
Opioid addiction can be 
fatal, but government 
policies probably 

would make a bad situation 
worse, many experts say. 

Rising rates of opioid 
abuse led President Trump 
recently to declare a nation-
al emergency. Critics of the 
current approach insist state 
and federal officials continu-
ally use misuse the word “ep-
idemic.”

Even so, a serious prob-
lem exists, and it’s not get-
ting better.

Opioids have killed more 
than 12,000 North Carolin-
ians since 1999. Thirteen 

hundred died in 2017 alone. 
An average of three peo-

ple die each day from an opi-
oid overdose in North Caro-
lina, reports the N.C. State 
Center for Health Statistics.

In 2015, 33,000 U.S. citi-

zens died of opioid overdoses. 
Media reports and politicians 
blame doctors for prescribing 
the drugs too freely. But pop-
ular opinion is misguided, 
said Jeffrey Singer, an Arizo-
na surgeon and senior fellow 
at the Cato Institute. He in-
sists overprescribing is nei-
ther driving addiction rates 
nor adding to the death toll.

By cutting off access to 
doctor-supervised opioid 
pain treatment, the govern-

ment has driven desperate 
patients to the black market, 
Singer said. Black tar heroin 
is cheaper than prescription 
opioids such as OxyCon-
tin, Percocet, and Vicodin. 
It’s also easy to buy on the 
street. Opioids of all types 
are painkillers — unlike co-
caine, methamphetamines, 
ecstasy, LSD, and other rec-
reational “club drugs.”

Government won’t solve opioid crisis

Interview with 
Michael Gillespie
Duke professor talks 
about lasting impact of 
Reformation.
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BY KARI TRAVIS

A recent study by the 
University of California at 
Berkeley shows medical 
marijuana may be effec-
tive as an alternative pain 
treatment. 

Researchers surveyed 
nearly 3,000 participants, 
looking at how the use of 
cannabis changed opioid 
use. 

Findings showed 97 
percent of people could 
decrease opioid use when 
using medical cannabis. 
Ninety-two percent of 
those polled strongly agree 
that they prefer cannabis 
to opioids, and 81 percent 
agree cannabis itself is a 
better pain treatment. 

In August, the National 
Institutes of Health fund-
ed a five-year, $3.8 million 
grant to study whether 
medical cannabis reduc-
es opioid use. The study, 
which will be managed by 
the New York City-based 
Albert Einstein College of 
Medicine and Montefiore 
Health System, is the first 
long-term research project 
to look at the subject. 

Medical 
marijuana 
serves as 
alternative 
to opioids
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A state Division of 
Motor Vehicles in-
spector violated 

agency policy by improp-
erly collecting pay for a 3 
½-hour daily commute, 
costing the state $85,000. 
He attributed his misdeeds 
to working for “a paramili-
tary organization,” accord-
ing to an investigative re-
port released last month by 
State Auditor Beth Wood.

Auditors called on the 
Department of Transpor-
tation’s inspector general 
to perform a review of all 
assigned state vehicles to 
identify other potential 
commuting violations.

Responding to the audit, 
the state Department of Ad-
ministration said its motor 
fleet management staff is 
installing GPS tracking sys-
tems in state-owned vehi-
cles to increase monitoring. 

The computerized tele-
communications devices 
should be in all vehicles by 
the end of the budget year 
in June.

The tracking devices 
are expected to eliminate 
unauthorized vehicle use, 
track fuel and miles driven, 
improve driver safety and 
liability concerns, decrease 
maintenance costs, help 
prevent vehicle theft, and 
increase accountability.

The Office of State Con-

troller amended its policies 
in response to that situ-
ation and the case of an-
other DMV employee who 
received $5,616 in improper 
personal benefits from pri-
vate use of a state car. 

The policy revision is to 
ensure management and 
supervisors know what dai-
ly activities an employee 
performs before approving 
their work time.

According to the audit, 
Tim McLawhorn of Wash-
ington, a DMV inspector 
in the License and Theft 

Bureau, was assigned to a 
duty station in Greenville.

But he drove to Raleigh 
daily, totaling 91,000 miles 
from January 2014 through 
December 2016, to work on 
special projects for the for-
mer DOT commissioner and 
deputy commissioner, nei-
ther of whom was named in 
the report. 

Kelly Thomas was com-
missioner during that time. 
Randy Dishong was deputy 
commissioner.

That commute violated 
a policy requiring employ-

ees assigned a state vehi-
cle to live within 50 miles 
of the county line of their 
work station. McLawhorn 
was paid for commute time 
from Beaufort County to 
Raleigh. Combined with 
wear and tear on the vehi-
cle, costs totaled $85,000, 
the audit said.

“When somebody tells 
you to do something, you 
just go do it. It’s a paramili-
tary organization, you don’t 
question people,” McLaw-
horn told auditors when 
asked about the infraction.

When his supervisor 
was asked why he approved 
the improper work time, 
he told auditors “you don’t 
really ask too many ques-
tions” when an employee 
is assigned to the commis-
sioner’s office.

In the other case, Stacy 
Wooten of Winston-Salem, 
a DMV Central Regional 
Zone chief, used a state ve-
hicle to commute from her 
home to the Winston-Sa-
lem office from January 
2014 through January 2017. 

That violated state pol-
icy requiring employees to 
reimburse the state for per-
sonal-use mileage through 
payroll deduction. Auditors 
called for Wooten to repay 
those costs.

In response, DMV Com-
missioner Torre Jessup said 
“it appears inequitable to 
require reimbursement af-
ter such a long period of 
time,” but the money ei-
ther would be repaid or the 
employee’s W-2 statement 
amended to reflect the ad-
ditional taxable income.

DMV issued a statement 
acknowledging the “thor-
ough audit of vehicle usage 
in the previous adminis-
tration. As a result of this 
audit, we are working to 
strengthen our policies and 
procedures to ensure this 
does not happen again.”
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QUICK TAKES

Folwell: Switching to internal control of passive 
funds will save money, enhance control

STATE TREASURER Dale 
Folwell has announced an 
investment switch that 
would move billions from 
the state retirement system 
to internal control.

Before Nov. 1, North 
Carolina was one of the na-
tion’s last states that used 
external rather than in-
house managers to oversee 
passive index funds, Folwell 
said during his monthly Ask 
Me Anything teleconfer-
ence with reporters.

The treasurer’s staff now 
controls $100 million in 
passive investments after 
using a trial shadow system 
for several months.

Passive management 
links an investment portfo-
lio to a market index, unlike 
the riskier active manage-
ment, in which managers 
constantly make buying 

and selling decisions in 
hopes of beating the mar-
ket.

Folwell said he expects 
all $12.5 billion of U.S. 
passive index funds will 
be managed in-house by 
November 2018 — about 
12 percent of the state in-
vestment portfolio. He also 
said his office will study 
converting its $7.5 billion of 

international passive index 
funds to in-house manage-
ment.

In-house oversight gives 
the state more control over 
where the money is invest-
ed, increases transparency, 
and saves the fees paid to 
external managers, Folwell 
said.

Managing investments 
in-house should eliminate 
tracking errors by external 
managers who decide how 
the portfolio has performed 
compared with a market in-
dex. Cash flow and dividend 
payments sometimes were 
off, and those dividends 
were not being reinvested, 
Folwell said.

The treasurer’s office re-
ported Nov. 8 that eliminat-
ing external management 
fees should save about $2.4 
million annually.

Folwell said 
he expects all 
$12.5 billion of 
U.S. passive 
index funds will 
be managed 
in-house by 
November 2018

SAVING MONEY. Treasurer Dale Folwell announced an invest-
ment switch that would move billions from the state retire-
ment system to internal control, saving $2.4 million annually.

FIL
E P

HO
TO

Audit finds excessive use of state vehicles by DMV workers
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QUICK TAKES

The once-floundering state 
Medicaid system stayed 
within its budget for the 

fourth consecutive year. Mean-
while, a planned switch to man-
aged care is getting positive re-
views from federal regulators.

State Department of Health 
and Human Services officials gave 
those updates Nov. 14 to members 
of the Joint Legislative Oversight 
Committee on Medicaid and NC 
Health Choice.

House and Senate leaders con-
tinue to debate Medicaid’s transi-
tion to integrated care. It combines 
physical and behavioral health 
services instead of channeling 
patients into separate systems. 
Lawmakers debated how the shift 
will affect the mental health care 
system the state has built over the 
past decade.

Dave Richard, DHHS deputy 
secretary for the Division of Med-
ical Assistance, said Medicaid 
spending was $3.8 billion through 
September. That was $30.7 mil-

lion, or 0.8 percent, under budget. 
The program is expected to finish 
the year spending less than bud-
geted.

Richard said slightly more than 
2 million people were enrolled in 
Medicaid as of October, a 3.4 per-
cent increase from the 1.94 million 
participants a year ago.

Steve Owen of the Fiscal Re-
search Division said the fastest 
growth rate since December 2013 
was in the Family Planning pro-

gram, at 339.6 percent. All other 
categories combined showed a 
14.5 percent increase.

Provisions in the Affordable 
Care Act may have spurred growth 
in family planning, one of the least 
expensive Medicaid programs. The 
average cost for a child in that pro-
gram is $6 a month, so it can serve 
more people without boosting 
costs dramatically, Owen said. 

But a surge in recipients of the 
aged, blind, and disabled program, 

where monthly costs per partici-
pant are more than $1,400, caused 
it to spend nearly 1 percent more 
than budgeted.

Jay Ludlam, assistant secre-
tary for Medicaid transformation, 
said DHHS will ask the federal 

Centers for Medicare and Medic-
aid Services soon to let the state 
switch to managed care.

The current fee-for-service 
plan is expensive. It pays for every 
procedure and clinical visit. 

Under managed care, providers 
receive a flat monthly fee per pa-
tient and must provide all services 
within that “capitated” amount.

CMS could approve the amend-
ed application in February, Ludlam 
said.

Then, commercial managed 
care networks or private physician 
groups could apply to become Pre-
paid Health Plans. 

As many as five PHPs would 
serve Medicaid and NC Health 
Choice recipients statewide, with 
four regional contracts issued to 
provider-led entities.

Ludlam expects the shift to oc-
cur in July 2019.

Rep. Nelson Dollar, R-Wake, 
and Rep. Verla Insko, D-Orange, 
raised concerns about integrat-
ed care’s effect on  the current 
state-managed system of LME/
MCOs, which administer services 
for mental health, substance 
abuse, and intellectual and devel-
opmental disabilities.

Dollar said the LME/MCO pub-
lic managed care concept should 
continue in its present role. He 
warned the state would lose 
hands-on control of behavioral 
health care if a corporate for-profit 
entity takes it over.

Richard said he anticipates 
LME/MCOs would remain part 
of the PHP systems. He did not 
guarantee their survival down the 
road.

Camden, Clay, Gates, 
and Jones counties 
will receive a com-

bined $30 million in grants 
through the Needs-Based 
Public School Capital Fund, 
State Superintendent of 
Public Instruction Mark 
Johnson said. 

The General Assembly 
outlined the grant program 
in the 2017 budget, setting 
aside more than $100 mil-
lion over the next two years 
to aid school construction 
projects in lower-income 
communities. Only Tier 1 
counties, or the most eco-
nomically distressed coun-
ties, are eligible this year 
and the next. Tier 2 counties 
can apply for grants later. 

“Through these grants, 
we will begin to address 
the critical school infra-
structure needs in less pop-
ulated parts of our state 

through projects that will 
begin construction within 
12 months,” Johnson said 
in a news release. “Students 
in outdated — and, in some 
cases, unsafe — buildings 
will benefit soon from these 
new facilities.”

The funds come from the 
state lottery and are capped 
at $15 million for each indi-
vidual project in the Tier 1 
counties. By law, counties 
must match $1 for every $3 

in grant funds.
To build a new pre-K 

through 12th-grade cam-
pus, Jones County received 
$15 million. The total proj-
ect is supposed to cost $45 
million. It will serve 60 per-
cent of county students. 

“We are grateful for the 
grant approval,” said Mi-
chael Bracy, the superinten-
dent of Jones County Pub-
lic Schools. “This will help 
our plans for a new school 
become a reality. This op-
portunity will be a game 
changer for our community 
and, most importantly, our 
students.”

Clay County received 
$10.2 million and plans to 
build a new primary-school 
facility costing $14 million 
overall. The grants for both 
Camden County and Gates 
County projects amount to 
a little over $2 million. 

State superintendent provides $30 million in school construction grants from lottery money

Only Tier 1 
counties, or the 
most economi-
cally distressed 
counties, are el-
igible this year 
and the next. 

JONES COUNTY SCHOOLS. Jones County received $15 million from the state for a new pre-K 
through 12th-grade campus. The total project is supposed to cost $45 million and will serve 60 
percent of the county’s students. 
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Medicaid program staying under budget as switch to managed care looms

MEDICAID UNDER BUDGET. State Health and Human Services Secretary Dr. Mandy Cohen, pictured here at a March 
legislative hearing.
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DHHS Secretary 
Cohen says federal 
government has 
made suggestions 
to ease transition 
to integrated 
managed care 
for Medicaid 
recipients 

PAGE 6: Future of free-market 
health reforms uncertain, 
experts say
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NORTH CAROLINA
Failed megaport site still vacant and is losing value

BY DON CARRINGTON

A 600-acre waterfront prop-
erty in Southport set aside 
for a state-run “megaport” 

remains vacant, and the N.C. State 
Ports Authority has no plans to de-
velop or sell it. The property’s most 
recent tax appraisal also shows the 
land is worth half its original pur-
chase price.

The Star-News of Wilmington 
reported in mid-November that 
the property, bought in 2006 by 
the Ports Authority for $30 mil-
lion, was appraised at $15 million 
in 2013. The state also spent $10.2 
million to develop the site before 
abandoning the megaport project.

In 2012, Carolina Journal noted 
the proposed megaport had three 
major problems: It is located adja-
cent to Progress Energy’s Bruns-
wick Nuclear Plant; there is sig-
nificant organized local opposition 
to the project; and a new port had 
little support in the General As-
sembly.

Caswell Beach resident Toby 
Bronstein, a former spokeswoman 
for Save the Cape, a group opposed 
to the megaport, still wonders why 

the authority is hanging on to the 
land. “The authority should let this 
property go. Sell it or develop it into 
a park. But I am not sure the au-
thority has abandoned the dream 

of a megaport,” she told CJ.
The 2012 CJ story noted that 

in the early 1980s, Progress Ener-
gy Carolinas opposed a potential 
coal-handling facility on the same 

site that had been proposed by 
Tulsa, Oklahoma-based Williams 
Companies.

For the site to work, Williams 
needed an agreement with Prog-
ress Energy, then known as Car-
olina Power & Light, to share the 
company’s rail line that wrapped 
around the nuclear plant. After a 
brief study, Progress officials de-
cided not to cooperate, citing a 
significant safety concern: During 
an emergency at the plant, a long 
train on the rail line could block 
access to the site, delaying evacu-
ation or containment efforts. Wil-
liams then abandoned interest in 
the site.

As the 2012 story pointed out, 
freight trains servicing the pro-
posed megaport typically would be 
a mile long, posing a similar safety 
concern for Progress.

The land along the river adja-
cent to the nuclear plant was va-
cant until the early 1970s, when 
the pharmaceutical company Pfiz-
er bought part of it to manufacture 
citric acid. The facility was built in 
1973 but did not occupy all the land 
Pfizer purchased.

By the early 1980s, Pfizer of-

fered to sell some of the land, in-
cluding the site the Ports Author-
ity eventually acquired. In 1990, 
Pfizer sold its citric acid plant to 
agribusiness giant Archer Daniels 
Midland while retaining ownership 
of several undeveloped adjacent 
properties.

In early 2005, after learning the 
600-acre tract was for sale, Ports 
Authority CEO Tom Eagar took 
measures to acquire it even though 
he had no feasibility study for the 
site justifying the development of 
a new port.

The sale closed the following 
year, but the project went nowhere.

“There is no way this project 
will fail. There is no way we can 
allow this project to fail,” Eagar 
told CJ during a break at a Ports Au-
thority board meeting in May 2010. 
He said the state-owned ports at 
Morehead City and Wilmington 
were not adequate to meet the au-
thority’s economic development 
mission.

With no imminent plans to 
use the site, the state continues to 
hang onto vacant, untaxed water-
front property that has declined in 
value.

BY LINDSAY MARCHELLO

A NEWLY RELEASED report from 
the Environmental Working Group 
— a nonprofit, nonpartisan orga-
nization — found farmers are dou-
ble-dipping federal farm subsidies, 
costing taxpayers billions. Some 
North Carolina farmers took advan-
tage of the practice. 

The double-dipping has cost 
taxpayers almost $23.9 billion, 
based on research by EWG’s Anne 
Weir Schechinger, senior econom-
ics analyst; and Craig Cox, the 
group’s senior vice president for ag-
riculture and natural resources.

The U.S. Department of Agri-
culture subsidizes farmers for crop 
losses through crop insurance. But 
Congress added additional farm 
income subsidies in the 2014 farm 
bill. Those payments kicked in af-
ter crop prices declined in 2014 and 
2015. Agricultural risk coverage or 
price-loss coverage payments are 
triggered when crop yields or pric-
es, respectively, are lower than ex-
pected.

Farmers have to choose be-
tween ARC or PLC, but they also 
can qualify for the crop insurance 
program. In the 2014-15 growing 
season, the ARC program doled out 
$10.4 billion, and the PLC program 
paid out $2.7 billion. The reve-
nue-based crop insurance program 
paid out $10.7 billion for the same 
crops covered by ARC and PLC pay-

ments.
The EWG report found most 

double-dipping in 2014-15 came 
from duplications of crop insurance 
and ARC payouts. Twenty-eight 
states, including North Carolina, 
accounted for 98 percent of all ARC, 
PLC, and crop insurance payouts.

Farms in Robeson, Columbus, 
and Beaufort counties received the 
most payouts in North Carolina, 
totaling around $41 million in both 
ARC/PLC and crop insurance pay-

ments. The EWG’s Farm Subsidy 
Database shows in 2016 North Car-
olina received $285 million in sub-
sidies, with soybean and corn crops 
receiving the highest amounts. 
Even so, the 2007 USDA Census of 
Agriculture reported only 26.2 per-
cent of North Carolina farmers col-
lected government subsidies.

EWG says subsidies largely flow 
to farmers who aren’t struggling fi-
nancially.

In 2015, farm households 
earned a median income of $76,735 
— more than the median income 
for all U.S. households during the 
same year, EWG reports. Further-
more, in 2014 farming accounted 
for only 6 percent of all jobs in rural 
areas.

