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QUICK TAKES
UNC System board gives raises to some chancellors but not others

The University of North Caroli-
na’s Board of Governors award-
ed thousands of dollars in rais-

es to 10 of the system’s 17 chancel-
lors. Several who didn’t get a boost 
are notable. One is UNC-Chapel Hill 
Chancellor Carol Folt, who took office 
in July 2013. Folt is eligible for her 
quadrennial review at the end of the 
year, UNC President Margaret Spell-
ings said. The board moved that re-
view to March, when additional com-
pensation will be considered.

Folt’s last raise came in 2017, 
when she received an extra $36,362. 
She’s been under fire for the campus 
response to the destruction and re-
moval of the Confederate monument 
Silent Sam.

Another is East Carolina Univer-
sity Chancellor Cecil Staton. He was 
one of the six who didn’t get raises 
because they’ve been in office fewer 
than two years, board Chairman Har-
ry Smith said.

In fact, Staton took his seat as 
chancellor in July 2016. He is more 

than four months past the two-year 
mark. His salary is $450,000. Carolina 
Journal learned from reliable sourc-
es Nov. 5 that Staton intends to re-
sign Jan. 1. The chancellor denied the 
story, but a week after CJ published 
the article, UNC officials, including 
Smith, refused to comment.

Winston-Salem State Universi-
ty Chancellor Elwood Robinson is 
a third who didn’t get a raise, even 
though he’s been at the campus since 
2015.

Rather than a raise, N.C. Cen-
tral University Chancellor Johnson 
Akinleye was given a one-time bonus 
of $8,125. His salary is $325,000.

N.C. State University Chancellor 
Randy Woodson accepted a four-year 
extension of his five-year contract. 
He got $31,577, the largest increase.

The body voted 17-11 to boost 
pay 4.99 percent for most chancel-
lors during a Nov. 9 meeting in Chap-
el Hill.

Kari Travis

RANDY WOODSON
N.C. STATE UNIVERSITY

PHILIP DUBOIS
UNC-CHARLOTTE

FRANKLIN GILLIAM
UNC-GREENSBORO

HAROLD MARTIN
NORTH CAROLINA A&T UNIVERSITY

SHERI EVERTS
APPALACHIAN STATE UNIVERSITY

JOSE SARTARELLI
UNC-WILMINGTON

JAMES ANDERSON
FAYETTEVILLE STATE UNIVERSITY

ROBIN CUMMINGS
UNC-PEMBROKE

LINDSAY BIERMAN
UNC SCHOOL OF THE ARTS

TODD ROBERTS
SCHOOL OF SCIENCE AND MATH

$664,387
p $31,577

$484,266
p $23,016

$409,609
p $19,468

$393,224
p $18,689

$375,098
p $17,828

$391,589
p $18,612

$354,994
p $16,872

$313,271
p $14,889

$316,764
p $15,055

$245,268
p $5,982

Chancellor salaries with pay increases, University of North Carolina system

LARGEST SALARY INCREASE. N.C. State University Chancellor Randy Woodson 
accepted a four-year extension of his five-year contract. 
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IJ study: Licensing cost North Carolina more than 42,000 jobs
OCCUPATIONAL LICENSING may 
have cost North Carolina more than 
42,000 jobs and millions in econom-
ic losses, a new study from the Insti-
tute for Justice says.

The study from the nonprofit, 
libertarian public-interest law firm 
looked at the economic cost of occu-
pational licensing across the coun-
try. 

According to the study, a conser-
vative measure of lost economic val-
ue by licensing may be around $6 bil-
lion from the national economy, but 
a broader estimate looking at misal-
located resources puts the amount 
at $184 billion.

IJ says licensing probably leads 
to these losses because the practice 
restricts competition and gives li-
censed workers a monopoly.

“With fewer competitors, licens-
ees can charge more for their ser-
vices. Consumers and the wider econ-
omy pay the price,” Morris Kleiner, an 
economist at the Humphrey School 
of Public Affairs at the University of 
Minnesota Twin Cities, said.

Kleiner co-authored the report 
with economist Evgeny Vorotnikov.

In North Carolina, the study 
found, the estimated economic re-
turn from licensing is 11.29 percent, 
compared to the national average of 

13.88 percent. IJ suggests that con-
sumers and the wider economy are 
bearing the cost of these economic 
returns.

In the 1950s, the national average 
of licensed workers was about 5 per-
cent, but now that number has ris-
en to 19 percent. Similarly, the per-
centage of licensed workers in North 
Carolina is 18.9 percent. North Caro-
lina has the 27th-highest percentage 
of licensed workers, with 753,751 li-
censed and employed in the state.

The study estimated $112 million 
as a conservative measure of lost eco-
nomic value in North Carolina due 
to occupational licensing. A more 

broader estimate puts the lost eco-
nomic value around $4 billion.

“Occupational licensing is the 
most burdensome way to regulate 
work,” Lee McGrath, IJ’s senior leg-
islative counsel, said. “And as this 
study shows, licensing also impos-
es heavy costs on the economy. Poli-
cymakers should carefully weigh the 
human and economic costs of occu-
pational licenses and impose them 
only when necessary to address pres-
ent, significant, and substantiated 
harms that cannot be mitigated by 
less burdensome alternatives.”

Lindsay Marchello
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QUICK TAKES
State Board of Education won’t vote on Wayne 

County school’s inclusion to ISD until December

DELAYED DECISION. The State Board of Education will delay a decision on 
whether to approve the recommendation of Carver Heights Elementary to 
the Innovative School District. 
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The State Board of Education 
voted 7-5 on Nov. 1 to delay 
for another month a decision 

on whether to approve the recom-
mendation of Carver Heights Ele-
mentary to the Innovative School 
District. ISD Superintendent Lates-
sa Allen and Deputy State Superin-
tendent of Innovation Eric Hall ex-
plained the reasoning for selecting 
the Wayne County school. They cit-
ed continually low academic perfor-
mance and several years of failure 
to meet growth standards. 

Student behavior at Carver 
Heights has improved, and commu-
nity and parental involvement has 
increased, Allen said, but data show 
a majority of students aren’t meet-
ing grade-level proficiencies in core 
subjects. Over the past three school 
years, Carver Heights got an F on 
its School Report Card and hasn’t 
met growth expectations for the 
past two school years.

The statute governing the ISD 
requires that the past three school 
years be considered when deter-
mining whether a school qualifies 
for inclusion. Wayne County Pub-
lic Schools contends the ISD didn’t 
take into consideration the fact 
that Carver Heights recently under-
went a grade reconfiguration.

In 2016, Carver Heights Elemen-
tary was awarded a $1.3 million fed-
eral School Improvement Grant to 
fix its low performance. The grant is 
for five years, starting in the 2016-
17 school year.

Allen said Carver Heights failed 
to meet seven of the eight identi-
fied School Improvement Grant re-
quirements last year. The ISD su-
perintendent said Carver Heights 
didn’t use $185,256 of the avail-
able $318,969 from its School Im-
provement Grant during the 2017-
18 school year.

SBE member Olivia Oxendine 
asked whether Carver Heights has 
given a reason for not using all of 
the available grant money for the 
school year. Allen said she hasn’t 
gotten an answer.

Wayne County Public Schools 
and the local community have 
pushed back on the recommenda-
tion of Carver Heights for the ISD.

“The ISD’s actions have sown 
chaos, scared teachers and staff, 
and through their own ‘plan’ will 
keep the school in a holding pattern 
for the next eight months until a 
charter school company takes over 
our school,” WCPS Superintendent 
Michael Dunsmore said in a news 
release.

Dunsmore said WCPS has a prov-
en track record with turning around 
low-performing schools. On Oct. 30, 
the Wayne County Board of Edu-
cation approved sending a Restart 
School application to SBE. During 
the special meeting, the local school 
board hired two new administra-
tors, including a new principal, to 
lead turnaround efforts at Carver 
Heights.

Goldsboro community members 
interjected a few times during Al-
len’s presentation Nov. 1. They took 
issue with how she described Carv-
er Heights. Some shouted, “That’s 
not true.”

On Oct. 8, ISD leaders held a 
community event at Carver Heights 
to address the possibility of choos-
ing the Wayne County school. Soon 
after, the school was picked as the 
ISD recommendation.

The ISD program operates on a 
strict timeline governed by statute, 
but some board members were con-
cerned the process was moving too 
quickly to have a thorough discus-
sion with the community. SBE mem-
ber Reginald Kenan, who represents 
the district in which Carver Heights 
sits, moved to delay the vote.

Lindsay Marchello

State gets waiver to implement Medicaid managed care
NORTH CAROLINA has received 
federal approval to transition to a 
cost-saving, whole-health Medic-
aid managed care system that will 
take the state out of the day-to-day 
management of the government in-
surance program for the elderly, dis-
abled, and poor.

The federal Centers for Medi-
care and Medicaid Services signed 
off on a required waiver North Car-
olina requested to launch a demon-
stration program to integrate phys-
ical health, behavioral health, and 
pharmacy benefits.

The current system often fails 
to coordinate care for the state’s 2 
million Medicaid recipients. That 
can create inefficiencies, duplicated 
services, and higher expenses. The 
new system is intended to provide 
more predictable costs.

The N.C. Department of Health 
and Human Services filed the waiv-
er application in 2017. In a news re-
lease Oct. 24, DHHS called the ap-
proval “a major milestone in imple-
menting North Carolina’s Medicaid 
Transformation and in moving the 
state’s health care system toward 
further integration and coordina-
tion.”

“Our highest priority is the 
health and well-being of the peo-
ple we serve,” said DHHS Secre-
tary Mandy Cohen. “Receiving this 

waiver approval from the federal 
government will help us continue to 
build an innovative and whole-per-
son centered system that addresses 

both medical and nonmedical driv-
ers of health.”

The state now will be able to 
create tailored plans to serve peo-

ple with intellectual/developmen-
tal disabilities or higher-intensity 
behavioral health needs. A special-
ized behavioral health home model 
to ensure strong care management 
for those individuals is included, 
DHHS said.

DHHS can support broader state 
efforts with greater flexibility to 
combat the opioid crisis and im-
prove access to substance use treat-
ment in mental health institutions.

The managed care plans can 
offer an innovative Healthy Op-
portunities pilot program to im-
prove health and reduce health care 
costs, according to DHHS. These pi-
lot programs will identify the most 
cost-effective ways for managed 
care plans to deliver whole-person 
care and ensure that Medicaid dol-
lars are purchasing value.

Under the existing structure, the 
state pays for volume of care, rath-
er than focusing on outcome-based 
treatment.

In 2015, the General Assembly 
directed the transition of Medicaid 
from that predominantly fee-for-
service structure to managed care.

Dan Way

MEDICAID WAIVER APROVED. Dr. Mandy Cohen, N.C. secretary of health and human services, speaking at a May 2017 
town hall meeting in Greensboro on Medicaid reform. 
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N.C. ATTORNEY GENERAL Josh 
Stein has launched an investiga-
tion into Juul, a fast-growing elec-
tronic cigarette company, but a con-
sumer freedom expert warns the at-
tempted crackdown could backfire.

The attorney general’s office 
sent Juul an Oct. 15 “civil investi-
gative demand” in search of infor-
mation on its marketing practices, 
retailers, contact with resellers, ef-
forts to verify age before purchase, 
and any youth education or aware-
ness programs. The company had 
until Nov. 14 to comply.

“The use of e-cigarettes among 
young people is increasing at stag-
gering rates,” Stein said in a news 
release. “Juul dominates the mar-
ket. I am extremely concerned 
about the way Juul has marketed its 
product to young people, who face 
increased risk for addiction and ex-
posure to health problems.”

Juul controls more than 70 per-
cent of the e-cigarette market in 

the United States. The Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention re-
port Juul’s sales have risen 641 per-
cent — from 2.2 million devices 
sold in 2016 to 16.2 million in 2017.

“Our priority is the same as 
Attorney General Stein’s — to 
keep nicotine products out of the 
hands of young people,” Kevin 
Burns, JUUL Labs CEO, wrote in an 
emailed statement. 

Stein’s office also requested in-
formation on how many North Car-
olinians are using Juul.

Guy Bentley, director of con-
sumer freedom research at the Rea-
son Foundation, said the feder-
al and state crackdowns on e-ciga-
rettes may be well-intentioned but 
are largely misinformed.

For one, Bentley said, calling 
e-cigarette use, or vaping, an ep-
idemic isn’t accurate, especially 
considering how vaping helps peo-
ple quit smoking combustible ciga-
rettes. It’s important to prevent un-

deraged people from buying and us-
ing these products, but trying to 
prevent all users  — including peo-
ple trying to quit cigarettes — from 
using e-cigarettes goes too far.

“We’ve got the lowest high 
school smoking rate, and we’ve got 
the lowest adult smoking rate ev-
er. Everything is going in the right 
direction,” Bentley said. “So, yes, 
make sure young people can’t get 
ahold of these things as much as 
you can, but throwing the baby out 
with the bathwater here, it’s just a 
gift to traditional cigarette compa-
nies.”

Stein isn’t alone in his investi-
gation. On Sept. 29, the Food and 
Drug Administration seized thou-
sands of documents in a surprise in-
spection of Juul’s headquarters. The 
FDA has expressed an interest in 
whether the company is purpose-
fully targeting teenagers.

Lindsay Marchello

QUICK TAKES
N.C. launches investigation of e-cigarette company

CIVIL INVESTIGATIVE DEMAND. Attorney General Josh Stein, during a Janu-
ary 2017 swearing-in ceremony at the Executive Mansion. 
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Lawmakers will investigate Cooper’s pipeline fund
A legislative panel is hiring a 

special outside investiga-
tor to get answers from Gov. 

Roy Cooper about his creation of a 
$57.8 million discretionary fund 
tied to payments from Atlantic 
Coast Pipeline partners.

A Joint Legislative Commission 
on Governmental Operations sub-
committee voted Nov. 14 to probe 
whether Cooper’s conduct was le-
gal. The special investigator might 
be empowered to take depositions 
of executive branch officials and 
serve subpoenas.

Lawmakers wonder if the dis-
cretionary fund was a pay-to-play 
scheme.

“I’m not interested in any more 
sound bites from the governor’s of-
fice,” said Senate Majority Lead-
er Harry Brown, R-Onslow. He said 
the governor rebuffed lawmakers’ 
public and private attempts to get 
answers for nearly nine months. 
Materials supporting those efforts 
were released earlier in the day of 
the meeting.

“I want to know whether the 
governor held this permit hostage 
until Duke [Energy] agreed to fund 
$58 million into a slush fund un-
der his direct control, and possibly 
even a lot more than that,” Brown 
said. “We will uncover the truth, 

and when we do we will hold those 
people accountable.”

Requests for a response from 
the governor’s office have gone un-
answered. Cooper maintains the 
fund was voluntary and set up for 
economic development, renewable 
energy projects, and environmen-

tal mitigation.
During the committee meet-

ing, state Rep. Dean Arp, R-Union, 
and Sen. Paul Newton, R-Cabarrus, 
showed five versions of the memo-
randum of understanding the gov-
ernor hammered out with the pipe-
line developers from Dec. 13, 2017, 

to Jan. 23. As the versions evolved, 
Cooper gained more control over 
the fund and higher payouts. The 
lawmakers said some information 
was missing from the Department 
of Environmental Quality website 
related to the permitting process. 
Some information was removed 
and reappeared, and some new 
items were added.

They said DEQ technical staff 
and a hearing officer recommend-
ed approving the permit so pipe-
line construction could proceed. 
Yet a draft denial letter was writ-
ten during this process — some-
thing typically done at a much ear-
lier phase if problems were detect-
ed.

“This denial letter contains no 
specific reasons why the project 
would be denied,” Newton said. He 
wondered if the threat of a deni-
al was used to force pipeline devel-
opers to capitulate to Cooper’s de-
mands.

Newton said the pipeline part-
ners signed off on the memoran-
dum of understanding after the de-
nial letter was drafted and given 
to Linda Culpepper, DEQ Division 
of Water Resources interim direc-
tor. She replaced Jay Zimmerman, 
who was removed from the posi-
tion after making progress toward 

approving the permit.
The lawmakers said Cooper’s 

discretionary fund was compensa-
tory mitigation — a process out-
side state laws or regulations. But 
the parties already had agreed that 
pipeline developers would pay DEQ 
$11 million to cover environmental 
damage and repairs based on an es-
tablished formula.

Duke Energy wouldn’t answer 
CJ’s questions on several issues: 
if pipeline operators thought the 
governor was coercing them into 
paying extra money; who initiated 
the idea of paying tens of millions 
of dollars more than the formula; 
and why the fund was negotiated 
outside the regulatory framework. 

Instead, a spokeswoman said 
Duke made hundreds of revisions 
on the 600-mile project to meet 
permit guidelines and develop mit-
igation measures in all three states 
through which the pipeline passes.

“The State of North Caroli-
na determines how to administer 
those mitigation funds,” said Tam-
mie McGee, spokeswoman for Pied-
mont Natural Gas, a unit of Duke 
Energy. 

They’ve sent no funds to the 
state.

Dan Way

OUTSIDE  INVESTIGATION TO BEGIN. Therese Vick of the Blue Ridge Envi-
ronmental Defense League testifies at a Nov. 14, 2018, legislative committee 
meeting on the Atlantic Coast Pipeline. 
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Panelists at Campbell Law 
School offered a different path 
to resolving conflicts — in the 

criminal justice system and in disci-
plinary situations in K-12 schools.

