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Democrat Gov. Roy Cooper 
and his party had a really 
bad election night. Clearly, 

North Carolina didn’t cooperate 
with the left’s plans to take over 
the state, and Cooper will have 
some explaining to do to his New 
York, Washington, D.C., and Cali-
fornia financiers.

Despite Cooper retaining his 
job, the rest of the left’s well-
planned, well-funded blueprint to 
“Flip It Blue” ran into a buzzsaw 
called voters. Democrat Party 
Chair Wayne Goodwin heard the 
voters’ message. After his losing 
bid to unseat Mike Causey as 
elected state insurance commis-
sioner, Goodwin announced he 
would not seek another term as 
leader of Democrats’ N.C. party 
apparatus. 

So Cooper will be a little more 
lonely as he limps into his second 
term with fewer Democrat state 
lawmakers, no new Democrat 
members on the Council of State, 
fewer Democrat judges at the Ap-
peals Court and fewer justices on 
the state Supreme Court to uphold 
his rule-by-executive-fiat form of 
governance.

Cooper’s victory had no 
coattails. He didn’t deliver North 
Carolina to Joe Biden or Chuck 
Schumer in the U.S. Senate. And, 
despite fawning media and a more 
than $20 million war chest, Coo-

per couldn’t muster as many votes 
as incumbent Republican Agricul-
ture Commissioner Steve Troxler, 
who secured his own re-election 
and position as the state’s top 
vote-getter with about $500,000.

It wasn’t supposed to end this 
way. 2020 was the year Dem-
ocrats would take control of 
North Carolina so they could end 
popular school choice programs, 
expand Medicaid to able-bodied 
adults, eliminate workplace free-
dom, raise taxes, and drive up en-
ergy costs. But the real goal was 
redistricting. Big-dollar donors 
planned and paid for Democrats to 
be in complete control of all three 
branches of government so they 
could redraw state legislative and 
congressional districts in a way 
that would ensure their political 
power for a decade, maybe two.
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FROM THE  PUBL ISHER

Roy Cooper and the 
Democrats’ really bad and 

really expensive night

continued PAGE 20

In this seemingly endless year 
of disease, destruction, dis-
sension, and despair, what’s 

an optimist to do?
This is no hypothetical 

question for me. I’m a naturally 
optimistic person. As one of my 
favorite songs goes, “Grab your 
coat and get your hat. Leave 
your worries on the doorstep. 
Life can be so sweet on the sun-
ny side of the street.”

A true optimist isn’t naïve 
or blasé. There will always be 
challenges and problems. And 
vices are inherent in human 
nature. We can’t simply wish 
them away. But we can keep our 
troubles in perspective.

For the vast majority of 

people you know — indeed, for 
most people on our planet — 
their ancestors never had it so 
good. Overall, we are healthier, 
wealthier, happier, and freer 
than ever before.

Since I’ve already copped to 
being an inveterate optimist, 
you may be unwilling to take 
these assertions at face value. 
Good for you! You shouldn’t take 
anyone’s assertions at face val-
ue. You should investigate them 
yourself.

Let me offer you a place to 
start: Ten Global Trends Every 
Smart Person Should Know, a 
new book by Ronald Bailey 

$313 million
Democrat Party political 

spending in North Carolina 
through Oct. 30.

$238 million
Republican Party political 

spending in North Carolina 
through Oct. 30.

BY THE NUMBERS

Snapshots from Election 2020 in North Carolina

CJ PHOTOS BY DON CARRINGTON
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QUICK TAKES

◼ ADOLESCENTS (AGE 12-17)
◼ YOUNG ADULTS (AGE 18-25)
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BY JULIE HAVLAK

Gov. Roy Cooper’s price tag for 
Medicaid expansion could 
be off by as much as $171.3 

million, a report by the John Locke 
Foundation says.

Medicaid expansion has domi-
nated Cooper’s fights with the Re-
publican legislature. Cooper’s pitch 
comes in the form of a moral imper-
ative: Cover uninsured people who 
are suffering without medical care, 
and do it with zero cost to the state. 

Cooper’s math is bad, the re-
searchers say. 

The John Locke Foundation 
report predicts a funding gap of 
$119.3 million to $171.3 million in 
the first year. Cooper is underesti-
mating how many people would en-
roll and how much they’ll cost the 
state, the report says.

JLF researchers did the study to 
evaluate Cooper’s claims about the 
state’s costs associated with Medic-
aid expansion.

North Carolina has been wres-
tling over Medicaid expansion for 
more than a decade, but Cooper 
has made it a priority. He sank last 

year’s budget and vetoed teacher 
raises to push health care coverage. 
The budget stalemate has dragged 
on for more than a year. 

Medicaid expansion would cov-
er anyone making up to 138% of the 

federal poverty level. North Caroli-
na is one of 12 states that have cho-
sen not to expand Medicaid. Instead 
this state’s program remains fo-
cused on low-income families, preg-
nant women, the aged, the blind, 

and the disabled. 
North Carolina would be on the 

hook for 10% of Medicaid expan-
sion’s cost. The federal govern-
ment promises to pick up 90% of 
the tab, and Cooper wants to shift 
the remaining costs to hospitals 
and prepaid health plans. 

But expansion would cost more 
than they originally agreed to pay, 
says report author Jordan Roberts, 
John Locke Foundation health care 
policy analyst. 

“The amount of money that 
Cooper thinks he’s going to raise 
from that revenue falls short,” said 
Roberts. “In the scheme that Coo-
per has cooked up, the hospitals 
will pay X amount, but it could be 
a lot more than that. The General 
Assembly would have to make up 
the difference.” 

In his budget, Cooper predicted 
expansion would add 626,000 peo-
ple to Medicaid’s rolls. But he didn’t 
use that number when calculating 
costs. Instead, he dropped his esti-
mate to 500,000 enrollees and got a 
$4.3 billion price tag for 2021. 

That has consequences. About 
28% of the population would be 

on Medicaid after expansion, says 
the report. Roughly one in five res-
idents are now covered by Medic-
aid. 

The report breaks down how 
Cooper underestimated the cost of 
covering enrollees. 

If 600,000 people signed up, 
Cooper’s budget would assume 
they would each cost $7,187 — 
more than $1,000 short of the Cen-
ters for Medicare and Medicaid Ser-
vices’ estimate of $8,604 per ex-
pansion enrollee, says the report. 

The report shows Cooper’s fail-
ure to account accurately for the 
“woodwork” effect. Medicaid ex-
pansion encourages people who 
were already eligible to sign up 
for coverage, or to come out of the 
woodwork. These enrollees don’t 
qualify for the 90% federal match, 
so they’re more expensive for the 
state. 

Cooper ignored the true cost 
of this group, says Roberts. When 
combined with Cooper’s other low 
estimates, the state could rack 
up a funding deficit of as much as 
$171.3 million in the first year of 
expansion. 

Cooper’s plan to expand Medicaid relies on bad math
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT

BY JULIE HAVLAK

Johnnie Carswell won’t be a tool 
for Gov. Roy Cooper’s COVID-19 
shutdowns.
He had words for Dr. Mandy Co-

hen, N.C. Department of Health and 
Human Services secretary, too. 

Cohen wrote 36 counties ask-
ing officials “to consider addition-
al local actions to improve compli-
ance.” Suggestions included shut-
tering bars, tightening restrictions 
on restaurants and gatherings, and 
fining businesses for not enforcing 
Cooper’s mask mandate. 

With the letter, Cooper pivoted 
on his approach to lockdowns, en-
couraging local control for the first 
time since March. 

Carswell is having none of it.
“I told her, ‘With all respect, 

ma’am, you’ve lost your mind,’” 
said Carswell, chairman of the 
Burke County Board of Commis-
sioners. “She’s not going to send a 
Christmas card, I can tell you that.” 

After shuttering the economy in 
March, Cooper moved North Caroli-
na into Phase 3 in October. He has 
repeatedly said he doesn’t want to 
move backward in reopening, but 
he extended current restrictions 
until Nov. 13. 

Carswell, who is 73, recently re-
covered from COVID-19, an experi-
ence he says “kicked his backside.” 
But he’s far more worried about the 
economic suffering in his county. 

If Cooper wants to shut down 
county economies, he’ll have to do 
it himself. 

Like Carswell, at least half of 
the 36 targeted counties won’t con-
sider more shutdowns. After more 
than seven months of lockdowns, 
little appetite exists to keep people 
cooped up any longer.

But for many local leaders, the 
letter seemed too little, too late, and 
suspiciously close to the election. 
Far from inspiring, they found his 
call to action insulting — and im-
possible. 

Wayne County Commissioner 
Joe Daugherty didn’t even make it 
to the end of the governor’s letter 
before he deleted the email. 

“If he’s done such a damn great 

job, he should do it and not put it 
back on the county. But now that 
it’s close to election day, he wants 
to put it back on us,” said Carrol 
Mitchem, Lincoln County commis-
sioner. 

“He wants to go into hiding? 
Let him go with Biden and they can 
both hide.”

Nineteen county commissioners 
told Carolina Journal they’re unlike-
ly to reverse economic reopening. 
Those commissioners represent On-
slow, Rockingham, Scotland, Cum-
berland, Graham, Johnston, Gaston, 
Burke, Wayne, Lincoln, Wake, Cra-
ven, Caldwell, Guilford, Nash, Ca-
tawba, Randolph, Alamance, and 
Moore counties. CJ reached out to all 
36 counties. 

Many of the targeted counties 
are rural and dominated by Repub-
licans skeptical of Cooper’s lock-
downs. They say they favor an ed-
ucational strategy rather than a pu-
nitive one. 

“COVID is real, but it’s not the 
role of the governor to throw the 
Constitution in the trash,” Daugh-

erty said. “The governor’s role is to 
inform citizens if there is some type 
of danger and to make recommen-
dations to limit that danger. But to 
close businesses and bankrupt in-
dividuals — I think the whole thing 
has been handled totally wrong.”

Even urban counties are hesi-
tant to roll back reopening. 

Wake County isn’t considering 
additional restrictions. County lead-
ers say its COVID positivity rate is 
below the 5% benchmark set by the 
state. But the county is prepared if 
Cooper enacts county-specific ex-
ecutive orders, said Greg Ford, chair-
man of the Wake County Board of 
Commissioners.

“If our data spikes in the wrong 
direction, Wake County will consid-
er mitigation options at that time. 
Wake County is prepared to quick-
ly pivot in our response,” said Ford.

Unlike the state, local leaders 
have the authority to fine people 
without hitting them with crimi-
nal charges under their emergen-
cy powers. Cohen suggested they 
use this authority to fine business-
es that fail to enforce Cooper’s mask 
mandate. 

“What are we going to do? Get a 
coronavirus squad to go around and 
police people? How far do you go?” 
Daugherty said. 

Enforcing fines on mask compli-

ance would require more resources 
than counties possess, said Graham 
County Commissioner Dale Wig-
gins. Local sheriffs failed to respond 
to requests for comment, or said 
that their areas had not yet passed 
any additional fines or restrictions. 

“Here’s the problem. It’s not en-
forceable,” said Tracy Philbeck, 
Gaston County commissioner. 
“With spikes in crime and every-
thing else going on because of the 
lockdowns, tell me when officers 
are going to have time to go to each 
business, church, and home and en-
force that?”

Further complicating matters, 
municipalities and cities can en-
force their own restrictions. Mul-
tiple county commissioners de-
scribed any crackdown they could 
enact as a “patchwork.”

In southwestern Haywood 
County, Waynesville leaders dis-
carded a proposed local mask man-
date after almost 100 people pro-
tested during a town hall, the local 
newspaper reported. 

“From our standpoint, we’re not 
going to be more coercive,” said 
Randall Isenhower, Catawba Coun-
ty commissioner. “We’re going to 
work with people on a voluntary ba-
sis, rather than governments trying 
to tell them what to do, particular-
ly if it involves their livelihoods and 
their ability to feed their families.”

Cooper, for his part, said that 
local governments are working to 
help the state slow the spread of the 
virus. 

“Once we get past this election, 
that can help us in our battle to 
slow the virus,” Cooper said during 
a news conference Oct. 28. “I think 
you’ll find more people not using 
the political excuse and being will-
ing to slow the spread.”

But they may not have a choice. 
Cooper’s emergency powers allow 
him to step in where local actions 
are deemed insufficient. Carswell 
feared Cooper would step in after 
the election. 

“Now we’re shut down, and 
we’re scared,” Carswell said. “Here’s 
what a lot of us think: Win, lose, or 
draw, we think he’s going to shut 
the state down.”

No thanks, governor. Local governments 
push back against lockdown letter

www.carolinajournal.com

“WE’RE NOT GOING TO BE MORE COERCIVE.” Catawba County leaders insist they’ll continue working with citizens 
on a voluntary basis, particularly when it involves their livelihoods and their ability to feed their families.

Unlike the state, 
local leaders have 
the authority to fine 
people without hitting 
them with criminal 
charges under their 
emergency powers. 
Cohen suggested they 
use this authority to 
fine businesses that 
fail to enforce Cooper’s 
mask mandate. 
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ELECTION 2020 - OVERVIEW

BY RICK HENDERSON

Republicans defied a projected 
blue wave, fueled by a spend-
ing blitz from Democrats and 

their allies, and held control of the 
General Assembly. 

The GOP gained four seats in the 
House and lost only one in the Sen-
ate.

Republicans won in districts 
drawn to be friendlier to Democrats. 
As the GOP did in 2010, when it won 
majorities of both legislative cham-
bers for the first time since Recon-
struction. 

Senate leader Phil Berger, 
R-Rockingham, congratulated Dem-
ocratic Gov. Roy Cooper on election 
night, saying he hoped the execu-
tive and legislative branches could 
work together on more issues. 

Still, several conservative prior-
ities appear safe. Among them, pre-
venting Medicaid expansion and 
preserving school choice.

Cooper vetoed the 2019 state 
budget because the General Assem-
bly refused to expand Medicaid cov-
erage under Obamacare to include 
more people with higher incomes. 

The governor’s talking point was 

that expansion wouldn’t require 
“any state money.” 

The federal government would 
pick up 90% of the cost, and the rest 
would be covered by hospital fees, 
Cooper said.

The numbers don’t add up, said a 
recent John Locke Foundation Poli-
cy Report. 

“If Medicaid expansion were to 
be implemented in North Carolina, 
this funding gap of $119.3 million 
to $171.3 million in the first year 
alone would have to be made up 
through new state appropriations, 
increased taxes on managed care 
plans, or higher taxes on providers,” 
JLF health care policy analyst Jor-
dan Roberts concluded.

Some House Republicans offered 
a plan to expand Medicaid with 
work requirements and other con-
ditions attached. It never got a floor 
vote. But Berger and other Senate 
Republicans have shown no interest 
in expanding Medicaid. That won’t 
change.