Read the entire report at ewg.org

OPPOSITION. Caswell Beach resident Toby Bronstein was part of a group 
opposing the megaport. She wonders why the state continues to hang on to 
the site. 
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New report shows farmers double-dipping taxpayer subsidies

● COMMODITY PROGRAMS 
$4.01 BILLION

● CROP INSURANCE SUBSIDIES  
$1.52 BILLION

● DISASTER PROGRAMS  
$633 MILLION

● CONSERVATION PROGRAMS  
$332 MILLION

North Carolina farmers 
received $6.49 billion in 
subsidies 1995-2016

Top 10 farm subsidies in North Carolina 1995-2016

Cotton Subsidies ...........................$1,838,972,420 
Corn Subsidies ................................. $953,689,974 
Tobacco Subsidies ............................$785,501,932 
Soybean Subsidies ..........................$669,786,009 
Disaster Payments ........................... $633,170,752 
Wheat Subsidies ............................. $368,064,664 
Peanut Subsidies ............................. $358,470,463 
Conservation Reserve Program ......$165,147,979 
Env. Quality Incentive Program .......$93,523,355 
Livestock Subsidies ........................... $47,466,984 

SOURCE: EWG FARM SUBSIDY DATABASE

● COMMODITY PROGRAMS 
$157 MILLION

● CROP INSURANCE SUBSIDIES  
$114 MILLION

● DISASTER PROGRAMS  
$7.51 MILLION

● CONSERVATION PROGRAMS  
$5.86 MILLION

North Carolina farmers 
received $285 million in 
subsidies in 2016

EWG says subsidies 
largely flow to 
farmers who aren’t 
struggling financially.
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BY JOHN TRUMP

A decision last year by the 
N.C. Supreme Court order-
ing the state to compensate 

fairly property owners who filed a 
lawsuit over the Map Act appeared 
to signal a win for all people liv-
ing in planned highway corridors 
throughout North Carolina, most 
notably a proposed beltline around 
Winston-Salem.

But now — more than a year 
after the June 2016 decision — the 
property owners who signed on to 
the lawsuit remain frustrated, an-
gry, and unpaid. Another win for 
landowners came Nov. 21 when 
the N.C. Court of Appeals ruled 
against the state Department of 
Transportation. Though the judges 
split, 2-1, on the legal reasoning, all 
three sided with property owners 
in the case.

The high court’s ruling in 2016 
came as a result of some nearly 
500 lawsuits from North Carolina 
residents who cried foul over pro-
visions of the act, enacted by the 
General Assembly in 1987. The 
act cleared the way for the DOT to 
file a highway corridor map locally 
and, consequently, 
prohibited govern-
ments from issuing 
building permits and 
stopped owners from 
subdividing property 
within the corridor.

So the property 
owners waited for 
relief. They waited 
some more, yet no 
compensation was 
forthcoming.

A longtime cor-
porate client of Win-
ston-Salem attorney 
Matthew Bryant told 
the lawyer some-
thing was amiss. That the playing 
field was skewed.

“We were playing by the rules 
as we understood them without 
questioning them,” Bryant said. 
“When we called them on some 
things in 2009, the answers coming 
back from the department didn’t 
make any sense to us. It fell on my 
desk, and I basically said I think it’s 
unconstitutional that you tell peo-
ple they can’t use their property. If 
I have a right to use it, I can use it. 
It’s not like a zoning question. I’m 

zoned perfectly legal to do what 
I’m doing.”

Bryant and his partners began 
aggressively looking at the issue in 
2009.

“We were told to go out in early 
2010 and find people who were in 
the beltway that might be interest-
ed in suing. We really had no firm 
grasp of the scope of the frustra-
tion, the animosity, the distrust 
and the damage the department 
had done across the entire scope 
of the beltway. From that, one cli-
ent here and one client there, and 
pretty soon you have 300, 400 cli-
ents across the state. … It really 
highlights that, if you don’t do any-
thing, the state’s just going to roll 
over you like a freight train.”

The question is: Did that train 
keep on rolling, or is the DOT doing 
its level best to stand on the brake 
and fairly pay the property owners 
while remaining fine stewards of 
taxpayer dollars?

The courts, as an outcome of 
the Supreme Court decision, set a 
timetable for the DOT to complete 
appraisals and begin making de-
posits to property owners within 
highway corridors under the Map 
Act. But in late December 2016, 
the N.C. Court of Appeals, at the 
request of the DOT, blocked that 
order by issuing a temporary stay 
until an appeal could be heard.

That stay is now gone.
The DOT says it’s working with 

property owners and has negotiat-
ed multiple settlements outside of 
the lawsuits. But the differences 

among each piece 
of property — as 
well as the prop-
erties’ inherent 
uniqueness and 
the varied guid-
ance from district 
courts — affects 
greatly each indi-
vidual compensa-
tion package. It’s 
virtually impossi-
ble, the DOT says, 
to throw a blanket 
over the litigants 
and simply start 
issuing checks.

The state’s re-
sponse does little to satisfy Bryant.

“They haven’t given the ap-
praisals to us for the taking they 
did. They haven’t won a hearing 
yet,” he said.

The DOT is looking at 470 cas-
es, all specific to the geography 
of the particular case, says Chuck 
Watts, N.C. DOT general counsel. 
He came on with the new adminis-
tration earlier this year.

“Whatever happened before I 
got here I really can’t talk about, 
but my orientation and goal on this 

has been to try to resolve these 
cases. Clearly, the property owners, 
some of them have been injured, 
and the state has an obligation to 
pay them. The question is: What’s 
the fair payment? And you have to 
be fair to both taxpayers and prop-
erty owners. To try to draw that 
line is what’s difficult because the 
Supreme Court, while they indicat-
ed there was a cause of action here, 
did not provide any further guid-
ance as to the nature of the taking, 
the impact of a proportion of prop-
erty being taken, any of that. So we 
don’t really have what I call rules of 
the road yet to resolve it.”

The range of outcomes for any 
particular property goes from zero 
to a high number, he said.

“The plaintiffs’ attorneys,” 
Watts said, “are concerned about 
one thing and one thing only, and 
that’s maximizing the return for 
their clients. I’m a public servant. 
My whole career has been about 
trying to bring people together to 
try to resolve claims within the 
law.”

Bryant and his clients see 
things differently. He represents 
more than 300 parties in the law-
suits, which encompass seven 
counties.

“The state stubbornly stuck to 
its guns until the Supreme Court 
said the Map Act was a taking, and 
the legislature’s reaction has been 
to hire more lawyers, pay more le-
gal fees, try to take away the inter-
est these owners would be entitled 
to and have the maps rescinded.”

He compared it to being shot 
and left on a street for dead. “It 
doesn’t do you any good to say that 
they’re outlawing handguns.”

“Instead of honoring a consti-
tutional obligation, they fund more 
attorneys to fight people’s rights to 
be paid fairly.”

He wants the state to begin 
compensating property owners as 
part of the lawsuit and court ruling. 
As the properties sit without up-
grades or other renovations, com-
mon sense says their respective 
values only will continue to drop.

“They get the benefit of their 
bargain. In the tax cases they have 
to refund money; they don’t get 
anything back for that. So we’re 
puzzled why people think this is 
some type of anomalous expense 
for the state. They’re getting a bar-
gain here. They’ve got unimproved 
property without apartment build-
ings or shopping centers on it. They 
just have to pay for it and take the 
property. Very simple.”

Writing for the Appeals Court’s 
majority in the Nov. 21 ruling, 
Judge Phil Berger Jr. made the fol-
lowing observation:

“We must finally note that NC-

MAP ACT

Waiting to be paid

STILL WAITING. Gene Kirby, lead plaintiff in the successful lawsuit 
challenging the state’s Map Act, pictured here in 2016 on his property. 
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The DOT says 
it’s working 
with property 
owners and 
has negotiated 
multiple 
settlements 
outside of the 
lawsuits.

Despite court win, 
victims of Map 
Act have yet to be 
compensated by 
the state

DOT closed its attempt to establish 
grounds for appellate review with 
the brief policy argument that ir-
reparable harm would be done to 
the taxpayers of this state if it is 
forced to pay deposits to the court 
for the takings here. While it is ad-
mirable to protect the public purse 
and spend it wisely, this argument 
is not helpful at this point in the 
litigation.”

“This should have been a con-
sideration before the highway 
corridor map was filed,” Berger 
added. “The constitutional right to 
just compensation when the state 
takes an individual’s private prop-
erty rights for public use will not be 
suspended on the mere fact that it 
may be expensive.”

DOT appealed an October 2016 
trial court ruling that supported 
211 plaintiffs seeking just com-
pensation. DOT had included their 
properties in a highway corridor 
map, and the court ruled that this 
constituted a taking of property 
rights. “In some instances, the 
plaintiff’s property rights were tak-
en almost two decades ago,” Berger 
noted in his opinion.

Berger and Judge Valerie Zacha-
ry agreed to dismiss DOT’s appeal. 

They rejected the department’s ar-
guments that it should be able to 
appeal because of both sovereign 
immunity and questions about the 
land title and area taken in cases of 
eminent domain.

Dissenting Judge Chris Dillon 
went further. He disagreed with 
colleagues about dismissing the 
appeal. “I conclude that we have 
jurisdiction to consider the mer-
its of NCDOT’s argument,” Dillon 
wrote. “However, on the merits, I 
would side with the landowners (as 
the majority essentially has done) 
and would affirm the order of the 
trial court.”

Bryant said he’ll never try to 
predict what the state may do next. 
Regardless, Nov. 21 was a good day.

“We’ve always contended the 
Supreme Court decision was clear, 
the instructions were clear,” he 
said. 

 “I think [the Nov. 21 decision] 
should impress upon the legisla-
ture that they can’t delay any more. 
It’s time for the state to get on with 
its constitutional obligations.”

Associate Editor Mitch Kokai 
provided additional reporting for this 
story.

WINSTON-SALEM NORTHERN BELTWAY PROJECT. Property owners in the 
corridor for the Winston-Salem Northern Beltway convinced the N.C. 
Supreme Court to rule the Map Act unconstitutional.
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BY DAN WAY

DURHAM — Republicans’ fail-
ure to repeal and replace Obamacare 
leaves the fate of free-market 
health reforms unclear.

Some analysts maintain faith 
the states have enough leeway to 
deregulate insurance markets, even 
if Washington fails to act. Others 
are more skeptical, saying federal 
bureaucrats must make a priority 
of state-level flexibility. In states 
such as North Carolina with a divid-
ed government, it’s not clear how 
aggressively a gridlocked capital 
would pursue conservative reforms.

Naomi Lopez-Bauman, director 
of health care policy at the Arizo-
na-based Goldwater Institute, said 
large national bureaucracies with 
little accountability would tend to 
shore up Obamacare’s leaky insur-
ance exchanges, throwing good 
taxpayer money after bad. 

Ken Lewis, executive director 
of the North Carolina Association 
of Health Plans, says the action 
is likely to come instead from the 
federal Centers for Medicare and 
Medicaid Services. CMS can issue 
waivers to states, letting local offi-
cials design health plans suited to 
local residents.

Lewis says partisan politics 
could stymie Tar Heel State re-
forms.

“I don’t think there will be big 
changes because we have a split 
legislature and governor’s office. 
I think they’ll be looked at. I don’t 
know how quickly,” Lewis said.

Gov. Roy Cooper, a Democrat, 
defends Obamacare and tried to 
expand Medicaid without legisla-
tive approval. The Republican-led 
General Assembly filed a lawsuit 
against the governor, and D.C. bu-
reaucrats still haven't reviewed the 
state’s expansion plan.

With gridlock in effect, Lewis 
has more faith that technological 
advances such as telemedicine ul-
timately would provide greater ac-
cess while driving down costs.

Many Obamacare opponents 
hailed President Donald Trump for 
signing an executive order Oct. 12 
rolling back some Obamacare pro-
visions.

Two weeks later, a federal court 
upheld Trump’s order for the fed-

eral government to stop issuing 
cost-sharing subsidy payments to 
bail out insurers suffering losses 
under Obamacare. The subsidies 
helped low-income people buy 
Obamacare insurance but were 
unconstitutional be-
cause Congress nev-
er authorized them.

North Carolina 
was among 18 states 
and the District of 
Columbia on the 
losing side of a law-
suit trying to force 
Trump to continue 
the payments.

Lopez-Bauman 
supported Trump’s 
executive order, but 
she thinks it will 
have little effect.

It allows small 
businesses to band 
together to leverage 
cheaper health insurance coverage. 
But Lopez-Bauman said the Em-
ployee Retirement Income Security 
Act already allows such arrange-
ments. Expanding the provision to 
let voluntary associations such as 
churches, civic groups, and clubs 
buy joint insurance plans would 
have had a bigger effect.

Lopez-Bauman said the execu-
tive order’s most promising feature 
directs federal agencies to expand 
employer-paid health reimburse-
ment arrangements. Employees 
pay coinsurance, deductibles, co-
pays, and other health care expens-
es through those programs. She 
said the order should have allowed 
employees to use those funds to 
buy insurance premiums in the in-
dividual market.

But free-market reformers face 
strong pushback. Obamacare sup-
porters distrust conservatives and 
for-profit insurance companies, and 

they say Trump’s executive orders 
target the poor and vulnerable.

“Withholding health care from 
those in need is murder,” Wilma 
Liverpool of Durham said during 
an Oct. 19 student-led “Healthcare 

in America: Unfin-
ished Business” 
forum at North 
Carolina Central 
University.  

H i s to r i c a l l y, 
American poli-
ticians have dis-
criminated against 
minorities “to 
make us have to 
cry, and dig, and 
beg for health 
care,” she said.

“We need 
Medicare for all. 
It’s the only fair 
thing,” Theresa 
El-Amin, founder 

and regional director of the South-
ern Anti-Racism Network, said in 
backing a single-payer system akin 
to what U.S. Sen. Bernie Sanders, 
I-Vermont, is pushing.

Brendan Riley, a policy analyst 
with the liberal N.C. Justice Cen-
ter, said the Trump administration 
doesn’t seem to care who would be 
hurt by rolling back Obamacare. 
“The point is to depress enrollment, 
make the risk pool sicker … and 
make premiums more expensive.”

Riley also criticized state Re-
publican lawmakers for refusing 
to expand Medicaid to poor, work-
ing-age, able-bodied adults. He said 
further cuts to Medicaid will help 
Republicans in Washington “pay 
for tax cuts for wealthy people.”

Katherine Restrepo, director of 
health care policy at the John Locke 
Foundation, says Trump’s execu-
tive order could allow states more 
flexibility. She said Medicaid ex-

pansion fails to address the health 
care system’s chronic issue: lack of 
price transparency.

“When there’s no price trans-
parency, patients are not empow-
ered to keep health-care suppliers 
and providers honest about the 
actual cost of health care supplies 
[and] medications,” Restrepo said. 
If consumers knew how much 
health care cost they would spend 
money more wisely, and fewer 
would need to rely on government 
programs like Medicaid.

Instead of Medicaid expansion, 
the state could expand access with 
an innovative health-care delivery 
model, including North Carolina’s 
free and charitable clinics — which 
get only 20 percent of their funding 
from government sources — and di-
rect primary care.

Those models have low over-
head and don't accept insurance. 
Time and money not used to com-
ply with insurance paperwork give 
providers freedom to lower costs 
and spend more time with patients.

“While insurance is import-
ant, it does not equate to acces-
sible health care” because too of-
ten Obamacare plans’ premiums, 
co-pays, and deductibles cost too 
much to use, Restrepo said.

Lopez-Bauman said the Medi-
care-for-all concept would be a 
fiscal disaster for taxpayers unless 
patients had to pay much more out 
of pocket and more services were 
rationed.

“There is already rationing 
under Medicare … because the 
program is facing insolvency,” Lo-
pez-Bauman said. Participants will 
have to pay more out of pocket for 
Medicare. Or, just to keep Medicare 
afloat, the federal government may 
have to limit how much taxpayers 
provide per person each year to cov-
er health costs.

Future of free-market health reforms uncertain, experts say
HEALTH CARE

Analysts differ on 
role of states, along 
with Washington's 
willingness to step 
aside if Congress 
cannot repeal 
Obamacare

STARTING WITH 
THE STATES
Naomi Lopez-Bauman, director 
of health care policy at the 
Arizona-based Goldwater 
Institute, said states have 
a number of tools to start 
moving away from Obamacare.

She outlined a number of 
state-level recommendations:

 » IDENTIFY all state-based 
health programs to eliminate 
duplicative services and 
redirect those funds to the 
poor and vulnerable.

 » DRAFT legislation returning 
control of the health 
insurance market from 
the federal government to 
the state if Obamacare is 
repealed.

 » IMPLEMENT a Medicaid 
verification system to weed 
out ineligible enrollees.

 » GET permission from the U.S. 
Department of Health and 
Human Services to freeze 
Medicaid enrollment for the 
expansion population, or roll 
back eligibility to pre-ACA 
levels.

 » ELIMINATE state certificate-
of-need laws that limit 
competition, and scope-of-
practice laws that prevent 
health care professionals 
from providing less 
expensive care that they are 
trained to perform.

 » DO away with laws limiting 
or barring telemedicine, 
which can offset some 
of Obamacare’s higher 
premiums, deductibles, and 
co-pays.

 » REMOVE state barriers 
to expanded charitable, 
volunteer health care for the 
poor.

 » BRING state-paid health 
plans for public employees 
more in line with average 
taxpayers’ plans, switch 
to defined-contribution 
plans, and expand health 
savings accounts for state 
employees.

 » PASS legislation shifting 
responsibility to pay 
Obamacare’s “Cadillac tax” 
on high-dollar employer-
provided health insurance 
from the state to the 
employee.

If consumers 
knew how much 
health care 
cost they would 
spend money 
more wisely, 
and fewer would 
need to rely on 
government 
programs.
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REAL ESTATE

BY DON CARRINGTON

A Dare County real estate 
developer with a history of 
financial troubles has made 

little progress in selling 900 vacant 
lots in the Pine Mountain develop-
ment in Burke County.

Critics say Ray Hollowell Jr. is 
a speculator who doesn’t pay his 
debts and neglects necessary infra-
structure.

The problems for Hollowell in-
clude unpaid property taxes, prop-
erty association dues, federal taxes, 
and loans. A judgment against Hol-
lowell shows he owes $13.6 million 
for an unpaid loan on property he 
developed in Dare County. Further, 
Hollowell’s companies owe about 
$300,000 in Burke County property 
taxes, according to Tax Administra-
tor Danny Isenhour.

Tax liens indicate Hollowell 
owes the Internal Revenue Service 
at least $2.5 million in unpaid tax-
es from 2002 through 2005, and the 
Pine Mountain Property Owners 
Association has liens against Hol-
lowell and his companies for about 
$700,000 in unpaid association 
fees.

Hollowell began acquiring 
the parcels in 2005 and in 2009 
launched a marketing effort that in-
volved Dolly Parton’s family, then-
Gov. Bev Perdue, and N.C. State Uni-
versity vineyard experts.

Carolina Journal first reported 
on the project in 2014, and several 
Pine Mountain residents were un-
happy with Hollowell then. “His 
supporters refer to him as a devel-
oper, but he has not developed any-
thing here. So far, he has just been 
a land speculator [who] doesn’t pay 
his bills,” Edie Stitt said at the time. 