The restorative justice program 
featured four panelists Oct. 16 at 
Campbell law school, where the Re-
storative Justice Clinic resides. 

The panel featured Jon Powell, 
Campbell law professor and clinic 
director; Colleen Fitzpatrick, a for-
mer educator and coordinator for 
restorative practice in the Wake 
County Public School System; and 
Nichad Davis and Morgan Bridg-
ers, Campbell law students involved 
with the clinic.

The discussion focused on re-
storative justice, which emphasiz-
es bringing victims and offenders 
together to resolve conflict rather 
than prioritizing punishment.    

“Crime causes harm, and some-
times the very system that we have 
developed to address crime causes 
harm,” Powell said.

Powell described the practice 
as addressing different questions 
than are typical within the tradi-
tional criminal justice system. The 
traditional method asks what law 

was broken, who did it, and what do 
they deserve. The restorative prac-
tice, on the other hand, asks who 
has been hurt, how have they been 
hurt, and what do they need?

“It is a theory of justice that rec-
ognizes crime and wrongdoing not 
only breaks laws but harms people, 
relationships, and communities,” 
Powell said. “The practice of restor-
ative justice is the practices we im-
plement to try and address those 
harms.”

Oftentimes, restorative justice 
requires bringing people together to 
find a resolution that’s healing. It’s 

a practice that focuses less on pun-
ishment and more on resolution.

Bridgers said she first ap-
proached restorative justice with 
some skepticism.

“For the first two or three weeks, 
I told Professor Powell about this. I 
said this is not my thing. I felt like I 
was pretty much talking to a coun-
selor at times when we had circles,” 
Bridgers said. “It was very much 
outside of my comfort zone.”

It was only after Bridgers got in-
volved with prison circles, a prac-
tice of restorative justice, that she 
started to understand. Bridgers 

participated in a handful of pris-
on circles, which changed how she 
viewed the restorative justice prac-
tice.

“Honestly, I thought this was a 
very liberal approach, and at that 
moment I just put politics aside, be-
cause it’s not about politics,” Bridg-
ers said. “It’s about meeting peo-
ple’s needs.”

In prison circles, inmates share 
what they have done and how they 
ended up where they are. The in-
mates also talk about how they’re 
working to better themselves.

Bridgers and Davis host circles 
at Knightdale High School in Wake 
County. At-risk students, includ-
ing those who have faced past sus-
pensions, participate in these re-
storative justice circles and work 
through their conflicts. Unlike me-
diation, circles aren’t reactive to 
conflicts but instead are a proactive 
way to address the root of the prob-
lem.

Davis got involved with the re-
storative justice clinic because he 
was frustrated with what he saw as 
structural inequalities in the crimi-
nal justice system. He perceived a 
school-to-prison pipeline, and he 

wanted to help children who run 
afoul of the law.

“What we are doing at Knight-
dale is trying to implement large-
scale cultural change in the way 
that we discuss school disciplinary 
policy,” Davis said.

Fitzpatrick, an educator for 
more than 20 years, saw the prev-
alence of punitive measures in 
schools and how they weren’t work-
ing to resolve conflicts. She start-
ed implementing restorative justice 
practices in her classroom and is 
now helping Wake County schools 
do the same for their students.

Fitzpatrick said the kind of trau-
ma the kids are bringing to school is 
often a reflection of people in their 
family who are involved with the 
juvenile or adult justice systems.

“They bring those problems 
with them to school, and you can’t 
get to education if you don’t help 
them with their social or emotion-
al needs,” Fitzpatrick said. “I see 
that in 23 years the need seems to 
be growing. I’ve used it in kinder-
garten, preschool, all the way up to 
seventh and eighth grade.”

Lindsay Marchello

QUICK TAKES
Restorative justice focuses on healing, not punishment

North Carolina’s longest running 
TV talk show SPINs again!

POLITICS • SCHOOLS • GROWTH • TAXES • HEALTH TRANSPORTATION • BUSINESS • THE ENVIRONMENT

 WATCH NC SPIN EVERY WEEK FOR A FULL, ALL-POINTS DISCUSSION OF ISSUES IMPORTANT TO THE STATE. 

RADIO BROADCASTS
Chapel Hill, WCHL-AM 1360, Sunday 6 pm

Goldsboro, WGBR-AM 1150, Sunday 4 pm

Greenville, WTIB-FM 94.3, Sunday 9:30 am

Jacksonville, WJNC-AM 1240, Sunday 10 am

Laurinburg, WLNC-AM 1300, Sunday 10 am

Morehead City, WTKF-FM 107.1, Sunday 10 am

Rocky Mount, WEED-AM 1390, Sunday, 9:30 am

Sanford, WWGP-AM 1050, Sunday 7:30 am

Smithfield, WTSB-AM 1090, Sunday 7:06 am

Statesville, WAME-AM 550, Sunday 5:30 am

Valdese, WSVM-AM 1490, Monday 6 pm

Wanchese, WYND-FM 97.1, Sunday 7:30 am

Wilmington, WAAV-AM 980, Sunday 5:30 pm

FRIDAYS AT 7:30 P.M. ON UNC-TV
WITH REBROADCASTS ON UNC-TV SUNDAY AT 12:30 P.M., AND 
ON UNC’S NORTH CAROLINA CHANNEL FRIDAY AT 10 P.M., 
SATURDAY AT 4 P.M., AND SUNDAY AT 10 A.M.

ALSO ONLINE AT NCSPIN.COM
HOST:
TOM CAMPBELL
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QUICK TAKES
North Carolina is a battleground state for 2020

Four-year degree important, but other options 
in higher education exist, new poll shows 

NORTH CAROLINIANS agree ed-
ucation beyond high school is im-
portant, but a traditional four-year 
degree isn’t the only option people 
consider, a new poll shows.

A Nov. 28 Gallup survey com-
missioned by the My Future NC 
Commission, a working group to 
“set a statewide recommendation 
for post-secondary attainment,” 
found 94 percent of state residents 
think it’s important for more adults 
to complete a degree or certificate 
program after high school.

The poll, which the commission 
says contradicts national headlines 
about negativity toward higher ed-
ucation, collected opinions from 
nearly 3,500 state residents. Topics 
ranged from early childhood and 
K-12 schools to community col-
leges and four-year public and pri-
vate universities. The survey’s mar-
gin of error was plus or minus 2.3 
percentage points.

North Carolinians believe more 
learning options make for better 
lives, results show. Sixty-five per-
cent of respondents said more ed-
ucation would help them “get 
ahead,” and 70 percent said “hav-
ing education beyond high school, 
including a college degree or pro-
fessional certificate, is essential for 
getting a good job.”

On the flipside, 53 percent dis-
agreed that all North Carolinians 
receive the same quality of edu-
cation. Forty percent were unhap-
py with the cost of four-year public 
universities, and 60 percent were 
dissatisfied with the price of a pri-
vate college degree.

Significantly, 86 percent of re-

spondents said North Carolina em-
ployers value a community college 
degree “some, or a lot.” In contrast, 
sixty-five percent believed a four-
year college degree has “a lot” of 
value for employers. Thirty percent 
said a four-year degree has “some 
value.”

Seventy-seven percent of those 
surveyed agreed that community 
college is a good place to start on a 
four-year degree in North Carolina.

That community colleges are 
popular among residents is a good 
sign, said Peter Hans, president of 
the N.C. Community College Sys-

Analysts are turning their at-
tention to the 2020 presi-
dential election, and North 

Carolina will likely play a big part. 
The Civitas Institute, a conserva-
tive public policy organization, re-
leased a preview of its statewide 
poll Nov. 26 showing voters are 
split between favoring Republicans 
and Democrats in the presidential 
election.

Harper Polling, on behalf of Ci-
vitas, surveyed 650 likely voters 
between Nov. 17 and Nov. 19. The 
margin of error was plus or minus 
3.8 percent.

Regardless of the opponent, 35 
percent of likely voters said they 
would vote for President Trump for 
re-election. Slightly more voters, at 
36 percent, said they would vote for 

the Democratic challenger, no mat-
ter who it is. Twenty-one percent 
said their choice depends on the 
Democratic candidate.

Unaffiliated voters, who are in-
creasingly playing a more import-
ant role in elections in North Caro-
lina, slightly favor the president for 
re-election. 

Men are also more likely to say 
they would vote for Trump, com-
pared to 40 percent of women vot-
ers, who said they will pick a Dem-
ocratic candidate, regardless of 
who it is.

“With a statistical tie, these re-
sults indicate what should be no 
surprise — North Carolina will be 
a key battleground state in 2020,” 
said Civitas Institute President 
Donald Bryson. “There are very few 

scenarios in which a 2020 presiden-
tial candidate does not need North 
Carolina’s 15 electoral votes to win, 
and this poll indicates that we are 
in play.”

Bryson said the results should 
be interpreted as neither good nor 
bad news for both Republicans and 
Democrats.

During the 2016 presidential 
election, Trump won North Caro-
lina’s 15 electoral votes by 3.6 per-
centage points. The 2018 midterm 
went the Republicans’ way on the 
congressional level, with the par-
ty maintaining 10 of 13 U.S. House 
seats. Republicans, however, lost 
their supermajority status in the 
state House and Senate.  

Lindsay Marchello

tem. But there are areas in need of 
improvement. Course credit trans-
fers and other processes must be 
streamlined to make things easier 
for students, he said.

The commission is “pleased but 
not satisfied with what the poll 
shows,” said commission co-chair 
and University of North Carolina 
System President Margaret Spell-
ings, who submitted her resigna-
tion to UNC’s governing board last 
month. Spellings will leave North 
Carolina Jan. 15 while the commis-
sion works to wrap things up. In a 
Nov. 28 meeting with reporters, she 

expressed disappointment at leav-
ing before the body fully completes 
its work.

“It’s clear we have the ingredi-
ents to build a college-going cul-
ture in all 100 counties, as North 
Carolinians see college as a path 
that works for them,” Spellings 
said. “But to finish the job and pro-
vide all North Carolinians the op-
portunity they deserve, we must 
tackle our most pressing issues of 
equity and cost.”

Key survey findings

Perceptions of importance of 
expanding educational options

• 94 percent of North Carolinians 
say it is important for N.C. adults 
to have education beyond high 
school, including a professional 
certificate or degree.

• 64 percent agree it is important 
to increase the number of adults 
who complete a college degree.

Perceptions of education’s 
impact on job market

• 70 percent agree that having 
education beyond high school, 
including a college degree 
or professional certificate, is 
essential for getting a good job, 
and 81 percent agree that a good 
job is essential to having a high 
quality of life.

• 89 percent of North Carolinians 
think N.C. public schools should 
offer more classes that teach job 
and career-related skills.

• 46 percent think completing 

a four-year degree is the best 
path to a good job for students 
graduating from high school, 
while 24 percent think complet-
ing a two-year degree is the best 
path. Seven percent say going 
directly to work is the best path, 
while 23 percent say completing 
a professional certification.

Perceptions of equity, 
barriers, and cost

• 43 percent agree — 27 percent 
disagree — affordable education 
options exist beyond high school 
for working adults in North 
Carolina.

• 35 percent think North Carolina 
is doing worse than other states 
in the quality of education it 
offers its residents, while only 
17 percent think North Carolina 
is doing better than other states. 

• 46 percent agree that a four-
year college degree is worth the 
cost, and 22 percent disagree it’s 
worth the cost. 

• 26 percent of North Carolinians 
are satisfied with the affordabil-
ity of four-year public colleges 
and universities in their area, 
while 41 percent are dissatisfied; 
14 percent of North Carolinians 
are satisfied with the affordabil-
ity of four-year private colleges 
and universities in their area, 
while 60 percent are dissatisfied.

• 54 percent believe that educa-
tion beyond high school is avail-
able to anyone in North Carolina 
who wants it.

Kari Travis

OTHER OPTIONS IN HIGHER EDUCATION EXIST. Seventy-seven percent of 
those surveyed agreed that community college is a good place to start on a 
four-year degree in North Carolina.
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ELECTIONS

BY DAN WAY 

Jonathan Kappler looked out at 
the dozens of lobbyists, law-
makers, and political operatives 

crammed into the meeting room in 
front of him. It was Nov. 7, and they 
were there to hear his interpreta-
tion of election results that were 
not yet 24 hours old. 

He offered a sobering reminder.
“The next election cycle starts 

the next day, and today is the next 
day, so here we go,” Kappler said in a 
mix of resignation and anticipation 
of a 2020 election. With some races 
still not decided from the previous 
day, Kappler was among pundits 
across the state analyzing what the 
results meant and what the altered 
electoral landscape might portend 
for the 2020 presidential, guberna-
torial, and U.S. Senate races. 

Like most political observers, 
Kappler was struck by Mecklen-
burg County sweeping away all but 
one Republican from its 17-mem-
ber General Assembly delegation. 
Wake County voters sent all but 
one Republican packing from its 
16-member delegation. Sen. Dan 
Bishop, R-Mecklenburg, and Sen. 
John Alexander, R-Wake, survived.

Kappler is executive director of 
the N.C. FreeEnterprise Foundation, 
which closely tracks state elections 
and voter behavior patterns. He 
is among analysts who have pre-
dicted Republican elected officials 
from the state’s urban centers were 
in danger and that purple suburbs 
might start turning blue. 

“The Democrats won by and 
large where there were really 
fast-growing communities,” Kap-
pler said. “That’s why you saw a 
concentration of these seats flip-
ping, especially in the state House 
in Wake and Mecklenburg coun-
ties.” Demographic growth there is 
coinciding with a separate trend of 
voters — mostly highly educated 
and largely women — reacting neg-
atively to national politics, primari-
ly involving President Trump. 

Because Charlotte and Raleigh 
are North Carolina’s largest cit-
ies, “the shadow that they will cast 
over statewide election results in 
any districts that include them will 
increasingly grow,” Kappler said.

Kappler thinks a Republican re-
districting gambit to protect GOP 
incumbents in Wake County House 
districts failed, toppling all of them 
instead. By shifting reliably Repub-
lican precincts from stronger GOP 
districts to beef up others, the vote 
was spread too thin.

Some Wake County legisla-
tive boundaries were redrawn in re-
sponse to a federal court order that 
did not mandate their change. Re-
publicans said revisions were nec-
essary to redesign unconstitution-

al districts cited in the court order, 
and a three-judge federal panel al-
lowed them. But now those alter-
ations are subject to a lawsuit alleg-
ing state constitutional violations.

John Hood had slightly differ-
ent observations during a Nov. 12 
post-election analysis presented at 
the John Locke Foundation, where 
he is board chairman. 

He said chalking Democrats’ 
wins up to women turning against 
Republicans is too narrow a sto-
ry line. While true, men also shift-
ed more to Democrats in 2018 com-
pared to 2016, according to exit 
polls. The same shifts happened in 
race and age categories. 

Hood said the composition of 
the 2018 electorate had a key differ-
ence. In 2016 about half of the vot-
ers had a college education. In 2018 
noncollege-educated voters were a 
significantly larger percentage.

Democratic gains shouldn’t be 
credited solely to winning the sub-
urbs, either, Hood said. There was a 
shift in votes to Democrats in urban 
and rural areas, as well.

“It just matters more in the sub-
urbs because they’re more compet-
itive,” and that’s magnified when 
across-the-board shifts occur in a 
variety of voter demographic cate-
gories, Hood said.

While conceding a substantial 
shift in favor of Democrats in Wake 
and Mecklenburg, Hood said neigh-
boring counties tend to vote Repub-
lican. He thinks it’s more instruc-
tive to analyze regions of coun-
ty clumps rather than focus entire-
ly on a deep blue Democratic coun-
ty whose suburbs might bleed into 
neighboring red counties.

To illustrate his point, Hood cit-
ed statewide Court of Appeals rac-
es. In 2016, Democrat Vince Rozier 
defeated Republican Richard Di-
etz in both Wake and Mecklenburg 
counties. The margin of victory in 
those counties increased in 2018, 
when Democrat John Arrowood 
beat Andrew Heath. Yet when in-
cluding surrounding counties, Re-
publicans had the vote advantage.

Hood thinks residential patterns 
can dictate a district’s voting be-
havior because like-minded people 
tend to cluster in the same neigh-
borhoods. He said “the big sort” 
among voters already took place 
in the state’s true urban cores that 
were somewhat competitive in Ra-
leigh, Charlotte, Greensboro, and 
Winston-Salem in the recent past. 

“In Durham, of all places, there 
used to be a Republican mayor,” 
Hood said. 

Until 15 years ago in-migration, 
especially from Northern states, 
was a Republican story, he said. 
Newcomers trended Republican.  

“They’re still coming here. 
They’re more Democratic than they 

Experts weigh in on election, reshaped General Assembly

used to be,” Hood said. “There‘s 
still a lot of Republican voters in 
fast-growing areas, just not in the 
urban cores.” Neighboring counties 
are more likely to have much larg-
er Republican-to-Democratic ratios.

Paul Shumaker, a Republican 
political consultant, offered anoth-
er way to analyze North Carolina’s 
evolving political landscape. Speak-
ing for the N.C. FreeEnterprise 
Foundation just before early voting 
began, he discussed the state’s po-
litical polarization and disappear-
ing middle ground. 

A Republican in North Carolina 
is 75 points right of center on aver-
age, and a Democrat is 20 points left 
of center on average, he said. 