Cooper also opposes Opportu-
nity Scholarships — tax-funded 
vouchers helping low-income stu-
dents attend private schools. He al-
so has hinted he’d like more reg-

ulations piled onto public charter 
schools, which now operate outside 
many district strictures.

Republicans want to expand Op-
portunity Scholarships and main-
tain charter-school independence. 
The election of Republican Cather-
ine Truitt, a school-choice advocate, 
as the state’s new school superin-
tendent, should bolster that resolve.

Cooper will have no say over 
two issues that attract lawsuits like 
magnets: redistricting and reappor-
tionment. 

The new General Assembly will 
redraw legislative and congressio-
nal districts … again. Data from the 
2020 census should arrive in the 
spring. 

From the census information, 
lawmakers will reconfigure the 120 
House and 50 Senate districts. It’s 
likely they’ll have to design a 14th 
congressional district, thanks to 
healthy population growth over the 
past decade. 

Bills taking some of those du-
ties away from individual lawmak-
ers and shifting them either to leg-
islative staff or outside mapmakers 
went nowhere … again ... during the 
last legislative session. 

But the process the General As-
sembly used to craft the most re-
cent maps was conducted public-
ly, live-streamed from committee 
rooms, with portals to accept pub-
lic feedback. Leaders from both par-
ties praised the transparency of the 
map-drawing process. Courts that 
had rejected earlier proposals signed 
off on the plan. It may be repeated 
next summer.

Republicans and Demo-
crats worked together on sever-
al COVID-19 relief packages. They 
may have to do so again. Local gov-
ernments face layoffs and cuts in 
services as tax revenues have cra-
tered.

Joe Coletti, a JLF fiscal policy an-
alyst and former state budget offi-
cial, says the state appears to have 
enough money to get through June, 
when the current fiscal year ends, 
without needing to take any drastic 
measures.

After that, he says, we don’t 
know. How well the coronavirus is 
controlled and how fast businesses 
can reopen and the economy recov-
ers will determine whether tax col-
lections rebound enough to cover 
basic government functions.

Low tide for Democrats
2021 General Assembly 
partisan control flips

SENATE
DISTRICT 9: Michael Lee (R) defeated 
Harper Peterson (D, incumbent)

DISTRICT 18 (Republican, open): Sarah 
Crawford (D) defeated Larry Norman (R) 

DISTRICT 39 (Republican, open): DeAndrea 
Salvador (D) defeated Joshua Niday (R)

HOUSE
DISTRICT 9: Brian Farkas (D) defeated 
Perrin Jones (R, incumbent)

DISTRICT 37: Erin Paré (R) defeated Sydney 
Batch, (D, incumbent)

DISTRICT 43 (open): Diane Wheatley (R) 
defeated Kimberly Hardy (D)

DISTRICT 63: Ricky Hurtado (D) defeated 
Stephen Ross (R, incumbent)

DISTRICT 66: Ken Moss (R) defeated Scott 
Brewer (D, incumbent)

DISTRICT 93: Ray Pickett (R) defeated Ray 
Russell, (D, incumbent)

DISTRICT 98: John Bradford (R) defeated 
Christy Clark (D, incumbent)

DISTRICT 119: Mike Clampitt (R) defeated 
Joe Sam Queen (D, incumbent)

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

Catch FRONT ROW— 
Five Times a Week!

UNC-TV:  
Fridays, at 8:30 PM • Sundays, at Noon

North Carolina Channel:  
Fridays, at 9 PM • Saturdays, at 4 PM 

Sundays, at 9:30 AM
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BY RICK HENDERSON

Boots on the ground are worth 
more than a dollar. Democrats 
wildly outspent Republicans 

in North Carolina’s federal races. But 
they weren’t able to prevent Repub-
licans from again delivering Presi-
dent Trump the state’s 15 electoral 
votes and returning U.S. Sen. Thom 
Tillis to Washington.

In unofficial results, Trump beat 
former Vice President Joe Biden by 
1.4 percentage points — a bigger 
lead than Trump saw in the Real-
ClearPolitics polling average since 
Biden locked up the Democratic 
nomination. Tillis won by 1.8 points. 
He didn’t lead a single RCP aver-
age since early June, and he trailed 
Democratic challenger Cal Cunning-
ham by 9.5 points in August.

Candidates and outside parties 
spent more than $300 million on the 
Senate race, Republican consultant 
Nathan Babcock said at a Nov. 5 
event sponsored by the N.C. FreeEn-
terprise Foundation. Most of it for 
Cunningham. Spending by the can-
didates’ campaigns and their affil-
iated committees? Cunningham’s 
groups spent $47 million. Tillis’ 
spent $18 million.

How did Republicans do it? Elec-
tion watchers say N.C. Republi-
cans won federal races deploying an 
old-fashioned “boots on the ground” 
strategy backed by the precision of 
targeting technology. The GOP’s 
ground game brought hundreds of 
thousands more Republicans than 
Democrats to the polls on Election 
Day, wiping out leads Democrats 
built during two months of mail bal-
loting and 17 days of early voting.

Americans for Prosperity Action, 
a grass-roots free-market group, en-
dorsed Tillis in July 2019 and began 
its work in January with digital ads, 
N.C. State Director Chris McCoy told 
Carolina Journal.

“While our financial investment 
in support of Sen. Tillis was signif-
icant, the stand-out feature of our 
engagement was our targeted door-
to-door canvassing efforts. Primari-
ly targeting swing voters in the Tri-
angle and Charlotte, our volunteers 
had substantive, policy-focused 
conversations with voters that con-
tributed to Tillis’ overperformance 
in these regions,” McCoy said.

The group also backed U.S. Reps. 
Dan Bishop, R-9th District, and Ted 
Budd, R-13th. Plus 11 state House 
and Senate candidates.

By the numbers, McCoy said, 
AFP Action reached 6 million vot-

ELECTION 2020 - FEDERAL

EARLY BUT NOT OFTEN ENOUGH. Democrats built leads in early and mail voting, but Republicans wiped those out on 
Election Day.

Republicans got out and voted 
on Election Day, and it paid off

ers by phone, text, or a knock on the 
door. Representatives had what Mc-
Coy called “more than a half-million 
substantive, policy-focused conver-
sations” with voters. 

The group also sent more than 
20 million direct-mail pieces.

At the NCFREE event, political 
consultant Brad Crone, whose cli-
ents include Democrats and Republi-
cans, praised the GOP ground game.

“The Republican turnout oper-
ation [was] so more disciplined, so 
more defined, than anything the 
Democrats have been able to muster 
in the [past] 10 years. It was really 
impressive how Republicans target 
their voters, look at their base, look 
at persuadable voters. They got out 
and mobilized, communicated with 
them through digital, through mail, 
through television and cable. Then 
[they] went out and knocked on 
doors and followed up with them.”

On Election Day, Trump faced 
a 211,000-vote deficit as polling 
places opened. When they closed 
at 7:30 p.m., the president had a 
77,000-vote lead.

Tillis had a smaller gap to close 
— starting the day down 166,000 
votes while winning by 97,000. 

Cunningham’s polling lead be-
gan to erode when he admitted hav-
ing an extramarital affair. Then he 
refused to discuss it in the cam-
paign’s final weeks.

But the affair came to light 
months after volunteers from GOP 

publican campaigns and the N.C. 
Republican Party. The fundraising 
and expenditure advantage of Dem-
ocrats was offset by the excellent 
field work of Republicans,” McLen-
nan said.

The GOP’s congressional delega-
tion also held its own. In 2018, Re-
publicans won 10 of 13 congressio-
nal districts. But Democrats won 
lawsuits claiming the districts were 
unconstitutional partisan gerry-
manders. New maps were drawn for 
2020. 

The process was open and bipar-
tisan. But the districts were more 
Democrat-friendly.

So friendly that two incum-
bent Republicans — 2nd District 
Rep. George Holding and 6th Dis-
trict Rep. Mark Walker — walked 
away, refusing to file for new terms 
in less-comfortable districts.

Republicans left the seats avail-
able for credible Democrats to win, 
and they did. Former U.S. Senate 
nominee and state Rep. Deborah 
Ross won the 2nd District. Greens-
boro philanthropist and progressive 
activist Kathy Manning, who lost a 
close 2018 race in the nearby 13th 
District, won the newest version of 
the 6th.

But those were the only Demo-
cratic pickups. 

One Tar Heel State freshman 
will be the youngest member of 
Congress in modern history. Rep.-
elect Madison Cawthorn, R-11th 
District, turned 25 in August. He de-
feated Democrat Moe Davis, 55%-
42%, in a contest filled with insults 
and bile. 

Davis accused Cawthorn of be-
ing “comfortable” with white su-
premacism. Cawthorn denounced 
“any kind of white national-
ism, any kind of Nazism,” say-
ing Davis was promoting “big-
otry” and “conspiracy theories.” 
Overall, Democrats are expected to 
hold a slim congressional majority. 
North Carolina will send five mem-
bers:

Reps. G.K. Butterfield, 1st Dis-
trict; Ross; David Price, 4th District; 
Manning; and Alma Adams, 12th 
District.

The GOP delegation in the 116th 
Congress will feature eight Republi-
cans:

Reps. Greg Murphy, 3rd District; 
Virginia Foxx, 5th District; David 
Rouzer, 7th District; Richard Hud-
son, 8th District; Dan Bishop, 9th 
District; Patrick McHenry, 10th Dis-
trict; Cawthorn; and Ted Budd, 13th 
District.

and conservative grass-roots groups 
began making telephone calls, 
knocking on doors, and leaving fliers 
on doorknobs to get voters to poll-
ing places. Most Democrat-backed 
groups didn’t pound the pavement 
until Labor Day — or later.

The president, family mem-
bers, and high-profile surrogates fre-
quently led rallies in the state. State 
health officials worried about possi-
ble COVID-19 outbreaks happening 
at packed events where many in the 
audience weren’t wearing face cov-
erings.

But the rallies boosted confi-
dence in the GOP slate.

David McLennan, professor of 
political science at Meredith College 
and director of the Meredith Poll, 
told Carolina Journal he was sur-
prised that Republicans were much 
more excited than Democrats to 
cast ballots.

“Republican enthusiasm ap-
peared to exceed that of Democrats. 
Polling averages suggested that Re-
publicans were going to have diffi-
culty winning statewide races, but 
President Trump’s support set the 
tone for down-ballot races as Re-
publican candidates outperformed 
expectations. This also pointed to 
the [get-out-the-vote] efforts by Re-

United States Congressional Districts
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ELECTION 2020 - GOVERNOR
Cooper gets second term, but faces many questions

BY JOHN TRUMP

Races filling the N.C. ballot 
were won or lost by the thin-
nest of margins. With a few 

exceptions, races — statewide and 
national — stayed excruciatingly 
close for most of election night, and 
even into Wednesday morning.

Just as polls predicted. All tee-
tering within the margins of error, 
albeit with at least one important 
anomaly on a largely red night.

The incumbent governor, Roy 
Cooper, as of the morning of Nov. 4 
was beating Lt. Gov. Dan Forest by 
about 241,000 votes, with a four-
point margin, according to unofficial 
results. In 2016, Cooper, the Demo-
crat, beat Republican incumbent Pat 
McCrory by a little more than 10,000 
votes, a result McCrory was unwill-
ing to concede until early December 
of that year.

The 2020 result in the gover-
nor’s race was, in fact, tighter than 
polls predicted. Some polls had Coo-
per, who raised about three times as 
much as Forest, leading by as many 
as 10 points a week before the elec-
tion.

Steven Greene, a political sci-
ence professor at N.C. State Univer-
sity, told WRAL that Cooper’s win 
was a “clear victory.” In a relevant 
sense, of course. 

Forest was strong in the state’s 
smaller, rural counties, winning in 
places such as Rockingham and 
Alexander, for example. But Coo-
per won big in the suburbs, getting 
more than 405,000 votes in Wake 
to Forest’s 207,000. Forest dominat-
ed on Election Day — about 541,000 
to about 346,000 — but Cooper got 
far more votes by absentee ballot, 
725,000 to 271,000.

Greene told WRAL that Coo-
per was fortunate because Forest 
wasn’t the strongest of competitors. 
Cooper and the Democratic Gover-
nors Association spent $50 million 
on the race. Forest spent just $5 mil-
lion, political strategist Brad Crone 
said during a post-election event 
sponsored by the N.C. FreeEnter-
prise Foundation.

Forest was behind Cooper 
throughout the election cycle, and 
his words and actions against wear-
ing masks unsettled many voters 
nervous about the pandemic.

Cooper viewed himself as a 
calming presence, holding regular 
media briefings addressing the pan-
demic and fielding questions from 
mostly friendly reporters. He issued 
executive orders and lockdowns 
in March, edicts critics viewed as 
draconian and subjective. Initial-
ly, businesses closed temporarily. A 
growing number are making those 
closures permanent.

It’s just the start of an ominous 
trend, economists and political ex-
perts warn.

ROY COOPER WITH HIS SPOUSE. The incumbent governor, Roy Cooper, as of Nov. 4 was beating Lt. Gov. Dan Forest by 
about 241,000 votes with a four-point victory margin according to unofficial results. 

As many as 40% of businesses 
targeted with restrictions will disap-
pear, Michael Walden has told Caro-
lina Journal. Walden is an N.C. State 
University economist and member 
of the governor’s N.C. Economic Re-
covery Group. 

“The election win certainly gives 
Governor Cooper more freedom to 
take the actions he wants in ad-
dressing COVID-19,” says Mitch Ko-
kai, John Locke Foundation senior 
political analyst. “The big question 
is whether that means turning the 
clock back to the severe economic 
restrictions enacted earlier this year, 
or continuing to reopen the state at a 
pace that’s not dictated by the elec-
toral calendar. How he approaches 
this question is likely to determine 
how well he gets along with his fre-
quent sparring partners in the Re-
publican-led General Assembly.”

Andy Taylor, a political science 
professor at N.C. State, asks this: 
How should Cooper move forward 
on coronavirus?  He then offers an 
answer.

“I suspect he will be unwilling to 
reverse the ‘opening up’ of the state, 
although he will probably contin-
ue with the cautious approach that 
is consistent with his personality,” 
Taylor says.  

In his victory speech, Cooper 
talked about the coming months. 
About striving to protect one an-
other, regardless of individual po-
litical beliefs. To come together as 
a state. He talked about the ways 
North Carolinians have persevered, 
through racial tensions, a rough-
and-tumble election season, and 
through a string of hurricanes. He 
played on the usual political themes 
— strong schools, clean air and wa-
ter, and a vibrant economy.