Not much has changed, Stitt 
said in November. “No new homes, 
no new amenities, and Hollowell 
has not contributed dues necessary 
for the maintenance of utilities and 
roads.” 

In late 2014, Hollowell launched 
a successful effort to join the devel-
opment’s governing body, the Pine 
Mountain Property Owners Associ-
ation, and essentially to control it 
through alliances with board mem-
bers who supported him. 

Hollowell determined how the 
dues would be spent, even though 
he wasn’t paying them. 

In November, some longtime 
residents convened a special meet-
ing and removed Hollowell and his 
allies from the board. The same 
residents had attempted to remove 
Hollowell earlier this year, but a 

Superior Court judge quashed the 
move. Hickory attorney David Hood 
has represented Hollowell on some 
legal matters. He’s the brother of 
John Locke Foundation Chairman 
John Hood.

Wanda Merical, current home-
owners association president, told 
CJ she thinks Hollowell’s influence 
is now in check, and the board is 
taking actions to collect past dues 
and move the community forward.

In 2016, Stitt and other asso-
ciation members filed a lawsuit 
against Hollowell and the board. 
They want board members to ad-
here to rules governing the associa-
tion and to pay all unpaid dues.

At press time, mediation be-
tween the parties was scheduled 
but had not occurred.

Hollowell told CJ he has an in-
vestor and that all other matters 
have been resolved, with the ex-
ception of the property owners’ 
lawsuit. Hollowell said he has made 
major progress since acquiring the 
property in 2005.

Originally named Pine Moun-

tain Lakes, the development sits 20 
miles south of Morganton and ad-
joins South Mountains State Park. 
It was started in 1973 and contains 
2,600 acres, 27 miles of roads, more 
than 1,000 individual lots, and a 
significant amount of open space. 
In the early years, TV and radio per-
sonality Art Linkletter promoted 
the development on his programs, 
and a 5,500-square-foot home was 
built for him.

Most of the lots are about a half-
acre. The planned lakes proved to 
be unfeasible, and the name was 
shortened to Pine Mountain, which 
now has 70 homes, 30 townhomes, 
and a public golf course. 

In addition to the 900 lots, Hol-
lowell owned several other tracts 
within the Pine Mountain bound-
ary. In 2015, Hollowell, through one 
of his companies — Burke Moun-
tain Southeast — transferred six 
tracts, totaling 450 acres, to the 
state for neighboring South Moun-
tains State Park. Documents from 
the Division of Parks and Recre-
ation say the donation was “to pro-

Pine Mountain developer making no progress
Hollowell’s board 
domination 
appears to be over

PINE MOUNTAIN. The Pine Mountain development began in 1973. It is south of Morgantown in Burke County.

CJ
 PH

OT
O 

BY
 D

ON
 C

AR
RI

NG
TO

N

$13.6 million 
Unpaid loan on Dare County 

property

$2.5 million 
Due IRS in unpaid taxes from 

2002 through 2005

$700,000
Unpaid fees due to Pine Mountain 

Property Owners Association

$300,000
Property taxes owed to 

Burke County

BY THE NUMBERS

vide potential tax benefits” to the 
donor. 

Hollowell’s donation went 
through two Georgia companies 
— Fitzmark, LLC and Olive Grove 
Point, LLC — before December 
2015, when it became state proper-
ty. Yukon Property Consultants of 
Atlanta set up the donation.

This was not Hollowell’s first gift 
of Pine Mountain land. Hollowell 
deeded six lots to Mountain Over-
look LLC, owned by Dolly Parton’s 
sister, Cassie Parton King, and Cas-
sie’s husband, Scott King. The ex-
cise tax indicates the Partons paid 
$115,000 per lot, but in 2014 Scott 
King told CJ they didn’t pay any-
thing. The average current tax val-
ue of those lots is $3,420. In 2012, 
the N.C. Secretary of State’s office 
revoked Mountain Overlook’s certif-
icate of authority to do business in 
North Carolina because the compa-
ny failed to file annual reports.

In 2009, Hollowell deeded two 
lots to the N.C. State University 
Student Aid Association (aka the 
Wolfpack Club). The organization 
provides private support for ath-
letic scholarships and facilities. 
The current tax values of those lots 
average $3,769. That year he deed-
ed 12 lots to the N.C. Agricultural 
Foundation Inc., a public charity at 
N.C. State that supports agricultur-
al research extension and teaching 
activities. The foundation sold two 
lots for a total of $6,000. The aver-
age tax value of the remaining 10 
lots is $3,591.

To market Pine Mountain lots, 
Hollowell and his business partner, 
Rick Watson, in 2009 developed a 
plan that depended on the support 
of Dolly Parton’s family and Perdue. 
They planned to rename the devel-
opment South Mountain Preserve.

Watson was the state-fund-
ed regional economic developer 
who was responsible for the Ran-
dy Parton Theatre in Roanoke 
Rapids. Randy Parton is Dolly 
Parton’s brother. State and local 
officials announced the theater in 
2005, and the city borrowed $21 
million to build the 1,500-seat, 
35,000-square-foot facility. The 
theater opened in July 2007 with 
great fanfare, but attendance was 
low. The relationship between the 
city and Parton deteriorated. The 
city terminated its relationship 
with Parton in December 2007 and 
changed the name to the Roanoke 
Rapids Theatre.

“The Parton family relation-
ship, headed by Cassie Parton and 
her husband Scott, is quite mean-
ingful in the fact that no inter-
national iconic name has the sig-
nificance in terms of promoting a 
North Carolina Mountain Commu-
nity,” said the marketing plan for 
South Mountain Preserve. It said 
the project would include the pro-
duction of a “Parton Family Reality 
Show” to be filmed at a newly con-
structed log cabin, a “Parton Fam-
ily Museum,” and a “major Parton 
family home designed by Cassie 
Parton for the production and in-
house family music events.”

Also planned was a commercial 
development and a “miniature ver-
sion of Pigeon Forge, Tennessee, 
and Branson, Missouri. This will 
begin after we sell the first 150 pre-
development sale program home 
sites. We’ve talked to the powers 
that be at the highest levels of gov-
ernment, and we have their sup-
port.” 

In 2014 Hollowell told CJ the 
Partons were no longer involved in 
the development.

The plan said N.C. State would 
play a major role in developing 
vineyards and a winery. 

But none of those plans ever 
materialized.

PINE MOUNTAIN 
DEVELOPMENT

MARKETING PLAN. From left, Randy Parton, Rachel Parton Dennison, Dolly 
Parton, Ray Hollowell, and Cassie Parton King depicted in a South Mountain 
Preserve promotional brochure.

FIL
E



8 CAROLINA JOURNAL // DECEMBER 2017

NORTH CAROLINA

BY KARI TRAVIS

RALEIGH — The University 
of North Carolina School of Law’s 
Center for Civil Rights has been un-
lawfully litigating for 15 years, the 
N.C. State Bar said Nov. 9.

A letter of caution, issued by 
the State Bar’s Authorized Prac-
tice Committee, warned UNC Law 
School Dean Martin Brinkley that 
the CCR is illegally operating as 
a law firm. Even so, the State Bar 
says it will not sue the center at 
this time.

The notice adds to a vortex of 
controversy surrounding the cen-
ter. Just two months ago, the UNC 
system Board of Governors barred 
the center from entering into any 
new lawsuits. Under the policy, 
center attorneys weren’t allowed 
to take new cases, 
but could com-
plete pending lit-
igation.

State law pro-
hibits corpora-
tions “other than 
law firms and cer-
tain tax-exempt 
c o r p o r a t i o n s , 
from providing 
legal services to 
other persons, 
firms, or corpo-
rations,” wrote 
committee chair-
man Alan Hicks.

“The universi-
ty is not a corporation authorized 
to practice law under those stat-
utes. The center, as a constituent 
of the university and not a sepa-
rate entity, is likewise not a corpo-
ration authorized to provide legal 
services.”

The committee’s decision was 
a surprise, said Brinkley, noting 
that “The State Bar itself has been 
well aware of the center’s work for 
many years and has never raised a 
question.”

Mark Merritt, past president of 
the State Bar, now serves as UNC’s 
general counsel. Carolina Journal 
made several attempts to contact 
Merritt, but he declined to com-
ment, citing his bar affiliations.

The BOG voted Sept. 8 to bar 
the CCR from litigating.

An anonymous email ad-
dressed to Merritt, outlining con-
cerns about CCR’s legal practice, 
was forwarded Aug. 14 to a few 
members of the BOG and several 
reporters and media outlets that 
cover higher education. WRAL 
first reported Nov. 8 on the email. 
Carolina Journal did not receive the 
initial email, and was unaware of 
it until the sender, “UPL Lawyer,” 
copied CJ late Nov. 8 

“The argument that the Cen-
ter cannot engage in litigation is 
as follows.  The Center is a unit or 
department or division of the Uni-

versity.  It is not a separate legal 
entity,” the sender wrote.  “Accord-
ingly, when the Center through 
University employees engages in 
the practice of law, the University 
is engaging in the practice of law.  
The University obviously is not 
authorized to practice law in North 
Carolina.  Section 84-5.1 of the 
General Statutes of North Carolina 
allows certain nonprofit corpora-
tions organized under Chapter 55A 
of the General Statutes to engage 
in the practice of law, but the Uni-
versity of North Carolina is not a 
nonprofit corporation.”

The center has ceased all case-
work since it was warned of viola-
tions by the State Bar, Hicks stat-
ed.

Concerns about the CCR’s state 
authorization didn’t really factor 

into the board’s deci-
sion to bolt the door 
on its legal practice, 
said board member 
Steve Long.

The CCR, estab-
lished in 2001 to 
honor civil rights 
advocate Julius 
Chambers, is an 
academic research 
center. The center 
advocates policies 
assisting poor and 
minority communi-
ties. It has filed law-
suits against cities, 
counties, and even 

school boards, using law students 
and outside attorneys.

A state organization should not 
be allowed to sue other state enti-
ties, Long said.

Additionally, only legal clinics 
under the governance of the Amer-
ican Bar Association should be al-
lowed to practice law, he argued in 
September.

Long has been criticized heavi-
ly by CCR supporters. Some called 
the new policy a political play. 
Others, including UNC-Chapel Hill 
Chancellor Carol Folt, said shutting 
down the CCR’s law practice would 
harm UNC’s national reputation.

The State Bar’s decision is just 
more proof that BOG members 
made the right decision, Long told 
Carolina Journal. It also reveals 
need for more more board over-
sight in university operations, he 
said. UNC administrators often 
chide the board about microman-
agement.

UNC’s reputation is more at risk 
now than ever before, Long said.

“This center is operated by a 
law school that prides itself on 
‘obeying the law,’ when it turns 
out their operation did not obey 
the law.”

Hicks said a lawsuit against the 
center is not warranted. “The com-
mittee understands and appreci-
ates the laudable intentions of the 

center. … The committee appreci-
ates that the center intends to take 
remedial actions and comply with 
the statutes going forward.” 

UNC is already moving CCR 
casework to firms outside the uni-
versity, Brinkley said.

The law school has done noth-
ing wrong, he added.

“None of the basic principles 
that underlie the authorized prac-
tice rules are present here. The 
center’s clients have always been 
represented by North Carolina li-
censed lawyers, and those lawyers 

have provided supervision for stu-
dents working in the center.”

“While the center is already 
winding down its litigation work 
at the direction of the Board of 
Governors, we continue to stand 
by our past work.”

The State Bar’s decision is 
“puzzling at best,” said executive 
director Ted Shaw.

The center’s lawyers are ful-
ly qualified to practice, and law 
students always have been super-
vised properly when appearing in 
court, he told CJ.

“The bar has known of the 
center’s work throughout its exis-
tence, and has even certified UNC 
law students for credit for work 
done as externship. The Bar Com-
mittee was also aware of the fact 
that the center’s legal advocacy 
work is imminently moving out 
of the law school, rendering any 
issues that the anonymous com-
plaint [raised] effectively moot. 
One can speculate as to what com-
pelled the State Bar’s Committee 
on Authorized Practice to take this 
action.”

State Bar chides UNC Center for Civil Rights for filing lawsuits illegally

STEVE LONG. UNC Board of Governors member Steve Long at a Nov. 3 board meeting.
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MARK DOROSIN. UNC Center for Civil Rights managing attorney Mark Dorosin.
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This center is 
operated by a 
law school that 
prides itself on 
‘obeying the 
law,’ when it 
turns out their 
operation did not 
obey the law.

- Steve Long
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BY LINDSAY MARCHELLO

Despite some local opposition 
to the Innovative School 
District, ISD Superintendent 

Eric Hall is confident the program 
will boost school performance 
through collaborative efforts and 
greater flexibility. 

During the November State 
Board of Education meeting, board 
members voted unanimously to 
approve Southside Ashpole Ele-
mentary School in Robeson County 
as the first to join the Innovative 
School District in 2018-19. 

The ISD — originally called the 
Achievement School District — 
places some of the lowest-perform-
ing schools in the state under man-
agement of charter or education 
organizations for five years. 

Southside Ashpole Elementary 
had 18.4 percent grade-level profi-
ciency and a 33 percent school per-
formance average over three years, 
according to 2016-17 reports. 

The school has earned an F ev-
ery school year since 2014-15. Six-
ty-six percent of Robeson County 
schools are low-performing.

The Robeson County school 
board has two options after South-
side Ashpole Elementary School’s 

inclusion in the ISD. Board mem-
bers can either adopt a resolution 
accepting the decision or move to 
close the school by Feb. 1. Closing 
Southside Ashpole would mean 
transferring students to nearby 
schools. 

Reaction from Robeson County 
has been mixed. The school board 
issued a joint resolution Nov. 9 with 
Robeson County commissioners 
denouncing the ISD. 

But county commissioners have 
claimed afterward that their board 
never signed off on the joint resolu-
tion.

“This is an unproven model that 
failed in Tennessee,” board member 
Brian Freeman said during the local 
school board meeting, the Robeso-
nian newspaper reported. “You’ve 
offered no plan except that you will 
hire a new principal and interview 
the existing classroom teachers.”

Board Chairman Peggy 
Wilkins-Chavis also criticized the 
ISD and said the teachers and prin-
cipal of Southside Ashpole Elemen-
tary are scared.  

The Robeson County school 
board did not respond to a request 
for comment. 

Hall said the best way to ad-
dress concerns about the ISD is 

through sharing information. He 
explained how he met with county 
commissioners, and now they do 
not oppose the ISD. 

“I think once they had more 
information and understood the 
needs of the local school and the lo-
cal district, and what the data was 
telling us about the needs of that 
system, the county commission ba-
sically indicated they did not adopt 
or agree with the final resolution at 
this point,” Hall explained. 

Hall said having more conver-
sations with the local school board 
may alleviate concerns about the 
ISD. One point Hall has emphasized 
consistently is the ISD program 
isn’t a takeover. Rather, he calls it 
an intervention and a partnership. 

Students will continue to go to 
the school, transportation will con-
tinue to be provided, and nutrition 
services still will be offered. 

“This is an intervention where 
we will be operating and managing 
day-to-day business of the school 
with a focus on improving out-
comes for the students,” Hall ex-
plained. “At the same time, our goal 
would be — and the way our legis-
lation reads — the local district can 
request flexibilities for their other 
26 low-performing schools.” 

Hall said the discussion about 
the ISD shouldn’t be about fight-
ing but about how best to help stu-
dents.

“For me, this is about how do we 
intervene in a way that brings peo-
ple to the table to agree on those 
common values that we know are 
important for children and to our 
communities, and then work from 
there to bring outcomes forward,” 
Hall said. 

“Again, not just for the school 
that we operate, but across the oth-
er schools that can be part of that 
innovation zone across the larger 
district,” he added. 

Hall predicts more schools and 
school districts will be open to the 
ISD as more information about 
what the program is and what it 
isn’t becomes available. 

If the Robeson County school 
board decides to close Southside 
Ashpole, the ISD will have no 
choice but to go forward with the 
timeline outlined in the legislation. 

The process of selecting a 
school for the ISD will begin again 
next September, as two schools will 
be recommended for the program. 
The legislation dictates that five 
schools must be selected by the 
2020-21 school year. 

What is the Innovative 
School District?

In 2016, the North Carolina General 
Assembly established in law a new 
school district, created to improve 
student outcomes in low-performing 
schools across the state. The North 
Carolina Innovative School District 
will partner with local communities 
to design and implement strategies 
for school improvement, creating 
innovative conditions for accelerating 
student achievement. Eric Hall 
was named superintendent of the 
Innovative School District in March.

The ISD will oversee the transfer 
and operation of five of the state’s 
lowest-performing public elementary 
schools and put them under the 
management of qualified educational 
transition partners. The State Board 
of Education expects to select five 
qualifying schools for transfer to the 
ISD over the next few years. The ISD 
will start with one school in the initial 
2018-2019 academic school year. 
Additional schools are expected to be 
selected and transferred to the ISD in 
the 2019-2020 school year. 

EDUCATION
Innovative School District moving forward despite some opposition 

Training a new generation of 
leaders with the skills to solve 
key problems in North Carolina.

eamorrisfellows.org

Applications are 
now being accepted 
for North Carolina’s 
foremost leadership 
training program...

Application period closes:  
December 8, 2017 
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BY KARI TRAVIS

RALEIGH —  Blum Inc. had a 
problem.

In 1995, the international com-
pany’s North Carolina operation 
was running short of workers. 
Machinists. Technicians. Most of 
all, the company needed young 
employees who could expand the 
business and its bottom line. 

So Blum opened an apprentice-
ship program. 

“The idea was very simple,” An-
dreas Thurner, Blum’s apprentice-
ship manager, told Carolina Journal. 
“We wanted to do the same thing 
that we did in our Austrian [oper-
ation].” 

Thurner went on to help found 
Apprenticeship 2000, a Char-
lotte-based organization that re-
cruits apprentices for a number of 
businesses in the area. 

In a country with a growing 
“skills gap,” Blum’s story is all too 
familiar. Universities are strug-
gling to keep up with changing 
technologies, said Thurner. The lag 
means college graduates are unpre-
pared for manufacturing and engi-
neering jobs. 

If companies can’t find skilled 
workers, there’s just one solution, 
Thurner said. Recruit and train 
them yourself.

That means investing in ap-
prenticeships. 

Unlike the unpaid internships 
often required of college students, 
apprenticeships generally target 
high schoolers. Employers recruit, 
train, and mentor students. The 
apprentices collect a paycheck and 
enjoy fully paid tuition at commu-
nity colleges. Often, the company 
guarantees apprentices a job when 
they’ve completed the program. 

Such hands-on training could 
be one way to close the skills gap. 
More than 6 million U.S. jobs are 
unfilled — 350,000 of them in man-
ufacturing, the White House an-
nounced earlier this year. The U.S. 
Department of Labor’s National 
Apprenticeship Week, Nov. 13-19, 
focused on helping businesses fill 
that void. 

In June, President Trump signed 
an executive order to expand ap-
prenticeships. His plan streamlines 
some regulations and rips out red 
tape. It also doubles federal spend-
ing for apprenticeships. 