“They’re 100 points apart, and 
guess what? They’re not going to 
agree on anything,” Shumaker said. 
“The middle is going to be where 

the anger is, and anger is a great 
motivator in politics.” 

He said the ideological aver-
age of all voters born and raised in 
North Carolina is 37 points right of 
center, and that regresses accord-
ing to residential longevity. If they 
lived here 20-plus years, they are 
20 points right of center; 11 to 20 
years, 15 points right of center, six 
to 10 years, 5 points right of center; 
three to five years, 12 points left of 
center; and less than three years, 40 
points left of center. 

Hood cautioned against put-
ting too much weight on 2018 leg-
islative results to predict 2020 out-
comes.

“Voters don’t behave them-
selves,” he said. A variety of factors 
can influence turnout and votes, in-
cluding whether a candidate has an 
opponent. 

Despite pre-election hype, Hood 
said, a Democratic wave never ma-
terialized. Republican veto-proof 
majorities did evaporate. Majori-
ties shrank from 75-45 to 65-55 in 
the state House, and from 35-15 
to 29-21 in the Senate. But in the 
post-Watergate 1974 election, Re-
publicans lost 40 legislative seats. 
That was the biggest political wave 
in North Carolina history.

Hood said retaining control of 
the General Assembly is more im-
portant than having the governor’s 
mansion. The legislative branch 
has greater constitutional power in 
North Carolina. 

But he said it is conceivable 
Democrats could seize a slight ma-
jority in 2020, giving an incentive 
for Republicans to consider forming 
an independent, nonpartisan redis-
tricting commission.

Court of Appeals margin of victory increases in Wake and Mecklenburg
In 2016, Democrat Vince Rozier defeated Republican Richard Dietz in both Wake and Mecklenburg counties. The margin of victory in those 
counties increased in 2018, when Democrat John Arrowood beat Andrew Heath. Yet when including surrounding counties, Republicans had 
the vote advantage.
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BY LINDSAY MARCHELLO

A last-minute surprise may de-
liver North Carolina Demo-
crats their only 2018 mid-

term election gain in the state’s 
congressional delegation.

The Democratic Party reclaimed 
control of the U.S. House of Repre-
sentatives, but it accomplished the 
feat with little or no help from Norh 
Carolina’s delegation.

In the House, Democrats gained 
at least 33 seats, giving them a 
slight majority over their Repub-
lican colleagues. While the Dem-
ocratic Party achieved one of its 
goals for the midterms, Democrats 
were unable to take the Senate. In-
stead, the Democratic Party lost at 
least two seats to Republicans. 

Despite Republicans losing con-
trol of the U.S. House, Republicans 
in North Carolina may keep their 
10-3 hold on the congressional del-
egation. Or, depending on contested 
results in the 9th District, the lead 
would shrink to 9-4.

Either way, the state’s GOP will 
see a diminished influence in Wash-
ington. 

A handful of high-profile races 
concluded with Republicans as the 
victors.  

Republican incumbent Reps. 
George Holding (District 2), Mark 
Walker, (District 6), and Ted Budd 
(District 13) won their closely 
watched races, while Democrat-
ic Reps. G.K. Butterfield (District 1), 
David Price (District 4), and Alma 
Adams (District 12) kept their seats 
with little competition.

The Rev. Mark Harris apparently 
won the District 9 seat after defeat-
ing incumbent Rep. Robert Pittenger 
in the GOP primary and then beat-
ing Democratic challenger Dan Mc-
Cready in the general election.

But the discovery of potential 
voter fraud, mainly involving hun-
dreds of allegedly invalid absentee 
ballots from Bladen County, threw 
Harris’ 905-vote November victory 
in doubt. 

At press time, an emergency ses-
sion of the Bipartisan State Board of 
Elections and Ethics Enforcement 
voted 7-2 to order an evidentiary 
hearing about the fraud allegations.

Litigation related to the 9th Dis-
trict controversy appears likely.

With the new Democratic ma-

jority in the U.S. House, dynamics 
will change, with Republicans los-
ing committee chair positions as 
Democrats gain leadership spots. 

“A majority of our delegation is 
now going to be in the minority par-
ty,” Andy Taylor, a political science 
professor at N.C. State University, 
said. “The majority party tends to 
have a lot more influence.”

Republican Rep. Virginia Foxx 
(District 5) chaired the House Com-
mittee on Education and the Work-
force. But with a Democratic major-
ity, Foxx will lose leverage on policy.

Three GOP House members 
who hold other top posts will see 
their clout wane with a Democrat-
ic majority: Rep. Patrick McHen-
ry (District 10), the deputy whip, a 
senior member of 
the party’s leader-
ship; Walker, who 
heads the Republi-
can Study Commit-
tee, where many of 
the GOP’s policies 
are crafted; and Rep. 
Mark Meadows (Dis-
trict 11), who heads 
the House Freedom 
Caucus, a group of 
about three dozen 
conservatives who 
often vote as a bloc 
on fiscal issues.

“Most of the 
state’s delegation is 
going to be in the mi-
nority, and the way 
the House of Rep-
resentatives works 
these days, the ma-
jority really gets a 
tremendous amount 
of influence,” Taylor said. “If you 
want to affect policy outcomes, 
you’re better off being in the majori-
ty rather than the minority.” 

Even though the Democratic 
Party has reclaimed the House, Foxx 
said Democrats won’t be able to ig-
nore Republicans. 

“With the continued Republi-
can majority in the Senate and with 
control of the White House, House 
Democrats will need to be willing to 
include Republican priorities if they 

are to advance legislation into law,” 
Foxx said in an emailed statement. 

With House control, Taylor 
said, Democrats may feel inclined 
to launch investigations into the 

Trump administra-
tion and Cabinet of-
ficials, likely creat-
ing more strife be-
tween the parties. 
Democrats also will 
try to protect the 
investigation in-
to election fraud 
by special counsel 
Robert Mueller. 

“Obviously, if a 
lot of that gets ex-
tremely heated, 
then it’s going to re-
duce opportunities 
for bipartisan co-
operation in legis-
lation,” Taylor said.

While there 
may be opportuni-
ties for Republicans 
and Democrats to 
work together to 
advance noncon-

troversial policies, Taylor said, that 
good will may disappear quickly in 
the current political environment.

“They always start off these 
days, members on both sides, saying 
they really want bipartisanship and 
cooperation, but the environment is 
pretty polarized,” Taylor said.

Taylor said areas such as infra-
structure, transportation, and even 
criminal justice reform may see bi-
partisan support, but disputes may 
arise over spending and financing.

ELECTIONS

North Carolina Republicans may hold all House 
seats despite Democratic gains nationwide

With the contin-
ued Republican 
majority in the 
Senate and with 
control of the 
White House, 
House Democrats 
will need to be 
willing to include 
Republican prior-
ities if they are to 
advance legisla-
tion into law.

- Republican Rep. 
Virginia Foxx

HOLDING THEIR HOUSE SEATS. George Holding is one of a handful of Repub-
lican victors as high-profile races conclude.
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ORDER TODAY!
www.amazon.com
www.blairpub.com

John Trump
Managing Editor, 
Carolina Journal

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

- John T. Edge,
Author of The Potlikker Papers

Still & Barrel: Craft Spirits in the Old North State

For the latest developments on 
the 9th District dispute, visit 
CAROLINAJOURNAL.COM
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BY KARI TRAVIS

The 2018 ballot was loaded 
with constitutional amend-
ments. Six, to be exact. Four 

will become part of the state con-
stitution, but the General Assem-
bly must pass enabling legislation 
for one, “Requires a photo ID to vote 
in person.” It passed by a 55 per-
cent-45 percent vote.

The voter ID amendment fol-
lows a 2013 law struck down in fed-
eral court for targeting the rights 
of minority voters. The statute de-
fined acceptable identification as a 
state driver’s license, a state-issued 
ID card, a military ID, or a U.S. pass-
port. Under the guidance of this 
amendment, the legislature will 
make laws governing which forms 
of identification voters can present 
at polling places before they cast 
ballots.

The General Assembly returned 
last month to pass legislation im-
plementing the amendment. While 
more than 30 states have some form 
of voter ID requirement, including 
three of North Carolina’s neighbors, 
courts recently have given tougher 
scrutiny to states which have imple-
mented photo ID mandates.

Lawmakers will decide which 
forms of identification the state will 
accept when registered voters cast 
ballots — and if the new law will 
allow voters who don’t have driv-
er’s licenses (the ID most widely ac-
cepted) to get a state-approved ID 
at no cost, and where to obtain it.

Rep. David Lewis, R-Harnett, 
who chairs the House Rules Com-
mittee, said in June if the amend-
ment passed the enabling legis-

lation would address concerns 
brought up by opponents of the 
measure. Groups such as the NAACP 
have said they intend to protest and 
challenge legislative action.

The 2018 statewide ballot had 
five other amendments. Here’s a 
rundown of what else we voted for, 
what we voted against, and what it 
means now that election day is past.

Right to Hunt and Fish 
 APPROVED, 57% - 43%

Creates a constitutional right to 
hunt and fish.

WHAT IT DOES

The amendment subjects the 
right to hunt, fish, and harvest wild-
life to laws that preserve wildlife 
conservation and management. It 
also classifies hunting and fishing 
as a means of managing and con-
trolling North Carolina’s wildlife.

Marsy’s Law
APPROVED, 62% - 38 %

Expands the constitutional rights 
of crime victims.

WHAT IT DOES

The amendment boosts and ex-
pands multiple rights for crime vic-
tims, including the right to receive 
timely notice of court proceedings, 
the right to be present at pleas, sen-
tencing, and parole hearings, and 
the right to present views and con-
cerns to the governor or agency 
taking an action that could release 
the accused. 

The measure was part of a na-
tional campaign to enact similar 

amendments in other states.

Income Tax Cap 
Amendment 

APPROVED, 57% - 43%

Changes cap on income tax from 
10 percent to 7 percent.

WHAT IT DOES

The amendment prohibits the 
state government from raising the 
income tax rate above 7 percent. 
The state’s current personal income 
tax rate is 5.499 percent.

Judicial Selection for 
Midterm Vacancies
DEFEATED, 33% - 67%

Creates a process involving a com-
mission, legislature, and governor 
to appoint judges to vacant state 

seats.

WHAT IT WOULD HAVE DONE

The amendment would have 
created a new nine-person commis-
sion to screen potential judicial ap-
pointees for vacant seats between 
elections. Lawmakers would have 
forwarded names from that commi-
sison to the governor. The amend-
ment would have shifted power 
from the governor to the legislature.

Legislative Appointments 
to Elections Board and 

Commissions 
DEFEATED, 38% - 62%

Makes the legislature responsible 
for appointments to state election 

board.

WHAT IT WOULD HAVE DONE

The measure would have given 
the General Assembly authority to 
appoint members to the Bipartisan 
State Board of Ethics and Elections 
Enforcement, the group that over-
sees ethics and election laws.

Since the amendment failed, 
the legislature might revisit the 
elections board structure in its 
post-Thanksgiving session. The 
board’s current version was ruled 
unconstitutional in mid-October by 
a three-judge Superior Court panel. 
But the panel delayed enforcement 
of its order to allow current election 
results to be certified.

The court said the current board 
would be dissolved Dec. 3.

Constitutional 
amendments

What passed, what failed, and what happens next

VOTER ID AMENDMENT. This amendment requires lawmakers to decide which 
forms of identification voters can present at polling places.
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Supreme Court 

The N.C. Supreme Court 
will turn bluer following 
the election of Democrat 

Anita Earls. 
Earls won the only Supreme 

Court race on the ballot with 
nearly 50 percent of the vote. 
The remainder of the ballots 
were unevenly divided between 
Republican incumbent Justice 
Barbara Jackson and newcom-
er Chris Anglin, a one-time reg-
istered Democrat who switched 
to a Republican label just before 
entering the race, skewing the 
odds in favor of Earls. 

The court currently stands 
with a 4-3 Democratic majority. 
Earls’ victory shifts the balance 
further to the left.  

A law passed this year by 
the General Assembly tilted 
partisan play in the race in fa-
vor of Earls. Senate Bill 3, a con-
troversial law that passed over 
Gov. Roy Cooper’s veto, restored 
the partisan affiliation of judi-
cial candidates on ballots.

The General Assembly elim-
inated judicial primaries for this 
election cycle, so several candi-
dates from the same party could 
run against each other in the 
general election. 

That was a big mistake, said 
former N.C. Supreme Court Jus-
tice Bob Orr, who before the 
race predicted Jackson would 
lose her seat due to Anglin’s 
vote-splitting presence. 

“I don’t think there is any 
question that the pro-Trump, 
white male base — given the 
choice between a male judge 
and female judge who are both 
Republicans — say ‘I’m going to 
vote for the man,’” Orr said. 

Now Earls, a civil-rights 
lawyer who for 10 years head-
ed the Southern Coalition for 
Social Justice, will replace Jack-
son, a conservative who has 
served as a judge on North Car-
olina’s appellate courts for more 
than a decade. 

Earls is known for battling it 
out with state lawmakers over 
voting rights, voter I.D., and 
election redistricting laws — all 
issues handled by the Supreme 
Court. 

“Earls has clearly stated po-
sitions on issues related to re-
districting and voting, and 
during the campaign she re-

peatedly said they were the mo-
tivation for her candidacy,” said 
Andy Taylor, a political science 
professor at N.C. State Univer-
sity. 

“Much of her interest in 
these matters comes from her 
considerable work on a host of 
cases that may well come to the 
Supreme Court. She will surely 
have to recuse herself on those.”  

“There will undoubtedly al-
so be other cases she hasn't 
worked on but that involve or-
ganizations she has close work-
ing relationships with — such 
as Common Cause, the NAACP, 
and her own Southern Coalition 
for Social Justice. She should re-
cuse herself on these as well.”

Court of Appeals 

The balance of judges has 
also shifted on the N.C. 
Court of Appeals. 

With the election of three 
Democrats, the scales tip from 
a 10-5 to 8-7 Republican major-
ity, a balance that may boost 
the odds for more unanimous, 
liberal three-judge panels. 

The result is a switch from 
2016, when Republicans moved 
the needle in the opposite di-
rection. 

Democratic incumbent John 
Arrowood narrowly beat chal-
lenger Andrew Heath, a Repub-
lican Superior Court judge. 

Democrat Toby Hampson, 
an appellate attorney, won the 
second race with nearly 48.79 
percent of the vote. 

Two Republicans, Jefferson 
Griffin and Sandra Alice Ray, 
split the remaining votes with 
35.72 and 15.50 percent, re-
spectively.

Allegra Katherine Collins, a 
law professor and appellate at-
torney, won the third race with 
48.58 percent of the vote. Re-
publican Chuck Kitchen took 
46.83 percent, and Libertarian 
Michael Monaco Sr. cleaned up 
the remaining 4.59 percent. 

Notably, Arrowood is the 
only winner with actual experi-
ence on the bench. 

Like Earls, Hampson and 
Collins are legal advocates and 
have tried cases before the N.C. 
Court of Appeals, but neither 
has any judicial history.

Kari Travis

For N.C. Supreme Court, 
Court of Appeals, blue is 

the new red
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Carolina’s education governor, and 
she pitched a strong game of support 
for education. She was backed by 
pro-abortion groups and the State 
Employees Association of North 
Carolina.

WHY HE LOST

Brawley had less fundraising 
power. Hunt received $900,000 from 
the state Democratic Party alone 
and outspent Brawley $1,116,077 to 
$377,430, an extraordinary amount 
for a local House race. Mecklenburg 
County is increasingly a Democrat-
ic stronghold and had a local blue 
wave, sweeping all Republicans out 
of the county commission and in-
creasing its legislative majority from 
11 of 17 seats to 16 of 17.

WHAT’S THIS MEAN

Hunt wants to raise teacher pay, 
restore teacher assistants to the 
classroom, and increase education 
spending. She wants to expand 
Medicaid and would oppose legis-
lation limiting women’s pro-choice 
options. She supports stronger 
environmental regulation. She op-
poses Republicans’ tax reforms and 

BY DAN WAY

House District 36 
Nelson Dollar (R) vs. Julie Von Haefen (D)

WHY SHE WON

Von Haefen was endorsed by for-
mer President Obama. She effective-
ly staked out liberal positions on the 
campaign trail that were more in line 
with this blue district and pushed 
school issues in a county where 
education is important — 92 percent 
of residents graduated high school, 
and 50 percent have a bachelor’s 
degree or higher. She outspent Dollar 
$413,510 to $260,716.

WHY HE LOST

Voting allegiances in Wake County 
have shifted markedly to Democrats, 
and Dollar was a visible target as 
the GOP’s senior budget writer in the 
House. His reconfigured district was 
no exception, as all House Republi-
cans were swept from office there. 
Libertarian Robyn Haley Pegram won 
about 3 percent of the vote and may 
have contributed to Dollar’s demise.

WHAT’S THIS MEAN

A self-described progressive sup-
ported by abortion-rights groups and 
unions, Von Haefen thinks health 
care is a universal right and wants 
to expand Medicaid. She supports 
government incentives for business-
es and opposes fracking and offshore 
drilling.