“We didn’t let the question of 
‘how’ stop us,” Cooper said on elec-
tion night. “We just did it. We came 
together to do the hard work. And 
right now, it’s time to do the hard 
work of healing, because North Car-
olinians deserve that.”

Cooper closed the state in March 
and has allowed it to reopen only in 

truncated phases, without concur-
rence from the Council of State, de-
spite a lawsuit from Forest, which 
— given courts friendly to Dem-
ocrats — the lieutenant governor 
eventually dropped. At the same 
time, Cooper has promised $445 
million in state tax dollars to corpo-
rations so far in 2020.

The Republican legislature had 
passed bills to establish the elect-
ed members of the Council of State 
as a check on the governor’s power. 
Cooper vetoed them all. Cooper re-
opened elementary schools but has 
mostly given school leaders, influ-
enced by teachers’ unions, the op-
tion to continue virtual learning.

Cooper is telling residents to 
trust him and his cohorts, most 
notably state health secretary Dr. 
Mandy Cohen, to lead them through 
the pandemic. He has incessant-
ly talked about relying on “science 
and data” but remains cloudy in 
identifying specific outbreaks and 
areas of concern, leaning instead 
on a “one-size-fits-all approach.” 

In the process he has vetoed sever-
al bills that would reopen business-
es such as bars, gyms, and bowling 
alleys.

Rather than reasonably reopen-
ing businesses, such as bars and 
movie theaters, he has limited seat-
ing to a point at which operating 
becomes untenable. Cooper is ask-
ing residents to rely on government 
programs, such as N.C. HOPE, which 
prevents evictions and keeps utility 
companies from cutting power to 
homes, as well as other assistance 
from taxpayers..

“Many families are trying to do 
the right thing, but this virus has 
made it difficult,” Cooper said in a 
statement.

Expanding Medicaid to 700,000 
mostly working-age, childless, 
able-bodied adults is one of the gov-
ernor’s biggest priorities.

“Our current Medicaid program 
already covers 20% of our popu-
lation, serving poor children and 
pregnant women, the aged and 
disabled,” wrote Becki Gray, John 
Locke Foundation senior vice pres-
ident. “Instead of ensuring the pro-
gram meets the needs of those who 
need it, Cooper’s expansion plan 
would cost an additional $6 billion 
in the first two years.”

But what about that budget 
plan, the latest of which Cooper 
vetoed because it failed to expand 
Medicaid?

“The state was in healthy fis-
cal shape going into the pandemic, 
but any hopes of an unconstrained 
spending spree are surely gone,” 
Taylor says.” Now he is a lame duck, 
he might feel freer to pursue bipar-
tisan cooperation.”

Which means working with Re-
publicans, who remained confident 
throughout this election in keeping 
or even gaining seats in the Gener-
al Assembly. Even if polls hinted at 
Democrats picking off seats. 

That didn’t happen.
The GOP kept control of the 

state Senate by a 28-22 margin, los-
ing one seat of their majority. Re-
publicans control the House, too, as 
they gained four additional seats. 
Republicans will open the 2021 leg-
islative session with a 69-51 major-
ity. It’s not veto-proof, but consid-
erable enough to prevent the most 
progressive of Cooper’s initiatives.

The governor has some inter-
esting questions to answer, Taylor 
says. 

“With the GOP pick-ups in the 
General Assembly, his dream of 
having one or both chambers under 
Democratic control have been shat-
tered. His vetoes can still be sus-
tained, but his party must face an-
other round of redistricting with 
the Republicans in charge. Cooper 
will watch as a spectator since the 
[N.C.] Constitution gives the chief 
executive no role in the process.”

County-by-County Election  
Results - N.C. Governor
◼ ROY COOPER       ◼ DAN FOREST



8 CAROLINA JOURNAL // NOVEMBER 2020

BY KARI TRAVIS

One month ago, I wrote a sto-
ry asking you to “pay atten-
tion” to judicial candidates 

on Election Day. 
And you did. 
Now a record 5.5 million or so 

votes have been cast in North Caro-
lina, and Republicans are days away 
from confirming a potential sweep 
of contests for seats on the N.C. Su-
preme Court and the N.C. Court of 
Appeals. But it’s too early to make 
official predictions, experts say. Like 
the results of every other race in the 
2020 election, little is certain. Yet.  

The N.C. Board of Elections will 
accept until Nov. 12 mail-in ballots 
postmarked by 5 p.m. Election Day. 
County election boards will hold 
public meetings Nov. 12-13 to count 
those ballots. (By law, the boards 
can’t count ballots received after 
the polls close until those “canvass” 
meetings.) As of Nov. 5, 116,200 ab-
sentee ballots had been request-
ed but not accounted for. Roughly 
41,000 provisional ballots — votes 
that must be researched to verify a 
voter’s eligibility — were cast this 
year. A majority of those are likely to 
be rejected. 

While the results trickle in, let’s 
look at the court races and what we 
know so far. 

This year, North Carolina saw 
record turnout among voters, in-
cluding a high volume of in-per-
son Republican voters on Election 
Day. That enthusiasm paid off for 
GOP candidates, particularly in rac-
es for the Supreme Court. As of Nov. 
5, Republican candidate Paul New-
by led by 3,742 votes in the con-
test for chief justice, holding a slim 
margin over his opponent, current 
Chief Justice Cheri Beasley. About 
555,310 people showed up to vote 
for Newby on Election Day. Just 
310,103 people voted for Beasley in 
person on Nov. 3. 

The other Supreme Court candi-
dates saw similar voter trends. Re-
publican Phil Berger Jr., led Demo-
crat Lucy Inman by about 74,000 
votes in the race for the high court’s 

second seat. Berger received 561,206 
votes from in-person Election Day 
voters. Inman got 300,837. Repub-
lican Tamara Barringer fared even 
better over Democratic incumbent 
Justice Mark Davis. About 562,043 
voters showed up for Barringer on 
Nov. 3. Just 297,591 showed up for 
Davis. Barringer’s lead over Davis 
stands at 130,325 votes. 

Democrats could flip the race be-
tween Newby and Beasley by Nov. 
12. But most of the outstanding ab-
sentee ballots won’t be returned, 
said David McLennan, a political 
science professor at Meredith Col-
lege. 

“We should not expect to see all 
of the ballots or even a majority of 
them returned, if history teaches us 
anything,” McLennan told CJ. 

The absentee ballots still out 
there could be with people who vot-
ed in person on Election Day. Or 
they may have left the state, gotten 
sick, died, or decided not to vote.

The elections board may see as 
few as 27,349 of the outstanding 
116,200 ballots returned and count-
ed before the Nov. 12 deadline, says 
Andy Jackson, an elections policy 
analyst at the conservative Civitas 
Institute. As of press time, the elec-
tions board had processed about 
4,000 mail-in votes it received af-
ter Election Day. Unaffiliated vot-
ers accounted for 41% of those re-
turns, while Republicans and Dem-
ocrats accounted for 29% and 28%, 
respectively. 

Bruce Thompson is an elec-
tions lawyer with the Parker Poe 
law firm in Raleigh who works for 
Democrats. He thinks up to 70% of 
the outstanding ballots could be re-
turned and counted before the Nov. 
12 deadline. 

If even a modest number of the 
outstanding ballots are returned, 
Democratic votes easily could re-
verse Newby’s 3,700-vote lead, Mc-
Lennan told CJ. 

The other judicial candidates are 
in potentially tight races, said Chris 
Cooper, a political scientist at West-
ern Carolina University. 

“Given the massive Democratic 
advantage in absentee-by-mail vot-
ing in 2020 (particularly compared 
to 2016), I would expect the Demo-
crats to claw back a few votes in vir-

tually every seat,” Cooper told CJ. 
“The question remains whether it 
will be enough.”

Barringer’s lead is only slight-
ly less than the outstanding ballot 
count, presumably protecting her 
win. Berger’s 74,000-vote lead is one 
to watch as ballots continue roll-
ing in. Further down the ballot, it’s 
likely that GOP candidates will hold 
their turf in five contests for the N.C. 
Court of Appeals. All hold roughly 
three-percentage-point leads. 

Chris Dillon, the Republican in-
cumbent for the Court of Appeals 
seat six, won 208,188 votes more 
than his Democratic opponent, Gray 
Styers. The second-largest lead 
went to Republican April Wood, 
who led Democrat Tricia Shields by 
190,857 votes as of Nov. 5. Wood 
and Shields are racing for the fourth 
seat on the Appeals Court.  

Nobody saw a Republican sweep 
coming in North Carolina, especially 
not in appellate court races. Clearly, 
Democratic analysts were reading 
the wrong surveys, said Brad Crone, 
a Democratic political strategist in 
Raleigh. 

Even conservative polls showed 
Democratic candidates with healthy 
leads over Republicans before Elec-
tion Day. 

“You could’ve written the Su-
preme Court polls on Charmin and 
gotten better use out of them,” 
Crone said during a Nov. 5 presenta-
tion sponsored by the N.C. FreeEn-
terprise Foundation.  

Republicans’ ground game won 
the enthusiasm and commitment of 
voters, Crone said. 

“Republicans had no problem 
getting out in July and knocking 
on doors,” Crone said of the peri-
od where Democratic Gov. Roy Coo-
per froze the state in phase two of 
his coronavirus lockdown. Dem-
ocrats remained reluctant to hold 
any in-person meetings or large 
campaign events. While GOP offi-
cials hosted in-person news con-
ferences and sent campaign work-
ers to knock on doors, Democrats 
maintained virtual meetings with 
the press and relied on other social-
ly distanced strategies. 

At the same time, civil unrest 
among protesters ignited new pas-
sion for the rule of law. In May and 
June, riots erupted in Raleigh, Char-
lotte, and several other cities across 
North Carolina. Instead of directly 
condemning the violence, Beasley 
commended protesters and asked 
the public to fight against racial in-
justice and its atrocities. Republi-
cans seized the opportunity, cam-
paigning against judges who were 
“soft on crime.”

Though Newby could lose to 
Beasley, the GOP is celebrating 
what it believes will be a big win at 
the highest echelon of the state’s 
courts. 

“We could not be happier with 
what we’ve seen in the judicial rac-
es,” said Michael Whatley, chair-
man of the N.C. Republican Party.

RECORD TURNOUT. North Carolina saw record turnout among voters, 
including a high volume of in-person Republican voters on Election Day. 

Ground 
game ignited 
enthusiasm 
among GOP 
base

ELECTION 2020 - JUDICIARY

Republicans maintain edge in judicial 
elections, but uncounted ballots remain

PAUL NEWBY. Newby leads in the race for N.C. Supreme Court chief Justice, 
but Democrats could flip the race by Nov. 12. 

Up to 70% of the 
outstanding ballots 
could be returned and 
counted before the 
Nov. 12 deadline. If 
even a modest number 
of these are returned, 
Democrats could eas-
ily reverse Newby’s 
3,700 vote lead.
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ELECTION 2020 - COUNCIL OF STATE

FIRST IN FREEDOM
In First in Freedom the John Locke Foundation’s president 
and research staff apply the timeless ideas of 20th-century 
conservative thinkers to such 21st-century challenges as economic 
stagnation, tax and regulatory burdens, and educational mediocrity. 

Transforming Ideas into Consequences for North Carolina

Available at:
JohnLockeStore.com

BY JOHN TRUMP

Republicans can take a breath, 
even if their signature red is 
mixed with myriad shades of 

blue.
They keep control of the N.C. 

Council of State, 6-4, although the 
majority of the races have fallen 
within respective polls’ margins of 
errors. The results, as of Nov. 6 re-
main unofficial. Elections officials 
were dealing with 41,000 provision-
al and 116,000 mail-in absentee 
ballots, some of which will alter the 
margins between winning and los-
ing candidates.

“Clearly North Carolina remains 
a very deep purple state,” said Andy 
Taylor, N.C. State University politi-
cal science professor. “Republicans 
were extremely competitive down 
the list of Council of State races, 
winning the open seats at labor, 
public instruction, and in the lieu-
tenant governor’s office.” 

“The governor and attorney 
general races were closer than an-
ticipated,” Taylor said. “I think this 
is an expression of the frustration 
many have with the state’s lead-
ership and its handling of the pan-
demic. This dissatisfaction is not 
necessarily just with the adminis-
tration’s policies, although I sus-
pect many small business own-
ers were highly motivated to vote 
against Gov. Roy Cooper.  I think 
it has as much to do with Cooper’s 
vacillations and the incoherent and 
arbitrary nature of his policy prom-

ulgations.”
Overall, it’s good news for the 

GOP, as well as for Republican pol-
icy and ideological goals. Things 
such as limited government, school 
choice, and accessible and afford-
able health care. 

“After all is said and done, the 
names will change while the par-
ties will maintain control of the 
Council of State positions they hold 
today,” said Mitch Kokai, senior po-

litical analyst at the John Locke 
Foundation. 

“Incumbents win, while the 
council welcomes three new Repub-
licans. That has to mean good news 
for the GOP.”

The governor, however, remains 
the same.

Cooper, a Democrat, beat Lt. 
Gov. Dan Forest by about 241,000 
votes, or a little more than four per-
centage points. Some polls had Coo-

per winning by double-digit mar-
gins, as of late October.

Some Council of State races, as 
of this writing, remained agonizing-
ly close.

Attorney General John Stein 
leads Republican challenger Jim 
O’Neill by some 10,000 votes. 
O’Neill, Forsyth County district at-
torney, isn’t conceding, the Win-
ston-Salem Journal says.

O’Neill, the newspaper report-
ed Nov. 4, had plans to file a com-
plaint with the State Bar and to pur-
sue criminal charges against Stein 
over a political ad accusing O’Neill 
of mishandling a backlog of un-
tested rape kits. “O’Neill,” the sto-
ry says, “has said the ad is false and 
represents Stein’s misunderstanding 
of how rape kits are processed in the 
criminal justice system.”

Stein, viewed in some circles as 
the Democratic front-runner for a 
U.S. Senate race in 2022 or governor 
in 2024, said in a statement that he 
remains “confident.”

Republican Mark Robinson, a 
political newcomer from Greens-
boro with strong traditionally con-
versvative views, appears to have 
beaten Yvonne Lewis Holley, a 
Wake County Democrat who has 
served in the N.C. House, in the race 
for lieutenant governor. The gap 
was about four percentage points.

Forest vacated the seat to run 
against Cooper.

“It will be interesting to watch 
as Mark Robinson decides what role 
he wants to play in the state’s polit-

ical debates,” Kokai says. 
Democrats for Holley wildly 

outspent Robinson, by about 7-to-1, 
political strategist Brad Crone said 
during a post-election event spon-
sored by the N.C. FreeEnterprise 
Foundation.

