger 
warnings, so I don’t need to plow 
that same furrow. It’s clear that 
college campuses are increasingly 
“coddling the American mind,” as 
Greg Lukianoff and Jonathan Haidt 
put it.

A matter less discussed is that 
Millennials — the generation born 
between the early 1980s and early 
2000s and the cohort I’ve hung 
around with for the past 20 years 
— are rejecting basic American 

COMMENTARY
Coddling parents, higher education raising passive, reactive generation

MS-13 a threat to North Carolina

ANDY TAYLOR
COLUMNIST

values. A Harvard University poll 
last year, for example, revealed 
only 42 percent supported capital-
ism, according to a contempora-
neous Gallup poll that is about 10 
percentage points lower than the 
general population. The Harvard 
survey reported 33 percent of 
Millennials wanted socialism. A 
2016 Knight Foundation/Gallup 
poll revealed college students to 
be considerably more tolerant of 
restrictions on free speech than the 
adult population. 

Support for these values among 

MARC ROTTERMAN
COLUMNIST 

GANG IDENTIFIERS: Graffiti in a neighborhood with heavy MS-13 activity. MS-
13 has a base of operations in Charlotte.
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“Last time I stood before you 
[in early May], I told you the 
General Assembly’s budget and 
Gov. Cooper’s budget contain 
many of the same funding 
priorities — the same is true 
today. In fact, I understand 
that he sent an email to his 
supporters over the weekend 
calling for a budget that 
spends more in education — 
this one does; more in health 
care — this one does; funds 
economic development — this 
one does; and funds public 
safety — this one does.” 

PHIL BERGER 
SENATE PRESIDENT PRO TEM, 
R-ROCKINGHAM

JONES STREET GEMS

“The wealthy win, but the 
average middle-class family 
loses.” 

GOV. ROY COOPER 
On the budget

“We’re making North Carolina 
a great work environment, a 
great place to live, with low 
regulations, low taxes, all of 
those things together, North 
Carolina is a place where 
companies want to locate and 
do business.” 

HOUSE SPEAKER TIM MOORE 
R-CLEVELAND

“I’m just really upset with 
it just being saturated with 
alcohol in every place that you 
go, and I’m very concerned.”

REP. PAT HURLEY 
R-RANDOLPH
During a meeting about Senate 
Bill 155

“Not being a fisherman, I don’t 
know that it’s true that beer is 
a necessary element of fishing, 
but I’ve seen enough beer cans 
on fishing boats that I believe 
that’s probably true.”

REP. BILL BRAWLEY 
R-MECKLENBURG
Addressing a desire for 
fishermen to buy beer before 
heading out to fish on Sundays

"Because this budget 
shortchanges the needs of our 
growing state, and has the 
wrong priorities, I will veto it 
today."

GOV. ROY COOPER 
At a June 26 news conference 
at the Executive Mansion. 
More than 23 hours (and a 
calendar day) after making 
that announcement, he finally 
submitted his veto message to 
the General Assembly.

"We're getting ourselves all 
wrapped up in our underwear 
unnecessarily."

REP. CRAIG HORN 
R-UNION
During debate on a bill adding 
new public record requirements 
for UNC system leaders

Amazon Wind Meter
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“I have heard some people 
say they make good barbecue 
in western North Carolina. 
Some people even believe that 
Nickelback is a good band.”

DAVID LEWIS 
HOUSE RULES CHAIRMAN, 
R-HARNETT
Joking about views allegedly 
shared by opponents

“You’re the Golden State 
Warriors of pork, almost 
undefeated.”

REP. DARREN JACKSON 
D-WAKE
On special projects in the budget

MARGARET SPELLINGS 
UNC PRESIDENT

“The final budget released 
last evening signals greater 
investment in and strong 
support for the university 
and furthers many of the 
goals of the UNC Strategic 
Plan—including accessibility, 
affordability and efficiency, and 
student success.” 1,836 MWH 