Apprenticeships should be the 
responsibility of employers, not the 
government, said Kent Misegades, 
vice president at Reitz Fan & Blow-
er Inc. and a founder of the North 
Carolina Triangle Apprenticeship 
Program.

The approach is popular in Swit-
zerland, Germany, and Austria, but 
U.S. companies haven’t warmed to 

Apprenticeships help address skills gaps

JUSTIN. Justin Lunceford, another fourth-year apprentice, has trained to be a 
quality technician for Blum. 
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NADYA. Nadya Murdasova, a fourth-year apprentice, works as a process tech-
nician at Blum Inc.’s N.C. operation. 
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CHRISTIAN. Tool-and-die technician Christian Ramsumair is in his fourth and 
final year of training at Blum. 
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it. Apprenticeships are costly, a de-
terrent for most, Thurner said. 

But companies should consider 
apprenticeships for their poten-
tial return on investment, he said. 
Thurner mentors 17 students, over-
seeing their work and schooling. 

High schoolers generally ha-
ven’t developed bad work habits. 
That makes training efficient, he 
added.  

“When we hire people who 
have five or 10 years’ experience, 
we end up training them for up to 
two years to get all of these bad 
habits out of their systems.” 

Most apprenticeships in North 
Carolina are pathways to careers in 
science, technology, engineering, 
and math, Thurner said. 

In 2015, apprenticeship pro-
grams enrolled 456,989 U.S. 
students. That number grew to 
505,371 in 2016. 

North Carolina is home to 536 
apprenticeship programs, with 
4,781 apprentices. In 2016, about 
963 students completed their ap-
prenticeships. 

Technical education and ap-
prenticeships are valuable but 
shouldn’t replace a college degree, 
UNC President Margaret Spellings 
has repeatedly stated. A univer-
sity education is the best way for 
low-income students to rise from 
poverty, she said Oct. 30 during a 
speech on higher education. 

The UNC system must collab-
orate with businesses to fill the 
skills gap, she added. 

That gap is far from closing. 
In 2016, 2,312 students across 

the UNC system graduated with a 
bachelor’s degree in engineering. 
The system currently enrolls near-
ly 255,000 students. 

The N.C. Department of Com-
merce houses an Apprenticeship 
and Training Bureau. That office 
will soon move under the umbrel-
la of the N.C. Community College 

System. 
“Traditional college educa-

tion” is a thing of the past, said 
U.S. Rep. Virginia Foxx, R-5th 
District. Foxx, who holds several 
degrees — including a doctorate 
in teaching and higher education 
— served as president of Mayland 
Community College from 1987 to 
1994. 

In Congress, she chairs the 
House Committee on Education 
and the Workforce.

Apprenticeships were the 
original “higher education,” she 
said. But over the past several de-
cades, college degrees have come 
to define success. 

We’ve got to change that per-
spective, she said. A baccalaure-
ate degree is not the only valid 
form of education, and society of-
ten stigmatizes people who don’t 
go to college, Foxx said. 

“I believe that we’ve said to 
people, ‘If you’re in the 70 percent 
or more of people in this country 
who don’t have a college degree, 
then you’re not as worthy.’”

That’s just not true, she said. 
Foxx in 1969 helped form a car-
pentry apprenticeship for her 
younger brother, Butch. 

“I was home talking to him, 
and he said, ‘I don’t want to go to 
college, but I don’t want you, and 
Mom, and Daddy to be ashamed 
of me.’” 

“That got my attention.” 
When her brother completed 

his apprenticeship, he had both a 
certificate and a career, she said. 

Apprentices often complete 
their work programs, then choose 
to pursue a bachelor’s or master’s 
degree, Thurner said. 

“Most apprentices who gradu-
ate here end up as top students in 
college because they’ve been ex-
posed to the technologies all the 
time,” he said.

“The most important thing is 
they will never be late. They will 
do exactly as they say. They will 
be reliable — because this is how 
business works.” 

People usually need some 
education beyond high school. 
It could be a college degree, ap-
prenticeship, or other certificate 
program. But lawmakers, busi-
ness owners, and families should 
care less about the path and more 
about the goal, concluded Foxx. 

“Every college is a vocational 
college, because the end result, 
people hope, is a job,” she said. 
“If we start thinking about it that 
way, then we are not dividing 
people, or stigmatizing. We need 
our plumbers, electricians, and 
nurses. All of those people need 
to be honored, because we can’t 
work without them.”
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BY LINDSAY MARCHELLO

BEFORE BECOMING the board 
chair of N.C. Connections Acade-
my, Bridget Phifer was a parent of 
a student enrolled in the virtual 
charter school. Health issues kept 
Bridget’s husband in and out of 
the hospital, but the flexibility of-
fered by the virtual charter school 
let their daughter visit her father 
while keeping up with her educa-
tion.

Representatives from N.C. Con-
nections Academy and the North 

Carolina Virtual Academy gave 
presentations on Nov. 8 to the 
Joint Legislative Education Over-
sight Committee documenting 
the progress they 
have made since 
the pilot program 
began in 2015. The 
schools are in their 
third year of a four-
year program, giv-
ing them just one 
more year to prove 
themselves to the 
legislature or pos-
sibly close.

Both schools 
have taught more 
than 2,000 stu-
dents since open-
ing three years 
ago. All NCVA teachers are li-
censed, and 60 percent of N.C. Con-
nections Academy’s teachers have 
an advanced degree. Parent sat-
isfaction is high for both schools 
despite some challenges with the 
schools’ performance grades.

N.C. Connections Academy — 

operated by Connections Educa-
tion, a subsidiary of the textbook 
publisher Pearson — saw the great-
est improvement of the two virtu-

al charter schools. 
Overall reading 
grades improved 
from a C to a B from 
the 2015-16 school 
year to 2016-17. 
Math scores also im-
proved from a D to 
a C, but the school’s 
overall performance 
grade remains a D.

The NCVA — op-
erated by K12 Inc.— 
also received a D 
for school perfor-
mance, earning an 
F in math and a C in 

reading, the same as the previous 
year. Joel Medley, head of NCVA, 
admitted there is room for improve-
ment but added that the school is 
comparable academically to tradi-
tional schools in Durham County 
in all areas except math.

Both schools are considered 

low-performing because they failed 
to meet school growth standards 
for the recent academic year.

Despite persisting challenges, 
both schools seek to have their 
pilot status removed and be treat-
ed like a brick-and-mortar charter 
school.  

“We’re asking that this pilot 
status be looked at and ultimately 
removed because there are hun-
dreds and even thousands of kids 
and teachers that would benefit 
from our model,” Nathan Currie, su-
perintendent for N.C. Connections 
Academy, told committee members. 
Currie said the pilot status makes it 
difficult to attract more teachers 
and students to the school.

Medley did not explicitly ask for 
the pilot status to be removed but 
instead noted NCVA already meets 
the requirements a traditional 
charter needs for a 10-year renewal.

The committee did not decide 
whether the pilot status would be 
extended, removed, or left to expire, 
but some members offered opinions 
on the program.

“I personally would like to see 
you have an opportunity to extend 
this,” Rep. Larry Pittman, R-Cabar-
rus, said. “I don’t know if we’ll make 
it permanent. I don’t know whether 
we have the votes to do that, but I 
think we ought to give you some 
kind of extension.”

Sen. Joyce Waddell, D-Meck-
lenburg, questioned whether the 
virtual school program could not be 
duplicated in traditional brick-and-
mortar public schools.

Currie said no. The culture 
and curriculum for virtual charter 
schools are different from those in 
traditional public schools. 

Teachers are trained for the vir-
tual classroom and the unique chal-
lenges it presents. That training 
may not translate to a brick-and-
mortar school.

“There are a lot of components 
into what we are doing that would 
make it very complicated if not dif-
ficult to replicate in that environ-
ment,” Currie said. “Remember, the 
whole purpose of a charter school 
is to be innovative.”

Virtual charters seek contract renewal from lawmakers
NC Connections 
Academy and NC 
Virtual Academy 
seek full 10-year 
charter extension 
despite academic 
challenges

BY LINDSAY MARCHELLO

Patrons of Raleigh’s 
Pullen Park may have 
heard the furious clat-

tering of keyboards from a 
mobile lab stationed Nov. 1 
on the park grounds. Inside, 
middle-school girls were 
learning to write code and 
build digital cameras as part 
of CO.LAB Open Source Sto-
ry, a brand new event hosted 
by Red Hat. 

The open-source soft-
ware company teamed up 
with Wake Young Women’s 
Leadership Academy, N.C. 
State University, and Duke 
University to empower girls 
to explore the STEAM field. 
STEAM stands for science, 
technology, engineering, 
arts, and mathematics.

Earlier this year, Red 
Hat took its mobile lab to 
Boston, New York City, 
and Washington, D.C. Over 
two days, Red Hat mentors 
taught female students to 
use open-source technology 
to write code and build digi-
tal cameras. 

CO.LAB is more than a 
coding exercise. It’s also an 

opportunity for the girls to 
work together by creating 
a photo story about their 
city with the Dora Sigerson 
Shorter poem, “I Am The 
World,” as inspiration. 

“We are trying to intro-
duce these girls to the prin-
ciples of open source and 
collaboration in a way that 
makes it fun to learn, and we 
are using coding to do that,” 
said Paula Weigel, program 
co-owner of CO.LAB. “Cod-
ing is just the vehicle.”

During the first day, the 
girls listened to women from 
N.C. State and Duke share 
their experiences with the 
STEAM field. 

One of the speakers was 
Aria Chernik, director of 
OSPRI — Open Source Peda-
gogy, Research, and Innova-
tion — at Duke. She talked 
with the students about the 
importance of collaboration 
and community in trans-
forming education. 

“When we think of 
21st-century learning, we 
often think of collaboration 
being the key, so it’s not so 
much the professor stand-
ing at the front of the room 

transmitting knowledge, it’s 
more of how we can create 
these learning communi-
ties,” Chernik said. 

After the girls learned 
how to build their digital 
cameras, they explored the 
city and took photographs 
with the Shorter poem in 
mind. The real lesson on 
collaboration begins when 
the girls have to work within 
their small groups to select 
the best picture that repre-
sent the poem. 

“We are going to teach 
them how to work through 
the situation of: ‘If you think 
you have the best picture, 
how do you have influence 
over your group? How are 
you inclusive to other per-
spectives in your group?’” 
Weigel explained. “It can be 
messy.” 

Weigel said it's moving 
to watch the girls give their 
presentations because it is 
an opportunity to express 
themselves without the 
careful curation inherent in 
using social media.

“This is just raw and 
real,” Weigel said.

It's no surprise Wake 

Young Women’s Leadership 
Academy was chosen to par-
ticipate in CO.LAB, with a 
mission statement focused 
on graduating “students who 
are collaborative, creative, 
effective communicators, 
and critical thinkers.” 

Leilani Del Cid, an 
eighth-grader at the Lead-
ership Academy, said she 
was excited to take part in 
CO.LAB, especially with the 
photograph portion. 

“This event is really cool, 
and I like it a lot,” Del Cid 
explained. “Learning how to 
code and build the cameras 
was a lot of fun.”

According to the National 
Girls Collaborative Project, a 
nonprofit aimed at encour-
aging girls to pursue STEAM 
careers, women make up only 
29 percent of the science and 
engineering work force. 

“I know in general that 
women are just underrep-

resented in technologies 
fields,” Weigel said. “I feel 
that if we can talk to girls 
at this age in middle school 
while they are still infor-
mative and trying to figure 
out who they are and what 
they want to be, we can in-
still some of these values in 
them. 

“No matter what path 
they take, they are going to 
be better equipped in the 
work force.”

Red Hat event teaches girls collaboration through coding
Software company teams with local universities 
to encourage young women to develop leadership 
qualities and technical skills 

COLLABORATION. Students from Wake Young Women’s Leadership Academy learn from Red Hat 
mentors how to use code to build digital cameras during the CO.LAB Open Source Story event 
Nov. 1 at Raleigh’s Pullen Park.
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Both schools 
are considered 
low-performing 
because they 
failed to meet 
school growth 
standards for 
the recent 
academic year.
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Society has changed its view on 
opioids several times over the past 
three decades, Singer said.

In the 1980s, the heyday of the 
war on drugs, doctors had “opioid 
phobia.” Government pressures 
prevented doctors from prescrib-
ing opioids to manage pain. That 
narrative shifted in the 1990s. Pain 
was labeled a vital sign along with 
pulse, body temperature, respira-
tion, and blood pressure. Doctors 
were told opioids were a perfectly 
safe way to treat patients.

Prescriptions spiked. Naturally, 
recreational usage did, too, Singer 
said. In 2010, governments cracked 
down on prescription access. Doc-
tors once again faced limits on the 
amount of opioids they could dole 
out to patients. Prescription abuse 
began to decline in 2012.

Yet opioid-related deaths are 
higher now than ever.

In 2015, more than half of the 
overdose deaths were caused by 
heroin, fentanyl, or a combination 
of the two, Singer said.

“There are people who are des-
perate. There are people who are 
turning to the illegal market. And 
in the illegal market, of course, you 
can’t be sure what’s in those drugs.”

Opioid abuse in  
North Carolina

North Carolina is home to four 
of the 25 worst cities for opioid 
abuse in the United States. Wilm-
ington is first and followed by Hick-
ory, fifth; Jacksonville, 12th; and 
Fayetteville, 18th.

For more than a decade, North 
Carolina’s drug policies have en-
ticed people into a cycle of addic-
tion, said a panel of medical, legal, 
and policy experts who gathered 
Oct. 2 at the Wake Forest Universi-
ty School of Medicine. The discus-
sion was called “Re-thinking Drug 
Policy: Seeking Solutions Based on 
Law, Science and Public Health.”

Doctors shouldn’t hand out 
opioids like water, experts agree, 
although they differ on how to 
control the problem. Tightening 
access to drugs with one-size-fits-
all legislation isn’t helping, said Dr. 
Joseph Pino, director of the UNC 
School of Medicine’s Wilmington 
campus.

North Carolina’s “STOP” Act, 
passed earlier this year, limits first-
time opioid prescriptions to five 
days. It also puts a seven-day cap 
on post-surgery prescriptions. Fol-
low-up prescriptions are allowed as 
needed.

That’s good in theory, but not in 
reality, said Pino, who agrees with 
Singer that government limits ac-
tually spike black-market demands.

Criminal justice reforms are 
most effective in the fight against 
opioids, said Tarrah Callahan, ex-
ecutive director of Conservatives 
for Criminal Justice Reform.

We’re creating criminals, then 
making it impossible for them to 
recover, she said. State and feder-
al laws crack down on drug users, 
forcing them into prison, and leav-
ing them destroyed.

Addicts need rehab, not jail 
time, said Judge Julius Corpening, 
chief judge for North Carolina’s 5th 
Judicial District, which includes 
Wilmington.

Corpening, a judge for 26 years, 
used to be “tough on crime,” espe-
cially when it came to drugs. Then, 
eight years ago, his daughter’s fian-
ce died of an opioid overdose.

“He’d been clean for seven 
years, and it just ripped our family 
apart,” Corpening said. “That was 
a big turning point.”

Corpening has since learned 
a lot about drug abuse. There are 
many problems with how the ju-
dicial branch handles addicts, he 
said. Rehab requires structure, 
support, and accountability. In the 
court system, addicts are punished 
and sent home.

“We were saying, ‘Go home. Get 
treatment. Go to therapy.’ We were 
setting them up for a life where it 
is impossible for them to recover.”

In Wilmington, nearly 12 per-
cent of all residents are addicted to 
opioids, data collected to monitor 

the Health Insurance Portability 
and Accountability Act shows.

Users are desperate. Some have 
even overdosed while in court, Cor-
pening said. He recalled a young, 
estranged mother who took too 
much heroin in the bathroom just 
before a hearing.

She lost consciousness in court 
and was sent to the hospital.

“I just felt profoundly sad,” Cor-
pening said. “Here’s a woman with 
no hope in her life, who just lost her 
baby, and has come into court to 
fight to get her baby back, and she 
is so hopeless that she uses right 
there.” 

“I never would have believed 
that 10 years ago. That’s where we 
are today.”

Solutions elusive

As fatalities increase, lawmak-
ers scramble for solutions.

Some, like Gov. Roy Cooper, 
would see the federal government 
expand people’s access to health 
care.

“We’re whistling past the 
graveyard if we don’t recognize 
that, in order to provide treatment, 
that we have to increase Medicaid 
funding to the states, and we have 
to make sure that every American 
has good, quality health insurance 
that covers substance abuse and 
addiction treatment,” Cooper said 
during a PBS interview.

Cooper served on Trump’s Com-
mission on Combating Drug Ad-
diction and the Opioid Crisis. The 
commission released a report Nov. 
1 outlining recommendations for 

the administration.
The feds should streamline 

funding, open more drug courts, 
and provide training for doctors 
who prescribe opioids — among 
other things, commissioners said.

In late October, Trump declared 
the opioid epidemic a national 
emergency. The announcement 
directed federal agencies to de-
vote more money toward the fight 
against drugs.

Trump’s plan also riffs the 
“Just Say No” campaign so popular 
during the 1980s and 1990s. The 
best way to end addiction is en-
couraging people not to do drugs in 
the first place, he said.

His approach falls in line with 
“tough on crime” drug enforce-
ment policies of the Nixon and 
Reagan administrations. U.S. At-
torney General Jeff Sessions backs 
the use of mandatory minimum 
sentences and civil asset forfeiture 
to battle drug supply.

That strategy treats the symp-
tom but not the problem, Corpen-
ing said. 

The opioid epidemic is a matter 
of health and safety — two factors 
that must be treated simultane-
ously, Pino said.

“It isn’t just going to be the doc-
tors stopping prescriptions. It isn’t 
going to be just the police arresting 
our way out of this problem. It’s not 
going to be the judges and prosecu-
tors putting people in jail. It’s gotta 
be better than that.”

Teamwork is the only solution, 
he said.

OPIOID CRISIS
Opioid 
abuse
continued from PAGE 1

continued NEXT PAGE

Top 25 Cities for Opioid 
Abuse - By Abuse Rate
1 WILMINGTON, NC .............. >11.6% 
2 Anniston, AL .............................. 11.6%
3 Panama City, FL..........................11.5%
4 Enid, OK ....................................10.2%
5 HICKORY, NC ...........................9.9%
6 Pensacola, FL.............................. 9.8%
7 Gadsden, AL ................................9.1%
8 Montgomery, AL ........................ 8.8%
9 Johnson City-Bristol,TN-VA ....... 8.6%
10 Texarkana, TX-AR ....................... 8.5%
11 Tuscaloosa, AL ............................ 8.2%
12 JACKSONVILLE, NC .................8.2%
13 Amarillo, TX ................................8.1%
14 Terre Haute, IN ............................8.1%
15 Odessa, TX .................................. 8.0%
16 Oklahoma City, OK .................... 8.0%
17 Longview, TX .............................. 8.0%
18 FAYETTEVILLE, NC ..................7.9%
19 Evansville-Henderson, IN-KY ......7.8%
20 Chattanooga, TN......................... 7.7%
21 Elmira, NY ................................... 7.7%
22 Jackson, TN ................................. 7.7%
23 Baton Rouge, LA .........................7.5%
24 Jackson, MI ..................................7.5%
25 Fort Smith, AR .............................7.5%

‘North Carolina is home to four of the 25 worst cities for opioid 
abuse in the United States. Wilmington is first and followed by 

Hickory, fifth; Jacksonville, 12th; and Fayetteville, 18th.’