Kokai said Robinson, with 
strong grass-roots support, was a 
forceful speaker on the campaign 
trail. “If he maintains that focus 
and intensity in his new job, he 
could serve as an effective coun-
terweight against Governor Coo-
per’s mandates and restrictions,” 
Kokai said. “It’s also likely that Coo-
per and Catherine Truitt could butt 
heads at times given their drasti-
cally different approaches toward 
the importance of school choice.”

Truitt, a Republican and chan-
cellor of West Governors Universi-
ty N.C., got about 51% of the vote in 
the race for superintendent of pub-
lic instruction. Truitt, a strong ad-
vocate for school choice, beat Jen 
Mangrum, who frequently criti-
cized parential choice.

Take another breath, GOP. 
“Mangrum was on a mission 

to dismantle North Carolina’s pub-
lic and private school choice pro-
grams,” says Terry Stoops, vice pres-
ident for research and director of ed-
ucation studies at the John Locke 
Foundation. “Truitt trusts parents 
to select the school that best meets 
the needs of their children.”

Her first order of business, 

Take a breath: Republicans keep 
majority on N.C. Council of State

NEWCOMER. Republican Mark Robinson, a political newcomer from Greens-
boro with strong traditionally conversvative views, appears to have beaten 
Yvonne Lewis Holley, a Wake County Democrat.

continued PAGE 12
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EDUCATION

BY LINDSAY MARCHELLO

Mysty Blagg’s twins, like 
most public school stu-
dents in North Carolina, 

are falling behind. 
Academically. Probably socially 

and emotionally, too.
Blagg’s two 7-year-olds, Reagan 

and Luke, attend school in Wake 
County, which — in part because 
of the governor’s lockdowns and 
union pressure — opted to start the 
fall semester with full-time remote 
learning. As have more than 70 oth-
er school systems in the state.

For Blagg and her twins, it’s a 
trying experience. Blagg has a busy 
life, beyond the children. She’s a 
student at Campbell University law 
school, and she, too, takes classes 
online. Balancing her own lessons 
while trying to keep her twins on 
track hasn’t been easy. 

Mothers make constant sacrific-
es. For their families, their children.

Blagg delayed a law internship 
this year. That was lost after the 
schools closed. She’s staying home 
with the children while her hus-
band works. The kids spend the day 
staring at computer screens, and 
they’re sick of it. It’s a school year 
like no other. 

So much lost. So much more 
taken. The classrooms are empty. 
Playgrounds deserted. School build-
ings, with hallways once filled with 
the excited chatter of students, now 
silent. Forgotten even.

Science and data, Gov. Roy Coo-
per says. Schools aren’t yet safe, 
he says. But reopening schools for 
in-person learning is the No. 1 prior-
ity, he says. The debate has become 
wildly political. 

The 2020-21 school year began 
online for more than 1.1 million stu-
dents in North Carolina, even as 
other states have reopened schools 
with appropriate safety measures. 
N.C. schools not fully remote have 
employed a hybrid model; groups 
of students alternating between at-
tending class in-person and online 
at home. 

Teacher groups are push-
ing school boards to keep schools 
closed. The North Carolina Asso-
ciation of Educators, a left-leaning 
teachers’ group, has taken the lead.

The NCAE condemned Cooper’s 
decision to allow school districts to 
bring elementary students back to 
classrooms starting Oct. 5. It’s too 
dangerous, they said. Too few re-
sources to keep teachers and stu-
dents safe. 

NCAE President Tamika Walk-
er Kelly is slamming the panic but-
ton, taking turns with other union 
leaders. Teachers must take the 
fight to local school boards, super-
intendents, and principals to keep 
elementary schools closed, Bryan 
Proffitt, NCAE vice president, said 
during a meeting Sept. 17.

Danger, danger.
Groups of NCAE members have 

shown up to school board meetings 
to protest reopening, carrying signs 
proclaiming fears of getting sick. 
Reopening schools could put older 
students, teachers, and staff at risk 
from catching the respiratory virus, 
they say.

But it’s all about the students, of 
course. No. 1 priority and all.

Parents — who are anxious, 
stressed — have signs of their own. 
To them, it truly is about the chil-
dren, whose futures are at stake. 
They need to be in school not only 
to learn but to develop and nurture 
friendships, connections. 

The COVID-19 pandemic has 
forced the state into a game of 
jumped trade-offs. So far, the left is 
winning. 

Dan Forest, the Republican lieu-
tenant governor, has returned fire, 
as have Republican leaders in the 
General Assembly, most notably 
Senate leader Phil Berger, R-Rock-
ingham. 

Kids are learning absolutely 
nothing, Forest said in a televised 
debate with Cooper on Oct. 14. 
“They’ll log onto class and lay on 
the sofa. Special-needs kids need 
teachers in the classroom. All kids 
need teachers in the classroom.”

The Harnett County Board of 
Education even passed a resolu-
tion pressuring Cooper to “immedi-
ately implement an expedited plan 
to allow the Harnett County Public 
School System to return to normal 
operations.”

Cooper’s refusal to do so because 
of political pressure from the far-
left NCAE will widen education dis-

parities and, according to Harvard 
experts, “some children may nev-
er recover.’” state Sen. Jim Burgin, 
R-Harnett, says in a news release.

Berger, in a release, says, “On 
every single COVID decision, the 
governor refused to let locals make 
any decisions for themselves. But 
now, on perhaps the most critical 
decision of all — whether to reopen 
schools — the governor has aban-
doned all responsibility and passed 
off decision making to local dis-
tricts.”

Berger continued, “Any reason-
able person would look at what’s 
going on and conclude that Gov. 
Cooper is harming children by keep-
ing them out of school because he’s 
afraid of angering his allies in the 
far-left NCAE.”

Blagg doesn’t fault the school 
district for the quality of remote 
learning over the spring. The sud-
den lockdowns didn’t allow much 
time to prepare for a robust online 
learning experience. 

She’s less forgiving about the 
state of remote learning for the fall 
semester. 

School districts could have re-

purposed established homeschool-
ing curriculum and online learning 
material for virtual learning, Blagg 
said.  

Instead, they decided to rein-
vent the wheel. Ka-clunk, ka-clunk.

The typical school day features 
a series of live sessions with stu-
dents logging on and off through-
out the day. Between lessons, it’s 
easy for children to get out of learn-
ing mode, Blagg said. She has to 
wrangle the twins to get them to 
sign back in. 

 In a 20-minute session, the 
teacher spends a good chunk of it 
troubleshooting technical prob-
lems, she said. Children have trou-
ble logging on, getting their audio 
or the camera to work, all of which 
takes away from the day’s lesson. 

 “I just don’t feel like they’re 
learning a lot,” Blagg said. 

 Luke, her son, struggles most 
with reading. While in school, stu-
dents have access to individu-
al plans, but virtual learning has 
largely taken away personalized 
learning. Luke gets extra help in 
reading, 10 minutes a week. 

 Not enough. 
 “We are just moving backward 

right now,” Blagg said. 
 Drop it into reverse and hit the 

gas. We’re failing and quickly fall-
ing behind, says Terry Stoops, vice 
president for research and direc-
tor of education studies at the John 
Locke Foundation.

 “It will take years before we un-
derstand the extent of the physi-
cal, psychological, social, and ed-
ucational harms produced by the 
widespread use of remote learning,” 
Stoops says.

“For most students, remote 
learning is no substitute for in-per-
son instruction. And for those who 
have limited resources at home, we 
may discover that the widespread 
use of remote learning exacerbates 
already sizable achievement and 
skills gaps.” 

Blagg knows her twins aren’t 
ready for the next grade level. They 
need to be held back — an attempt 
to recoup what was lost over virtu-
al sessions.  

Education is an equalizing force, 
a means of lifting children out of 
poverty, of breaking what can be a 
perpetual cycle. There’s already a 
gulf between low-income students 
and their wealthier peers. 

When it comes to academic 
achievement, COVID-19 — not to 

MYSTY BLAGG AND HER TWINS. Blagg delayed a law internship this year after the schools closed. Her children spend 
the day staring at computer screens, and they’re sick of it. It’s a school year like no other. 

continued NEXT PAGE 

No class: Parents, students, 
mostly going it alone
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$14.2 trillion
Total cost of school closures: 

School closures could lower 
national GDP by 1.5% or more 

through the rest of the century.

BY THE NUMBERS
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mention the governor’s policies and 
teachers’ unions — threatens to 
widen that gap. 

Low-income families can’t af-
ford to hire tutors to supplement 
full-time remote learning. Some 
sacrifice paying rent on time so 
they can afford monthly internet 
bills. Putting food on the table is a 
top priority. 

While school districts offer mo-
bile Wi-Fi hotspots and provide stu-
dents with Chromebooks to make 
virtual learning a little easier, it’s a 
certainty that some students aren’t 
getting all the help they need. 

How many students will fall 
through the expanding, deepening 
cracks? Who will get left behind, to 
struggle for years simply to catch 
up?

“Virtual learning is exhaust-
ing,” Blagg said. 

Luke is frustrated with his les-
sons. He’s having trouble follow-
ing along. It’s making him anxious, 
an anxiety that has manifested in-
to anger.

Blagg recalls an evening when 
she and her son yelled at one an-
other. Back and forth. Again and 
again. She doesn’t remember exact-
ly why. 

“We were both just frustrated,” 
Blagg said. 

Blagg and her husband realized 
it was time to get help. They plan to 
enroll Luke in therapy. 

Reagan, her daughter, zones 
out when she’s bored. She clicks 
through her online work without 
really taking it in. 

“If something doesn’t inter-
est her, she just checks out,” Blagg 
said. 

Some school districts allowed 
elementary students to return to 
school after Cooper gave his bless-
ing Sept. 17. A consensus is forming 
among health experts that young 
children are less likely to suffer se-
rious symptoms from the virus or 
spread it to others. 

Starting Oct. 26, groups of K-3 
students returned to school on al-
ternating cycles in Wake County 
— one week of in-person learning, 
then two weeks of online learning. 
Wake County will allow K-3 stu-
dents to return for full-time in-per-
son learning on Nov. 16.

As of Nov. 2, Reagan and Luke 
were back in school — sort of.

Like other Wake County stu-
dents, Reagan and Luke are alter-
nating going to school and staying 
home for remote instruction. 

But even when they go to the 
classroom, they still have to do 
work on their laptops. It was a 
shock to Blagg, who expected more 
of a return to normalcy. 

A lot of school work is still being 
done via computer. 

While the kids are excited to be 
back in the classroom and seeing 
their friends, they come home com-

continued from PREVIOUS PAGE

plaining about staring at a comput-
er screen all day. 

“They need to be back in school 
to get the traditional school expe-
rience — writing with a pencil and 
paper,” Blagg said. 

What months of virtual learn-
ing will mean for children in the 
long run isn’t clear. 

The social and emotional learn-
ing of students, particularly young-
er students, will take a hit, said Da-
vid Hill, a pediatrician and adjunct 
assistant professor of pediatrics at 
the UNC School of Medicine.

While at school, young chil-
dren learn about sharing and taking 
turns. The younger the child, the 
harder it is to replicate these les-
sons in a virtual environment. 

“The things we see kids doing 
on the playground are developmen-
tal skills that stay with them for 
life,” Hill said. 

Schools don’t just provide stu-
dents with an education. They can 
serve as a safe haven for children 
who face abuse at-home. For some, 
school is the only place they can get 
a hot meal. 

The school system acts as an 

early warning system to identi-
fy cases of abuse and neglect. Like 
doctors, teachers are mandatory re-
porters, meaning they are legally 
obligated to report signs of abuse, 
Hill said. 

A 2018 U.S. Department of 
Health and Human Services report 
that teachers and school staff were 
responsible for reporting 20.5% of 
child abuse cases — the highest of 
any other reporting group including 
law enforcement and social work-
ers. 

Numerous cases may go unre-
ported while students are at home, 
Hill said. Mental and emotional 
health. Both concerns, both points 
of anxiety.

Physical education, too, Hill 
said. Public schools work recess and 
exercise into the curriculum. Par-
ents may not.

“It’s harder in the home environ-
ment for many children to access 
the sort of scheduled, regular exer-
cise that is reinforced in schools,” 
Hill said. 

In Blagg’s neighborhood, the 
children head to the playground 
during lunch. It’s a makeshift recess 

helping the children stay active, but 
it also gives them the chance to see 
each other face-to-face.

“School-based physical educa-
tion programs and interscholastic 
athletics programs are the prima-
ry sources of regular physical ac-
tivity for many children and young 
adults,” Stoops said. 

Childhood obesity was already a 
serious problem before the pandem-
ic, Stoops said. The problem could 
get worse this year with many chil-
dren stuck at home. Some children 
excel at learning from home, but 
others don’t.

It’s all about choice, and the 
pandemic has reinforced its impor-
tance, Stoops said. 

Parents know what’s best for 
their children. The government 
doesn’t. 

Parents for Educational Free-
dom in North Carolina hosted a 
roundtable Oct. 5 with U.S. Sec-
retary of Education Betsy DeVos, 
state lawmakers, and a few parents 
to discuss the need for more school 
choice options. 

“During the COVID-19 pandem-
ic, we’ve seen students with spe-

cial needs get left behind as they 
struggle behind a computer, sin-
gle-parent families have been put 
into the impossible situation of jug-
gling work, distance learning, and 
accessing child care,” Mike Long, 
president of PEFNC, told the round-
table attendees.

Parents should decide how and 
where their children learn, DeVos 
said. Money should follow the stu-
dent. If schools won’t reopen, then 
parents should be able to take their 
children elsewhere, she said. 

Some of Blagg’s friends send 
their children to private schools, 
many of which have been able to 
bring children into the classrooms. 
That’s too expensive for the Blaggs, 
especially since they went down 
from two incomes to one. Homes-
chooling would be a challenge, too. 

Futures are at stake. At risk.
A study from the Organization 

for Economic Cooperation and De-
velopment  has found that a “typ-
ical current student might expect 
something on the order of 3% low-
er career earnings if schools im-
mediately returned to 2019 perfor-
mance levels,” a news release says. 
Disadvantaged students, however, 
“will almost certainly see larger im-
pacts.”

The study concludes students 
whose schools were closed as part 
of the COVID-19 pandemic will 
have long-term losses of income, 
nations will have a less skilled la-
bor force and therefore a lower GDP 
throughout the remainder of the 
century, and students will face set-
backs in their socio-emotional and 
motivational development. 

“In sum, learning opportunities 
were significantly reduced during 
the school closures, and the reduc-
tions were greatest for disadvan-
taged children,” the study con-
cludes, according to the release.

Specifically, the study found 
school closures could lower a na-
tion’s gross domestic product by 
1.5% through the rest of the centu-
ry. If school systems are “slow to re-
turn to prior levels of performance,” 
GDP could be even lower. In the 
United States, the authors estimate 
that’s equal to a $14.2 trillion loss.