NOTABLE QUOTE

“It is a big story” that a powerful 
Republican who was the chief budget 
writer in the House was knocked off. 
“Her and [Democrat Sydney] Batch 
in House District 37, although she 
didn’t unseat a powerful Republican, 
were kind of the same story. Brand 
new candidates who happened to 
be women running in a suburban 
district. He’s been targeted by Dem-
ocrats for a long time, and they saw 
that his district was demographically 
going to be one they could win … 
because the dynamics of suburban 
districts are changing.” — David Mc-
Lennan, political science professor at 
Meredith College

expanding Medicaid. He disfavors the 
N.C. Opportunity Scholarship Pro-
gram for private school vouchers and 
favors a statewide bond for school 
construction. He opposes fracking 
and offshore drilling and wants to 
revive renewable energy subsidies.

NOTABLE QUOTE

“Rep. Jonathan Jordan, who’s fre-
quently a target of Democrats, has 
run very competitive races in the 
past and had to spend significant 
sums in order to keep his seat, ulti-
mately ran out of gas this election 
cycle for his fourth term.” — Jon-
athan Kappler, N.C. FreeEnterprise 
Foundation executive director

House District 103 
Bill Brawley (R) vs. Rachel Hunt (D)

WHY SHE WON

Hunt was was endorsed by former 
President Obama and has important 
name recognition. 

Her father is a former four-term 
governor, Jim Hunt, known as North 

House District 93 
Jonathan Jordan (R) vs. Ray Russell (D)

WHY HE WON

Russell has stamped a brand 
as founder and president of Ray-
sWeather.com, a popular weather 
service customized for the moun-
tain counties. He outspent Jordan 
$311,537 to $185,802. He began a 
vigorous campaign of knocking on 
thousands of doors and conducting 
telephone outreach two years ago.

WHY HE LOST

Jordan picked up 2,600 more votes 
in his home, Ashe County, than 
Russell. But Russell won by a margin 
of 4,054 votes in his home, Watauga 
County.

WHAT’S THIS MEAN

Russell advocates a nonpartisan 
redistricting committee and would 
vote against electoral maps favoring 
Republicans. He views affordable 
health care and prescription med-
ications as a right and advocates 

93 

36

105

103 104

9

17

27

N.C. Senate Map

N.C. House MapFrom Republican 
to Democrat:
What happened 
and why
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Hanover County. The Democratic 
challenger accused Lee of choos-
ing corporate interests over public 
health. Bickley eventually left the 
race and endorsed Lee.  

WHAT’S THIS MEAN

Peterson will likely be a vocal 
voice in the GenX cleanup debate 
and in other environmental debates. 
He also advocates universal pre-K, 
increasing education funding, and 
boosting teacher pay. 

NOTABLE QUOTE

“New Hanover County is the Ohio 
of North Carolina. It is very compet-
itive, and it seems to swing back and 
forth,” — Jonathan Kappler, execu-
tive director of the North Carolina 
FreeEnterprise Foundation

Senate District 17 
Tamara Barringer (R) vs. Sam Searcy (D) 

vs. Bruce Basson (L)

WHY SEARCY WON

Searcy leveraged his personal 
wealth in a close race against Re-
publican incumbent Barringer and 
Libertarian challenger Basson. He 
outraised both. 

The N.C. Association of Educators, 
which sponsored the high-profile 
teachers’ march for higher pay and 
increased education funding, backed 
Searcy. 

WHY THEY LOST

Senate District 17 is in Wake 
County and a suburban area in-
cluding Apex, Holly Springs, and 
Fuquay-Varina, that is beginning to 
trend more toward the Democratic 
Party. 

WHAT’S THIS MEAN

The Democratic party was able to 
break the Republican supermajority 

in the Senate by picking up six seats. 
While Republicans still hold a major-
ity of the seats (29-21), Searcy’s vic-
tory, along with those of a handful of 
other Democrats, took away Senate 
Republicans’ ability to override the 
governor’s vetoes easily. 

Searcy believes public education is 
underfunded and teachers are under-
paid. He supports expanding Medic-
aid and implementing a nonpartisan 
redistricting system. 

NOTABLE QUOTE

“I think that this is reflective of 
the national election results where 
suburban-based districts are kind of 
moving away from their traditional 
Republican orientation toward a 
more competitive status, and where 
they’re open for voting for Demo-
crats,” — Jonathan Kappler, execu-
tive director of the N.C. FreeEnter-
prise Foundation 

Senate District 27 
Trudy Wade (R) vs. Michael Garrett (D)

WHY HE WON

After redistricting, Senate District 
27 became more competitive when 
the lines were shifted to include 
more Democratic-leaning voters. 

Garrett, who had faced Wade 
before in a close match, was able to 
succeed this time around in defeat-
ing the incumbent. 

In the 2016 race, Wade won 53 
percent of the vote, but this time she 
only won 49.5 percent. 

WHY SHE LOST

Senate District 27 went for Hillary 
Clinton in the presidential race, 
leaving Wade, a Republican, vul-
nerable. Wade mimicked President 
Trump’s focus on immigration and 
ran ads on the issue of the migrant 
caravan in an effort to energize Re-
publican voters, but the votes didn’t 
go to her favor. 

WHAT’S THIS MEAN

Garrett, a small business owner, 
ran on a platform in favor of reviving 
the Earned Income Tax Credit, in-
creasing funding for public schools, 
and expanding Medicaid. 

NOTABLE QUOTE

“We saw Senator Wade highlight 
immigration as an issue, which was 
reflective of a campaign theme that 
President Trump wanted to close the 
campaign on.” — Jonathan Kappler, 
executive director of the N.C. Free 
Enterprise Foundation

voting turnout, winning a 2,654-vote 
margin to more than offset Stone’s 
1,469-vote edge on election day. He 
didn’t limit his campaign to simply 
defeating Stone, but ousting the 
Republican majority in the General 
Assembly. That was an enticing mes-
sage among the district’s increasingly 
liberal voters. The district reverted to 
its 2016 boundaries due to court-or-
dered redistricting, making it possible 
for Democrats to claim the seat.

WHY STONE LOST 

Stone was a victim of Mecklen-
burg County’s local blue wave. The 
county is increasingly a Democratic 
stronghold, where voters swept all 
Republicans out of the county com-
mission and elected Democrats to 16 
of 17 legislative seats.

WHAT’S THIS MEAN

Harris would vote to expand 
Medicaid and supports higher tax 
funding for mass transit instead of 
building new roads for cars.

NOTABLE QUOTE

“Wesley Harris, remember, initially 
had filed in House District 103 to run 
against Rep. [Bill] Brawley, and then 
I’m sure somebody picked up the 
phone and said, ‘You don’t want to run 
in this district do you? My daughter is 
running in this district.’ 

“And, so, he politely said, ‘I’ll run 
over here.’ That’s what happened, and 
now he’s a member of the House.” — 
Jonathan Kappler, N.C. FreeEnterprise 
Foundation executive director 

(Rachel Hunt, daughter of former 
four-term governor Jim Hunt, was 
the Democratic candidate in House 
District 103.) 

Senate District 9 
Michael Lee (R) vs. Harper Peterson (D) 

vs. Ethan Bickley (L)

WHY PETERSON WON

Peterson beat Lee, the incumbent, 
by just a few hundred votes. The 
Democratic challenger received 
support from environmental groups 
and challenged Lee on issues such 
as water pollution and safe drinking 
water.

WHY LEE, B ICKLEY LOST

The N.C. FreeEnterprise Founda-
tion rates the district as competitive. 
In the wake of Hurricane Florence 
and the GenX controversy, Peterson 
put Lee on the defensive by claim-
ing the incumbent didn’t do enough 
to protect water quality in New 

would vote to restore the Earned 
Income Tax Credit. She would vote 
for a nonpartisan redistricting 
commission.

NOTABLE QUOTE

“She spent more on broadcast 
television than all but three congres-
sional candidates in North Carolina. 
Dan McCready, Kathy Manning, and 
Mark Harris spent more than her.” 
— Jonathan Kappler, N.C. FreeEnter-
prise Foundation executive director

House District 104 
Andy Dulin (R) vs. Brandon Lofton (D) 

WHY LOFTON WON

Lofton benefited from Democratic 
enthusiasm for congressional candi-
date Dan McCready that brought out 
the party’s voters. 

WHY DULIN LOST

He was running as a reliable Re-
publican legislative vote in a district 
that Democrats Hillary Clinton and 
Roy Cooper won in 2016. Dulin’s 
campaign was rocked by a drunken 
driving arrest and a call by Sen. Dan 
Bishop, R-Mecklenburg, to step down 
from his House seat.

WHAT’S THIS MEAN

Lofton says giving pay hikes is a 
good first step in raising education 
spending. He wants to expand Med-
icaid. He would back an independent 
redistricting commission to draw 
legislative boundaries.  

NOTABLE QUOTE

“Brandon Lofton won by a 
relatively narrow margin over Rep. 
Dulin, who had some bad publicity 
in the final days of his campaign. 
But he was significantly outspent 
by Brandon Lofton in the closing 
weeks.” — Jonathan Kappler, N.C. 
FreeEnterprise Foundation executive 
director

House District 105 
Scott Stone (R) vs. Wesley Harris (D)

WHY HARRRIS WON

Harris outspent Stone $370,960 to 
$184,884, and he benefited from the 
state’s record-setting one-stop early 

New Hanover 
County is the Ohio 
of North Carolina. 
It is very compet-
itive, and it seems 
to swing back and 
forth.
- Jonathan Kappler, Executive 

Director of North Carolina 
FreeEnterprise Foundation
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May 24, 2018
Harry Smith is unanimously elected 
chairman of the University of 
North Carolina System’s Board of 
Governors. He officially assumes 
the role July 1. 

July 12
Carolina Journal hears raised 
voices coming from a special, 
two-hour closed session. Board 
members refuse to vote on an 
appointee presented by UNC 
President Margaret Spellings for the 
chancellorship at Western Carolina 
University — a job that opened 
when former Chancellor David 
Belcher died of brain cancer June 17. 
The board’s decision not to vote 
is unusual, and email records later 
show that one board member, 
former Raleigh Mayor Tom Fetzer, 
stalled the process by hiring 
an outside firm to investigate 
Spellings’ candidate. The action 
was permissible under state law 
requiring any state employee to be 
thoroughly vetted, Fetzer said. 

July 16
Spellings’ candidate for the WCU 
job, whose name remains private, 
withdraws his candidacy. Smith 
says the board will make changes in 
the chancellor search process. It’s 
the chairman’s first big leap into 
revising university operations.  

July 17
Despite the appearance of public 
tension, the relationship between 
Spellings and the board isn’t 
strained, Smith tells CJ in an 
interview. 
“My goal is to make Margaret 
the most successful president in 
history,” Smith said. “I serve at the 
will of the board. I’m always going 
to engage the board — and the 
officers — and I’m going to work in 
a really healthy manner with the 
president and her team.” 
“It’ll be a little bit of a different 
approach, not that the past 
approach was bad, but it’s going to 
be a lot more teamwork.” 

July 27
Fetzer, whose private investigation 
threw a curveball into the WCU 
chancellor search, tells CJ he was, 
before that meeting, approached 
by two members of the WCU 
Board of Trustees about the 
university’s interim chancellorship. 
Spellings instead selected WCU 
Provost Alison Morrison-Shetlar, a 
“superb appointment,” for interim 
chancellor, Fetzer said. 

Aug. 1
CJ receives reports about tension 
between Smith and East Carolina 
University Chancellor Cecil Staton, 
one of Spellings’ first executive 
hires in 2016. Trusted sources tell CJ 
Staton’s job is on the line. A July 15 
email from Smith to Rep. Gregory 
Murphy, R-Pitt, and Rep. John Bell, 
R-Craven, reveals concern about an 
editorial by Staton published in the 
Raleigh News and Observer July 14. 
In it, Staton writes that ECU 
suffered a large budget cut at the 
hands of state lawmakers. 
“It’s been a scandalous couple 
of years at ECU that has and 
continues to embarrass our great 
university,” Smith wrote. “Leaders 
take accountability, and they don’t 
point the finger. I’m happy to sit 
down with Cecil and explain in 
great detail the many issues we 
have had under his leadership that 
he was in direct control over that 
has greatly hurt and divided ECU.” 
CJ also obtains a July 25 letter 
from the ECU Board of Trustees to 
Spellings, defending Staton and 
expressing support for his “bold 
leadership, vision, and direction 
that this chancellor has provided 
East Carolina University.” 

Aug. 3
Smith flatly denies the notion 
Staton’s job is in jeopardy. UNC 
never will “overrun the [ECU] 
trustees,” and wouldn’t fire Staton 
without direction from ECU and 
Spellings, though “I know that 
rumor was flying … but that rumor 
never should’ve gotten any legs, 
and the world is full of rumors, as 
you know,” Smith says. 
Kieran Shanahan, chairman of 
ECU’s Board of Trustees, says 
Staton’s job is secure. 
CJ continues to receive information 
from other sources that Staton has 
experienced pressure to leave his 
job. 

Aug. 8
The board showed “clearly bad 
governance” in its handling of the 
WCU chancellor search, 10 former 
members write in an op-ed for 
Higher Education Works. Fetzer’s 
move to hire a firm for a third-party 
background check on Spellings’ 
candidate is unacceptable, they 
say. A BOG committee chairperson 
also inappropriately allowed a 
candidate — who was unanimously 
approved by her committee — to 
be overturned without returning 
the matter to Spellings or the 
committee for input, the op-ed 
states.

The University of North Carolina 
System’s Board of Governors is arguably 
one of the most important and powerful 
political bodies in the state, given its 17 
campuses and nearly $3 billion budget. 

Steering the 28-person body is no small task. 
Leadership this year shifted to Greenville 
businessman Harry Smith, a figure who 
presents a stark contrast to his predecessor, 
Asheville-based attorney Lou Bissette. Where 
Bissette governed with a more open hand, 
Smith runs a tighter operation riddled with 
complicated political dynamics. Last year, 
Smith was appointed to a second four-year 
term on the board. 

Much has happened in the first six months 
of Smith’s run as chairman. Here are some of 
the most notable events to date.  
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Nov. 15
In an email exchange, Smith accuses 
CJ of intentionally publishing false 
information on the outlet’s website. 
“Public Service is a great thing and 
there should be criticism on policy 
decisions and actions taken,” Smith 
writes to CJ Editor-in-Chief Rick 
Henderson. “What has happened 
on this story has been a targeted 
attempt by you, Kari, your firm [sic] 
as well as a few others to defame 
and malign me falsely with that 
intent with little to no effort to 
get the facts and at the same time 
intentionally ignoring the obvious.”

Aug. 20
Silent Sam, the controversial 
Confederate statue on UNC-
Chapel Hill’s campus, comes down 
at the hands of 250 protesters. The 
action is illegal, and consequences 
are inevitable for those who 
committed the crime, Smith says. 
“The law is the law. We can’t allow 
anarchy on any of our campuses.”

Aug. 28
The board meets in closed session 
to discuss Silent Sam’s fate. 
State law says the statue must 
be restored within 90 days. The 
board tasks UNC-Chapel Hill’s 
Board of Trustees with developing 
recommendations to be presented 
to the BOG Nov. 15. The board 
also plans an independent 
investigation into what went 
wrong, Smith says. 

Oct. 10
The board officially changes the 
way it selects new chancellors. 
Searches will remain strictly 
confidential, and board members 
will have more time to review 
candidates. No BOG members 
or university trustees can be 
considered for a chancellorship 
unless they resign, the new rules 
say. 
Smith says the board is still 
dealing with “high emotions” and 
vaguely references “robust phone 
calls [with board members] that 
were loaded,” but doesn’t offer 
details.
“I ask that if you want to be 
critical of the Board of Governors, 
make some phone calls first. Have 
a conversation with me.” 

Nov. 5
ECU’s Staton plans to leave his 
job Jan. 1, weeks before Spellings 
vacates her office, CJ learns from 
sources familiar with the situation 
in Greenville. Staton and Shanahan 
deny the report, pointing to an 
“incredibly positive 360 review” — 
a performance review of Staton 
ordered by Spellings and conducted 
by university employees and 
community members — as evidence 
the chancellor’s job is in no trouble.
Representatives of the UNC System 
refuse to confirm or deny the 
situation. CJ stands by the accuracy 
of its reporting and requests a copy 
of Staton’s 360 review from ECU 
and UNC officials following Staton’s 
declaration that he would be happy 
to see it made public.

Nov. 9
At a regular meeting of the 
UNC board, Smith says UNC-
Chapel Hill trustees will submit 
recommendations on Silent Sam 
Dec. 14, pushing action past the 
90-day limit prescribed by law. 
That same day, Smith announces 
he is cutting all communications 
with ECU in a letter to the 
chairman of ECU’s Board of 
Trustees. 
“There has clearly been an 
organized effort from a very 
small, but vocal group to create 
a false narrative, and it’s being 
done through petty, personal 
attacks intended to harm or 
malign me,” Smith writes. “The 
ECU Board of Trustees has stated 
that Chancellor Staton has their 
support and I fully respect their 
position.” 

Sept. 23
Public input is welcome, UNC-
Chapel Hill Chancellor Carol Folt 
tells the campus community in an 
email asking for feedback on Silent 
Sam. The school opens an email 
address to be used by the public.

Oct. 26
Spellings announces she’s leaving 
UNC after just three years on the 
job. 
The former U.S. secretary of 
education offers her resignation, 
effective March 1, 2019. She had 
signed a five-year contract with 
the university. 
Times change, and “those changes 
demand new leaders and new 
approaches,” she says. 