SOURCE: CASTLIGHT HEALTH

Prescription control in 
North Carolina
The North Carolina STOP 
Act takes effect Jan. 1. 
The law clamps down 
on the number of opioid 
pills a doctor can initially 
prescribe. The law doesn’t 
apply to hospitals, nursing 
homes, hospices, and 
similar facilities. 

The 2017 state budget 
allocated $10 million to 
combat opioid addiction 
and provide treatment over 
the next two years.

Criminal justice 
reforms
A new task force, led by 
Rep. Greg Murphy, R-Pitt, 
will look at sentencing 
reforms for opioid addicts.

The goal is to come up with 
smarter ways to enforce 
drug laws and punish 
offenders, Murphy has said. 
Resources should be split 
wisely between punishment 
and rehabilitation, he 
added. 
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North Carolina is heading that 
way.

In 2015, the legislature estab-
lished the Opioid and Prescription 
Drug Abuse Advisory Committee, 
a task force to combat opioids on 
the ground. The committee meets 
four times a year and involves 
more than 150 people from organi-
zations across the state.

Unused opioids — such as Per-
cocet or Vicodin — can poison a 
life easily if left lying around the 
house for anyone to find, Susan 
Kansagra, a senior staffer at the 
N.C. Department of Health and Hu-
man Services, told members of the 
Joint Legislative Emergency Man-
agement Oversight Committee on 
Oct. 12. 

Nearly 20 percent of all North 
Carolina high-schoolers experi-
ment with prescription drugs. Drug 
takeback programs are a good way 
to get excess medications out of 
homes and off the streets, she said.

Community involvement is 
critical to combat the flow of opi-
oids into neighborhoods, towns, 
and cities, Kansagra said. The 
PDAAC has formed a strategic plan 
to fight oversupply and trafficking, 
increase awareness, and expand 
public safety and access to treat-
ment.

Naloxone, a drug that reverses 
opioid overdoses, is widely avail-

able at pharmacies across the state. 
Law enforcers from 170 local agen-
cies carry the drug on patrol and 
have reported 266 uses so far this 
year. Access to Naloxone should be 
expanded, Kansagra said.

Courts in the 5th Judicial Dis-
trict now stock more Naloxone 
than portable defibrillators, Corp-
ening said, noting that he has seen 
the drug administered to people 
“right there in the middle of court.”

Corpening is also working with 
N.C. Supreme Court Chief Justice 
Mark Martin to head participation 
in the Regional Judicial Opioid Ini-
tiative, which is fighting the epi-
demic in towns and counties along 
state borders.

Most judges aren’t trained to 
deal with opioid addiction in their 
courts, Corpening said. The pur-
pose of the RJOI is to educate them.

North Carolina’s drug convic-
tion laws are only making matters 
worse for addicts who want to get 
out of the system, Corpening said.

The state mandates minimum 
prison sentences and fines for drug 
trafficking. Laws are supposed to 
target big drug dealers, yet anyone 
caught with as little as six or seven 
heroin-laced pills would face six to 
eight years in prison.

Those laws could change, but it 
will take a lot of work.

A new study group, the Task 
Force for Sentencing Reforms for 
Opioid Drug Convictions, will in-

vestigate the best methods to fight 
addictions, Callahan said.

Twenty-two committee mem-
bers will study case facts and re-
cords of those imprisoned for drugs. 
They’ll also consider sentencing 
options that allow judges to look at 
all pertinent facts, including a per-
son’s criminal record.

It’s a start, said Callahan, who 
hopes legislators will choose to 
reform drug convictions so that 
low-level users aren’t locked up 
with large-scale traffickers.

Jails are overcrowded. Building 
more encourages incarceration, 
not rehabilitation, Corpening said.

Redefining  
the problem

Politicians and journalists 
should stop using the word “crisis” 
to describe America’s addiction 
problem, Singer said. 

When faced with a crisis, law-
makers tend to rush into solutions, 
many of which are unhelpful or 

even harmful, he said. The sudden 
urge to restrict prescriptions is one 
example of how legislators are mis-
taken. Governments should worry 
less about supply and more about 
demand.

Addiction is statistically un-
common among patients who take 
prescriptions to manage pain. Be-
tween 8 percent and 12 percent of 
patients develop opioid addictions, 
a study from the National Insti-
tutes of Health shows.

A majority of addicts are never 
prescribed medication. Oftentimes, 
addicts get pills from friends, fam-
ily members, or dealers, according 

to the National Survey on Drug Use 
and Health.

Lawmakers would be wise to 
reconsider drug prohibition, but 
that’s highly unlikely, Singer said. 
For now, criminal justice reforms 
and medication-assisted treatment 
should be top priorities.

“Yes, there’s a problem,” he 
said. “There is a rise in overdoses 
from opioids, absolutely. Why are 
more and more people turning to 
mind-altering drugs? There are 
probably multiple answers. But 
it’s not just prescribing opioids to 
patients in pain. That’s not what 
it is.”

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT. Judge Julius Corpening, chief district court 
judge for North Carolina’s 5th Judicial District, speaks about opioid addiction 
Oct. 2 at the Wake Forest University School of Medicine.

OPIOID CRISIS
continued from PREVIOUS PAGE
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Nearly 20 percent of all North 
Carolina high-schoolers experiment 
with prescription drugs.
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A couple of weeks ago, about 
1 in the morning, my 
husband woke up in severe 

pain. By 1:15 we were in the car on 
our way to the hospital.

Kidney stones.
They’re not life-threatening, but 

they are intensely painful. My hus-
band was writhing in pain, saying 
he wished someone would just kill 
him. He has a condition making 
him prone to kidney stones. This 
wasn’t the first one, and it won’t 
be the last. He knew straightaway 
what it was.  

He had a CT scan. Doctors found 
a 10 millimeter stone. Sometimes 
kidney stones pass on their own, 
but not one that large. This was 
going to require intervention.

After a few hours and a lot of 
painkillers, he was discharged from 
the ER. We went to the pharmacy, 
where we got two different pain 
medications, including one opioid, 
and a third drug for nausea. The 
next day we saw the urologist, and 
things started to get interesting.

Given the size of his stone, there 

were two choices. One was to go up 
into the kidney with a scope, clear 
it out, and insert a stent that would 
need to stay in for a few days. It’s 
effective, but it’s also invasive and 
generally unpleasant. It also has a 
longer recovery time.

The other option was lithotrip-
sy. It’s totally noninvasive. The 
patient doesn’t even have to be 
knocked completely out. Doctors 
use high-energy shock waves from 
outside the body, focused on the 
stone, to break it into tiny bits that 
can be passed naturally.

I don’t know anyone who wants 
a scope inserted if he can avoid 
it, so my husband opted for the 
lithotripsy. The problem? That 

procedure wasn’t available for 
eight days.

That’s right. Eight days.
You can definitely live eight days 

with a kidney stone. It would take 
about six weeks before it would 
start to damage your kidney. But 
it hurts. A lot. The pain has to be 
managed with drugs. In the middle 
of an opioid crisis, my husband 
was told to take an opioid every six 
hours for more than a week while 
he waited. The drugs meant he 
couldn’t drive, so I shuttled him 
around. Because he has an office 
job and accommodating employers, 
he was able to work a bit, but he 
still missed a lot of days. And work 
wouldn’t have been possible if he 

had a job involving physical labor. 
It was painful and inconvenient.

Why the delay? The doctor was 
available, but Duke, a large, major 
hospital in a major metropolitan 
area, doesn’t have its own litho-
tripter. They get a mobile unit one 
day every few weeks, a unit they 
share with multiple other practices 
in cities across central and eastern 
North Carolina. And they can’t just 
buy another machine. No, North 
Carolina’s certificate-of-need law 
requires that companies get a state 
permission slip to buy lithotripters 
and other types of equipment. 
The company that provides the 
mobile lithotripter to Duke applied 
last year to the state for another 
machine. So did a company serving 
western North Carolina. The state 
approved only one, so the company 
that serves Wake County lost out. 
In other words, the delay was arti-
ficial, created by an antiquated sys-
tem that lets bureaucrats, rather 
than doctors and hospitals, decide 
how much equipment is needed.

When my husband finally had 
the procedure, it was outside. In 
a truck. It reminded me of high 
school, when we had trailers 
behind the building with overflow 
classrooms. We laughed about the 
trailers then. I never expected my 
husband would be having a med-
ical procedure in a truck out back, 
unless we moved to a remote part 
of the developing world. But that 
was before I knew about CON law.

I asked a lot of questions while 
my husband was in the truck. Ac-
cording to the doctors and nurses, 
they fill this truck up whenever it 
comes. There’s plenty of demand. 
When I told the nurse that the 
very company that operates this 
truck applied last year for another 
machine, and was denied, she was 
visibly frustrated.

The cost is significant, too. I 
looked at price-comparison web-
sites that give you a rough idea 
what you should expect medical 
procedures to cost. When I looked 
for lithotripsy without specifying 
a state, I got a range, the upper end 
of which wasn’t anywhere close 
to what we were charged. When I 
specified North Carolina, the range 
shifted up by thousands of dollars. 
Lots of factors affect the cost of 
medical procedures. CON is cer-
tainly one of them. This 90-minute 
procedure, in a truck, without 
general anesthesia, carries a price 
tag of $29,000. Even the urologist 
was shocked to hear that.

Had North Carolina not had a 
CON law, my husband might have 
had his lithotripsy within a day or 
two. Rather than refilling opioid 
prescriptions and limiting physical 
activity, he would have been recov-
ering. And the price tag would like-
ly have been substantially less, too. 
It’s time to get rid of CON laws that 
drive up costs and get in the way of 
doctors and hospitals offering their 
patients the best possible care.

The painful reality of certificate-of-need laws
HEALTH CARE
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LITHOTRIPSY. Lithotripters break up kidney stones using an externally ap-
plied, focused, high-intensity acoustic pulse.
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When lawmakers are 
complaining that your 
building projects seem 

a bit expensive, it might not be 
the best time to tell them that 
you spend a little extra money to 
ensure that all of your bricks look 
the same.

That was one piece of advice this 
observer might have offered a Uni-
versity of North Carolina system 
official before he briefed legislators 
this month about bond-funded 
projects across the state.

At issue for the Joint Legislative 
Oversight Committee on Capital 
Improvements was the nearly $1 
billion voters approved for UNC as 
part of the Connect NC Bond Act of 
2016. That money is destined for 
21 projects across the university 
system: 11 new buildings focusing 
on science, technology, engi-
neering, and mathematics; two 
new business school buildings; a 
western campus of the N.C. School 
of Science and Mathematics; and 
seven major building renovations.

Voters were willing to take on 

new debt to move these projects 
forward.

Will Johnson, the system’s 
associate vice president for finance 
and capital planning, spent 20 
minutes at the Oct. 11 committee 
meeting offering an overview of the 
projects’ progress and timelines. 
But several lawmakers targeted 
one statistic within Johnson’s 22 
slides: the $464 projected average 
cost per square foot for new campus 
construction. That included costs 
of $600 or more per square foot of 
projects at the flagship campuses in 
Chapel Hill and Raleigh.

“It’s a little disappointing,” said 
Sen. Joel Ford, D-Mecklenburg, a 
recent Charlotte mayoral candi-
date, as he considered the variation 
of costs for projects at N.C. State 
University and N.C. A&T State.

“Both of those engineering 
buildings, quite frankly, should 
have drywall in them,” Ford said 
directly to Johnson. “Both of those 
buildings, if they’re made out of 
brick — brick is brick.”

“I’m just looking to hear some-
thing different going forward in 
terms of how can the state save 
money by leveraging $2 billion so 
we can build the buildings that 
these universities want to build, but 
save money while doing it,” Ford 
added, referencing the total size 
of the voter-approved 2016 bond 
package. The university system will 
use roughly half of the money from 
the voter-approved bonds.

Ford wasn’t the only lawmaker 
to mention bricks. “How do we de-
termine what your input for quali-
ty has been?” asked Rep. Dean Arp, 
R-Union, the committee’s co-chair-
man. “Not just cutting the size 
of the building, because we want 
the most that we can get. How 
do we determine what was done 
from a cost standpoint — a quality 
standpoint? … You can have brick, 
but you can have a $50 brick or a 
$10 brick.”

“There are different bricks, and 
people do use different types of 
bricks,” Johnson replied. “Those 
things are tied to what styles the 
campuses are in. N.C. State has a 
standard range of colored bricks, 
and they have a standard color 
additive to their mortar. That’s 
what N.C. State is. And that colored 
mortar costs a little bit more than 

our standard gray mortar. But 
that’s what N.C. State has been for 
200 years.”

N.C. State actually dates back 
130 years to 1887. But one sus-
pects that lawmakers were less 
concerned about that numerical 
error than other figures Johnson 
presented.

“I’m just staggered by the cost 
per square foot,” said Sen. Joyce 
Krawiec, R-Forsyth. “Wal-Mart, 
Food Lion. … You build one, you 
know exactly what your cost is per 
square foot.”

“There’s a difference between 
what we want and what we need,” 
Krawiec continued. “Just like your 
house: You can build a house at 
$100 per square foot, or you can 
build one at $350 per square foot.”

“We shouldn’t need 250 engi-
neers for every project,” Krawiec 
added. “We should design a build-
ing, whether it’s a STEM building 
or an engineering building or 
whatever it is, that’s necessary but 
not necessarily what the universi-
ty wants. There has to be a way to 
bring this cost down.”

“Four hundred sixty dollars per 
square foot just seems kind of high 
to me,” said Rep. Jon Hardister, 
R-Guilford, who ticked off recent 
cardiology and cancer center build-
ing costs ranging from $122 per 
square foot to $316. “That’s higher 
than most retail construction. 
That would be higher than most 
commercial. Medical is usually 

the most expensive, but these 
are … private or, in many cases, 
nonprofit hospital clinics. They’ve 
got to keep their costs down. They 
certainly have to be efficient in the 
services they provide.”

Johnson contrasted university 
buildings to big-box stores and 
other commercial or medical 
buildings. He explained that UNC 
buildings are designed to last 
much longer.

“We own, maintain, keep those 
buildings forever,” he said. “We 
don’t demolish our buildings. It’s 
hard to demolish a building on 
campus. There’s history there. 
There’s culture there. We just don’t 
take buildings down. The invest-
ment that the people of North 
Carolina put in these buildings, as 
you know, is a serious matter.”

“We can build buildings for 
less money,” Johnson continued. 
“That’s a physical reality. It’s a 
complicated question and answer: 
How good can we afford to build? 
The answer for this bond program 
is we’re going to build as much 
quality and as much square foot-
age as we can with the dollars that 
y’all are graciously providing.”

“Campuses are going to try to 
get every square foot out of that 
dollar that they can possibly get,” 
Johnson said. “That’s the best 
answer I have.”

It’s not clear that the answer 
is one that cost-conscious state 
legislators wanted to hear.
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UNC-Chapel Hill’s infamous 
athletics-academic scandal 
officially has been swept 

under the rug. On Oct. 13, the 
NCAA’s Committee on Infractions 
announced the school won’t be 
punished for the fraudulent classes 
it offered to 3,100 students — 47.6 
percent of whom were athletes 
— for nearly two decades. This 
decision concludes Chapel Hill’s 
six-year saga of allegations, obfus-
cations, investigations, and public 
shame.

The university’s administrators 
not only appear relieved; they 
seem convinced the NCAA made 
the right decision. In a university 
message, Chancellor Carol Folt 
wrote that the NCAA’s conclusion 
that UNC didn’t violate any NCAA 
bylaws was the “correct — and fair 
— outcome.”

Yet many others expressed 
dismay and disbelief at the NCAA’s 
failure to enforce academic 
accountability. A commentator 
from the Durham Herald-Sun 
argued that the NCAA failed in its 
disciplinary role due to a conflict of 
interest:

There’s a logical conflict in 
expecting NCAA members 
to self-police when their 

self-interest is at stake. 
Never-ending investments in 
expensive new sports facili-
ties and multimillion-dollar 
commitments to TV net-
works, sneaker companies, 
and other corporate spon-
sors ensure the importance 
of keeping the gravy train 
rolling merrily along.

How did UNC-Chapel Hill emerge 
unscathed from virtually the 
largest academic scandal in college 
sports history?

UNC was cleared of allegations 
because of a single technicality: 
The NCAA decided that the case 
was outside its jurisdiction be-
cause nonathletes also enrolled in 
the fake classes.

But that technicality is irrele-
vant to the issue at hand. When 
the NCAA initiated an investiga-
tion, the accusation against UNC 

was not that of academic fraud 
per se; rather, it was investigating 
whether the university adminis-
tered special favors to student-ath-
letes to help them maintain 
athletic eligibility. And there is a 
significant amount of evidence 
that suggests student-athletes 
were purposely funneled through 
the fraudulent courses at the heart 
of the investigation.

Not only were there a dispropor-
tionate number of athletes enrolled 
in those courses, but the NCAA 
Infractions Committee even said 
“it is more likely than not that 
student athletes received fraudu-
lent credit. … It is also more likely 
than not that UNC personnel used 
the courses to purposely obtain 
and maintain student athletes’ 
eligibility.”

UNC-Chapel Hill claims it has 
taken great measures to ensure 
such “academic irregularities” 

won’t happen again. Indeed, the 
university has instituted more than 
70 reforms for that very purpose. 
They may help in some ways, but 
these reforms will remain surface 
solutions if the university fails to 
address the underlying systemic 
flaws that facilitated extensive 
academic dishonesty in the first 
place. Even after intense public 
scrutiny, which uncovered numer-
ous ethical offenses, UNC still has 
policies that permit and incentivize 
the athletics department to bypass 
academic standards.

For example, UNC allows its 
athletics department to administer 
academic “waivers” when admit-
ting athletes into the university. To 
be admitted to an institution with-
in the UNC system, students are 
required to meet a minimal high 
school grade point average of 2.5 
and an SAT score of 880 on both 
the verbal and math sections (800 
for the old version) or an ACT score 
of 17. But those are just minimum 
requirements for the system as a 
whole. The average composite SAT 
score of students at UNC-Chapel 
Hill is 1370; the average ACT score 
is 29.

Yet, student athletes who don’t 
meet the minimal requirements 
may still gain admission with ap-
proval from the faculty Committee 
on Special Talent, Office of Under-
graduate Admissions, and chancel-
lor. That is despite the fact that the 
SAT’s publisher, the College Board, 
considers a composite SAT score of 
1010 to be the minimum indication 
of college readiness.