“This study backs up what 
we’ve been hearing anecdotal-
ly ― long-term school closures 
are hurting our students, especial-
ly students that are already disad-
vantaged,” Sen. Deanna Ballard, 
R-Watauga, said. “Preventing them 
from returning to the classroom for 
full-time, in-person instruction is 
setting them up for a lifetime of lost 
potential. It is imperative the gov-
ernor provide parents the option of 
full-time in-person instruction. The 
children’s futures and our state’s fu-
ture depend on it.”

Blagg is studying for the bar ex-
am in December. She’s determined 
to pass. For her future, and for her 
children’s. 

After all, she, and her husband, 
know best.

Lost GDP due to Corona-induced learning loss for G20 nations (in Bilions USD)
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 India
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 Germany
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SOURCE: ORGANIZATION FOR ECONOMIC CO-OPERATION AND DEVELOPMENT
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Stoops says, is ensuring DPI is pre-
pared to address challenges asso-
ciated with school building clo-
sures and other coronavirus mit-
igation measures — including 
health and safety concerns, learn-
ing loss, and fiscal impacts.

“Truitt ran a smart campaign 
on a shoestring budget. I expect 
she’ll run the Department of Pub-
lic Instruction with similar skill.”

Josh Dobson is the third 
new Republican on the coun-
cil. A four-term member of the 
state House, Dobson ran on sup-
port of North Carolina’s right-to-
work laws, deregulation, and eco-
nomic reopening. Dobson’s lead 
was about two percentage points 
over Democrat Jessica Holmes. 
“It’s not clear that Dobson will 
have as many opportunities to 
cross swords with the gover-
nor,” Kokai said. “But he is re-
placing ‘Elevator Lady’ Che-
rie Berry, who never shied away 
from criticizing a Democrat who 
seemed to be playing overly par-

tisan games with state policy.” 
While both championed work-
ers’ rights, Holmes offered the lib-
eral counterweight. Holmes had 
the support of labor unions, which 
are creeping into North Caroli-
na, a right-to-work state. Mea-
sures such as the Protecting the 
Right to Organize Act, or PRO Act, 
which passed the U.S. House, adds 
to conservatives’ anxiety. The act 
would weaken “right-to-work” 
laws in 27 states that allow em-
ployees to forgo participating in 
and paying dues to unions, The 
Washington Post reported.

Republicans Mike Causey, 

Steve Troxler, and Dale Folwell 
will keep their seats on the coun-
cil. Causey, the incumbent insur-
ance commissioner, beat Dem-
ocrat Wayne Goodwin by about 
four percentage points. Goodwin, 
head of the state Democratic Par-
ty, conceded the race Nov. 5.

Folwell, the state treasurer, 
has taken a relatively conserva-
tive approach to the state’s financ-
es and is pushing for added trans-
parency in medical billing. Folwell 
was outraised, yet he still beat 
Ronnie Chatterji, an economist 
and professor of business and pub-
lic policy at Duke University, by 

about five percentage points.
“The results reflect that vot-

ers of all persuasions wanted to 
keep the best treasurer money 
can’t buy,” Folwell said in his vic-
tory message. “Every major news-
paper, the State Employees Asso-
ciation of North Carolina, and oth-
er important groups endorsed our 
culture of competence and trans-
parency on behalf of those who 
teach, protect, and otherwise 
serve taxpayers like them. As the 
keeper of North Carolina’s pub-
lic purse, there is no Republican, 

continued NEXT PAGE 
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1868
After the Civil War ends in 
1865, North Carolina ratifies a 
new constitution. It abolishes 
slavery, empowers the gover-
nor, and establishes universal 
male suffrage without requir-
ing property ownership. 
The Republican Party wins the 
executive branch, but Republi-
can Gov. William Holden won’t 
finish his term. 

1870
Democrats regain majorities 
in both legislative chambers. 
They impeach Holden after he 
calls out the militia against 
the Ku Klux Klan for lynching 
a black police officer. He 
becomes the first governor 
to be impeached, convicted, 
and stripped of office. The Re-
publican lieutenant governor 
replaces him. Republicans hold 
onto the executive branch for 
another seven years. 

1894
Republicans cut a deal with 
the Populist Party, a growing 
political movement that 
targets economic reforms for 
small farmers. The price of 
cotton crashed the year before, 
sparking a panic and a back-
lash against the establishment. 
Republicans and Populists 
split the ticket between their 
parties, creating “fusion” can-
didates to defeat Democrats. 
Republicans win a legislative 
majority. 

1877
Reconstruction ends after 
Republicans cut a deal with 
Democrats to stop a dispute 
over the presidential election. 
“Home rule” is restored, troops 
are removed, and Republican 
governments begin to fall 
across the South. A Democratic 
governor takes over the execu-
tive branch, ending nine years 
of Republican control. Another 
Republican won’t serve as 
governor for two decades. 

1896
The fused Republican and 
Populist parties take the 
governor’s mansion. But 
Democratic lawmakers sap 
the Republicans’ voter base by 
complicating voter registration 
for African Americans. 

1897
The populists within the 
legislature begin to split into 
partisan factions, and the 
fusionist legislature weakens. 

1898
Democrats retake legislative 
power after running a blister-
ing campaign based on white 
supremacy and intimidating 
Republican and Populist vot-
ers. They disenfranchise black 
voters with a poll tax, literacy 
test, and a grandfather clause.

1988
North Carolinians elect the 
first Republican lieutenant 
governor since Reconstruction. 
Democrats react by stripping 
the office of its powers and 
transferring most authority to 
the president pro tempore of 
the Senate. Republican Gov. 
Martin is easily re-elected. 

1995
Republicans win control of 
the House. But Democrats still 
control the Senate and gover-
nor’s mansion. 

2000
President George W. Bush 
carries North Carolina by 
double-digit percentages. 

This result is an indication of the desire 
of the voters of North Carolina for a 
change in direction in state government. 
We have broken a 112-year dry spell.

Balance of Power in the North Carolina 
General Assembly 1906-2018
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- Phil Berger, R-Rockingham, in 2010 

1993
Democrats regain their control 
over state government’s exec-
utive branch with the return of 
Jim Hunt for an unprecedented 
third term as governor. 

1999
Democrats win back full con-
trol of the General Assembly. 
Their trifecta — House, Senate, 
governor — will last until the 
election of 2010. (Democrats 
will share control of the House 
with Republicans in 2003-04.)

2004
Bush wins North Carolina, 
again by a significant margin. 

Take a breath
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Democrat, or Independent mon-
ey at the Treasurer’s Office. It’s all 
green!”

Troxler, commissioner of ag-
riculture, defeated political new-
comer Jenna Wadsworth in a rel-
ative blowout, some eight per-
centage points. A farmer by trade, 
Troxler has overseen the govern-
ment department dealing with 
North Carolina’s biggest industry 
since 2005. 

Troxler has sought and found 
markets for N.C. farm products, 

including a vibrant internation-
al trading program, promoting the 
use of plants such as corn, grapes, 
and sweet potatoes in N.C. vodkas, 
whiskeys, and wine, for example. 

The N.C. State Fair, an eco-
nomic behemoth, was canceled 
this year because of the pandem-
ic. Troxler’s emotions seeped into 
his statement announcing the de-
cision.

“We waited as long as we 
could, hoping the numbers would 
take a turn and we’d be able to 
continue with our planning, but 
each day brought more challenges 
than solutions.

“I can think of a thousand 
places I’d rather be today than 
here delivering this news,” Trox-
ler said in announcing the cancel-
lation.

Four incumbent Democrats 
will likely return to the council. 
Auditor Beth Wood and Secretary 
of State Elaine Marshall were de-
feating their Republican challeng-
ers, Tony Street and E.C. Sykes, re-
spectively, by just two percent-
age points. Marshall was the first 
woman elected N.C. secretary of 
state. She has served in the role 
since 1996, when she beat NA-
SCAR legend Richard Petty. Wood 

was first elected auditor in 2008.
The new COS presents an in-

teresting dynamic. The relation-
ship between Cooper and the Re-
publicans on the council is tense, 
at best. The Republican legisla-
ture had passed bills to establish 
the Council of State as a check on 
the governor’s power. 

Cooper vetoed them all. Coo-
per’s critics call his executive or-
ders and lockdowns because of 
COVID-19 repressive and draconi-
an.

Going forward, Taylor says, 
facts on the ground will play a 
role. Republicans may be embold-

ened, given slightly increased ma-
jories in the General Assembly.

“Cooper will still try to reg-
ulate the pace of reopening, but 
he’ll feel extra pressure to move 
forward,” Taylor said. “Does he 
interpret Democratic failings and 
his own unexpectedly narrow 
margin of victory to discontent 
about how he’s managed the coro-
navirus response? 

“Does he see it as an expres-
sion of the anger of voters, par-
ticularly small business owners? 
Or was it just Trump, and the out-
come was not really a referendum 
on coronavirus?”

continued from PREVIOUS PAGE

1901
A Democrat becomes 
governor, launching seven 
decades of Democratic 
control over the executive 
branch. 

1904
Democrats secure their 
dominance. Only a handful 
of Republicans will serve in 
the Senate for the rest of 
the century, and the party 
never wins more than 25 of 
the 50 seats. Their numbers 
in the House are similarly 
sparse. Republicans some-
times hold fewer than 10 
House seats, though their 
numbers tick up in the 
1960s. 

1968
North Carolina begins a 
streak of voting for Repub-
lican presidents that will 
last until 2008, interrupted 
only by Jimmy Carter in 
1976. 

1972
North Carolina elects the 
first Republican governor 
since 1890. Fueled by a 
landslide re-election of 
Richard Nixon, the state 
also sends the first Repub-
lican senator to Congress in 
the 20th century. 

2010
Republicans take over the 
General Assembly. They 
win in a census year, which 
means they control the 
process of drawing new 
electoral districts. This ends 
a century of mostly unbro-
ken one-party control. Re-
publicans wield a legislative 
majority for the first time 
since the late 1800s. 

2008
Democratic presidential 
candidate Barack Obama 
narrowly defeats Republi-
can John McCain in North 
Carolina, Democrats’ first 
win of North Carolina’s 
electoral votes in 32 years.

2016
Gov. Roy Cooper wins the 
governor’s race, delivering 
the executive branch back 
to Democrats. But Repub-
licans maintain veto-proof 
supermajorities in both 
legislative chambers, 
enabling them to limit the 
governor’s influence over 
public policy.

2020
Cooper is re-elected, but Re-
publicans hold onto their ma-
jorities in both the House and 
the Senate.They also sweep the 
judicial elections and maintain 
their control of the Council of 
State, the 10 statewide elected 
members of the executive 
branch. North Carolina votes for 
President Trump, and the GOP 
holds eight out of 13 U.S. House 
seats. Vote tallying continues 
after Election Day. 
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1965
Congress passes the Voting 
Rights Act of 1965. 

1971
North Carolina ratifies 
a new constitution. It 
establishes a strong leg-
islative branch, but it also 
consolidates the powers of 
the executive branch under 
the governor. 

1985
Republican James Martin 
takes the governor’s job. He 
had run with a heavy focus 
on infrastructure, promis-
ing to finish Interstate 40. 
Martin succeeds Democrat 
Jim Hunt, the state’s first 
two-term governor.

2013
Republican Pat McCrory 
enters the governor’s 
mansion. The GOP achieves 
the political branch trifecta 
within state government 
for the first time in more 
than a century. 

2018
Democrats break the 
Republicans’ superma-
jorities. The legislature 
fails to override any 
of Cooper’s 25 vetoes 
during the next two 
years.

2012
Republicans secure a 
veto-proof supermajority in 
both legislative chambers. 
The state also swings back 
to Republicans in the pres-
idential election as voters 
choose Republican Mitt 
Romney over Obama. 
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MK: Tell us about this 
meeting and why it came 
about.

JT: What happened was, 
you know, most scientists 
— serious scientists — are 
not political people. They’re 
in science and epidemiol-
ogy and immunology and 
public health because they 
want to help people and 
minimize the social damage 
of infectious diseases. … 
Unfortunately, because of 
lockdowns, disease became 
highly political, which nev-
er should have happened, 
but it happened.

They found themselves in 
an awkward position. So, af-
ter month after month after 
month, some of them began 
to speak out. I noticed one 
in particular — [Dr.] Martin 
Kulldorff [professor of medi-
cine at Harvard University]. 
And then also I noticed [Dr.] 
Sunetra Gupta [professor at 
Oxford University], who’s a 
god-like figure within epide-
miology. And then also [Dr.] 
Jay Bhattacharya [professor 
at Stanford University Med-
ical School], who’s similarly 
highly credentialed. … I 
noticed that they started to 
speak out a little bit.

I began to feel bad for 
Martin. I thought it must be 
a lonely life over at Harvard 
being against lockdowns at 
this point and taking a risk 
to his career speaking out 
this way. So I just dropped 
him a [note]. I said, “Listen, 
we’ve got a nice place here. 
Why don’t you come visit 
us, two hours away? We’ll 
feed you well. You can just 
relax a bit.” He wrote me 
back — much to my shock: 
“OK.” …

… Next thing you know, 
we’ve got all these people 
here. … Then they wrote the 
declaration and released 
it. … It was all just kind of 
crazy and wonderful. …

… The energy behind the 
whole thing was not strat-
egy. It wasn’t a conspiracy, 
unlike what the left-wing 
press is claiming. It was 
moral passion — the desire 
of these doctors to make a 
difference in the world, to 
stop the war on the poor, 
save the working class, save 
businesses, save the arts, 
save modernity from these 
ghastly lockdowns.

That’s what was driving 
these three great people. ...

MK: … It’s one page, but 
it’s a very powerful page. 

When you saw this Great 
Barrington Declaration, 
what did you think?

JT: I was there while it was 
being drafted. I was very 
moved. … Basically, what’s 
striking about it is it’s a 
basic statement of public 
health. We need to think 
about not just one disease 
but all diseases. We need to 
think about not just physi-
cal health but psychological 
health and the well-being 
of people to make choices. 
… That’s all that suffering, 
and the closing of schools, 
you know, has been cata-
strophic.

So public health in the 
sense of well-being of 
society: That’s what the 
document is really about. 
What they say is that 
these lockdowns have not 
achieved their aims. In 
fact, they’ve led to a public 
health catastrophe. Then 
they end by talking about 
an epidemiological truth 
that everybody has known 
for at least 70 years, which 
is that all viruses are miti-
gated through “herd immu-
nity.” They brought up that 
phrase, which has become a 
strange taboo. They brought 
it back. Not only have they 
brought it back, but they 
managed to cause a shift in 
the World Health Organiza-
tion policy in one week.