Nov. 7
Smith contacts CJ via phone, 
claiming defamation for its 
reporting on his interactions with 
Staton and ECU. He offers to sit 
down with staffers for an in-person 
interview to correct the “false 
narrative” he says is being spun by 
the paper. CJ tells Smith it retains 
full confidence in the accuracy 
of its reporting, which is based 
on public records and interviews, 
while welcoming his proposal for a 
meeting. A time is set for Nov. 14. 

Nov. 12
Smith changes his Nov. 14 
meeting with CJ to a phone call, 
including UNC System attorney 
Thomas Shanahan and UNC public 
information staff. The call later 
is canceled by a UNC System 
spokesman.  

Nov. 19
Since UNC had not responded to CJ’s 
request to release the 360 review, CJ 
asked media attorney John Bussian 
to write Smith, Thomas Shanahan, 
and UNC spokesman Josh Ellis, de-
manding the review under public-re-
cords law.
Bussian noted that, by asking public-
ly for the release of the 360 review, 
UNC had no legal justification to 
keep its contents private.
“At a minimum, the release of the re-
view is necessary to restore public 
confidence in the operation of the 
UNC System and can be released to 
the public in its entirely for that rea-
son alone,” the letter said. 
After the letter was sent to UNC, El-
lis sent a separate email to CJ’s Tra-
vis, denying the paper’s request from 
early November to release the 360 re-
view.
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I don’t write much about what 
happens inside of the class-
room simply because there is so 

little information about it. Content 
standards adopted by the N.C. 
Department of Public Instruction 
outline the sequence, topics, and 
learning goals for each grade and 
subject. Curricula and instruc-
tional decisions are made on the 
district, school, and departmental 
levels. The imposition of state-
wide, uniform content standards 
doesn’t necessarily prescribe 
day-to-day instructional activities. 
Simply put, what happens in the 
classroom generally stays in the 
classroom, and the public is none 
the wiser.

Occasionally, an assignment, 
worksheet, or exam question will 
migrate from the classroom to 
social media. Some of my favor-
ites are funny test answers. What 
ended in 1896? 1895. Where was 
the Declaration of Independence 
signed? At the bottom. What is 

the highest-frequency noise that 
a human can register? Mariah 
Carey. You get the idea.

But classroom materials are also 
leaked because parents believe 
their child has been assigned tasks 
that have questionable education-
al value, or they object to passag-
es included in required reading 
materials. In rare cases, teachers 
will air their objections to lessons 
imposed on them by school district 
staff or administrators.

Such was the case when a 
seventh-grade English teacher 
in Wake County alerted me to a 

forthcoming unit based on the 
Narrative of the Life of Frederick 
Douglass. The narrative is an 
autobiography written by Doug-
lass, a former slave who escaped 
bondage in 1838, became a 
central figure in the abolitionist 
movement before the Civil War, 
and championed civil rights after 
the war. The book describes the 
brutality of slavery, the cruelty 
of slave owners, and the dehu-
manizing effects of the peculiar 
institution. It is one of the most 
important anti-slavery books ever 
published in the United States, 

and unquestionably it deserves 
a place in the classroom. But is it 
suitable for seventh-grade stu-
dents? Apparently, the publisher 
of the lesson, EL Education, and 
Wake County Schools believe that 
it is. The teacher is not so sure.

Among a number of concerns 
he relayed to me was the brutality 
and graphic language in the book 
passages assigned to adolescents 
who may not have the maturity 
to engage the text with the kind 
of sincerity and reverence that 
it deserves. Among the excerpts 
that students are asked to read is 
the following:

I have known him to cut and 
slash the women's heads so 
horribly, that even master 
would be enraged at his 
cruelty, and would threaten 
to whip him if he did not mind 
himself. Master, however, was 
not a humane slaveholder. 
It required extraordinary 
barbarity on the part of an 
overseer to affect him. He 
was a cruel man, hardened by 
a long life of slaveholding. He 
would at times seem to take 
great pleasure in whipping 
a slave. I have often been 
awakened at the dawn of day 
by the most heart-rending 
shrieks of an own aunt of 
mine, whom he used to tie 

up to a joist, and whip upon 
her naked back till she was 
literally covered with blood.

The lesson plan suggests that 
teachers ask students to read the 
passage and identify who was cruel 
and who is being whipped.

Moreover, teachers are direct-
ed to have a conversation with 
students about racially charged 
language, including the n-word, 
which appears in the Narrative 
repeatedly but not in the excerpts 
assigned to students. The lesson 
plan directs teachers to “Refer to a 
list of terms posted on the board: 
African American, black, Negro, n…
er, white, Caucasian. Ask students 
to think for a few minutes: Which 
of these terms are respectful terms 
to use today? Which of these terms 
are not respectful?” In the hands 
of an inexperienced teacher, this 
part of the lesson could go terribly 
wrong. The same is true for the 
“performance task” for the unit, 
which asks students to “write and 
illustrate a children’s book based on 
an episode from Douglass’ life.”

I do not have the expertise to 
judge the quality of the lesson or 
assess its appropriateness, but I 
trust the judgment of the teacher 
who forwarded it to me. His reser-
vations about it should be enough 
to warrant a review by his superiors 
and a discussion with parents.

COMMENTARY

DR. TERRY STOOPS
VICE PRESIDENT FOR RESEARCH 
JOHN LOCKE FOUNDATION
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AGE-APPROPRIATE? A screen capture of EL Education’s curriculum page for a 
seventh-grade reading of Narrative of the Life of Frederick Douglass. A teach-
er in Wake County questions whether the brutality and graphic language in 
the book is appropriate for children in seventh grade.
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The debate over gerryman-
dering’s negative impact 
took a particularly silly turn 

in November, when some pundits 
credited the partisan map-drawing 
process for helping Republicans 
build their majority in the U.S. 
Senate.

All U.S. senators run in state-
wide races. They face no electoral 
districts subject to potential par-
tisan mapmaking mischief. Thus 
gerrymandering plays zero role in 
U.S. Senate contests.

But even people with a better 
understanding of gerrymandering 
have tended to overemphasize its 
impact. They don’t seem to realize 
that addressing the gerrymander-
ing problem wouldn’t necessarily 
generate the electoral outcomes 
they desire.

Take, for instance, the argu-
ments two staffers at New York 
University Law School’s Brennan 
Center for Justice put forward 
recently in a Raleigh News and 
Observer column. The authors 
purported to explain, according to 
the headline, “How the Republican 
gerrymander blocked the blue 
wave in N.C.”

Before focusing on gerryman-
dering, it makes sense to address 
the notion that 2018 election re-
sults reflected any kind of “wave.” 
While Democrats definitely 
enjoyed an edge, their overall 
performance in U.S. House and 
Senate contests, as well as races 
for governor and legislative seats 
nationwide, fit fairly well with 
historical patterns for the first 
midterm of a new presidential 
administration.

“If we’re just going to count ev-
ery time that one party does better 
than the other party as a ‘wave 
election,’ we’re going to be waving 
a lot,” as John Locke Foundation 
Chairman John Hood declared in a 
Nov. 12 post-election analysis.

Regardless of whether Demo-
crats enjoyed a “wave,” “splash,” 
or some other aquatic event, they 
outpolled GOP adversaries in 
many electoral contests. But they 
made no dent in North Carolina’s 
delegation to the U.S. House of 
Representatives. Before the elec-

tion, that delegation featured 10 
Republicans and three Democrats. 
The 2019 Congress will maintain 
the same partisan split.

That’s the fact that bothers the 
Brennan Center writers. “Demo-
crats won roughly 50 percent of 
the vote in North Carolina, their 
best performance in almost a de-
cade,” according to the column. Yet 
“despite an extraordinary year,” 
Democrats were unable to flip a 
single N.C. congressional seat from 
red to blue.

Before delving further into the 
argument, it’s worth noting that 
these outside observers consider 
it “extraordinary” for Democrats 
to win “roughly” 50 percent of 
the statewide congressional 
vote. (Very rough, as it turns 
out. Democrats actually secured 
about 48 percent of the statewide 
congressional vote. In the authors’ 
defense, Republican Walter Jones 

ran unopposed in the 3rd District, 
allowing no Democrats to cast 
ballots to counteract his vote total. 
Still, 48 percent support is not the 
same as a 50-50 split.)

The column also reminds us 
that Democrats accomplished this 
“roughly 50 percent” milestone for 
the first time in nearly a decade. 
Intentional or not, the authors 
admit that N.C. voters have tended 
to cast more ballots for Republican 
congressional candidates than for 
Democrats in recent years. This 
fact contradicts a narrative popu-
lar among some gerrymandering 
foes: that Republicans have won 
majorities among the congres-
sional delegation only because of 
mapmaking malfeasance.

The columnists go on to make 
the following claim: “Democrats 
didn’t stand a chance of picking 
up a fourth seat unless they could 
net 52.5 percent of the statewide 

vote, something they achieved 
only once since 2000, in the 2008 
election.”

That calculation might strike 
Mark Harris and Dan McCready as 
odd. Both of those men know well 
that it would have taken roughly 
another 900 votes for the Demo-
crat McCready to have defeated 
the Republican Harris in the hotly 
contested 9th Congressional Dis-
trict. That’s a far smaller sum than 
the roughly 37,000 votes needed 
to change a statewide vote total by 
even a single percentage point.

The discrepancy highlights a 
problem common to gerryman-
dering complaints. Those issuing 
the complaints suggest that the 
number of representatives each 
major party sends to Congress 
ought to mirror the total percent-
age of congressional votes cast for 
that party statewide.

If Democrats and Republicans 
wage a close contest for the total 
congressional vote in North Caro-
lina, the argument goes, then the 
House delegation should alternate 
between a 7-6 margin favoring 
Republicans and a similar split 
favoring Democrats. Only if one 
party reached the rare milestone of 
securing more than 60 percent of 
the total vote would an 8-5 split be 
warranted.

That argument makes perfect 
sense for a state and nation that 
select members of the legislative 
branch of government through 
proportional representation. Under 
such a system, parties split legis-
lative seats in rough proportion to 
their vote totals throughout the 
electorate.

Many countries use that system. 
The United States does not. 

As recently as 2006, then-U.S. 
Supreme Court Justice Anthony 
Kennedy wrote for the majority 
in the LULAC v. Perry case: “To be 
sure, there is no constitutional 
requirement of proportional repre-
sentation.”

Instead, this state and nation 
rely on a “first-past-the-post” 
system. Candidates, not parties, 
compete in specified geographic 
districts. The candidate who se-
cures the most votes wins in each 
district.

That system can lead to wide 
disparities between a party’s vote 
totals within a state and its share 
of the congressional seats. In 
North Carolina today, if Democrats 
won every congressional race by a 
margin of 50.5 percent to 49.5 per-
cent, the delegation would feature 
13 Democrats and zero Republi-
cans. That result would have noth-

ing to do with gerrymandering.
The liberal group Common 

Cause provided evidence support-
ing this argument in 2016. The 
group worked with Duke Universi-
ty and a bipartisan group of retired 
N.C. judges to devise a set of “fair” 
congressional election districts. 
The resulting map produced six 
“likely” Republican congressional 
districts, four Democratic districts, 
and three toss-up districts.

In other words, under normal 
electoral circumstances, the “fair” 
districts could produce a con-
gressional delegation swinging 
anywhere from a 7-6 Democratic 
advantage to a 9-4 GOP edge. 
And that map took no account of 
the impact of incumbency or the 
relative strength or weaknesses of 
particular candidates.

This result should surprise 
no one who watched in 2016 as 
Republican Donald Trump beat 
Democrat Hillary Clinton in North 
Carolina. Trump won by a 52-48 
margin, omitting third-party can-
didates, while also winning 76 of 
the state’s 100 counties. Had each 
of those counties corresponded to 
an electoral district, Trump’s four-
point victory margin would have 
translated into a 3-to-1 electoral 
advantage. Gerrymandering would 
have played no role in reaching 
that result.

Geographic districts favor 
Republicans in this state in a way 
that proportional representation 
does not. People complaining that 
a closely split electorate fails to 
produce a closely split congres-
sional delegation are taking issue 
with a basic element of our cen-
turies-old electoral process. Their 
concerns about gerrymandering 
mask that larger complaint.

Regardless of the evidence tied 
to its own work on this issue, 
Common Cause is suing state leg-
islative leaders. In separate cases 
in both federal and state court, the 
liberal group and its allies chal-
lenge congressional and legislative 
election maps as unconstitutional 
partisan gerrymanders. The ulti-
mate goal: new maps that produce 
an electoral split aligning more 
closely with results that reflect 
proportional representation.

Voters are likely to see new 
maps again in 2020. New census 
data will require new electoral 
maps again for 2022. But it’s 
unclear whether any maps with 
geographic districts will produce 
results that satisfy Common 
Cause, the Brennan Center, or oth-
er critics of the longstanding first-
past-the-post electoral system.

COMMENTARY

MITCH KOKAI
SENIOR POLITICAL ANALYST 
JOHN LOCKE FOUNDATION

Complaints about gerrymandering hide 
critique of basic American electoral rules

BLUE WAVE? A woman takes part in an Asheville rally supporting a Dem-
ocratic takeover of Congress. Democrat performance fit within historical 
patterns for the first midterm of a new presidential administration, but 
they made no dent in North Carolina’s delegation to the U.S. House of 
Representatives. 
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The sudden departure of 
Margaret Spellings from the 
presidency of the University 

of North Carolina System presents 
a unique opportunity to address 
academia’s most serious problem.

The problem is intellectual, not 
operational or economic. Recent 
UNC presidents have focused on 
issues such as access, efficiency, 
and economic development, as 
did Spellings. All of these require 
some ongoing attention, but they 
are hardly cause for emergency 
measures. 

One issue that’s burning, at Cal-
ifornia brushfire levels, is higher 
education has been captured by 
intellectual movements that will 
prove disastrous for our future 
society. It is the proverbial giant 
elephant in the room that nobody 
wishes to acknowledge while 
focusing on lesser problems.

These movements come with a 
variety of names. One is post-
modernism, which is, at its core, 

nihilistic. In the postmodern per-
spective, meaning is placed in the 
service of power rather than truth. 
Or, as editor and critic Arthur 
Krystal suggested, this philosophy 
elevates the banal to equality 
with the essential or exceptional; 
striving becomes irrelevant, and 
humanity eventually becomes 
little more than a mass of deter-
ministic impulses.

Another is multiculturalism. 
North Carolina’s university system 
is amazingly diverse. A short walk 
on most campuses in the system 
reveals a widely varied student 
population. And there’s almost 
no ethnic or racial animosity  — 
other than that being stoked by 
proponents of multiculturalism to-
ward the traditional American and 
Western cultures and the demo-
graphic majority. Multiculturalism 
is divisive by definition, and the 
current form promoted on campus 
is toxically so, unfairly blaming 
the majority for all injustices that 
have ever been. It can lead us 
nowhere good.

Another branch of this intel-
lectual debacle can be described 
as excessive instrumentalism, 
in which the goal is to provide 
graduates with skills rather than 
specific knowledge. The process 
is not education, but training. An 
example is when fatuous “ser-

vice learning” programs are used 
to inculcate citizenship, rather 
than ensuring students know our 
political system and the import-
ant ideas that underlie it. It will 
encourage those who have the 
skills to act, but who are ignorant 
of how and why to do so.

Defenders of the past and 
present UNC leadership may point 
to recent gains in one key intellec-
tual area: The system has greatly 
improved its free-speech regu-
lations over the past few years. 
But that’s not so much due to the 
system’s leadership but to outside 
pressure. The state is uniquely 
home to two policy organizations 
that focus on and publicize this 
issue — the Martin Center for 
Academic Renewal and a branch 
of the Foundation for Individual 

Rights in Education. 
Most important of all, North 

Carolina’s legislature has aggres-
sively defended campus rights to 
free speech, free association, and 
due process with recent legisla-
tion. 

The political side of this intel-
lectual imbalance reveals another 
reason it’s time to break the mold 
for UNC system presidents. Since 
1971, when the current 16-univer-
sity system was created, system 
presidents have mainly been Dem-
ocrats. Spellings is an exception, 
but she occupies the most liberal 
wing of the Republican Party — 
her policies and views are indis-
tinguishable from those of Erskine 
Bowles, a centrist Democrat.

The time may never be better 
to give an important constituen-
cy — conservatives — their due. 
The UNC Board of Governors is 
the most conservative it has ever 
been. If balance is to be restored 
— and it is imperative that it is — 
it is likely to happen now. 

This doesn’t mean the board 
can select just anybody on the 
political right. It will have to be 
somebody with not only a strong 
intellectual background but 
great fortitude to deal with the 
firestorm that’s likely to hit upon 
his or her appointment. Even a 
moderate like Spellings brought 

protests from the perpetually out-
raged. A true reformer will likely 
cause an uproar from every corner 
of the system. 

But just because there may be 
turmoil, that is no reason to avoid 
the problems that have been sim-
mering underneath the surface. 
An absence of conflict doesn’t 
signify good governance. 

Nobody expects the next UNC 
system president to be a full-
fledged culture warrior eager to 
leap into the ideological fray. But 
he or she should at least acknowl-
edge that a major problem exists 
beyond the needs to cut costs or 
boost graduation rates. There is 
an intellectual battle that needs 
to be fought, no matter how much 
it upsets entrenched interests 
and the permanently aggrieved. 
A one-sided university system 
doesn’t serve the state well.