Not surprisingly, UNC system 
coaches routinely take advantage 

of the academic waiver loophole. 
In the 2013-14 academic years, 
4.5 percent of admitted student 
athletes didn’t meet standard 
admission requirements. And that 
number increased in the 2015-2016 
academic year, in which 5.9 per-
cent of student athletes received 
academic waivers.

The claim that student athletes 
who are severely behind their 
academically talented peers when 
entering college can generally 
maintain eligibility with such ad-
ditional demands on their schedule 
is laughable.

Unless, of course, academic 
standards are dropped or uneth-
ical special treatment is given to 
athletes who struggle in the class-
room. If that is the case, and it was 
at Chapel Hill, then the mission of 
the university has been severely 
compromised.

UNC-Chapel Hill’s academic 
scandal is a magnification of the 
smaller instances of academic 
dishonesty still present in many 
athletics departments. If a uni-
versity such as UNC-Chapel Hill 
continues to have policies that are 
in direct conflict with maintaining 
high academic standards, then the 
university itself is complicit in the 
ensuing abuses that take place.

And if the NCAA and the 
accrediting agencies continue to 
help sweep the corruption of their 
constituent institutions under the 
rug, then what is their purpose for 
existing?

Shannon Watkins is a policy 
associate at the James G. Martin 
Center for Academic Renewal.
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book reading — is critical. Low-in-
come parents, whose children are 
disproportionately affected by 
media overuse, need additional 
support and help accessing books. 

Mindful of the connection 
between book access and school 
success, North Carolina lawmak-
ers allocated funds during the 
2017 legislative session to expand 

FORMER HARVARD University 
president Derek Bok can’t stop 
thinking and writing about higher 
education. His first book argued 
that many students don’t graduate 
and among those who do, many 
have gotten little intellectual bene-
fit from their studies.

Recently Bok completed another 
book, The Struggle to Reform Our 
Colleges, which picks up where the 
other left off — our colleges are 
still underachieving, and we are 
struggling to find ways to make 
them perform better.

Here’s how he frames the prob-
lem: “During the 1980s, Americans 
grew increasingly concerned about 
the nation’s ability to compete in 
global markets. … Since economists 
identified the skills and knowledge 
of the labor force as important 

contributors to economic growth, 
policymakers began to look more 
carefully at the performance of our 
educational institutions.”

Those institutions continue to 
“underachieve,” Bok says. So we 
must reform higher education to 
“raise our level of attainment.” We 
need to enroll many more students 
and improve our graduation rates.

Bok’s view is like that of former 
Michigan Gov. Jennifer Granholm, 
who declared higher education “is 
like jet fuel for the economy.” Pour 
in the fuel, and the economy roars. 
The trouble is that this view is 
mistaken.

The nation already has large 
numbers of college graduates 
working in jobs that any reason-
ably smart high school student 
could learn. And due to the 
“positional” nature of educational 
credentials, the more we push “at-
tainment,” the higher the degree 
level people need to set themselves 
apart — the credential inflation 
problem. 

Pointing to some of the evidence 
the Martin Center has been citing 
for years, Bok acknowledges that 
many students just coast through 

college.
For most students, Bok writes, 

“the academic demands appear 
modest,” and at most colleges, “the 
curriculum is not well aligned with 
the basic aims that most faculty 
members, academic leaders, and 
employers consider essential.”

Students don’t like to read and 
are devoting less and less time 
to their studies, Bok reports, 
and what time they do devote to 
study is often interrupted with 
multitasking. Yet grades are high, 
leading students to believe they’re 
making fine academic progress. 

After graduation, many realize that 
they did not get good preparation 
for post-college life.

Bok is on solid ground when he 
notes that most colleges simply 
don’t see a need to get serious 
about change. At the root of the 
problem is the fact that “presi-
dents today are preoccupied with 
other matters — raising money, 
balancing budgets, and dealing 
with trustees, alumni, government 
officials, community groups, and 
other interested constituencies.”

As for the subordinate admin-
istrators, they’re “inclined to con-
centrate on keeping things running 
smoothly rather than start a major 
effort at academic reform.”

And the faculty? They think 
they’re doing a great job and don’t 
want to change anything.

All of those criticisms are right 
on the mark.

Ill-prepared and disengaged 
students already swell the dropout 
numbers, so how can colleges suc-
ceed in graduating lots of weaker 
and less academically engaged 
ones? 

The roots of academic under-
achievement are in broken families 

and a culture that puts little value 
on schooling. No amount of reform 
in our colleges can solve those 
deep problems.

Liberals like Bok always look 
for top-down solutions to such 
problems — but the only hope 
of amelioration is to change the 
underlying social conditions so 
people’s incentives lead them to 
take education seriously.

Colleges, and indeed our entire 
educational system, will change 
when more Americans demand 
education rather than schooling 
and credentialing.

Many students, from the in-
ner-city dropout to the fun-loving 
suburban kid, don’t really want 
education. No reforms are going 
to keep colleges from taking their 
money and letting them waste 
their time. 

America’s low educational 
attainment isn’t so much the fault 
of our colleges, but the fault of our 
students. That’s the key point Bok 
misses.

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

Toddlers with tablets are 
trendy. So long, stacking 
and playing; Tapping and 

swiping are the shiny skills of ear-
ly childhood. As apps, platforms, 
and streamed content proliferate, 
parents and educators are left to 
ponder how screen media impact 
early learning. Does media im-
mersion inspire bursts of tech-
no-genius? Or does it set kids up 
for learning delays? Answers are 
just emerging, with concerning 
implications for children’s speech 
development, impulse control, 
school readiness, and more.

One thing we know for sure: 
Young children are mad for mobile 
media. The time they spend with 
mobile devices has tripled since 
2013, according to Common Sense 
Media’s 2017 Zero to Eight study, 
and now accounts for one-third of 
all media time. Personal owner-
ship of devices has rocketed up: 42 
percent of children 8 and younger 
have their own tablets, up from 7 

percent in 2013.    
Media time is still limited for 

children younger than 2, who 
average 42 minutes daily with 
screens, the study shows. But 
children morph into mini media 
mavens in late toddlerhood and 
beyond: 2- to 4-year-olds consume 
more than 2 1/2 hours of screen 
media daily; 5- to 8-year-olds, 
nearly three hours. Low-income 
children 8 and younger post the 
highest averages, consuming al-
most 3 1/2 hours of screen media 
daily.

These are big numbers for little 
people. What might the impacts 
be? New research led by Catherine 
Birken, presented at the 2017 Pe-
diatric Academic Societies Meet-

Why is reforming our colleges such a struggle?

EDUCATION
Screen media and the evidence on early learning

The roots of academic 
underachievement 
are in broken families 
and a culture that 
puts little value on 
schooling. No amount 
of reform in our 
colleges can solve 
those deep problems.

GEORGE LEEF
COLUMNIST

KRISTEN BLAIR
COLUMNIST

Imagination Library, a book gift-
ing program for low-income chil-
dren ages 0 to 5. In Durham, Book 
Harvest’s Book Babies program 
offers literacy resources, tips, and 
books to families of Medicaid-el-
igible preschool children. During 
a child’s infancy and preschool 
years, Book Babies conducts 
10-plus home visits, providing 
literacy coaching and delivering 
age-appropriate books. Children 
begin kindergarten with a home 
library of 100 books.  

“Our goal is kindergarten read-
iness,” says Meytal Barak, Book 
Babies team leader. Book Babies’ 
nonprescriptive curriculum 
emphasizes early literacy goals, 
such as daily reading and rhym-
ing games. One goal, says Barak, 
is avoiding screens for a child’s 
first three years and minimizing 
screens thereafter. Newly released 
results from a pilot study, con-
ducted by Duke’s Center for Child 
and Family Policy, show Book Ba-
bies children scored significantly 
higher than comparison children 
on a test of preliteracy skills. 

Bring on the books for those 
babies, toddlers, and preschoolers. 
It’s the devices and tablets that 
need a time-out.  

 
Kristen Blair is a Chapel Hill-based 
education writer.
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ing, reveals a link between early, 
intensive mobile screen time and 
speech delays. Each 30-minute 
uptick in very young children’s use 
of mobile devices was associated 
with a 49 percent increase in risk 
for expressive speech delays. 

Too much television, a perenni-
al kid favorite, jeopardizes school 
readiness skills. A 2017 study by 
Andrew Ribner, published in the 
Journal of Developmental and Be-
havioral Pediatrics, links two-plus 
hours of daily TV viewing with di-
minished math skills and reduced 
executive function, especially 
for low-income children. Exec-
utive function, according to the 
American Academy of Pediatrics, 
encompasses impulse control, 
self-regulation, and mental flexi-
bility — essential classroom skills.  

Sensing the need for updat-
ed guidance, the AAP released 
new media recommendations 
in 2016. Children younger than 
18-24 months should avoid screen 
media; 2- to 5-year-olds shouldn’t 
exceed one hour daily. School-age 
children benefit from a family 
media plan outlining expectations 
and limits.

Time matters. But enforcing 
time limits, while good, isn’t suffi-
cient. Restoring better things that 
screen media replace — interac-
tions with adults, hands-on play, 

Each 30-minute 
uptick in very 
young children’s 
use of mobile 
devices was 
associated with 
a 49 percent 
increase in risk 
for expressive 
speech delays. 
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Reformation’s political impact felt 500 years later
RELIGION

MARTIN LUTHER. Oct. 31 marked the 500th anniversary of the day Martin Luther is said to have 
nailed his theses challenging the Catholic Church’s practice of selling indulgences to a church 
door, a starting point of the Reformation. 

FIL
E P

HO
TO

Five hundred years after 
German monk Martin Luther 
launched what became the 
Protestant Reformation, his 
actions still exert a profound 
effect on the world. That effect 
includes a major impact on 
modern-day American political 
debates. Michael Gillespie, 
professor of political science 
and philosophy at Duke 
University, explained that 
impact in an Oct. 30 speech for 
the John Locke Foundation’s 
Shaftesbury Society. He shared 
themes from the speech during 
a conversation with Mitch 
Kokai for Carolina Journal 
Radio.

Michael Gillespie 
Professor
Duke University

MK: First of all, before 
we get into how this 
has [affected] American 
political and philosophical 
debates, remind us just 
how significant an impact 
this event had: Martin 
Luther supposedly nailing 
the 95 Theses on the door 
in Wittenberg. 

MG: We know now that he 
probably didn’t nail them on 
the door, but it is fascinating 
because within three weeks 
of his having published 
the 95 Theses, they were 
known all the way across 
Europe. Part of this is just an 
indication of the new power 
of the media, which is to say 
the printing press. We’ve 
seen some of that again 
today, with the rapidity 
with which news travels 
from one place to another. 
But for Europe, this was the 
first European-wide event 
that really was occasioned 
by the publication of these 
95 Theses, which turned an 
obscure German monk into a 
historical figure.     

MK: And after he 
published these theses 
and got all the attention, 
and we ended up seeing 
the Reformation, one of 
the things that you talk 
about in your presentation 
is the way that different 
strains of this thought 
moved around to various 
countries and ended up 
coming to impact America 
in more than one way.

MG: Well, yes. And we 
think of our own differences 
between secularism and 
evangelicalism, for example, 
and we imagine that they 
come from two different 
sources when, in fact, you 
can trace them all back to 
Luther’s 95 Theses in a kind 
of strange way. Partly, that 
is the distinction between 
what we sometimes call the 
“Magisterial Reformation” 
and the “Radical Reforma-
tion.”  

The Magisterial Reforma-
tion, which includes Luther, 
Calvin, and Zwingli, went 
off in one direction that real-
ly imagined an omnipotent 
God, who could do anything, 
but diminished the capacity 
for human freedom being 
able to affect one’s theo-
logical fate. The Radical 
Reformation, by contrast, 
really wanted to emphasize 
human freedom and the role 

that human beings could 
play in determining their 
own lives.  

Over time, as you trace 
out the various paths of 
these things, we’re prone 
to think that the Magis-
terial Reformation was 
central and important for 
us because it does help to 
explain religion that we see 
around us today. But, in fact, 
without understanding the 
Radical Reformation, and 
particularly the role that 
freedom played within the 
Radical Reformation, it’s 
hard to understand what 
happened to Protestantism. 

So Protestantism today, 
for the most part, even 
among evangelicals, is 
imagined to be a religion in 
which people have a choice 
about whether to stand with 
Christ or not.  

The Magisterial Reform-
ers, Calvin and Luther, 
certainly didn’t believe that. 
That had a lot to do with 
the intervening history, par-
ticularly Jacobus Arminius, 
the Wesleys, the origins of 
Methodism and Baptism. On 
the other hand, within the 
Radical Reformation, there 
were strong concerns about 
the role that Christ actually 
played in the Godhead. As 
a result, the relationship 
between man and God, and 
particularly between man 
and Christ — should Christ 
be seen as a transcendent 
God, or should Christ be 

seen as pre-eminently a 
moral model on which we 
should model our behavior?  

Within the Radial Ref-
ormation, and particularly 
among the anti-Trinitarians, 
the Quakers and others, the 
notion of inner light, the 
role of reason, played a huge 
role. And we know now that 
John Locke, after whom the 
foundation is named, was, 
in fact, probably a Socinian, 
an anti-Trinitarian, who 
believed that reason and 
reason’s God alone was suffi-
cient for us to lead our moral 
and religious lives.  

Insofar as he became the 
founder of what we think 
of as “classical liberalism,” 
and one of the pre-eminent 
forms of secular life, we see 
that transferred into Amer-
ica through a number of his 
writings. 

But also through the 
continuation of anti-Trini-
tarians coming to the United 
States, then called “Uni-
tarians,” and particularly 
Joseph Priestley, the very 
famous scientist, … was 
friends with Jefferson, with 
Franklin, and with Washing-
ton, and during that period 
of the American founding 
had a profound impact upon 
their thinking about religion 
and politics.  

In the 1820s, with the 
Second Great Awakening, 
we saw a counterpunch to 
that from Calvinism. You 
know, that has, in a way, 

shaped the American land-
scape ever since, the secular 
view of religion and life and 
a more Calvinist view of 
evangelicalism. 

What’s so interesting to 
me is that both of them, in 
a certain sense, derive from 
Luther and have shaped 
the way in which we think 
about the world, for better 
and for worse, and that this 
religious conflict remains 
essential to everything we 
think about American life.  

MK: … Among our listeners 
who would not consider 
themselves particularly 
religious, or even spiritual, 
they say, “This religious 
stuff, it doesn’t really 
matter to me. It doesn’t 
have much of an impact 
on my life.” How much of 
this really does impact 
the things that people are 
dealing with day in and 
day out, in terms of the 
politics and philosophy?

MG: I think at the core — 
and there are a number of 
people that have attacked 
religion as the source of ev-
erything that goes wrong in 
human life — they consider 
themselves secular, anti-re-
ligious. In point of fact, 
almost all of them believe in 
some version of the Chris-
tian message, even if they 
don’t believe in Christ.  

And one of the examples 
I like to use on that is the 

whole idea of rights. You 
know, we imagine that 
rights are something in-
trinsic to human beings. It’s 
written in our Declaration of 
Independence. It’s assumed 
by the Constitution. The Bill 
of Rights specifies the rights 
that we have. 

But we imagine it has 
foundation beyond merely 
our own making, rooted 
either in nature or nature’s 
God, as Jefferson put it. 

In point of fact, almost all 
of modern science denies 
the existence of individual 
human rights, right? What 
matters, if you believe in 
modern biology, is not the 
individual, but species.  

What I tried to show in 
my previous book, The Theo-
logical Origins of Modernity, 
and in the current book I’m 
working on, which is going 
to be called The Theological 
Fate of Modernity, is that 
things like rights are really 
a holdover from Christian-
ity, and that they’re deeply 
embedded in our psyche in 
ways that we don’t under-
stand and that are essential-
ly Christian. 

Now, Muslims understand 
this because when you 
tell them that they ought 
to honor human rights, 
they see that as a West-
ern imposition, because 
they recognize that it’s a 
Christian notion, and not 
something compatible with 
their religion.

We think of our 
own differences 
between 
secularism and 
evangelicalism, 
for example, 
and we imagine 
that they 
come from 
two different 
sources when, 
in fact, you can 
trace them all 
back to Luther’s 
95 Theses in a 
kind of strange 
way.

Listen to this and other 
interviews online:

www.carolinajournal.com/radio
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This interview was edited for 
clarity and space.

RIGHTS & REGULATION
Charlotte-based makeup artist challenges N.C. licensing law

Jasna Bukvic-Bhayani 
wanted to open a makeup 
artistry school, but the 
N.C. Board of Cosmetic Art 
Examiners wouldn’t allow 
it unless she agreed to 
teach esthetics and bought 
thousands of dollars worth of 
unrelated equipment. Now, 
along with the Institute for 
Justice, Bukvic-Bhayani is suing 
the board. Carolina Journal 
Associate Editor Lindsay 
Marchello sat down with 
Bukvic-Bhayani to talk about 
her experience with makeup 
artistry in North Carolina and 
how occupational licensing got 
in the way of her dreams. 

JASNA BUKVIC-BHAYANI. Esthetician Jasna Bukvic-Bhayani is suing the N.C. Board of Cosmetic Examiners because it won’t let her 
open a school to teach hobbyists how to apply makeup. 
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LM: Tell me about how you 
got involved with makeup 
artistry in North Carolina. 
Talk about your experience 
with makeup school?

JBB: I actually went to 
esthetic school in North Car-
olina. Esthetic school covers 
parts of makeup artistry, but 
it was just not enough for 
me to learn all of the tricks 
[of the] trade. Really the 
only way to do that here if 
you want to is to work for a 
counter or like MAC. You’ve 
seen them at the mall be-
fore. Those are the only way 
you can learn more about 
makeup, and they are able to 
train you because they sell 
products. So there isn’t any 
school just for makeup, so I 
decided to open up a school 
of my own and focus on just 
makeup artistry. The school 
would focus on playing with 
colors and just teaching 
people about how to apply 
makeup, and students being 
able to have a career and 
work for themselves like 
freelancers and not have 
to go to esthetics school or 
cosmetology. They could 
just take a class and be OK. 
That was when we actually 
got into a problem with the 
state. Someone on Facebook 
actually reported me, and 
they came in and told me I 
would have to be shut down, 
that I can’t open my school. 
It is crazy that you have 
to take this class for nine 
months just to learn makeup 
and you don’t even learn 
about it. 

LM:  Tell me about the 
curriculum in esthetic 
school? 

JBB: So, esthetics school 
was basically everything 
about the skin and skin care: 
waxing, facials, chemical 
peels, microdermabrasion, 
oxygen facials, so nothing 
that has to do with makeup. 
There is a part that covers 
it, but that’s just basic colors 
and anatomy of the face, but 
that’s it. You can’t match it, 
you don’t learn how to do 
eyebrows. It just didn’t cover 
enough.

LM: How long did it take 
you to go through the 
courses? How much did it 
cost?