If your listeners ever 
doubt the importance of 
moral courage in changing 
the world, this is a prime 
example. They stood up, 
stuck their necks out, took 
all the slings and arrows, 
but they’ve already made 
the world a better place.

MK: … They talk about 
their “grave concerns” 
about damaging physical 
and mental health impacts 
and call for something 
instead, right there in 
the first paragraph, … 
“focused protection.” … 
Why do you think that is 
a good alternative to what 
we’ve been seeing from 
governments at all levels?  

JT: It’s because that’s what 
we’ve done since World 
War II. Every single time a 
pandemic has come along, 
… the advice has always 
been — in ever more precise 
ways — “Vulnerable pop-
ulations: Protect yourself. 
Everyone else: You need to 
develop immunities. You 

need to upgrade your im-
mune system.” … Even my 
mother knew this. … It’s the 
way societies have learned 
to deal with disease. Not 
through massive disrup-
tion, much less lockdown, 
but through normal social 
functioning and intelli-
gence. …

… The key to public health 
in the presence of a new 
pathogen is to discover who 
is vulnerable, which we’ve 
known since February, and 
to make sure that those 
populations are protected 
while the rest of us develop 
immunities. Then through 
the magic of science or 
mathematics or whatever 
you want to call it, once a 
certain number have encod-
ed the new viral information 
into their immune system, 
the virus comes under 
control, at least temporarily. 
When I say temporarily, 
maybe for a full generation.

That’s how we control 
viruses. That’s how we’ve 
always mitigated disease, 
and that’s what the doc-
ument reveals. In other 
words, there’s nothing new 
in this document. It’s the old 
wisdom. … You don’t want to 
destroy the normal func-
tioning of society because 
when you do that you make 
everything worse. That’s 
what the document points 
to.

MK: … I like the fact that 
the declaration, in talking 
about protecting the 
vulnerable, does offer 
some specifics. It talks 
about what you should 
do for nursing homes, 
what retired people living 

at home should do. So it 
doesn’t just say: Let people 
fend for themselves. It 
does offer some ideas for 
helping those who really 
need the help.

JT: Of course. And again, 
we need normal social 
functions so we can act 
intelligently. … People find 
it inconceivable that people 
can act intelligently during 
a pandemic. When it’s in 
your self-interest, you do 
act intelligently.

Now in the case of 
long-term care facilities, 
there are plenty of people 
that are in them that can’t 
act on their own. So that 
becomes an issue of real 
management. The catastro-
phe that happened in the 
Northeast especially is that 
three governors, at least — 
New Jersey, New York, and 
Massachusetts — ordered 
COVID-19 patients into the 
long-term care facilities. 
… That led to a disaster. 
… That was a direct con-
sequence of catastrophic 
management.

This is why this strate-
gy promoted by the Great 
Barrington Declaration is 
so important. It repudiates 
these forced efforts on the 
part of governors to make 
long-term care facilities ac-
cept COVID patients. Now 
why did they do that? It’s a 
very interesting question. 
The thinking was that they 
had to preserve the hospi-
tals for new patients, new 
patients which — by the 
way — never arrived.

It was kind of a good 
example of how central 
planning doesn’t work. 
They anticipated that 
their hospitals would be 
overwhelmed, so they 
shoved everybody into 
long-term care facilities. 
… That spread the disease 
among the most vulnerable 
populations while emptying 
out the hospitals, many of 
whom are going bankrupt 
today.

So the level of error is 
basically shocking. … The 
Great Barrington Declara-
tion represents a repudia-
tion of all those principles 
and a recommendation 
that society act intelli-
gently, with caution, in the 
presence of a new pathogen 
until we can develop herd 
immunity, which might 
have happened already if 
we had gone about this the 
right way.

As governments at all levels 
have responded to the 
COVID-19 pandemic, officials 
often have talked about 
basing their decisions on 
science. Signers of a document 
called the Great Barrington 
Declaration argue the science 
suggests doing away with 
lockdowns and other punitive 
restrictions on most of the 
population. The American 
Institute for Economic Research 
hosted the early October 
meeting in Great Barrington, 
Massachusetts, that generated 
the declaration. Jeffrey 
Tucker, editorial director at 
AIER, discussed the declaration 
and its origins during an 
interview with Mitch Kokai for 
the John Locke Foundation’s 
“HeadLocke” podcast. 

Great Barrington Declaration calls for returning life to normal

Jeffrey Tucker 
Editorial Director
AIER

Listen to this and other 
interviews online:

www.carolinajournal.com/radio

The key to public 
health in the 
presence of a 
new pathogen is 
to discover who 
is vulnerable, 
which we’ve 
known since 
February, and to 
make sure that 
those populations 
are protected 
while the rest 
of us develop 
immunities.

- Jeffrey Tucker 
AIER

COVID-19

A RETURN TO NORMAL. Dr. Martin Kulldorff, Dr. Sunetra Gupta, and Dr. Jay Bhattacharya wrote 
the Great Barrington Declaration in early October as a critique of the current response to the 
COVID-19 pandemic. 
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A national pandemic. New 
minimum wage standards. 
Calls for a “New Deal.”

If you didn’t know any better, 
you might think I was referring 
to early 20th-century Ameri-
ca —when the flu ravaged the 
nation and President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt passed unprecedented 
progressive policies seemingly 
every day. 

But no. Events of recent years 
have revived countless struggles 
from our past, and this year’s elec-
tion cycle put the worst of them 
on prominent display. Among 
the lowest are renewed calls for 
court packing from the left. The 
death of long-time Supreme Court 
Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg and 
subsequent appointment of Amy 
Coney Barrett have, in many 
liberal lawmakers’ eyes, put an 
unacceptable number of conserva-
tive justices on the bench. Their 
solution? Pack the court.

That’s a very bad idea.
More than 80 years ago, after 

FDR was tired of seeing his New 
Deal legislation struck down by 
the conservative Supreme Court, 
he proposed the “Judicial Proce-
dures Reform Bill of 1937.” This 
bill intended to push through 
enough yes-men liberal justices to 
outnumber the conservatives on 
the bench — ensuring the safety 
of FDR’s progressive legislation. 
But his proposal came back to 
bite him when Americans widely 
criticized FDR’s plan. Political car-
toons depicted Roosevelt as a ven-
triloquist, with his liberal justices 
as wooden puppets. The Senate 
Judiciary Committee at the time 
called it “a proposal that violates 
every sacred tradition of Ameri-
can democracy.” And his attempt 
to manipulate the judicial branch 
went on to be known as one of the 
most corrupt attempts to subvert 
the Constitution in history.

One reason this tactic was (un-
til recently) universally rejected 
is its degradation of public trust 
in our courts. By so unabashedly 
exposing their desire to use the 
courts as a political plaything 
rather than a necessary check 
on power, the left endorses and 
further popularizes the view of 
judicial appointments as political 
weapons and the courts as noth-

ing more than a veneer of justice 
— pushing through whatever 
lawmakers want while putting up 
a façade of legal review. In 1945, 
The Daily Times-News  of Burling-
ton recognized the damage FDR’s 
court-packing attempts had on 
public trust, writing, “Mr. Roos-
evelt’s assault on the courts did 
greater violence to the spirit of our 
institutions than any act in Amer-
ican history, except Civil War.”

Ginsburg, whom progressives 
claim to champion, warned of the 
irreparable danger of court pack-
ing, stating, “If anything would 
make the court look partisan, it 
would be that — one side saying, 
‘When we’re in power, we’re going 
to enlarge the number of judges, 

so we would have more people 
who would vote the way we want 
them to.’”

Many have speculated FDR’s 
proposal for rigging the courts 
was not, however, designed to 
be successful at all. In 1937, The 
Daily Times-News correspondent 
Rodney Dutcher wrote, “Roos-
evelt never expected or intended 
to have his court bill passed, 
but was only trying to scare the 
conservative justices so they 
wouldn’t dare kill any more New 
Deal legislation.” If that is true, 
it certainly worked. After the bill 
was introduced, Justice Owen 
Roberts flipped his vote in the 
progressives’ favor to uphold a 
state minimum wage law. And af-
ter that, the Supreme Court never 
struck down another piece of New 
Deal legislation again. Similarly, if 
the goal of Democrats today is to 
spook the court into submission, 
that could be effective. After all, 
the court in October ruled against 
a Wisconsin measure that would 
allow absentee ballots to be count-
ed six days after the election. But 
after lawmakers like Alexandria 
Ocasio-Cortez began publicly 
calling for court packing, the court 
seemingly changed pace and ruled 
North Carolina could count ab-
sentee ballots for as many as nine 
days after the election. Unfortu-

nately, by all appearances, FDR 
was gravely serious, as today’s 
progressives are as well.

Court packing is an underhand-
ed practice that overtly politicizes 
an arena that should not be po-
litical — our judicial system. Not 
only is the matter unconscionable, 
but it would likely be politically 
ineffective as well. If Democrats 
push through court packing 
legislatively, they will have set 
the stage for Republicans to do the 
exact same when they regain the 
congressional upper hand. The 
last thing America needs is the 
court to become an ever-expand-
ing political tit-for-tat. So while 
threatening court packing could 
potentially be politically expedi-
ent, actually passing court-pack-
ing legislation would certainly 
not be.

The Senate Judiciary Committee 
said it best in 1937. “[Court pack-
ing] is a measure, which should be 
so emphatically rejected that its 
parallel will never again be pre-
sented to the free representatives 
of the free people of America.” 

Unfortunately, their prediction 
was wrong. Americans are being 
presented with this proposal 
again, but it’s our duty as honest 
citizens to reject it loudly and 
emphatically. Let us not repeat 
history’s mistakes.

COMMENTARY

Court packing: Repeating history’s unconscionable mistakes

BRENÉE GOFORTH
MARKETING AND COMMUNICATIONS 
ASSOC. - JOHN LOCKE FOUNDATION

In politics, at some point, you 
have to have ideas that appeal 
to the voting public. That 

lesson was taught to devastating 
effect on Election Day in North 
Carolina.

On the night of Nov. 3, Demo-
crats were poised for what many 
believed to be a blue wave across 
the Tar Heel State. They had 
amassed enormous war chests, 
broad coalitions of outside groups 
electioneering on their behalf, and 
critical support from the main-
stream press.

Democrats had set goals of 
retaining the governor’s mansion 
and flipping one — if not both — 
chambers of the General Assem-
bly. While Gov. Roy Cooper was 
re-elected, the other goal was a 
failure. Not only did Democrats fail 
to flip either chamber, but it looks 
as if they lost seats in the state 
House. Further, Democrats failed 

to flip any legislative chamber 
anywhere in the nation.

Democrats also put in signifi-
cant resources to claim Council of 
State positions they had controlled 
before 2016, but those also failed. 
Republican Mark Robinson was 
elected as the state’s first Afri-
can-American lieutenant governor. 
Catherine Truitt, also a Republi-
can, was elected state superinten-
dent. Dale Folwell, Steve Troxler, 
and Mike Causey were re-elected 
as state treasurer, agriculture com-
missioner, and insurance commis-
sioner, respectively.

Instead of a blue wave, N.C. 
Democrats hit a wall of red.

But what happened? Was mon-
ey the problem for Democrats?

In short, no. Third-quarter 
campaign finance data, compiled 
by the N.C. FreeEnterprise Foun-
dation, paints a stark picture for 
otherwise victorious Republicans 
running in North Carolina.

In House District 37, in southern 
Wake County, state Rep. Sydney 
Batch, a Democrat, raised more 
than $1 million, compared to her 
Republican challenger Erin Paré, 
who raised just over $227,000. 

Batch raised about $31.18 per 
vote in this race, had a 4-to-1 
fundraising advantage, and was 

defeated.
Senate District 31, which 

includes parts of Forsyth and 
Davie counties, provides another 
example. Democrat Terri Legrand 
raised $1.9 million to unseat state 
Sen. Joyce Krawiec, a Republican, 
who raised $1.2 million. Voters 
re-elected Krawiec.

The race for state treasurer is 
another stark example. Republi-
can incumbent Dale Folwell only 
raised $466,000, compared to 
challenger Ronnie Chatterji’s $1.56 
million. Voters re-elected Folwell.

So again, what happened? 
Money was not an issue. Media 
coverage and press endorsements 
weren’t issues.

Thus, we arrive at the fatal les-
son of the 2020 campaigns: All the 
money in the world can’t overcome 
flawed policy ideas in an election 
cycle.

Defunding the Opportunity 
Scholarship Program — a school 
voucher program for low-income 
families — was a popular talking 
point for several Democrats 
running for office. House Minority 
Leader Darren Jackson, D-Wake, 
called the program “a Band-Aid 
that looks good in a press release.”

However, a statewide September 
poll by the Civitas Institute found 

that 69% of N.C. voters support the 
Opportunity Scholarship Program, 
including 68% of registered Dem-
ocrats. Fifty-two percent of voters 
said they would be less likely to 
vote for a candidate opposing the 
scholarships.

Defunding the police was 
another issue that likely hobbled 
Democratic electoral hopes. While 
Democrats and Republicans hag-
gled in the press about “reallocat-
ing funds from the police” versus 
the term “defund,” Democrats 
were stuck with it.

Again, an August statewide 
Civitas poll found that the term 
“defund the police” had net-nega-
tive connotations across nearly ev-
ery demographic. Seventy percent 
of likely voters viewed the term 
unfavorably, including a majority 
of registered Democrats and un-
affiliated voters. Not precisely an 
electoral winner.

Democrats had other policy 
proposals that fit this mold, 
including tax increases, expanding 
Obamacare, endorsing policies 
that will necessarily lead to higher 
energy costs, and repealing North 
Carolina’s right-to-work law. 

The theme is that these policy 
positions are generally only pop-
ular among self-described liberals 

and broadly unpopular across 
other demographics. 

Listen to your echo chamber to 
your peril.

Otto von Bismarck, chancellor 
of Germany in the late 1800s, 
famously said, “Politics is the 
art of the possible, the attain-
able — the art of the next best.” 
In this phrase, the lesson is that 
politicians begin debates from 
their ideal policy; they will have to 
negotiate with competing inter-
ests to determine the best possible 
outcome. 

However, politicians must start 
from a position that can garner 
significant public support — other-
wise, there will be a political price 
to pay.

We are still sorting out all that 
happened on Election Day 2020. 
But one lesson is already clear: 
All the money in the world cannot 
make up for bad ideas that are not 
appealing to voters. 

N.C. Democrats can chalk this 
one up to experience and, hope-
fully, re-center themselves after 
swinging so unpopularly left.

 
Donald Bryson is president and 
CEO of the Civitas Institute, a public 
policy think tank in Raleigh. Reach 
him @donaldbryson. 