For the task at hand, a strong 
reformer is required, not an 
establishment efficiency expert. 
Let’s hope the Board of Governors 
doesn’t compromise on another 
centrist. That amounts to kicking 
the problem down the road, and 
the results will be the same as 
those achieved with Spellings.

Jay Schalin is director of policy 
analysis for the James G. Martin 
Center for Academic Renewal.
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North Carolina is home to some of
America's best colleges and universities

for free speech. 
 

To find out which ones rate the highest,
download our latest report at

go.jamesgmartin.center/research. 
 

To request a hard copy, please call the
Martin Center at 919-828-1400.

Higher education 
has been captured 
by intellectual 
movements 
that will prove 
disastrous for our 
future society. 
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OVER THE PAST few decades, the 
number of college administrators 
has grown far more than the num-
bers of students and faculty. Amid 
this administrative bloat, the great-
est growth has been in “diversity” 
officials. Even community colleges 
have begun hiring chief diversity 
officers.

A persistent question, howev-
er, is whether having a CDO and 
other diversity administrators 
accomplishes anything of educa-
tional value. American colleges and 
universities are as inclusive and 
“welcoming” to students and fac-
ulty of all races and backgrounds 
as any institutions on the planet, 
so exactly how does a CDO make 
things any better?

Quite recently, a paper published 
by the National Bureau of Eco-
nomic Research cast doubt on the 
belief that CDOs have any impact 

on the hiring of “diverse” faculty 
members.

Four Baylor University econ-
omists — Steven Bradley, James 
Garven, Wilson Law, and James 
West — looked for any statistical 
evidence to show that having a 
CDO did anything to increase the 
hiring of “underrepresented racial/
ethnic minority groups” for faculty 
positions.

“Advocates for greater diversity 
have argued,” the authors write, 
“that a higher-profile executive-lev-
el chief diversity officer, preferably 
one who reports directly to the 
university president, can more 

effectively promote and encourage 
diversity at the highest level of 
university governance.”

That belief is widespread. In 
2016, the paper reports, more than 
two-thirds of major American 
universities had a CDO. Those ad-
ministrators, it is thought, promote 
the hiring of minority faculty mem-
bers, which is beneficial because 
“positive educational outcomes will 
result from the congruency of stu-
dent and professor race/ethnicity, 
thereby reducing achievement gaps 
for minority students.”

Whether that belief is true isn’t 
the focus of the paper, but it is one 

of those “empty suppositions” 
Wood and Thorne mentioned as be-
ing crucial supports for the whole 
diversity enterprise.

The authors proceed to point out 
that there are several theories as to 
why it might be true minority stu-
dents learn better if they are taught 
by people of similar race/ethnicity, 
but state that they all suffer from 
“an inability to credibly control for 
the likelihood of self-selection.”

The authors then investigate 
whether colleges with CDOs do in 
fact ramp up the hiring of minority 
faculty members. Their conclusion: 
“Using a wide variety of robust 
specifications, we are unable to 
find significant evidence that the 
presence of an executive-level 
CDO alters pre-existing trends of 
increasing faculty and administra-
tor diversity.”

The key phrase here is “pre-ex-
isting trends.” Pressure to hire 
more minority faculty and ad-
ministrators has been a fact of 
life in American higher education 
for many years. Most deans and 
provosts have been on board with 
the diversity agenda for decades 
and don’t need additional prodding 
from a CDO to hire applicants who, 
because of their ancestry, “add to 

diversity” rather than applicants 
who don’t.

One obvious reason hiring a CDO 
won’t necessarily lead to more fac-
ulty diversity is the limited number 
of minority individuals who have 
the necessary credentials. “Despite 
widespread desire to increase fac-
ulty diversity, it simply may not be 
possible to rapidly increase faculty 
diversity given the pool of available 
candidates,” state the authors.

In other words, it’s impossible 
for every college to become more 
“diverse” no matter how vigorous 
its CDO may be.

Will this NBER paper have 
any effect? I doubt it very much. 
That’s because the hiring of a CDO 
is primarily a virtue-signaling 
statement. It is possible, however, 
the president or chancellor of a 
cash-strapped school might be able 
to resist demands that they hire a 
CDO by pointing to the NBER study 
and arguing that the money would 
be better spent elsewhere.

That’s not the best argument 
against hiring a CDO, but it might 
be the most effective.

George Leef is director of editorial 
content for the James G. Martin 
Center for Academic Renewal.

Call it high-grade high 
school. When it comes to 
letter-grade earning power, 

high-schoolers are rich indeed. 
Grade inflation is real, and it’s 
inequitable, padding the GPAs of 
wealthier students faster than 
others. Such are the findings of 
a Fordham Institute study that 
tracked grades in N.C. public 
schools for over a decade. In-
creasingly, A is for average — and 
affluent.

Are students simply smarter? 
Ah, if only that were true. Econo-
mist Seth Gershenson, author of 
Fordham’s study, found test scores 
can’t corroborate GPA growth. Just 
one in five students earning an A 
in algebra scored in the top range 
of the algebra end-of-course exam. 
More than a third of B students 
were not even proficient. National 
assessments are similarly deflat-
ing. Scores on a trifecta of tests 

— SAT, ACT, and NAEP — have 
stagnated, notes Fordham.  

What about economic advan-
tage? Controlling for test scores, 
Fordham found disproportionate 
grade inflation in affluent public 
schools. Median GPA rose from 
2.73 to 3.00 between 2005 and 
2016. In less-affluent schools, 
median GPA increased from 2.42 
to 2.59.  

Grade inflation is occurring at 
public and private schools alike, 
according to College Board data 
analysis by Michael Hurwitz and 
Jason Lee. In 2016, nearly half of 

SAT test takers graduated with an 
A average, compared to 39 percent 
in 1998. Grade inflation in private 
schools grew at triple the rate of 
public schools.

Will college provide a reality 
check? Probably not: The most 
common grade is an A. This marks 
a shift from prior generations. In 
the early 1960s, A’s made up 15 
percent of grades, according to 
Fordham.

Why care when A’s abound? 
Grade inflation has high and 
hidden costs. Undeserved good 
grades obscure knowledge deficits. 

They dilute excellence, making it 
tougher to target true talent. Easy 
A’s discourage dogged effort — the 
kind that precedes the hard-
earned A, which, in turn, fuels 
a sense of personal accomplish-
ment. The easy A is the academic 
equivalent of sports’ participation 
trophy. What’s special about a 
distinction that’s no longer dis-
tinctive?   

Some schools are “reinventing” 
high school by ditching grades 
entirely. Their solution: a digital 
mastery transcript that reports 
proficiency instead. Spearheaded 
by the Mastery Transcript Consor-
tium, the movement counts 219 
public and independent schools as 
members.    

Launching in 2019-20, the 
mastery transcript relies on three 
principles: no letter grades, “no re-
quired standardization of mastery 
credits,” and a consistent format 
that allows for a two-minute re-
view by college admission officers.  

The mastery transcript sounds 
promising. It piggybacks on the 
growing popularity of digital port-
folios that retain students’ best 
work year-to-year. But here’s the 
problem: The mastery transcript 
movement implies that grades 
lack value. Despite their shortcom-
ings, high school grades remain 

the best predictor of college out-
comes. Colleges know this. In the 
National Association for College 
Admission Counseling’s new 2018 
“State of College Admission” re-
port, colleges reported high school 
grades as the top factor in fresh-
man admission decisions.

Is it time to reinstitute more 
grading rigor? Absolutely. It’s 
also right to scrutinize pressures 
causing schools, however unwit-
tingly, to perpetuate inequity. 
Ignoring this is wrong and could 
prompt outside corrective action. 
Fordham notes, anecdotally, that 
some colleges already “take into 
account” that A’s come easier in 
affluent schools.  

Cultural shifts warrant at-
tention, too. Parenting, writes 
New York Times columnist David 
Brooks, is increasingly a “meritoc-
racy” in which children are praised 
and honed “to an unprecedented 
degree.” More kids are becoming 
what educators call “fragile thor-
oughbreds,” whose sole purpose is 
to perform. Insulated from failure, 
they’re delicate, not sturdy. 

For now, all those A’s go down 
easy. But they delay inevitable life 
lessons. And those get harder.   

Kristen Blair is a Chapel Hill-based 
education writer.

What do college ‘chief diversity officers’ accomplish?

EDUCATION
In high school, the easy ‘A’ is even easier

KRISTEN BLAIR
COLUMNIST

GEORGE LEEF
COLUMNIST

GPAs rose in all schools, but rose faster in more affluent 
schools. 

More affluent Less affluent

2.25

M
ED

IA
N

 C
U

M
U

LA
TI

V
E 

G
PA

2005

2.50

2.75

3.00

3.25

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

SOURCE: Thomas B. Fordham Institute



18 CAROLINA JOURNAL // DECEMBER 2018

MK: The title of your book 
sort of takes away the 
thunder of my first ques-
tion, which was: Well, if 
we’re not going to censor 
it, what should we do? It 
sounds as if your mes-
sage is: Let’s rely on free 
speech.

NS: We should rely on free 
speech, but we should also 
rely on other noncensorial 
measures. Let’s not forget: 
When we talk about hate, 
we’re talking about not 
only hateful ideas and atti-
tudes, which certainly can 
be and should be combated 
with more speech — in-
cluding education, debate, 
apologies, support for the 
people who are disparaged, 
reaching out with a com-
passionate attitude toward 
those who are hateful, 
trying to redeem them, as 
has happened — but when 
we’re talking about hateful 
conduct, including violent 
conduct, discriminatory 
conduct, we should punish 
those through anti-discrim-
ination laws and through 
so-called hate crime or bias 
crime laws. 

And while we have many 
such laws, we don’t have 
a full complement that I 
and other civil libertarians 
advocate. For example, in 
many states and at the na-
tional level of government, 
it is still completely lawful 
to actually discriminate in 
employment, housing, and 
so forth, on the basis of sex-
ual orientation and gender 
identity. That, to me, is hate 
or bias or discrimination in 
action, and we have unfin-
ished business in making 
that unlawful.  

Likewise, here’s a very 
controversial topic, in-
cluding in your fair state 
of North Carolina: voting 
rights. I think there are fac-
tual disagreements about 
the extent to which various 
voting laws at state and 
local governments are dis-
enfranchising, dispropor-
tionately, certain minority 
groups who traditionally 
have been subject to hatred 
and discrimination, includ-
ing racial minorities. To the 
extent that is a problem, I 
hope all of us would agree 
that laws that discrimi-
nate in voting should be 
reformed.

So a range of measures, 
Mitch, that evidence has 
shown to be not only 
consistent with the First 

Amendment and individual 
liberty and democracy, but 
also more effective than 
censorship in promoting all 
of the values that advo-
cates of hate speech laws 
champion, which I also 
support: equality, dignity, 
diversity, inclusivity, socie-
tal harmony, and individual 
well-being.

MK: Some of the folks lis-
tening to us, I’m guessing, 
will take issue with some 
of the things that you’re 
talking about …

NS: I like that.  

MK: … but all of them are 
dealing with actions, ac-
tivity, not the speech it-
self. Why is it so harmful 
for those who say, “Well, 
hate speech is terrible. 
Why shouldn’t we ban 
it?” Why do we not target 
the speech itself?

NS: We do not target the 
idea or the message or what 
the Supreme Court often 
calls the content or view-
point of the speech. The 
mere fact that individuals, 
including the vast majority 
of individuals in our society 
or the vast majority of gov-
ernment officials, hate the 
message and consider it to 
be hateful, or for any other 
reason, dislike the content of 
speech, is never a justifica-
tion for censoring it. Rather, 
government says, in that 
kind of situation, the remedy 
is more speech, not less.  

If, however, you go 
beyond the content of 
the speech to its context, 
and in a particular factu-
al context, under all the 
facts and circumstances, 
the message, the speech, 
directly causes certain 
specific imminent, serious 
harm, then the speech can 
and should be punished. For 
example, if it’s targeted at 
an individual or small group 
of individuals and means to 
and does instill in the target 
a reasonable fear of being 
subject to violence or some 
other kind of harm, that is 
what the law recognizes as 
a punishable threat.  

And I can give you an 
example, Mitch, if you’d 
like, to show the view-
point- or content-neu-
trality principle, which is 
when speech may not be 
punished, versus what is 

often called the emergency 
principle, when speech in 
a specific context directly 
causes certain harm, can be 
punished. Charlottesville, 
in 2017, really illustrated 
both different situations. 
First, the mere fact that the 
message was deeply offen-
sive and hateful, including, 
“You will not replace us.” 
“Jews will not replace us.” I 
am a Jew whose father was 
a Holocaust survivor. I’m 
sure that message is odious 
to everybody, but to those 
of us with that personal 
connection especially so.  

Nonetheless, I was 
completely supportive of 
the ACLU’s defense of the 
free-speech rights of those 
white supremacists to utter 
those hateful messages, 
despite the horrible con-
tent. However, when, later 
on, they showed up with 
masked groups that were 
brandishing lighted torches 
and firearms, that to me 
satisfies the test of a true 
threat, right? Meaning to 
instill a reasonable fear on 
the part of the audience at 
whom it’s directed that they 
will be subject to harm. 
I certainly would have 
felt intimidated if I were 
there, and that would have 
stopped me from raising my 
right to express my ideas. 

MK: … What problem do 
we face if we do actually 
ban or censor the speech 
itself? What’s this going 
to lead to that people 
might not be thinking 

about when they think, 
“Oh, banning hate speech 
itself, that’s not going to 
be a problem — it’s not a 
big deal”?

NS: And most people think 
that because they want to 
censor what they consider 
to be hate speech. And the 
truth is: When you look 
at how various kinds of 
speech, completely across 
the political spectrum, 
have been attacked as hate 
speech by one politician or 
another, by one citizens’ 
group or another, literally 
no speech that addresses at 
least any controversial is-
sue of public policy is going 
to be safe.

Let me just take the 
issue of the criminal justice 
system. Black Lives Matter 
advocacy has been attacked 
as hate speech. Blue Lives 
Matter advocacy has been 
attacked as hate speech. 
All Lives Matter advocacy 
has been attacked as hate 
speech. My favorite is on 
a number of campuses, 
advocating for free speech 
has been attacked as hate 
speech. It’s inherently 
subjective, and that means 
it vests unfettered discre-
tion in those who enforce 
the law, and none of us 
should want to hand over 
our own free-speech rights 
to any lawmaker, but that 
should be especially true of 
political minorities, racial 
minorities, and others who 
are never going to wield 
political power.

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW

Nadine Strossen  
Professor
New York Law School

Listen to this and other 
interviews online:

www.carolinajournal.com/radio

Most of us shudder at speech 
that promotes hate. We would 
like to see less hate. Some want 
to fight hate by banning or 
limiting hate speech. Nadine 
Strossen disagrees. Strossen, 
professor of constitutional law 
at New York Law School, is the 
former national president of 
the American Civil Liberties 
Union. Her latest book is 
titled Hate: Why We Should 
Resist It with Free Speech, Not 
Censorship. Strossen discussed 
themes from the book during 
an interview with Mitch Kokai 
for Carolina Journal Radio. 

Free speech works better than censorship in fighting hate

CHARLOTTESVILLE: Rally participants are preparing to enter Emancipation Park in Charlottesville, Virginia, on Aug. 12, 2017. 

Hate: Why We Should 
Resist It with Free 
Speech, Not Censorship

The mere fact 
that individuals 
hate the 
message and 
consider it to 
be hateful, or 
for any other 
reason, dislike 
the content of 
speech, is never 
a justification 
for censoring it.
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MK: Recent headlines 
seem to play into your 
book’s thesis.

JG: There are some long-
term trends that have been 
going on in our culture for a 
very long time, and I think 
that, as I like to say, Donald 
Trump isn’t the cause of 
all of our problems, but 
he’s a symptom of them. 
And those symptoms are 
larger than just what’s 
going on on the right or just 
what’s going on on the left. 
They are currents that are 
running around through 
basically all of the West, in-
cluding in Europe. Populism 
and nationalism are at the 
forefront, and I think phe-
nomena that are that big 
and that complex are going 
to have manifestations of 
themselves at almost any 
given moment, you know, 
for years to come.

MK: Your book features 
the following subtitle: 
How the Rebirth of Tribal-
ism, Populism, National-
ism, and Identity Politics 
Is Destroying American 
Democracy.

JG: What we’re really expe-
riencing in this country and 
across the West is a break-
down in the institutions 
that traditionally give us a 
sense of meaning and be-
longing in our lives. We typ-
ically call these things “civil 
society,” but it also includes 
things like the family. And 
look: What has two thumbs 
and loves capitalism? This 
guy. But capitalism depends 
on values it cannot create 
and cannot restore once 
lost, and those values are 
incubated in the family and 
in church, in synagogue, and 
in faith, and also in … what 
Edmund Burke called the 
“little platoons” of civil soci-
ety, these little institutions 
that give people a sense of 
meaning and belonging. 

And when they break 
down, what happens is we 
don’t lose our desire for 
meaning and belonging. 
We look to other things to 
provide them. And among 
the things that historically 
have done that are things 
like tribalism or nation-
alism or populism, or just 
simply politics. And more 
and more, people are turn-
ing to politics for a sense 
of meaning and belonging 
and tribal identity, and it’s 
profoundly unhealthy. 

MK: You mentioned the 
breakdown of civil soci-
ety. How are we seeing 
this today?