JBB: Six months. It cost 
about $8,000 to go to school. 
That’s on the cheaper side. 
It goes up from there. 

LM: When you came up 
with the idea for a makeup 
school, did you have any 
idea the board would come 
knocking?

JBB: I had no idea. I re-
searched and tried to read 
some stuff about it, but it 
was all vague, so I couldn’t 
really figure out whether I 
could do it or not. I decided 
to get on social media and 
see how many people would 
be interested in the school 
without really getting set 
up right away. We got a 
lot of attention and a lot 
of students interested, 
including some estheticians 
and cosmetologists. One 
of the clients, or one of the 
girls saw the post and was 
upset about it and reported 
me. I didn’t know that would 
happen. 

LM: What was it like when 
the board investigator 
came to see you? 

JBB: She came in, and all 
of my staff was there at the 
time, so she took all of their 
licenses and was not going 
to leave until I got there. 
We all thought it was an 
inspection, like a regular 
salon inspection. Everybody 
was calling me, so I came 
in and we sat down in our 
conference room. She was 
just telling me that I had 
been reported and that she 
was doing an investigation 

saying I had a school I was 
operating and it’s illegal. I 
didn’t understand, so I asked 
her questions. 

There are schools through 
Groupon or LivingSo-
cial, makeup schools and 
classes, there [are] YouTube 
tutorials, there is MAC, 
so you have this going on 
everywhere, and, granted, 
all these freelance make-
up artists — most are not 
licensed. They didn’t go 
to esthetics or cosmetol-
ogy school, and they do 
TV shows and Broadway. 
There’s so many things that 
they do, but it’s not illegal. I 
was so confused and tried to 
find a way so we could still 
have the school, and she 
just told me that I couldn’t. 

There’s no way I can do it. It 
is not possible unless I open 
up a cosmetology or esthetic 
school, which would require 
a whole new setup and 
licensing.

LM: What are some of 
those requirements?

JBB: The board wanted 
me to open up an esthetic 
school, and I would have to 
have a building zoning and 
have it in the right place. 
With that said, it would 
have to have individual, 
private rooms, which, for 
a makeup artist, you don’t 
need separate rooms or 
that kind of privacy. Every 
room would need a sink, 
which requires plumbing. 
A lot of times it is hard to 
find a space where you can 
have a sink in every room. 
The requirements include 
equipment like stables — we 
use chairs for makeup artist 
— it would include lamps, 
steamers, and just basic 
equipment, which would 
require a lot of money. 

LM: How did you come to 
the decision to sue the 
board? 

JBB: I was just really mad 
and pissed off. I thought 
it was just neglect. The 
inspector mentioned I could 
appear before the board 
and try to change the law, 
so I asked her if there was 

anyone else before that had 
done that. She said a few 
people tried, but nothing 
happened. I think it was just 
so neglectful. That field has 
really perfected itself these 
days, like makeup artists 
are not what they used to 
be. They are so talented and 
skilled without knowing 
how to do facials or hair. 
They just have a skill of 
their own. I thought that 
was a great idea, and I want-
ed to find out how we can 
separate the law and really 
have makeup artists have 
their own identity. 

LM: How did you get 
involved with the Institute 
for Justice? 

JBB: There was a case that 
I found online, and it was 
in Nevada. It was the same 
situation. A makeup artist 
attempted to open up a 
school, and she was shut 
down. She went against 
[the board], and she won the 
lawsuit. 

I did some research and 
found out who the lawyers 
were representing her, and I 
reached out to them and told 
them that I had the same 
problem. I asked if they 
would take it, and they did. 
Working with IJ has been 
amazing. They are so great, 
and they are so knowledge-
able. They are so invested in 
our case. The support from 
them is awesome. 

I was just really 
mad and pissed 
off. I thought it 
was just neglect. 
The inspector 
mentioned I 
could appear 
before the board 
and try to change 
the law, so I 
asked her if there 
was anyone else 
before that had 
done that.

INTERVIEW

Jasna Bukvic-Bhayani
Makeup Artist
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Who says Republi-
cans and Democrats 
can't do good things 

together?
Discussions are under way 

between leaders of both parties 
in Congress seeking positive 
reforms in our criminal justice 
system. This may be an outlier 
— an opportunity for Repub-
lican and Democrats, conser-
vatives and liberals to bring 
new hope to people who need it 
while enhancing public safety 
and saving tax dollars in the 
process.

But even if it's a one-off, it's 
encouraging. And needed.

Two of North Carolina's most 
prominent federal officials head 
the charge.

The most recent development, 
reported by William Douglas of 
McClatchy newspapers, said N.C. 
Rep. Mark Walker, a Republican 
from the 6th District and chair-
man of the powerful Republican 
Study Committee, has joined on 
the issue with Rep. Cedric Rich-
mond, the Louisiana Democrat 
who chairs the Congressional 
Black Caucus.

"Richmond and Walker agree 
the current criminal justice sys-
tem negatively impacts families, 
particularly in communities of 
color, costs the federal gov-
ernment too much money, and 
does little to reduce the rate of 
recidivism," the story said.

Walker said they hope to 
introduce legislation dealing 
with, for example, excessive 
mandatory sentencing policies 
in federal prisons, quite possi-
bly for low-level, nonviolent 
offenders.

On the other side of the 
Capitol, U.S. Sen. Thom Tillis 
has kept criminal justice reform 
among the top of his concerns. 
Early last year, Tillis introduced 
a bill modeled on many of the 
changes in North Carolina's 
2011 Justice Reinvestment Act 
— legislation Tillis personally 
championed as the new speaker 
of the state House.

As Carolina Journal reported at 
the time, his bill "would reduce 
prison sentences for certain 
nonviolent drug offenders while 
increasing prison terms for 
violent criminals and adding 
two new mandatory minimum 
sentences."

The Justice Reinvestment Act 
and other reforms — including 
the plan compensating the 
surviving victims of the state's 
horrific eugenics program and 
a new law raising the age many 
low-level juvenile offenders 
must enter the adult corrections 
system — have demonstrated 
bipartisan leadership at a time 
it's sorely lacking.

The changes have provided 
opportunities for low-level 
lawbreakers who've done their 
time and pose no further threat 
to others to rejoin mainstream 
society, become productive 
members of their communities, 
and be role models for other 
troubled people in similar cir-
cumstances.

Unfortunately, the Trump 
administration — in particular, 
Attorney General Jeff Sessions 
— wants nothing to do with 
these changes. Sessions has 
called for an expansion of harsh 
mandatory sentencing for drug 
offenses, even for simple pos-
session or use; he's revived civ-
il-asset forfeiture, the heinous 
process allowing police to seize 
property and cash from people 
who are suspected of crimes but 
not convicted of them; and he's 
reversed the Obama adminis-
tration's policy letting local law 
enforcement deal with low-level 
drug offenses in states that 
have legalized marijuana for 
medical or recreational purpos-
es (a form of "don't ask, don't 
tell" for pot in the states where 
it's legal).

Walker and Tillis are de-
fending a sound, conservative 
principle: Throwing more mon-
ey at a problem may not solve 
it — and can make it worse. 
Let's hope these aisle-crossing 
overtures result in safer, more 
efficient criminal-justice poli-
cies. And perhaps open the door, 
just a crack, for more productive 
bipartisan actions.

SINCE THE ELECTION of Republi-
can legislative majorities in 2010, 
charter schools have enjoyed a 
winning streak of pro-charter 
legislation and policy. Those 
victories included the remov-
al of the 100-school cap, more 
generous allowances for grade 
and enrollment expansion, and a 
much-improved charter applica-
tion and approval process. While 
some concerns have not been 
addressed, the charter school 
movement is in a better place 
now than a decade ago.

But success often leads to 
complacency, and I fear that 
the charter school movement in 
North Carolina has become much 
too comfortable for its own good.

Indeed, a wave election in 2018 
may put hard-fought gains at risk. 
As PolitiFact notes, the “presiden-
tial party’s loss of seats further 
down the ballot is one of the 
most ironclad rules of American 
politics.” So it was no surprise 
that at least 15 seats in the Vir-
ginia House of Delegates flipped 
from Republican to Democratic in 
elections held last month. That 
outcome may be a preview of 
what’s to come next year in North 
Carolina.

One may dismiss these threats 
as simply the musings of a 
Chicken Little or Chuckie Finster. 
Of course, one can find charter 
opponents, proponents, and ag-
nostics on both sides of the aisle. 
And there is no way to know if 
scores of charter foes will prevail 
in legislative races next year. 
Given the uncertainty, however, 
would it not be more sensible for 
charter school leaders to begin to 
prepare for the possibility now, 
rather than play defense with a 
state legislature that is suddenly 
replete with elected officials who 
are not fond of school choice?

That said, I do not believe that 
most charter school opponents 
want to revert to the 100-school 
cap on charters. Closing schools 
through legislative diktat would 
be unpopular and unwise. They 
are, however, eager to impose ad-
ditional regulations on charters.

Ideas that have circulat-
ed through the years include 
state-imposed mandates that 

would require charter schools 
to provide transportation and 
participate in the federal school 
lunch program. Some believe that 
the state should compel charter 
schools to account for applicants’ 
demographic characteristics 
when conducting enrollment 
lotteries. Districts with a large 
concentration of charter schools 
may demand that lawmakers 
impose market-share-based caps 
on enrollment growth. For charter 
opponents and skeptics, the holy 
grail would be the transfer of 
charter governance to local school 
boards, an idea mentioned in a 
News & Observer charter school 
forum in late October.

In fact, I suspect the recent 
series of charter school articles 
published by the News & Observer 
in anticipation of the forum was 
designed, in part, to make a case 
for a stronger regulatory regime. 
For example:

 » If charters are “richer and 
whiter,” then compel them to 
provide transportation, partici-
pate in the federal school lunch 
program, and use weighted 
enrollment practices.

 » If it is a problem that charter 
management companies “can 
turn a profit running public 
schools” and “charter school 
backers” support Republican 

candidates, put local school 
boards in charge of charter 
operations and governance.

 » If the concentration of charters 
“changed one school district,” 
cap the number of students 
from any one county who may 
enroll.

These regulations would simply 
hasten the transformation of 
charter schools into institutions 
that resemble district schools so 
closely that all meaningful dis-
tinctions between them, save the 
school name, disappear.  Those 
would be the lucky ones.  Many 
schools may not be fortunate 
enough to survive the regulatory 
rout.

The bottom line is that, while 
the growth of the charter school 
movement has been impressive, 
a motivated and well-funded op-
position is working to undermine 
the efforts by pushing for expan-
sive regulatory requirements, 
finding ways to limit the flow of 
state and local funds to charters, 
and using the mainstream media 
to undermine the credibility of 
charter school operators and 
advocates.

Fortunately, North Carolina 
is filled with passionate charter 
school leaders, professionals, and 
parents. But if they hope to pre-
serve their hard-fought gains and 
continue to grow the movement, 
charters need to come together 
to create a strong, unified, and 
politically active voice that will 
work on behalf of the movement 
that many of us have worked so 
tirelessly to advance. Otherwise, 
they may find that the indepen-
dence and regulatory freedom 
that they enjoyed as a charter 
school whisked away by the 
protectors of the establishment 
system.

Criminal justice reform 
offers rare chance for 

bipartisan success

EDITORIAL

COMMENTARY
Complacency puts N.C. charter 

school movement at risk

DR. TERRY STOOPS
VICE PRESIDENT FOR RESEARCH 
JOHN LOCKE FOUNDATION

MARK WALKER
R-NORTH CAROLINA 

CEDRIC RICHMOND
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While the growth of 
the charter school 
movement has 
been impressive, a 
motivated and well-
funded opposition is 
working to undermine 
the efforts.
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WITH THE national debate 
about tax reform heating 
up, you’ll be hearing a 
lot about the difference 
between marginal and 
average tax rates. It’s 
an important distinc-
tion — and the concept 
doesn’t just apply to taxes. 
Post-secondary education 
is another area where the 
“fallacy of the average” 
often rears its problematic 
head.

To put it simply, what is 
true “on average” does not 
necessarily provide useful 
guidance about what will 
happen, or what one ought 
to do, in a particular case.

Two American Enter-
prise Institute scholars, 

Mark Schneider and 
Rooney Columbus, have 
produced a fascinating 
study that illustrates the 
effect in the education mar-
kets of three states: Florida, 
Texas, and Tennessee.

On average, students 
who pursue and earn bach-
elor’s degrees certainly do 
have higher lifetime in-
comes than those who earn 
associate degrees, who in 
turn make more money 
than those who get post-
high school certificates, 
who in turn make more 
money than those whose 
formal education ends with 
high school.

But these relationships 
between averages don’t 

necessarily mean that any 
specific person would be 
better off economically by 
forgoing community col-
lege or the working world 
and enrolling in a universi-
ty. Circumstances matter. 
More important, students 
don’t get an “average” 
bachelor’s degree. They 
get degrees in particular 

subjects from particu-
lar schools. It turns out 
there’s a wide variation in 
post-graduation earnings, a 
variation that is masked by 
“average” lifetime incomes.

For some careers and 
individuals, it makes more 
sense to pursue less-expen-
sive education or training 
at community colleges. 
One report estimated that 
28 percent of holders of 
associate degrees have 
higher incomes than the 
median income of those 
with bachelor’s degrees.

In their own study, 
Schneider and Columbus 
looked at careers with the 
highest rates of return 
on investment. Many of 

them required community 
college, not university 
training. Boosting per-
sonal incomes and the 
overall economy aren’t the 
sole purposes of higher 
education, or even the 
most important ones. The 
study of arts and sciences 
has great intrinsic value 
(although it need not 
occur in expensive campus 
settings). For many young 
people deciding what to do 
after high school, however, 
career preparation is a high 
priority. They shouldn’t let 
the fallacy of the aver-
age obscure what North 
Carolina’s ubiquitous and 
impressive community 
colleges have to offer.

I’m a conservative without a 
conversion story. Plenty of 
others have such a tale — they 

read a certain book, had a certain 
teacher, or somehow became 
disenchanted with their previous, 
left-leaning views.

If the conversion happened to 
them as adults, after first being 
politically active as a progressive, 
socialist, or communist, they were 
called neoconservatives. One of the 
most prominent, Irving Kristol, fa-
mously defined a neoconservative 
as “a liberal who has been mugged 
by reality” and a neoliberal as “a 
liberal who got mugged by reality 
but has not pressed charges.”

I only got mugged once, while 
working as a magazine reporter in 
Washington, and I was already a 
conservative. It was an attempted 
mugging, actually, because I hap-
pened to be carrying a synthesizer 
in a heavy case, it proved to be a 
handy weapon to swing, and the 
would-be mugger was either drunk 
or stoned out of his mind.

But Kristol wasn’t really talking 
about crime as a political issue, 
of course, although the rise of 
criminality and social disorder 
during the 1960s, 1970s, and 
1980s was a factor that propelled 
some Americans into the modern 
conservative movement. What 
bound the disparate elements of 
that movement together was the 
existence of critically important 
and inescapable realities — such 
as what the free-market economist 
Thomas Sowell later described as 
the “constrained vision” of human 
nature, as distinguishable from the 
“unconstrained vision” of would-
be social engineers.

Both here in North Carolina and 
around the country, the modern 
conservative movement is an 
alliance of what used to be called 
traditionalism and what used to be 
called liberalism. Traditionalists 
believed there are fundamental 
truths and virtues, either revealed 
by God or confirmed by millennia 
of human history, that ought to 
guide human action.

Classical liberals didn’t neces-
sarily disagree with that premise, 
actually. But they elevated the 
principle of freedom to the top of 
the list — the right of individuals 
to make decisions for themselves 
above the power of the state to 
take their property and control 
their lives.

Traditionalists valued freedom, 

as well, but observed that individ-
uals aren’t born as human atoms 
who later, voluntarily, form human 
molecules. We are born into fam-
ilies and communities, and thus 
into a thick and complex web of 
social obligations. Many tradition-
alists, then, defined freedom in 
communitarian terms, as “ordered 
liberty.” Classical liberals empha-
sized the right of the individual 
to make decisions, even if the 
results dismayed their neighbors or 
injured themselves.

When cultural critics, libertari-
ans, and anti-communists forged 
the modern conservative move-
ment in America during the 20th 
century, they were reacting to the 
threatening rise of populism, pro-
gressivism, and socialism. It was a 

case of longtime rivals, traditional-
ists and classical liberals, forming 
first an alliance of mutual need and 
then, through fits and starts, forg-
ing a more systematic integration 
of their ideas.

The result wasn’t a catechism. 
It was and remains messy and 
incomplete. There are areas of 
disagreement and differences in 
emphasis. But the various strands 
of modern conservativism have 
enough in common to work togeth-
er — and what they have in com-
mon, for the most part, is a belief 
that governmental power should 
be minimized so that freedom can 
be maximized.

Why? Because it is in the nature 
of humans to thrive, in the long 
run, when they are free to make 
their own decisions, rather than 
being compelled to comply with 
some central plan. The empirical 
evidence for this proposition is 
massive and constantly growing.

For example, a recent peer-re-
viewed study by North Dakota 
State University economist Jeremy 
Jackson employed the Fraser 
Institute’s Economic Freedom of 
North America Index and a set of 
survey data on life satisfaction. All 
other things being equal, states 
with lower taxes, smaller budgets, 
and fewer regulations had a higher 
share of happy residents than did 
those with expansive, expensive 
governments. 

My conservative colleagues and 
I here in North Carolina fight for 
freedom not as an abstraction but 
as a practical tool for promoting 
opportunity, progress, happiness, 
and virtue. And we welcome con-
verts to the cause.

COMMENTARY BY JOHN HOOD
Carolina tax 
reform sets 
the pace

Why we fight for freedom

Community college delivers real value
EDUCATION

28 percent of holders 
of associate degrees 
have higher incomes 
than the median 
income of those with 
bachelor’s degrees.

LIFE SATISFACTION. States with lower taxes, smaller budgets, and fewer 
regulations have a higher share of happy residents.

NORTH CAROLINA already has 
accomplished what Republicans in 
Washington want to pass — his-
toric tax reform that caps or elimi-
nates special-interest deductions, 
cuts tax rates, and encourages 
investment, business formation, 
and job creation.

The process began in 2011, 
after the GOP took charge of both 
chambers of the legislature. While 
then-Democratic Gov. Bev Perdue 
wanted to preserve a “temporary” 
sales tax increase costing North 
Carolinians nearly $1 billion a year, 
legislators refused. They prevailed.

With Republican Gov. Pat Mc-
Crory’s election in 2012, legislative 
leaders had an ally rather than an 
adversary on tax reform. The ensu-
ing 2013 tax bill initiated reforms 
that have continued to reduce tax 
burdens by both cutting rates and 
increasing standard deductions.

The net effect was to save North 
Carolina taxpayers about $5 billion 
from 2013 to 2017. By 2022, the 
projected savings will approach 
$10 billion.