In North Carolina, bad ideas have electoral consequences

DONALD BRYSON
COLUMNIST
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The results are in, and voters 
selected Republican Cath-
erine Truitt, chancellor of 

Western Governors University 
N.C., to be North Carolina’s new su-
perintendent of public instruction. 
She defeated her Democratic oppo-
nent, UNC Greensboro education 
professor Jen Mangrum, by around 
148,000 votes.

Truitt will replace Republican 
Mark Johnson, a one-term superin-
tendent who failed to win the Re-
publican nomination for lieutenant 
governor. Johnson had a rocky 
tenure as state superintendent. His 
single four-year term was punctu-
ated by recurring conflicts with the 
appointed members of the State 
Board of Education and various 
missteps and missed opportunities. 

Truitt and Mangrum repudiated 
Johnson with equal enthusiasm, 
even as they conveyed very dif-
ferent visions for carrying out the 
duties of the office.

Like her predecessors, Truitt will 
be responsible for leading the N.C. 
Department of Public Instruction, 
serving as secretary and chief 
administrative officer of the State 
Board of Education, and in the 

words of the N.C. Supreme Court, 
“directly administering the opera-
tions of the public school system.”  

These days, directly adminis-
tering the operations of the public 
school system involves navigating 
problems associated with corona-
virus mitigation measures, par-
ticularly the destructive effects of 
school building closures on student 
learning and mental health.

Pollsters didn’t get much right on 
Election Day, but they were correct 
that the state superintendent race 
would be close. Over the past three 
months, surveys conducted by the 
Civitas Institute showed a dead 
heat between the two candidates. 
In August, Truitt and Mangrum 
were tied at 35% each, and around 
31% of likely voters were undecid-
ed. In September, they were tied 
at 38% each, while 22% remained 
undecided. 

In October, Mangrum had a 45% 
to 42% advantage over Truitt, but 
13% had not committed to either 
candidate.  Mangrum’s small lead 
in the October poll was still within 
the margin of error. In the end, the 
undecided voters broke for Truitt, 
who received 51.4% of the vote.

In addition, pollsters accurately 
characterized variations in candi-
date support by region. The Octo-
ber Civitas Institute poll showed 
Mangrum maintained leads in the 
Greenville, Asheville, Triad, and 
Triangle media markets, while 
Truitt was strong in the Charlotte 
and Wilmington areas. 

On Election Day, Mangrum per-
formed well in urban and suburban 

counties and in a large cluster of 
counties in the northeast. Truitt 
dominated western North Caroli-
na, predictably losing progressive 
outliers Buncombe and Watauga 
counties. She also secured ma-
jorities throughout the Charlotte 
region, the southeast, and the 
Outer Banks. 

So which counties deserve thank 
you cards from Team Truitt? Start 
with Davidson, Randolph, Union, 
Iredell, Gaston, Catawba, Rowan, 
and Lincoln counties outside Char-
lotte. Add Johnston County in the 
Triangle and Brunswick County in 
the southeast. Caldwell, Wilkes, 
Surry, and Burke also came up big.

On the other side, this outcome 

is a tough pill to swallow for Dem-
ocrats. According to VoteSmart.
org, Mangrum maintained a 6-to-1 
fundraising advantage thanks to 
hefty contributions from the state 
Democratic Party, pro-abortion 
Emily’s List, the Sierra Club, and 
the N.C. Association of Educators 
PAC. 

In addition to donations, NCAE 
members bolstered Mangrum’s 
campaign through phone bank-
ing, poll work, and social media 
advocacy. In the weeks leading up 
to Election Day, NCAE bloggers 
hammered Truitt for accepting 
campaign contributions from 
individuals who champion testing, 
accountability, and school choice, 
that is, contributions from those 
who share her vision. Amusingly, 
NCAE critics also complained that 
Truitt accepted contributions from 
out-of-state donors. Groups of 
Mangrum enthusiasts and teacher 
union devotees took their silly 
grievances seriously. No one else 
did.

What’s next? Truitt’s first order 
of business will be to ensure that 
the Department of Public Instruc-
tion is prepared to address ongoing 
challenges from COVID-19. The 
cloister-with-computer strategy 
selected by many school boards 
has done more harm than good, as 
learning loss puts underprivileged 
children further behind and mental 
health issues proliferate. While the 
state superintendent doesn’t have 
the authority to reopen schools 
unilaterally, she will be in a posi-
tion to lobby Gov. Roy Cooper to 

advance that goal.
Moreover, the next legislative 

session begins in January. Truitt 
should meet with Republican and 
Democratic lawmakers to discuss 
her legislative priorities and long-
term goals as state superintendent. 
Their ability to follow through 
on those ideas will depend on 
the magnitude of state revenue 
shortfalls and federal assistance 
packages approved by Congress. 
Fortunately, a number of Truitt’s 
priorities don’t require new invest-
ments, just better use of existing 
resources. 

Finally, Truitt must listen to 
parents and work with lawmak-
ers to empower them. I strongly 
disagree with the authors of a 
recent open letter to the next state 
superintendent of public instruc-
tion published by EducationNC. 
Four award-winning public school 
educators write, “Listen closely 
to those who are nearest to our 
children: North Carolina’s dedicat-
ed teachers and principals.” They 
should know better. Those who 
are nearest to our children are not 
their teachers and principals but 
their parents. You cannot have a 
child-centered policy without a 
parent-centered philosophy.

I am pleased about the outcome 
of the election, and it’s made me 
uncharacteristically optimistic 
about the future of public educa-
tion in North Carolina. Catherine 
Truitt, North Carolina’s new super-
intendent of public instruction, is 
well-suited to confront the enor-
mous difficulties that lie ahead.

Challenges and opportunities for new state superintendent

DR. TERRY STOOPS
VICE PRESIDENT FOR RESEARCH 
JOHN LOCKE FOUNDATION

These days, directly 
administering the 
operations of the 
public school system 
involves navigating 
problems associated 
with coronavirus 
mitigation measures, 
particularly the 
destructive effects 
of school building 
closures on student 
learning and mental 
health.
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For college campuses across 
North Carolina, the fall 
ushered in a less-than-ideal 

reality. The coronavirus, although 
under greater control than in the 
spring, was — and is — widely 
circulating.

Within the first few weeks of 
the semester, hundreds of students 
tested positive at UNC campuses. 
Since then, all UNC campuses now 
report the number of confirmed 
positive cases on publicly available 
dashboards.

Yet, despite the sharp rise in 
student cases, few young North 
Carolinians seem to require serious 
medical attention.

What about UNC System stu-
dents specifically? How many of 
them require hospitalization? And 
faculty and staff? Given that uni-
versities are making consequen-
tial policy changes based on the 
perceived threat of the coronavirus 
— with some going completely 
remote — it would seem reason-
able for them to consider how sick 

it’s making people on campus.
But based on information re-

quests made by the Martin Center, 
most schools don’t know the 
number of hospitalizations. The 
Martin Center contacted media 
relations offices at each of the 16 
UNC System campuses and asked 
how many students, faculty, and 
staff had been hospitalized due to 
COVID-19.

UNC Chapel Hill reported two 
known hospitalizations. Both 
cases involved students who were 
hospitalized in June and July. The 
cases were “noncritical.”

Seven schools said they had no 
reported hospitalizations:

• UNC Pembroke

• UNC School of the Arts
• UNC Wilmington
• Western Carolina University
• Elizabeth City State University
• North Carolina A&T University
• UNC Charlotte

Six schools do not appear to 
track hospitalizations:

• East Carolina University
• Fayetteville State University
• N.C. State University
• UNC Asheville
• Winston-Salem State Univer-

sity
• N.C. Central University

Two universities declined to 
report, citing privacy concerns:

• Appalachian State University
• UNC Greensboro

The two privacy laws cited are 
the Family Educational Rights and 
Privacy Act and the Health Insur-
ance Portability and Accountabili-
ty Act. FERPA is a federal law that 
protects the privacy of student 
education records, and HIPAA is a 
federal law that protects patients’ 
health information. It’s unclear, 
however, whether universities 
disclosing the number of hospital-
izations would violate either law.

Three legal experts told The 
Washington Post that the federal 
laws “do not apply to withholding 
overall coronavirus data.”

Unlike UNC schools, federal, 
state, and local governments — as 
well as health care systems — are 
tracking and reporting COVID-re-
lated hospitalizations. And the 
data point to two key realities that 
university leaders should consider:

1. The coronavirus does not 
pose serious threats to most 
college-aged people, and

2. A high number of positive 
cases does not necessarily 
translate into a high number 
of gravely ill people.

According to Dr. Scott Solomon, 
a professor of medicine at Harvard 
Medical School and one of the 
authors of “Clinical Outcomes 
in Young U.S. Adults Hospital-
ized With COVID-19,” the “vast 
majority of young adults who get 
COVID-19 are not going to require 

hospitalization.” However, he add-
ed that those who do require hospi-
talization “have [a] really high risk 
for these adverse outcomes.”

Apart from rare cases of hos-
pitalizations and deaths among 
young people, some might point 
out that large numbers of infected 
students could place other, more 
vulnerable community members 
in harm’s way. Dr. William Fisher 
from UNC Health emphasized this 
point: “That’s great for them [stu-
dents] because they’re not as sick. 
But the more that we have positive 
people interacting with others, the 
greater chance we have of commu-
nity transmission.”

Nevertheless, although the 
number of positive cases has risen 
among students, they don’t seem 
to be causing more people to get 
seriously sick.

The institutions’ lack of hospi-
talization tracking is irresponsible 
because it could help policymakers 
make more prudent and measured 
decisions. If many students are 
contracting the virus, but most are 
asymptomatic or develop “mild 
symptoms,” should campuses stay 
shut down, forcing students to 
take online classes?

Many would answer “no.”

Shannon Watkins is senior writer 
at the James G. Martin Center for 
Academic Renewal.

FIFTEEN YEARS AGO, American 
higher education was beset with 
serious problems, especially rising 
costs, politicization of the curricu-
lum, the mania over diversity, and 
falling academic standards. At that 
time, however, few people would 
have said that among its prob-
lems was the threat to freedom of 
speech on campus.

But one scholar who did see 
freedom of speech coming under 
attack was University of Wiscon-
sin professor Donald Downs. His 
book, Restoring Free Speech and Lib-
erty on Campus, was an alarm bell 
in the night. He saw that the forces 
of intolerance and repression were 
gathering strength.

Downs has now written a new 
book on this problem titled Free 
Speech and Liberal Education: A 
Plea for Intellectual Diversity and 
Tolerance. He argues that each col-

lege and university ought to be an 
“intellectual polis,” where people 
can study, teach, and research in 
an atmosphere of civility and re-
spect. For most of our history, they 
were — but not so today. Intellec-
tual freedom on our campuses is 
“embattled,” he writes.

At many institutions, we find 
“conspicuous displays of intellec-
tual intolerance” by faculty and 
students. They have been “abetted 
by an ever-growing campus admin-
istrative state” staffed with people 
who “nourish anti-free-speech 
thinking and activism.”

Downs laments that the culture 
of victimhood has become so 
deeply entrenched on our campus-
es that it’s now dangerous to speak 
your mind. Scholars, he observes, 
are now afraid to publish criticism 
of ideas or books that might offend 
groups that have been conditioned 
to respond not with counterar-
guments, but with official com-
plaints, or worse.

Opinion surveys of students and 
faculty members about free speech 
issues are also troubling. They 
show support for free speech is 
declining among students and that 
about one-third of faculty mem-
bers don’t think there should be 

any punishment for students who 
disrupt speakers.

One point that particularly 
disturbs Downs is the way the 
“heckler’s veto” has become a 
tactic used by militant students 
against speakers who present argu-
ments they dislike. Downs notes 
that the origin of the heckler’s veto 
was in the segregationist South, 
when speakers who advocated civil 
rights for blacks were harassed and 
shouted at by white opponents; 
law enforcement usually stepped 
in — but to arrest the speaker 
for “disturbing the peace.” Sadly, 
that’s how some college officials 
look at matters today. The problem 
is the outsiders who need to be 
suppressed for the “safety” of all.

Of all places, colleges should be 
the freest from speech restrictions, 
but instead students and faculty 
members find themselves in “intel-
lectual straitjackets.”

One of Downs’ most telling 
arguments is that it takes courage 
to face challenging ideas. In a fair 
intellectual battle, you must be 
prepared to lose if you can’t defend 
your position, and, if so, you need 
either to strengthen your case or 
change your mind.

With freedom of speech being 

“embattled,” what will help it 
emerge victorious? Downs points 
to several good tactics.

One of them is the phenomenon 
of independent centers on campus. 
They serve the crucial function of 
sheltering dissent from orthodox-
ies and widening the scope of the 
kind of diversity that really ought 
to matter — diversity of thought.

Another tactic is for faculty 
members, even if greatly outnum-
bered, to fight against measures 
that would stifle free speech. 
Downs gives some inspiring ex-
amples. For instance, at Clemson 
University, a group of three faculty 
members fought successfully to 
defeat a draconian speech code 
that zealous, “social justice war-
rior” students were pushing.

Most important of all, colleges 
and universities should teach their 
students about the importance 
of free speech and the need to 
guard it. Downs’ own course on 
the First Amendment at Wiscon-
sin helped to protect free speech 
there. I would strongly recommend 
that other schools look for people 
(probably practicing or retired 
lawyers) who could teach that kind 
of course to their students.

That isn’t possible everywhere, 

but what is possible everywhere is 
for the administration to explain 
to incoming students the rules of 
academic discourse and the conse-
quences for disregarding them. The 
University of Chicago has done 
that, and other schools ought to 
follow its lead.

And here’s one more good idea 
— stop force-feeding “diversity” 
to everyone on campus. Doing so 
does little or no good and embold-
ens the forces that want to dictate 
what others must believe. Downs 
argues that people will better learn 
about diversity naturally, from the 
“bottom up” rather than pushing it 
in mandatory “training” sessions.

Free Speech and Liberal Education 
is a book that every educational 
leader should read.

What those officials have forgot-
ten (if they ever knew it) was John 
Stuart Mill’s “human fallibility” 
argument, namely that because hu-
mans can be mistaken, it is impera-
tive to allow all claims about truth 
and knowledge to be challenged. 
If they are true, they can only be 
strengthened by challenges.

George Leef is the director of 
research of the James G. Martin 
Center for Academic Renewal.
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Elections have consequences.  
Will a Republican majority 
in both the N.C. House, with 

69 seats, and the Senate, with 28, 
be enough of a backstop to prevent 
Gov. Roy Cooper and his big-spend-
ing progressive allies from imple-
menting reckless policies? Or will 
the governor and members of both 
parties in the General Assembly 
come together to work for what’s 
best for North Carolinians?