JG: One of the things I try to 
do in the book is work on the 
assumptions that modern 
secular progressives — you 
know, people who aren’t 
necessarily conservative 
— consider to be the sort of 
central things: science, evo-
lution, economics, material 
metrics about well-being. 
And what we see is, is 
that capitalism has done 
unbelievably truly mirac-
ulous things for improving 
man’s material condition, for 
improving our public health, 
longevity. You can go down 
an incredibly long list that 
people like Steven Pinker 
have turned into a whole 
book. But what it can’t do 
is fill the holes in your soul. 
It can’t give you a sense of 
meaning or belonging.

And so one of the things 
that we’re seeing today … 
Just look at the rise of par-
tisanship. Social scientists 
are kind of overwhelmed by 
the fact that one’s partisan 
identity is now a bigger 
driver of attitudes and be-
havior for millions of people 
than religion or ethnicity or 
even sex or gender or race 
are. And that’s because our 
desire to sort of … as the 
normal institutions that 
provide those things wither, 
we attach ourselves to these 
partisan causes.  

And so you have an 
enormous rise in what they 
call negative partisanship. 
Negative partisanship is 
about how there are millions 
of people who the only 
reason they call themselves 
Democrats is because they 
hate Republicans. And the 
only reason why millions 
of people call themselves 
Republicans is because they 
hate Democrats. That’s a 
very tribal way of viewing 
the world. You know, in 
tribal societies — which 
is what we all evolved in 
— our brains are designed 
to see the people like us or 
the people that we form 
coalitions with as good, and 
everybody outside is the 
dangerous other. 

And that is defining so 
much of our politics these 
days, where you have people 
say that it’s worth being 
a jerk, so long as the right 
people are offended. People 
defend some of the things 
that Donald Trump says or 
tweets purely on the grounds 
that liberal tears are deli-
cious, that kind of thing. And 
you see the same phenome-
non on the left, with people 
going after the right — 
mocking religion, mocking 
traditionalism — purely 
because it makes, you know, 
Mike Pence sad. And this is a 
profoundly unhealthy way to 
think about politics.

MK: You used the word 
“miraculous,” and your 

book talks about threats 
to a capital-M Miracle. 
What’s the Miracle?

JG: The reason I chose the 
word “Miracle” and not the 
“Enlightenment” or even 
“modernity” is that — first 
of all, it’s miraculous. It is 
bizarre. For 250,000 years or 
however long homo sapiens 
existed since we split off 
from the Neanderthals, the 
average human being ev-
erywhere in the world lived 
on no more than $3 a day. 
Man’s natural environment 
was grinding poverty punc-
tuated by an early death, 
either from violence or some 
bowel-stewing disease. And 
then once — and only once 
— in all of human history 
did human prosperity for 
the average person, not 
some aristocrat, not some 
pharaoh or emperor, start to 
go up. And it’s been going up 
ever since.

That’s just six lifetimes 
that we’ve leapt out of our 
natural state, in a sense. 
Or even if you want to go 
back to the Agricultural 
Revolution — that was only 
10,000 years ago. We existed 
for hundreds of thousands 
of years before that. And 
one of the reasons that I 
call it a Miracle is that it’s 
just simply miraculous, the 
transformation that we 
have, but also because we 
really don’t understand why 
it happened. 

There are lots of good 

theories. I think most of the 
theories are actually pretty 
good about explaining parts 
of it, but there is no consen-
sus. There’s a total consen-
sus about the poverty for 
250,000 years. There’s no 
consensus about why we 
got out of it.

And so part of my under-
standing of what a miracle 
is, is it’s some glorious, won-
derful thing that happens 
that you can’t explain. Now, 
as part of my argument, I 
don’t attribute it to God. 
I have no problem with 
people who do, but what 
I’m trying to do is persuade 
people who come from that 
other side of the political 
aisle that even if you don’t 
think God has anything to 
do with it, that we should 
still have a profound sense 
of gratitude for it.  

And for me, conserva-
tism is best understood as a 
disposition of gratitude. You 
look around the world, you 
look around your society, and 
you see those things that are 
valuable, that are lovely, that 
you want to pass on to the 
next generation — maybe 
improved, but certainly not 
degraded — and you only 
can do that if you have a 
sense of gratitude for them.  

And instead, in this coun-
try, we teach ingratitude. 
We teach ingratitude as 
a matter of higher educa-
tion, of popular culture. We 
teach people that they’re 
owed something. We teach 
people to be resentful. 
Resentment is the opposite 
of gratitude. And when you 
have that attitude, when 
you have that mind-set that 
says, “I’m owed more than 
what I have,” and you take 
everything that we have for 
granted, you start acting 
as if there are people who 
took what you’re owed away 
from you.  

And that is the driving 
sense of grievance that in-
forms so much of populism, 
of nationalism, of identity 
politics, of tribalism, of 
socialism — which is not 
in the subtitle but easily 
could have been, it’s sort of 
implied — and I honestly 
think that the way out — I 
mean, there are some policy 
things that we can do, but 
first of all, we need to open 
our hearts to the fact that 
we’re all lucky to be alive in 
this country, in this civiliza-
tion, at this time, because 
no one has had it better, as a 
generalization.

POLITICS & GOVERNMENT 
The West is choosing to throw away sources of its prosperity

GOLDBERG ON CAPITALISM: “Capitalism has done unbelievably truly miraculous things for 
improving man’s material condition, for improving our public health, longevity.”

Jonah Goldberg  
Senior Editor
National Review

Listen to this and other 
interviews online:

www.carolinajournal.com/radio

Western civilization is choosing 
its own demise. That’s the 
less-than-cheery assessment 
from Jonah Goldberg, a 
scholar at the American 
Enterprise Institute and senior 
editor at National Review. 
Goldberg’s most recent book is 
titled Suicide of the West. He 
addressed key themes from the 
book during a recent speech 
in Chapel Hill. Goldberg also 
discussed those themes during 
an interview with Mitch Kokai 
for Carolina Journal Radio.

Suicide of the West
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So far this year, North Caroli-
na’s state budget is running 
a surplus. There’s nothing 

new about that. Robust economic 
growth and fiscal restraint have 
produced a series of healthy 
surpluses since 2014. But both the 
Cooper administration and the 
General Assembly need to temper 
their expectations about next 
year’s budget.

Neither party may be in the 
tempering mood. Gov. Roy Cooper, 
now backed by larger Democrat-
ic minorities in the N.C. House 
and Senate, talked during the 
2018 campaign about significant 
spending hikes for education, 
health care, and other services. 
Some Republicans did, too, while 
others dangled the possibility of 
additional tax relief.

The context of state budgeting 
in 2019, however, argues against 
major new initiatives in either 
direction. Last year, the General 
Assembly gave public school 
teachers an average raise of 6.5 
percent, plus significant raises 
for other state employees and 
increases in many other state 
programs. Total expenditures in 
the state’s General Fund went up 
by nearly $1 billion, an increase of 

between 3.85 percent and 4.5 per-
cent (depending on how capital 
expenditures are accounted for).

North Carolina’s tax rates will 
also go down again automatically. 
Thanks to budget bills already 
enacted, the state income tax is 
declining to 5.25 percent, down 
from about 5.5 percent, and the 
corporate rate will drop half a 
point to 2.5 percent.

Democrats may wish to refight 
the tax-cut battles of the past 
several years. Some Republi-
cans may wish they’d been more 
careful about last year’s spending 
growth. But we don’t see the 
General Assembly going along 
with any proposal from Cooper 
to raise taxes, and we don’t see 
the governor — his negotiating 
position newly strengthened by 
Democratic gains in the legisla-
ture — favoring any major GOP 
initiative to pare back govern-
ment in some areas to fund new 
spending in others.

We could be due for an impasse 
that delays approval of a new 
state budget well past the July 1 
start of the 2019-20 fiscal year. 
That won’t produce a fiscal crisis 
— current law allows North Caro-
lina state government to continue 

operating at currently budgeted 
levels — but it will produce politi-
cal turmoil and frustration.

A better way to proceed would 
be for both sides to enter next 
year with eyes wide open and 
appetites in check.

During the first third of the cur-
rent fiscal year, the state collected 
$7.7 billion in General Fund reve-
nues and spent about $7 billion on 
General Fund programs. Don’t get 
carried away by the apparent size 
of that operating surplus. Reve-
nue and expenses aren’t spread 
evenly across the year. Upcoming 
spending obligations and tax re-
lief will change the math. And the 
effects of recent storm damage on 
both sides of the budget are not 
fully priced in yet.

So far, legislative fiscal analysts 
project about $64 million more in 
General Fund revenue than pro-
jected when the 2018-19 budget 
plan was enacted. That’s closer 
to a rounding error than a lucky 
strike in the context of a $23 bil-
lion General Fund and a total state 
budget in excess of $50 billion.

Keep in mind, as well, that 
America’s current economic 
expansion is long in the tooth by 
historical standards. A downturn 

EDITORIAL
Democrats and Republicans need to temper spending expectations

would hardly be surprising. North 
Carolina had $1.8 billion in its 
rainy-day reserve before the hur-
ricane hit. Now it is $1.25 billion, 
plus some other reserves.

If recession comes, tax collec-
tions will fall short of the project-
ed level and spending demands 
will surge far above it. Under that 
scenario, it will be good to have 
our current fiscal cushion. But 
it would be great to have saved 

more to cover the state’s core 
responsibilities while heading off 
any economically counterproduc-
tive tax hikes.

It’s not particularly exciting to 
head to Raleigh as a newly elect-
ed or re-elected lawmaker and 
then fashion a responsible budget 
without large-scale changes or 
dramatic new initiatives. Even so, 
North Carolinians probably prefer 
prudence to excitement.

Public Affairs, Policy Issues & Perceptive Commentary

See refreshing, balanced conversations about timely topics facing North Carolina 
and the nation on FRONT ROW with Marc Rotterman. By bringing 
together his insider experience, keen mind and key contacts (including elected 
officials, policy makers and journalists), Marc and his guests explore important 
issues about policy and public affairs during each lively episode.

Online anytime at 
unc.tv/frontrow
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When it comes to giving 
parents more control 
over where their 

children attend elementary and 
secondary school, North Caroli-
na has become a national leader. 
Now that Republicans no longer 
enjoy veto-proof majorities in 
the legislature, will the state’s 
progress on school choice be 
arrested or reversed?

That’s one of many ques-
tions politicos are asking in the 
aftermath of the 2018 midterm 
elections, which produced a 16-
seat gain for Democrats in the 
General Assembly.  

It is certainly true Demo-
cratic Gov. Roy Cooper has 
been a skeptic, at best, when it 
comes to the core elements of 
North Carolina’s school-choice 
strategy: 1) charter schools and 
2) assistance to low-income and 
special-needs students who 
attend private schools.  

If he vetoes a state budget 
next year over these issues, 
Republicans don’t have enough 
votes on their own to override. 
But it is important to remem-
ber that Democrats are hardly 
unified in their opposition to 
school choice. Some members 
of the House and Senate are 
strong supporters of the popular 
charter schools in their districts. 

Others believe opportunity 
scholarships and educational 
savings accounts aimed at at-
risk and special-needs students 
are a worthy expenditure of 
state funds.

 School choice has some-
times proved to be a partisan 
issue. That’s unfortunate. As I 
have argued many times, both 
conservatives and progressives 
can endorse the policy without 
betraying their fundamental 
principles.

After all, we have for decades 
allowed beneficiaries of govern-
ment programs to make choices 
among competing providers 
of critical services. That’s how 
Medicare and Medicaid work. Pa-
tients aren’t assigned hospitals 
and doctors based on their home 
addresses or socioeconomic 
status. They make that choice 
for themselves. The underlying 
assumptions are that individual 
choice leads to a better “fit” be-
tween patient and provider and 

that the resulting competition 
lowers the cost while increasing 
the quality of services rendered.

Our public policies follow the 
same course when it comes to 
nutrition assistance, Section 
8 housing vouchers, preschool 
and day care subsidies, and 
assistance to students attending 
private as well as public colleges 
and universities. To wall off 
K-12 education as the one place 
where choice and competition 
will be largely absent, where the 
vast majority of students attend 
schools assigned to them by 
central authorities, would be odd 
and counterproductive.

I recognize that some interest 
groups and individuals disagree 
vociferously with my argument 
here. They will push the larger 
Democratic minorities in the 
General Assembly, plus as many 
Republican legislators as will 
listen, to keep new families from 
accessing choice programs while 
imposing much-heavier regula-
tion on charter, private, and even 
home schools.

The resulting debate may get 
testy. The legislative battle may 
get messy. In the end, though, I 
don’t think North Carolina will 
take a backward step toward 
monopoly. I think we’ll keep 
moving forward.

DEMOCRATS achieved sig-
nificant victories this year in 
the “inner suburbs” of North 
Carolina.

Although Republicans did 
better in the “outer suburbs,” 
in the counties that ring the 
urban cores, they would be wise 
not to draw too much comfort. 
If Democrats can retain the al-
legiance of inner-suburb voters, 
the GOP will struggle in future 
elections.

For all the pre-election hoopla 
about an increasingly Trumpy 
GOP repelling suburban women 
into the Democratic column, 
the actual results suggest a 
broader narrative.

According to exit polls, wom-
en shifted about 4 percentage 
points away from the Repub-
licans in 2018 as compared to 
2016. But men shifted in the 
same direction by the same 
margin. Moreover, these Demo-
cratic gains in voter preference 
occurred in urban, suburban, 
and rural areas.

So why focus on the suburbs? 

One reason is a disproportion-
ate number of the competitive 
races for Congress, legislature, 
and local offices are found there. 
Another reason is the inner and 
outer suburbs together are the 
largest single bloc of votes in 
most states, including North 
Carolina.

We know state Republicans 
can do well among these voters. 

That’s what had happened in re-
cent election cycles until 2018. 
So, how can the GOP bring them 
back into the fold in 2020?

It’s not a choice between 
style or substance for these 
voters. They value both. What-
ever effect President Trump’s 
bombast and balderdash may 
have elsewhere, his style clear-
ly turns off these swing voters. 
State-level Republicans can’t do 
much about that. But they can 
focus their policies and cam-
paigns more on the substantive 
issues that drive this dispropor-
tionately suburban vote.

Whether the subject is health 
care, traffic congestion, or 
something else, these voters 
are seeking a good value. They 
want better services, yes. 
Despite what the Left believes, 
however, these voters aren’t 
oblivious to cost. They believe 
they pay enough already — in 
the form of taxes, premiums, co-
pays, and vehicle registrations.  

N.C. Republicans thought it 
was enough to remind voters 

of recent tax cuts. But what did 
GOP candidates say about their 
future plans?

Here’s what they should have 
said: We’re going to get you a 
better value for your dollar. For 
example, we’re going to make 
it easier for you to shop around 
for the best deal in health care. 
That means more “minute 
clinics” staffed by nurse practi-
tioners, more online consulta-
tion, and more choices in health 
plans.

Stuck in traffic? We’re going 
to squeeze more waste out of 
the transportation budget so 
we can spend more of your tax 
money fixing and adding lanes 
to the jam-packed roads in 
fast-growing communities.

Repeating talking points 
about immigration or symbol-
ic issues annoys these North 
Carolinians. Enough of them 
switched sides in 2018 to give 
Democrats some key victories. 
If Republicans want to avoid 
a replay in 2020, a different 
approach is needed.

COMMENTARY BY JOHN HOOD

Falsehoods 
common 
in political 
debate

Don’t backtrack on school choice

Suburbs hold the key to GOP future
ELECTIONS AND POLITICS

see HOOD PAGE 24

The great British statesman and 
writer Edmund Burke was once 
confronted with what he viewed 

as a frequently stated but erroneous 
claim during a parliamentary debate.  
“I have disposed of this falsehood,” 
Burke replied wearily. “But falsehood 
has a perennial spring.”

That’s a wonderfully insightful 
phrase. Politicians employ falsehoods 
that fit their rhetorical needs, often 
without checking sources and consid-
ering alternative explanations.

Here are some often-repeated state-
ments that, I would submit, are clearly 
contrary to the available evidence:

Poor people don’t pay taxes. 
This is unambiguously false. If we 

divide households into five equal parts 
based on reported income, the quintile 
with the lowest incomes pays about 
13 percent of household income in 
taxes, on average. The effective tax 
burden for the highest-income quintile 
is 28 percent.

Notice that the issue isn’t whether 
the poor pay income taxes. Most don’t, 
at least not directly. But other federal, 
state, and local taxes do hit them 
directly, including payroll taxes, sales 
taxes, and excise taxes. 

North Carolina has below-
average schools. 

You can’t just look at average test 
scores across the country, pick the 
highest ones, and then say those 
states must have the best school sys-
tems. Students come to school with a 
variety of advantages and challenges 
— the relative proportions of which 
are not equally distributed.

When state-by-state differences in 
student achievement are adjusted for 
student background, North Carolina 
ranks 12th in the nation in school 
quality. We can and should do much 
better than that, but let’s get real.

We’ve made no significant 
progress in reducing poverty. 

Actually, America has experienced a 
dramatic drop in poverty over the past 
half-century. But neither Republicans 
nor Democrats seem keen to admit it. 
The former want to declare the War 
on Poverty an abject failure, and the 
latter want to justify vastly more 
spending on it.

Properly measuring the poverty rate 
means starting with household expen-
ditures rather than income reported to 
the IRS, including the value of govern-

Repeating talking 
points about 
immigration or 
symbolic issues 
annoys these 
North Carolinians. 
Enough of them 
switched sides 
in 2018 to give 
Democrats some 
key victories. 