Politicians and activists often 
assume that corporate taxes just 
bite corporate shareholders. In the 
short run, investors may well bear 
most of the cost when corporate 
taxes go up. But markets soon 
adjust. Investors can move their 
money fairly easily from high-tax 
to low-tax jurisdictions. Customers 
often can do the same.

Before 2013, North Carolina 
imposed a 6.9 percent tax on corpo-
rate income attributed to the state. 
By 2019, thanks to tax reform, 
that rate is scheduled to fall to 2.5 
percent. That’s one of the lowest 
rates in the country. In Washing-
ton, both the House and Senate 
tax plans seek to follow in North 
Carolina’s footsteps by dramatical-
ly reducing the tax rate on corpo-
rate income. There are many other 
features of the plans — some good, 
some not-so-good — but in fiscal 
terms the net effects aren’t large. 
The real action will be slashing 
the corporate rate to 20 percent, a 
move likely to induce substantial 
flows of capital into America.

While reforming and cutting 
taxes, North Carolina has kept a lid 
on spending growth. Indeed, our 
government sector grew slower 
than the national average from 
2013 to 2016 while North Carolina’s 
private-sector economy grew faster 
than the national average.

Our state has set a good exam-
ple. Federal politicians should 
follow it.
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While I don’t consider my-
self an expert on North 
Carolina’s laws govern-

ing alcohol, I do think I’m pretty 
well-informed.

But the other day I learned 
something I probably should have 
known, considering my research 
on the subject.

No bar, grill, brasserie, bistro, or 
restaurant in North Carolina can 
have “Happy Hour,” which I — I’m 
also thinking I’m not alone here — 
always perceived as commonplace 
and perfunctory.

But not here.
Senate Bill 155, which the 

governor signed this past summer, 
eases some of the state’s onerous 
restrictions on alcohol, including 
giving restaurants the option — 
with local approval — to serve 
spirits beginning at 10 a.m. Sunday 
and allowing distillers to sell five 
bottles of their products after peo-
ple tour their facilities.

The bill gave distillers, brewers, 
and restaurants a big boost, for 
sure, but lawmakers removed from 
the measure other important pro-

visions, such as allowing distillers 
to sell directly to consumers online 
and allowing them to offer tastings 
of their products in state ABC 
stores.

The arguments against these 
provisions — I’m not forgetting the 
power of the ABC here — though 
mostly ideological, were misguid-
ed and missed the larger point: 
that loosening or eliminating 
regulations allows entrepreneurs 
to produce and the free market to 
flourish.

Opponents of happy hours argue 
many of the same points — binge 
drinking, more drunk drivers on 
the roads — yet these stifling rules 
reek of Prohibition-era ideals and 
an entrenched, immovable state 
system of state alcohol control.

This is not necessarily to criti-
cize the ABC, as some N.C. distillers 
prefer the uniform pricing and sin-
gle distribution point, among other 
attributes. Many, though, want it 
to go away, although that possibili-
ty isn’t close to imminent.

Still, these arcane rules over 
alcohol make little sense, especial-
ly in a country and economy built 
on capitalism and the freedom to 
choose. Why deny restaurateurs 
the chance to generate business 
and build a deeper base of custom-
ers, who may often have a drink 
and an appetizer and decide to stay 
for dinner?

The ABC, in fact, has its an-
swers, and it offers a handy fact 

sheet on the subject. Here are some 
tidbits:

Q: Does North Carolina have 
happy hour for alcohol? No. North 
Carolina ABC permitted establish-
ments may offer happy hour food 
specials only. ABC Rule 2S.0232 (b) 
states, “An on-premise permittee 
or his agent shall not give away 
a drink or sell the drink for any 
period of time less than one full 
business day.”

Q: Can a business reduce the price 
of drinks for only one segment of 
the population (i.e., ladies night) 
as long as it is for the full business 
day? No. ABC Rule 2S.0232 (b) 
further states, “Free or reduced 
drinks under this provision shall be 
offered to all customers, not just a 
segment of the population.”

Q: Can I advertise alcoholic 
beverages on my freestanding 
marquee located at the street? No. 
ABC Rule 2S.1008 (a), (b) requires 
all exterior advertising for alcohol 
to be on “a single nonmechanical 
sign,” attached to the building on 
the licensed premises. Additional 
requirements apply.

A dwindling handful of states 
have similar prohibitions, yet these 
rules — and the people who make 
and implement them — inhibit 
competition by forcing businesses 
into the one-size-fits-all category, 
as does the ABC system. The key-
word here is “control.”

Binge drinking and drunk driv-
ing are serious matters, and I don’t 

intend to minimize them.
But people are generally smarter 

about the perils associated with 
drinking and driving, and services 
such as Uber and Lyft give people 
an easy and inexpensive way 
home. As communities grew from 
within, people can walk to their 
favorite spots and leave their cars 
in the garage.

And though alcohol-im-
paired-driving fatalities increased 
by 1.7 percent from 2015 to 2016, 
accounting for 28 percent of 2016 
overall fatalities, the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Adminis-
tration says that’s the lowest per-
centage since 1982, when NHTSA 
started reporting alcohol data.

But it’s frustrating that regula-
tors and lawmakers often discount 
or ignore people’s ability to make 
rational decisions involving their 
very own lives.

Interestingly, the NHTSA, report 
says unrestrained passenger vehi-
cle occupant fatalities increased by 
4.6 percent, from 9,968 to 10,428. 
“[A]mong passenger vehicle 
occupants killed in 2016 who had 
known restraint use, almost half 
(48 percent) were unrestrained. For 
those passenger vehicle occupants 
who survived fatal crashes in 2016, 
only 14 percent were unrestrained 
compared to 48 percent who died.

We do have rules requiring seat 
belts. I did know that.

MOST PEOPLE engage to some de-
gree in trying to predict the future, 
and during the last couple of years 
I’ve engaged in some predicting of 
my own. Specifically, I’ve attempt-
ed to forecast what North Carolina 
will be like in 2050.   

The forecasts for our state have 
just been published in my new 
book, North Carolina Beyond the 
Connected Age: “The Tar Heel State 
in 2050,” published by the Univer-
sity of North Carolina Press. In an 
earlier book I looked at the state’s 
transformation during the final 
decades of the 20th century. In the 
new book I look ahead.

I divide the book into seven 
chapters — population, plac-
es, businesses, jobs, education, 
resources, and government. Here I 
give a highlight or two from each 

chapter, hoping to whet your appe-
tite for more.

Population: North Carolina’s 
population will grow from today’s 
10.2 million people to 13.4 million 
people by 2050. Two aspects 
to this growth stand out. First, 
the fastest-growing 
demographic group will 
be the elderly (65 years 
old and up), increasing 
their total population 
share from 13 percent 
in 2010 to more than 21 
percent in 2050.

Second, the state’s 
population growth 
will continue to rely 
on people moving here 
from other states. If 
this in-migration slows, 
population growth will 
be smaller.

Places: Four decades 
ago, North Carolina was a rural 
state. Today, North Carolina is a 
majority-urban state, and domi-
nance of metropolitan regions will 
likely increase in future decades. 
Indeed, some of our big-city 
counties, such as Wake (home of 

Raleigh) and Mecklenburg (home 
of Charlotte) could double in pop-
ulation between 2010 and 2050. In 
contrast, one-third of the state’s 
counties — mostly in rural regions 
— could lose population during 
those 40 years as jobs and workers 

are drawn to the bright 
lights of the big cities.

Business: The state’s 
technology sector 
emerged and developed 
in the past 40 years, and 
tech firms will have an 
even more prominent 
role in the future econ-
omy. Other growing 
businesses will include 
alternative energy, 
firms providing services 
to the expanding 
elderly population, and 
businesses engaged in 
international trade, like 

agriculture. Domestic manufac-
turing will expand, but the growth 
may be at the household — rather 
than factory — level using new 
3-D techniques. Time-starved 
higher-income households will 
make greater use of household 

management companies, and ar-
tisanship — think craft-anything 
— will grow as a counter to mass 
production.

Jobs: The number and kinds 
of jobs the state will have in the 
future are perhaps the two most 
uncertain predictions in my book. 
Alternative forecasts range from 
1 million additional jobs between 
now and 2050 to 500,000 fewer 
jobs. We know many jobs will be 
eliminated by technology. The big 
unknown is how many new jobs 
in new fields will be created to 
replace them.   

Many say the surest occupa-
tion for expansion is jobs in data 
management and analysis.  We’ll 
also need new workers to replace 
retirees in trades, such as electri-
cians and plumbers.

Education: With so much flux 
and uncertainty in the job market, 
education and training will be-
come even more important than in 
the past. Educational institutions 
will face four challenges: accom-
modating displaced workers who 
are retraining for new occupations, 
shifting educational resources to 

match changes in the job market, 
improving student achievement, 
and accomplishing these goals in a 
timely, cost-effective way.

Resources: A larger state 
population means significant 
increases for two key resources: 
power and water. The solution will 
be improvements in power and 
water efficiencies; that is, using 
less power and less water per 
person. The keys to achieving this 
will be proper pricing and uses of 
new technology — such as water 
recycling within homes.

Government: A big challenge 
for government will be avoiding 
a generational clash for resources 
between education for the young 
versus health care for the old. The 
state’s tax system also will have to 
be altered to conform to new ways 
people will earn.

There’s one firm conclusion: The 
future will be both exciting and 
challenging.

Michael Walden is a Reynolds 
Distinguished Professor at North 
Carolina State University.  He does 
not speak for the university. 
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MY OLDEST daughter is a 
single mom to three and a 
successful engineer in a top 
company. She understands 
the power of education and 
is fighting for the best op-
portunities for her children. 
My son and his wife, parents 
to my other two grandchil-
dren, are conservationists, 
and we argue about the 
appropriate level of govern-
ment intervention to protect 
the environment.  

I was puzzled about their 
passion until I spent some 
time on her family’s land on 
the New River in western 

Virginia. I get it now. My 
youngest daughter shares 
stories of her work as a 
mental-health therapist for 
abused and addicted kids. 
They face challenges that 
are hard to imagine, but, 
because of her dedication, 
they have hope.

We learn, support, and 
counsel each other. Our time 
together heals, energizes, 
and inspires me.

My mother turned 92 in 
October. Aside from a bout 
with breast cancer 15 years 
ago, a broken hip from a fall 
down my front steps — I 
am gripped with guilt but 
thankful I was with her — 
and a couple of spinal com-
pression fractures this year, 
she’s in good health. 

But it’s her mind and the 
wisdom of her conversation 
that inspire me.

She was born at the start 
of the Great Depression. Her 
father went for a pack of 

cigarettes and never came 
back, which left her mother 
to fend for herself and her 
three little girls. My grand-
mother took in laundry and 
did mending to supplement 
public assistance. When 
the girls were teenagers, a 
German immigrant working 
in the steel mills married my 
grandmother. He gave them 
love and stability and built 
furniture and a fish pond in 
the garden they all helped to 

plant. My grandmother died 
of malaria when my mother 
was 16. My grandfather ad-
opted the girls, taught them 
the value of hard work, and 
instilled personal respon-
sibility. He made sure they 
went to college. 

My mother married my 
dad, had me and then my 
brother. She raised us to 
respect everyone, to show 
kindness, to never turn 
down an opportunity to 
learn, and to appreciate 
what we had. She showed 
me there’s no shame in 
any kind of work, but only 
pride in a job well done. She 
taught us to read and to 
love books. She lost loved 
ones in World War II and 
Korea. She’s horrified by the 
atrocities of war, grateful for 
the leadership and sacri-
fices to protect and defend 
freedom and humbled by our 
veterans. She cries when 
visiting the memorials and 

gives generously to wound-
ed warriors and victims of 
natural disasters. 

She’s a registered Demo-
crat, an admirer of former 
Gov. Jim Hunt, and a fan of 
state Sen. Dan Blue. She vot-
ed for Trump, loves Charles 
Krauthammer, and reads 
George Will. She watches 
“The Five” and Rachel Mad-
dow regularly. Above all else, 
she likes good thinkers. She 
suffers no fools and will call 
you out when needed. Her 
hand is always extended, to 
help and instill confidence, 
but not dependency. Respect 
is earned.

My daughter says my 
mother is the glue that 
keeps our family together.  
She is. She teaches compas-
sion and respect for others, 
unending intellectual curi-
osity, appreciation for the 
value of education, respon-
sibility for yourself and the 
confidence that brings, and 

pride in what it means to be 
an American and to be free. 

I make my living reading, 
writing, and thinking about 
freedom and about oppor-
tunities brought via liberty 
and personal responsibility. 
I talk to decision makers 
and those involved in the 
never-ending fight for 
freedom. People say they do 
it for their grandchildren, 
and I do, too. But my mother 
drives my work and fuels my 
passion in the fight, and on 
her shoulders I stand. I owe 
this to her. The freedoms 
that I enjoy, and the oppor-
tunities I have are because 
of her and generations back 
to the founders. It’s my duty 
to ensure she’s honored and 
that her great-grandchildren 
understand what they have 
is because of those who 
came before us. May the 
blessings of my mother and 
those like her never be taken 
for granted.

I am a professor and, as you can 
imagine, spend a lot of time 
listening to professors.  Over 

the past decade — I’ve been at this 
for nearly a quarter of a century 
now — I’ve noticed many of my 
left-wing colleagues have adopted 
new language. It’s become perva-
sive and is now shaping the way 
students talk. Some of you have 
surely noticed its appearance in 
the media.

The language, created largely so 
its speakers can convey a perceived 
victimhood, has a number of prev-
alent phrases and terms. Let’s look 
at a few of them. One you hear all 
the time is this basic declaration 
or one of its many variants: “As an 
immigrant woman of color. …”  I 
could have used, “As a Hispanic 
gay man” or any number of other 
detailed descriptors of the speak-
ers’ demographic groupings.  

The goal of starting a sentence 
this way is to shut off those with 
an alternative view pre-emptively. 
It is to say that by virtue of my 
characteristics — most of which 
are, of course, an accident of birth 

and shape only some of my expe-
rience and knowledge — I have a 
perspective that you, with your 
different characteristics, cannot 
possibly understand and therefore 
critique in any reasonable way. 
Empirical and logical arguments 
are of no use here. Telling someone 
to “check your privilege” is a better 
way to do this. It is to proclaim an 
opponent’s position self-evidently 
inferior even if the topic of debate 
has absolutely nothing to do with 
the matter — usually race — that’s 
the subject of the alleged privi-
lege. It is an excuse not to think 
and engage. It even saves you the 
exhausting task of listing all the 
groups you’re a “member” of. 

 Those who make these state-
ments also assume demography 

is destiny. They see the world in 
primary colors rather than subtle 
hues. Life is about clashing clans, 
not striving individuals. They 
assert people are incapable of 
independent thought and personal 
aspirations. In progressives’ own 
words, they “dehumanize” us, 
stripping us of the individuality 
that makes us so alive, that makes 
us both wonderfully special and 
ordinary.  Perhaps I should start 
every sentence with “as a human 
being” — by which I would mean: 
“Hi! I’m unique and fallible. Let’s 
engage in a freewheeling discus-
sion about the world.”

The term “social justice” is also 
in vogue. To reasonable people 
social justice is a broad, some-
what ambiguous public good. 

Our society should be fair. What 
fairness means precisely and how 
we go about achieving justice are 
obviously matters for debate.  

American progressives see 
social justice differently. To them 
it has two strangely incongruous 
definitions. The first is specific. 
The world is inherently racist, and 
social justice can be thought of 
only in racial terms. This is “white 
supremacy” without, to use anoth-
er piece of abstruse jargon, its “in-
tersectionality,” meaning, I think, 
interaction with other demograph-
ic characteristics such as gender, 
sexual orientation, physical ability, 
socioeconomic status, etc.  

The second is a sort of creden-
tial, given to people committed to 
the fuzzy idea of social justice who 
would like a prize for recognizing 
how wonderful it is. Social justice 
clubs exist on college and high 
school campuses across the coun-
try. Kids join them not to engage 
in enlightened debate but because 
they are trendy and cleansing. 
Members view this as an emotive 
rather than intellectual pursuit. 
They assume the world is incred-
ibly unjust and, if they have the 
energy, get mad. If they are white 
or male or middle-class or straight 
or not an immigrant, there is the 
added bonus of atoning for sins. 
And there’s that useful resume line 
— which can be important given 
how college admissions and hiring 
practices work these days.

You hear the terms “hate” and 
“bigotry” a lot. The use of “bigotry” 
is particularly interesting. Today 
it’s used exclusively to describe 
someone with right-wing politics 
who others believe to be prejudicial 
of people in certain demographic 
groups, particularly racial minori-
ties.  An actual bigot is deeply 
and evidently intolerant toward 
people with different views. Once 
you realize that, you can see there 
are bigots all over the place — not 
least on the intransigent left.  

I don’t have space to discuss 
some of my favorites, such as 
“micro-aggressions” and “trigger 
warnings,” both of which are 
designed to restrict inquiry and 
broad-ranging debates, particu-
larly on college campuses. And 
there is the new one, “cultural 
appropriation,” which refers to 
the supposedly illegitimate use 
of the elements of one culture by 
someone who belongs to another 
— a kind of violation of collective 
intellectual property rights. So 
just as white women should take 
off their hoop earrings, as a white 
Protestant vertically challenged 
right-handed middle-aged native 
Englishman, I want you to stop 
speaking my language. 

Andy Taylor is a professor of political 
science at the School of International 
and Public Affairs at N.C. State 
University. He does not speak for the 
university. 
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Amazon Wind Meter
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City has said it will generate 670,000 megawatt hours annually, or about 
1,836 MWh each day. February 2017 was its first full month of operation.
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Gov. Roy Cooper’s job 
performance:

President Trump’s job 
performance:

Is the Russia investigation 
a serious matter or just 
politics?

Have you or someone close 
to you been impacted by 
opioid addiction?

How much attention is 
opioid use receiving?

● 49% APPROVE
● 30% DISAPPROVE
● 21% DON’T KNOW

● 37% APPROVE
● 57% DISAPPROVE
● 6% DON’T KNOW

● 52% IT IS SERIOUS
● 39% IT’S JUST POLITICS

● 9% DON’T KNOW

● 31% YES
● 67% NO

● 2% DON’T KNOW

● 45% TOO LITTLE
● 39% JUST RIGHT
● 11% TOO MUCH

● 5% DON’T KNOW

The Elon University poll surveyed 771 people from Nov. 6-9, and the High Point University poll surveyed 352 people from Oct. 27 to Nov. 4. The margin of error is +/- 3.5 percent for the Elon poll and +/- 5.2 percent for the HPU poll. Both polls surveyed respondents over a landline or cell phone. 

HIGH POINT UNIVERSITY POLL

Which is more important? The constitutional right to own a 
gun or protecting people from gun violence?

Do you favor or oppose the federal government requiring 
people to get a license to legally own a gun?

● RIGHT TO OWN A GUN  ●  PROTECTING PEOPLE FROM VIOLENCE
42%45%

● IN FAVOR     ● OPPOSE
15%83%