22 CAROLINA JOURNAL // DECEMBER 2018

The N.C. Alcoholic Beverage 
Commission is trimming the 
number of products it lists 

because, to be blunt, some of those 
items — i.e., bottles — just aren’t 
selling.

In an email to suppliers Nov. 14, 
sent on behalf of ABC adminis-
trator Agnes Stevens, the goal is 
providing “the optimum selection 
of products and sizes to meet cus-
tomer expectation (both individual 
and mixed beverage customers).”

So, delist products that aren’t 
selling for products that do. We get 
that.

The state would do well to offer 
more hard-to-find and specialty 
items. Products from Willett Dis-
tillery in Bardstown, Kentucky, for 
instance. Or Buffalo Trace bour-
bon, which is plentiful in other 
states but nearly impossible to 

find in North Carolina.
The same goes for products by 

North Carolina distillers, which are 
sometimes tough to buy, depend-
ing on where people live and shop.

The timing of the email raises 
questions.

ABC’s strategy, according 
to the email, would, in 
December, “de-list 
products that 
do not meet 
2017/18 profit 
thresholds 
for N.C. ABC 
boards — 
$15,000 
for vodkas, 
$10,000 for 
other, $5,000 
for N.C. products, 
$1,000 for boutique 
… and use additional 
filters including trends 
and numbers of similar products 
to trim list to a maximum of 2,300 
listed products.”

The ABC Commission website 
showed 2,695 items as of Nov. 1, 
the ABC says.

“Before Jan. 2, 2019, the Com-
mission will advise brokers of 
items that have been de-listed and 

need to be cleared from warehouse 
Jan. 21- Feb. 8, 2019. …”

Why so quickly? To be fair, ABC 
spokeswoman Kat Haney says 
the November email sent “to all 
brokers and suppliers is well in ad-
vance of the 2019 listing meetings 

that are scheduled for January 
and February. In the 

past, the conversa-
tions about delist-

ing were held at 
the same time 
as the requests 
for potential 
new products 
being listed. 
Regarding pub-

lic comments, 
product listings 

and delistings 
are an operational 

matter, and have not 
ever been a public hearing 

topic that I am aware of.”
Still, constitutional concerns 

arise, which Jon Guze, director of 
legal studies at the John Locke 
Foundation, has explained. The 
new ABC rules are akin to a state 
statute prohibiting brewers from 
producing more than 25,000 
barrels a year unless they use a 

distributor as a means of selling 
their product to retailers.

What Guze writes about brew-
ers also applies to the state’s dis-
tillers: “North Carolina should be 
encouraging such people, rather 
than actively holding them back. 
If the General Assembly won’t 
protect their economic rights, 
don’t be surprised if they turn to 
the courts!”

Some of the state’s largest 
brewers have done just that.

Granted, the threshold for sales 
for N.C. distillers is lower, but it 
could prove problematic for many.

At $25 a bottle, ABC stores 
would need to sell about 450 bot-
tles from a distiller to earn $1,000 
in profits, according to estimates 
from Joe Coletti, a senior fellow at 
JLF who specializes in fiscal and 
tax policy analysis.

Fact is, many small distillers 
will fall by the wayside. Startups 
will stall.

Says Haney, “The state sup-
ports the health of the North 
Carolina distilleries and works 
closely with them. Each distiller 
meets with the Commission in 
advance of a product being listed. 
The Commission long has had 

graduated sales thresholds as a 
qualification to hold warehouse 
space for North Carolina distillers 
as well as out-of-state suppliers.

“The North Carolina distilleries 
that do not meet the sales thresh-
old guidelines have the option to 
change their listing category from 
a regular listing to a special-order 
listing,” Haney says. “This allows 
them to sell up to five bottles at 
their distilleries after tours and 
also to make their products avail-
able for sale by the case (prepaid 
at ABC stores) to individuals or 
mixed-beverage permit holders.”

But will that be enough?
The state could avoid possibly 

putting these North Carolina 
producers out of business by 
allowing distilleries to sell an 
unlimited number of bottles 
from their distilleries, without 
requiring them to ship products to 
Raleigh to store in a warehouse. 
Also allow distillers to sell mixed 
drinks, loosening archaic rules 
and putting them on par with 
breweries and wineries. For many 
N.C distillers, that would be the 
next logical place to go toward 
revamping a monopolistic system 
with its roots in Prohibition.
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Can small towns make a comeback?

MICHAEL WALDEN
COLUMNIST 

NORTH CAROLINA WAS once 
known as a state of small towns. 
Led by the “Big Three” of tobacco, 
textiles, and furniture, the econ-
omy was organized around small 
towns. Farmers took their crops 
and livestock to the closest town 
for processing and sale. Textile 
mills often located near rivers and 
streams for power and built small 
villages for their workers. Small 
towns in the foothills close to the 
state’s large forests were home to 
the furniture makers. 

But the past 40 years can be 
called the “age of the big city” in 
North Carolina. The shift from 
small town to big city has been 
based on economics. Tobacco, 
textiles, and furniture are no longer 
the economic powerhouses they 
once were. Their dominance has 
been replaced by technology, phar-
maceuticals, financial services, 
and others. These sectors have 
developed and grown in big cities, 
taking advantage of proximity to 
research-oriented universities and 

a continuous stream of college 
graduates. Is our future one of the 
big cities getting bigger and the 
small towns getting smaller?

A good case can be made for this 
outcome. There are forecasts of 
Wake County in the Triangle and 
Mecklenburg County in the Char-
lotte region doubling in population 
from 2010 and 2050, while at the 
same time one-third of our coun-
ties — all rural — lose population.

Yet the future rarely moves in a 
straight line, and assuming past 
trends will continue can yield some 
of the worst forecasts. Trends often 
reach tipping points.

We may already be seeing some 
of those tipping points in our big 
cities. Look at traffic congestion. 
As big cities pack more people into 
the same geographic area, our com-
muting time will jump. Yes, projects 
are planned or under way to add 
road capacity and build forms of 
mass transit, but such projects take 
time — years — to complete.  

Housing prices are another 
casualty of fast-growing cities. 
Once again, it’s a matter of more 
people trying to squeeze into the 
same space. Everyone wants a 
convenient residential location 
in big cities to minimize travel to 
work, shopping, and entertainment 
venues.  Competition for these 
preferred locations automatically 

bids up prices per square foot and 
makes both houses and apart-
ments more expensive.

It’s the tipping points of com-
muting and housing that some 
futurists say may eventually take 
the luster off big cities and prompt 
the revival of small towns. If so, 
technology would play an im-
portant role in this new “small is 
beautiful” movement.

For example, telecommuting 
— which never had the takeoff 
expected two decades ago — may 
now be at the point of liftoff.  As 
technology has become more 
sophisticated, faster, and upgraded 
with techniques like FaceTime and 
Skype facilitating face-to-face con-
tact, telecommuting has enjoyed 
a surge. Telecommuting could 
prompt a wave of workers and their 
families leaving the crowded, ex-
pensive big cities for the quiet and 
affordability of small towns.

Also, drone delivery of packages 
and food, remote medical care, 
and online education — all sure to 
improve in quality and availability 
in years ahead — could allow small 
towns to have the best of both 
worlds — uncongested, affordable, 
and yet with the amenities of the 
big places.

Is there any evidence of a “back 
to the small town” movement? The 
U.S Census Bureau reports rural 

areas outside big cities and their 
suburbs added population in the 
past two years for the first time 
since 2010. In North Carolina, more 
than half of our municipalities 
with populations of fewer than 
10,000 gained residents between 
2015 and 2017.   

Here’s a future to contemplate. 
The nation — including North Car-
olina — will still have an economy 
driven by big cities. Those choos-
ing to live in big cities will be in 
multifloor high rises or in high-den-
sity, low-square-footage cottage 

homes on the city edge. Cities will 
be surrounded by economically 
linked “nodes,” or towns, where 
those choosing to commute will 
use automated vehicles. Many will 
telecommute. The towns will sup-
port lower-density living and quiet, 
unrushed lifestyles.

Is this what our state will look 
like in 2050? We will decide by 
voting with our feet.

Michael Walden is a Reynolds 
Distinguished Professor at N.C. State 
University.
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This column was first published in 
December 2017. I wrote it to honor 
my mother, Ruthe Harrill. She passed 
away on Oct. 28. I read it at her 
memorial service. As the holidays 
approach once more, I offer it again 
as a tribute to her and to honor 
all those who overcame difficult 
times, worked tirelessly to give their 
families unlimited opportunities, and 
brought joy to all who have loved and 
known them.  May your holidays be 
filled with gratitude and love.

MY OLDEST DAUGHTER is a 
single mom to three and a suc-
cessful engineer in a top company. 
She understands the power of 

education and is fighting for the 
best opportunities for her children. 
My son and his wife, parents to my 
other two grandchildren, are con-
servationists, and we argue about 
the appropriate level of govern-
ment intervention to protect the 
environment.   

I was puzzled about their pas-
sion 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 men-
tal-health therapist for abused and 
addicted kids. They face challeng-
es 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 can-
cer 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 compression fractures this 

year, she’s in good health. But it’s 
her mind and the wisdom of her 
conversation that inspire me. 

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 grandmother 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 grand-
mother. 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 adopted 
the girls, taught them the value of 
hard work, and instilled personal 
responsibility. 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 ap-

preciate 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 
sacrifices to protect and defend 
freedom, and humbled by our vet-
erans. She cries when visiting the 
memorials and gives generously to 
wounded warriors and victims of 
natural disasters.  

She’s a registered Democrat, an 
admirer of former Gov. Jim Hunt, 
and a fan of state Sen. Dan Blue. 
She voted for Trump, loves Charles 
Krauthammer, and reads George 
Will. She watches “The Five” and 
Rachel Maddow 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 depen-
dency. Respect is earned. 

My daughter says my mother 
is the glue that keeps our fami-

ly together. She is. Compassion 
and respect for others, unending 
intellectual curiosity, apprecia-
tion for the value of education, 
responsibility for yourself and the 
confidence that brings. Pride in 
what it means to be an American 
and to be free.  

I make my living reading, writ-
ing, thinking about freedom and 
about opportunities 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. 
I stand on her shoulders. I owe 
this to her. The freedoms I enjoy 
and the opportunities 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 under-
stand 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 have shared a list about North 
Carolina politics with you be-
fore. It was fun, at least for me. 

Here’s another one. In no particular 
order, these are my top five most in-
teresting and impactful members of 
the state’s congressional delegation 
from the critical Civil-War-until-
World-War-II period.  

 George Henry White only 
served two terms in Congress, but 
his impact on N.C. politics was 
hardly commensurate with such a 
short stay in Washington. White 
was a prominent African-Ameri-
can Republican from Tarboro and 
central figure in the state’s fusion 
of populist and GOP politicians 
that wrestled power away from 
the Democratic establishment in 
the last decade of the 19th centu-
ry. White worked tirelessly for civil 
rights and introduced an import-
ant bill designating lynching a 
federal crime. After the Democrats 
grabbed power back in the wake 
of the Wilmington race riot of 
1898, they set about restoring Jim 
Crow and disenfranchising blacks. 
White decided not to run for a 
third term in 1900 and retreated 
to Pennsylvania, where he built a 
successful banking career. After 

his departure, no African-Amer-
ican served in Congress for 28 
years, and he was the last black 
elected to Congress from the South 
until 1972.  

Funnily enough, the next polit-
ical figure succeeded White as the 
member from the 2nd Congres-
sional District, Claude Kitchin. 
Protected by the Democrats’ 
political monopoly and racist sen-
timent in the eastern part of the 
state, Kitchin served 22 years in 
the House until he died in office in 
1923. Few North Carolinians have 
ever been as powerful in national 
politics. He was House Democratic 
leader for three Congresses when 
he controlled the party’s commit-
tee assignments. He also chaired 
the Ways and Means Committee, 
the panel charged with writing 
bills on taxes and trade. Kitchin 

was a skilled orator and widely 
respected legislator. He opposed 
the tariff and called for a direct 
income tax to make up revenue. 
Kitchin warned that America was 
militarily unprepared in 1917, and 
although he disliked the Germans 
could not support President Wil-
son’s request to go to war.    

Furnifold Simmons was 
another figure behind the racial 
violence that forced White from 
office. After losing his U.S. House 
seat in 1890 to an African-Ameri-
can Republican, Henry Cheatham, 
Simmons helped orchestrate a 
Democratic revival in eastern 
North Carolina and then built a 
stunningly successful political 
organization of white supremacy, 
patronage, and the distribution 
of government largesse. The 
machine dominated state politics 

and secured his election to the 
Senate five times over a 30-year 
career in Washington. Simmons 
chaired the Finance Committee 
and midwifed the largest reduc-
tion in tariffs since the Civil War. 
He was eventually undone by 
a stubborn refusal to back the 
Democratic presidential candidate 
and anti-prohibition Catholic 
Al Smith in 1928. In an act of retal-
iation — and opportunism given 
the increasing creakiness of the 
Simmons machine — Gov. O. Max 
Gardner secured the nomination of 
Josiah Bailey to the seat in 1930.  

“Farmer” Bob Doughton from 
Allegheny County served in the 
House for 42 years, making him 
the “dean,” or longest continual-
ly serving member of that body, 
when he retired in 1952 at age 89. 
Doughton was a quiet but critical-
ly important player in the Demo-
cratic Congress that enacted the 
New Deal. He chaired the Ways 
and Means Committee for the en-
tirety of Franklin Roosevelt’s pres-
idency and helped shepherd the 
National Industrial Recovery Act 
and the Revenue Acts of 1935 and 
1937 through the House. Dough-
ton was also instrumental in 
getting the body to pass the Social 
Security Act, establishing Amer-
ica’s public pension plan and the 
crown jewel of federal government 
programs. He was not particularly 
enthusiastic about the idea, but 
once fellow Democrat David Lewis 
of Maryland had introduced a 
version, Doughton began working 
closely with the legislation’s chief 

architect, Sen. Robert Wagner of 
New York.  Keen to get credit for 
this seminal achievement, the 
usually modest Doughton sub-
stituted his own bill for Lewis’, 
ensuring the press would call the 
measure Wagner-Doughton.        

Another “mountain man,” Bob 
Reynolds, served two terms in the 
Senate, again covering the FDR 
presidency. Reynolds’s personal 
life was colorful, to say the least. 
He married five times, became a 
wealthy widower after the death 
of his first wife, and spent his 
pre-Washington career as an itiner-
ant vaudeville performer, voracious 
womanizer, and quixotic political 
candidate. In 1932, he found a 
winning populist message in the 
Democratic primary against incum-
bent Cameron Morrison. Reynolds 
had a refreshingly honest approach 
and an uncanny ability to expose 
haughtiness in elites. He initially 
supported the president, particular-
ly the public works programs that 
brought federal funds flooding into 
the rural South. But there was an-
other side. Despite having traveled 
the globe, Reynolds was an ardent 
isolationist wary of the adminis-
tration’s surreptitious support of 
Britain in the prelude to war. Many 
thought him a fascist sympathetic 
to Nazi Germany. N. C. Democrats 
rejected his effort to win a third 
term in 1944.   

 
Andy Taylor is a professor of 
political science at the School of 
International and Public Affairs at 
N.C. State University..
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Overall, when you add up all the 
advantages and disadvantages 
of the internet, would you say 
the internet has been mostly a 
good thing or a bad thing?

● GOOD THING - 50%
 ● BAD THING - 10%

 ● A BIT OF BOTH - 38%
● DON’T KNOW - 3%

POLLS

ment benefits, and using realistic 
estimates of inflation. Properly 
measured, America’s poverty rate 
has fallen from about 30 percent in 
the early 1960s to about 3 percent 
today.

U.S. spends more than 
other countries on health 

care without results. 
The first part of this sentence 

is correct. The second part isn’t. 
Often-cited measures such as life 
expectancy are influenced by a 
host of factors unrelated to the 
financing and delivery of medical 
services. After adjusting for Amer-
ica’s high rates of intentional and 
accidental deaths, for example, our 
average life expectancy soars to 
the top of the list.

Later in life, Burke wrote anoth-
er gem: “Our patience will achieve 
more than our force.” Before enact-
ing sweeping changes in govern-
ment, policymakers should take 
the time to study issues carefully, 
separating demonstrable truths 
from familiar falsehoods. 

Falsehoods
continued from PAGE 21

The High Point University poll surveyed 842 respondents between Oct. 26 and Nov. 1, using a combination of phone calls and online surveys. The 
credibility interval is plus or minus 4.1 percent. Some results may not add up to 100 because numbers were rounded.

Do you use social media such 
as Facebook, Instagram, 
Twitter, or Snapchat?

● YES - 80%
 ● NO - 20%

Have you ever seen someone 
try to socially or physically 
intimidate another person 
through the use of social 
media?

● YES - 54%
 ● NO - 36%

 ● NOT SURE - 10%
● NO RESPONSE - 1%

#TodayWe
take on North Carolina’s 
most urgent and costly 
health care challenges. 

Because we can’t wait for tomorrow. 

Every day, we are transforming our health care system. We’re fighting to 

bring down costs by focusing on quality and simplifying a complicated system 

so consumers can make smarter decisions. To create a healthier state for 

everyone, we’re investing in programs that combat opioid abuse, increase 

access to healthy foods and expand primary care in rural communities. 

Discover what else we’re doing for North Carolina at TodayWe.com.   
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