After a decade of sound choic-
es that made North Carolina a 
model of financial stability among 
the states, two costly proposals 
are gaining cachet with govern-
ment-first politicians and activists: 
Medicaid expansion and removing 
a ban on collective bargaining. 
New economic projections show 
that, if implemented, it won’t take 
long for these plans to overtake our 
ability to pay. They would destabi-
lize state finances.

Tax hikes will be inevitable. 
They would slow economic prog-
ress as North Carolinians struggle 
to recover from the pandemic 
shutdowns.

In his victory speech election 
night, Cooper urged North Carolin-

ians to work together, to “focus on 
what we have in common rather 
than our differences.” Talking 
about his policy priorities moving 
forward, he mentioned health care, 
public schools, and clean air and 
water. A spokesman for the N.C. 
Democratic Party mentioned job 
security.

What we know from Cooper and 
his Democratic allies is that health 
care means expanding Medicaid, 
focusing on public schools means 
eliminating school choice, clean 
air and water mean piling on reg-
ulations, and job security means 
promoting unions and mandates on 
businesses.

Cooper claims adding huge 
numbers of mostly able-bodied, 
working-age, childless adults to a 
Medicaid program meant for the 
medically fragile and vulnerable will 
not cost the state a dime.

He’s wrong. Again. Our detailed 
economic analysis of multiple 
expansion scenarios proves it.

Pouring 638,000 people into 
Medicaid will create a yearly state 
funding gap of $119 million to 
$171 million. Cooper says a tax on 
hospitals and medical providers 
will cover the cost. It won’t. And 
there may be opposition for that 
idea from those he proposes to tax. 
So where will the money come 
from? A tax hike on working North 
Carolinians would be inevitable. 
Without it, budget writers would 
be forced to scrounge for required 
money each and every year.

And what about the poor, the 
widows, the disabled, the elderly, 

low-income pregnant moms, and 
children covered by Medicaid now?  
With the system flooded with the 
expanded population, current Med-
icaid recipients will find it harder to 
find a doctor. Wait times will grow 
as their needs are pushed aside by 
the crush of new enrollees. They 
can expect more visits to emergen-
cy rooms as frustrated, vulnera-
ble people seek more timely and 
accessible care.

When they land in the ER, 
they’ll be cared for in one of the 
most expensive medical environ-
ments. It’s not just equipment and 
medicine. Also contributing to the 
costs — and your bill —are salaries 
and employee benefits.

Recently in western North 
Carolina, nurses voted to unionize 
at Mission Hospital and bargain 
with management for wages and 
benefits. It’s a victory for National 
Nurses United, the largest union of 
its kind in the country. The vote is 
seen as a green light for national 
unions — private and public sec-

tor — to move deeper into North 
Carolina. But it’s a red light that 
could thwart a Carolina Rebound 
out of COVID-19. That’s why 
we’re alarmed about item No. 2 on 
progressives’ wish list for North 
Carolina.

A new generation of pro-union 
legislators wants to repeal North 
Carolina’s six-decade-old ban on 
collective bargaining for pub-
lic-sector unions. Our economic 
modeling shows that rolling out 
the red carpet to union executives 
and their wage demands on gov-
ernment will come with a $1 billion 
price tag for taxpayers. Depending 
on the type of public-sector worker, 
the bill to pay for state and local 
government services will rise as 
the leverage of union executives 
grows.

How will Cooper and his allies 
deal with this destabilizing impact 
on state and local finances? Very 
likely, a tax hike. It could be on the 
money you earn, the home you 
own, or on the things you buy at 
the store. Think of it. Less money 
coming into your checking account 
and more money going out for 
union activity. Our models show 
$7 billion will be sucked out of our 
economy over four years. There 
will be 5,500 fewer jobs available 
each year, making changing jobs or 
getting a job even harder. Opportu-
nity will disappear. Barriers to an 
economic recovery will appear.

The pro-union, pro-collective 
bargaining push isn’t just talk. In 
2019, efforts to repeal North Caro-
lina’s collective bargaining statute 

were renewed by Democratic legis-
lators in the N.C. House and Senate. 
Rep. Zack Hawkins, D-Durham, and 
Sen. Wiley Nickel, D-Wake, both of 
whom have just been re-elected, 
filed identical bills, House Bill 710 
and Senate Bill 575, to repeal the 
ban on collective bargaining.

There is a way to protect our-
selves from big government and 
the big price tag that comes with it. 
We must make the forward-think-
ing choice to restrain spending and 
keep taxes low for the long term. 
The answer is to place a constitu-
tional limit on all state revenue, ex-
penditures, and debt. The approach 
is known as a tax and expenditure 
limit, or a TEL. A TEL would ensure 
North Carolina’s budget is respon-
sible, resourceful, and accountable 
to taxpayers. A TEL would keep 
the growth of government in check 
while providing needed resources 
for the core functions of govern-
ment.

Recent politics have emboldened 
the left. It won’t be long before 
they act. We must meet them 
head-on with more powerful ideas 
and specific plans to make fiscal 
responsibility a reality. Let’s start 
with a TEL.

The governor and legislative 
leaders have called for putting dif-
ferences aside and working togeth-
er. Finding patient-driven reforms 
to address the high cost of health 
care instead of Medicaid expan-
sion, preserving North Carolina’s 
strong right-to-work protections 
and enacting a tax and spending 
limit are good places to start.
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One might think an election 
ends when the last ballot 
is counted. Alas, final vote 

tallies in North Carolina and across 
the country are unlikely to end the 
2020 campaign.

The election fight is bound to 
move from the ballot box to the 
courtroom. It’s an outcome easy 
to predict. Just look at the volume 
of election-related litigation that 
flooded the nation’s legal system 
in recent months. Then consider 
the U.S. Supreme Court’s recent 
refusal to act.

“Endless suits have been 
brought to change the election 
rules set by state legislatures.” 
Three judges on the 4th U.S. 
Circuit Court of Appeals offered 
that assessment Oct. 20. “This 
pervasive jockeying threatens to 
undermine public confidence in 
our elections. And the constant 
court battles make a mockery of 
the Constitution’s explicit dele-
gation of this power to the state 
legislatures.”

The judges delivered that 
opinion in a dissent. They dis-
agreed with 4th Circuit colleagues 
who refused to step in and block 
disputed actions from North Car-
olina’s Democrat-dominated state 
elections board. The dissenters 
agreed with N.C. legislative lead-
ers, Republican Party groups, and 
voters that the elections board had 
effectively rewritten state election 
law without authority.

North Carolina was not alone. 
The dissenting judges devoted 
27 pages to their concerns about 
similar lawsuits filed across the 
country. “This course is necessary 
in order to draw attention to the 
accelerating pace of pre-election 

litigation in this country and all 
the damaging consequences ensu-
ing therefrom.”

A bipartisan majority in both 
chambers of North Carolina’s 
General Assembly agreed in June 
to set rules for the 2020 election. 
Lawmakers held deliberations and 
conducted votes roughly three 
months into the state’s response 
to the COVID-19 pandemic. The 
final votes were 105-14 in the state 
House and 37-12 in the Senate. 
Democratic Gov. Roy Cooper 
signed the bill into law.

Nearly four months later, after 
thousands of ballots had been cast 
under the rules set in June, the 
state elections board entered into a 
secretive agreement with Dem-
ocratic activists. The agreement 
changed election rules. The board’s 
actions “draped a shroud of uncer-
tainty” over this state’s elections, 
according to the 4th Circuit dis-
senters, threatening “even greater 
turbulence” if the rule changes 
were allowed to stand. “This chaos 
must end.”

“The victim of a last-minute 
interference, whatever its source, 
is the same: a federal election,” 
the 4th Circuit dissenters noted. 
“It is a difficult enough task to con-
duct an election in the middle of 
a pandemic without proliferating 
lawsuits and constantly changing 
rules.”

“Whenever interference occurs, 
it incentivizes an avalanche of 
partisan and destabilizing litiga-
tion against election rules duly 
enacted by state legislatures,” 
they added.

“This phenomenon is hardly 
unique to North Carolina,” the 
dissenters warned. “Around the 
country, courts are changing the 
rules of the upcoming elections 
at the last minute. It makes the 
promise of the Constitution’s 
Elections and Electors Clauses 
into a farce. It disrespects the Su-
preme Court’s repeated and clear 
command not to interfere so late 
in the day. This pernicious pattern 
is making the courts appear parti-
san, destabilizing federal elec-

tions, and undermining the power 
of the people to choose represen-
tatives to set election rules.”

By refusing to block the N.C. 
elections board’s actions, the Ap-
peals Court majority “missed an 
opportunity to stand athwart this 
destructive trend.”

The problem was bad enough 
when the 4th Circuit dissent-
ers issued their opinion, citing 
385 election-related lawsuits 
filed across the country. A mere 
three days later, the number had 
jumped to 411 lawsuits. That was 
the figure cited in an Oct. 23 brief 
from national election-integrity 
group True the Vote. It urged the 
Supreme Court to correct the 4th 
Circuit’s mistake.

“[T]his case presents a unique 
opportunity to abate the chaotic 
flood of near-election litigation 
inundating this Court and our 
Republic,” True the Vote argued. 
Guidance from the nation’s highest 
court would help “lower courts 
struggling to deal with a flood of 
current and future near-election 

changes in election laws by state 
officials and courts.”

Without action from the jus-
tices, “this litigation flood will con-
tinue to overwhelm the courts.” 
True the Vote sought reaffirmation 
“that only legislatures have the 
authority and expertise to balance 
election access with election-in-
tegrity concerns, such as ballot 
fraud and a sudden flood of mailed 
ballots.”

A Supreme Court decision 
upholding the dictates of North 
Carolina’s June election law would 
“reassert what the Constitution 
requires, abate the litigation flood, 
and restore confidence in elec-
tions,” True the Vote argued.

It’s too late to put the genie back 
in the bottle for lawsuits linked to 
the 2020 elections. We’re likely to 
see more legal action in the days, 
weeks — perhaps even months — 
ahead.

The nation’s highest court 
offered no help as Election Day ap-
proached. Supreme Court justices 
voted 5-3 to avoid addressing the 
state elections board’s misdeeds.

Dissenting Justice Neil Gorsuch 
labeled the case “egregious.” 
“Efforts like these not only offend 
the Elections Clause’s textual 
commitment of responsibility for 
election lawmaking to state and 
federal legislators, they do damage 
to faith in the written Constitution 
as law, to the power of the people 
to oversee their own government, 
and to the authority of legisla-
tures,” Gorsuch wrote. “Such 
last-minute changes by largely 
unaccountable bodies, too, invite 
confusion, risk altering election 
outcomes, and in the process 
threaten voter confidence in the 
results.”

Like the 4th Circuit dissenters 
and True the Vote, Gorsuch rec-
ognized that an election process 
more dependent on courtrooms 
than polling places cannot stand.

Voters elect state lawmakers, 
who set election rules. Those 
rules should grant the final say in 
elections to voters, not high-priced 
lawyers or state bureaucrats.
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For me this is déjà vu all over 
again. It’s Colorado in the early 
2000s. If you’ve read the book The 
Blueprint: How the Democrats Won 
Colorado (and Why Republicans 
Everywhere Should Care), you know 
how that story ends. Not well. 
Sorry for the spoiler. You also know 
that the authors mention North 
Carolina as one of the progressive 
left’s targeted states.

Over the past decade, the left 
made good on that threat of 
targeting North Carolina. Left-
wing groups poured hundreds 
of millions of dollars into the 
state over several election cycles 
specifically to win in 2020. I mean 
win everything — the presidency, 
the U.S. Senate, the governor’s 
mansion, the Council of State, both 
chambers of the state legislature, 
and the judicial races.

Political power isn’t cheap. 
The definition of hyperinflation 
in politics is North Carolina in 
2020. On political advertising 
alone through Oct. 30, spending 
in North Carolina — $313 million 
for Democrats and $238 million for 
Republicans — was second only to 

Florida as reported in The Wrap.  
Add in independent expenditures 
of $553 million, and the $1.104 
billion sum is staggering. That’s 
more than $200 per vote cast just 
in political ads.

Much of the money came from 
the left in support of Democrat 
candidates.

Before Election Day, Anna 
Beavon Gravely, executive director 
of the N.C. FreeEnterprise Foun-
dation, a business-friendly group 
that provides campaign finance 
data for the public, told the News 
and Observer, “Democrats are 
running away with their spending 
advantage.”  

For example, in the Council of 
State races, Democrats outraised 
Republicans $16.9 million to $5.03 
million, and that doesn’t include 
the $8.5 million that Michael 
Bloomberg dumped into Democrat 
Yvonne Holley’s unsuccessful 
attempt to beat Republican Mark 
Robinson for lieutenant governor.

Why would Bloomberg pour so 
much money into our state? Proba-
bly because he and other big-dollar 
donors believed the two major 
parties might deadlock, 25-25, in 
the state Senate. In that case, the 
lieutenant governor, as Senate 
president, casts the tie-breaking 
vote. But the left lost that bet 
when the Senate ended up 28-22, 
advantage Republicans (although 
they did lose one seat).

Republican leadership and can-
didates deserve a lot of credit for 
being tenacious and disciplined in 
the face of such massive financial 

headwinds and dire media and 
pollster predictions of GOP deci-
mation. They never let that deter 
them. 

In the state House, Republicans 
gained four seats to increase their 
numbers from 65 to 69. Their 
majority grew from 10 seats to 18. 
One particularly bright spot in an 
overall good night for the GOP was 
challenger Erin Paré, who defeat-
ed incumbent Democrat Sydney 
Batch in House District 37 in 
southern Wake County. Paré won, 
even though Batch bested her by 
nearly $800,000 in fundraising.

The most pleasant surprise 
was the judiciary, where Repub-
licans ran the table in statewide 
races. The GOP won all five state 
Appeals Court races and at least 
two Supreme Court seats. They 
also hold a narrow lead as of this 
writing in the chief justice’s race. If 
the numbers hold, instead of a 7-0 
progressive, left-dominated state 
Supreme Court, the Democrats will 
have a fragile 4-3 majority. That 
shift took place despite Democrats’ 
2-to-1 fundraising advantage.

As the Republican-led legis-
lature does its constitutional 
duty and redraws legislative and 
congressional seats, sure as the 
sun rises in the East, the left will 
scream racism and gerrymander-
ing. They will sue over every line 
on every map. It’s the only option 
until 2030, but this time they’ll see 
fewer allies on the bench.

For the moment, North Carolina 
defied the blueprint. It was a really 
bad night for Democrats.
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North Carolina Democrats 
thought the stars had 
finally aligned for smash-

ing victories in 2020.
A controversial Republican 

president was at the top of the 
GOP ticket. Gov. Roy Cooper was 
posting double-digit leads for 
re-election. Court-ordered redis-
tricting created new opportuni-
ties to flip the General Assembly. 
A gigantic gusher of campaign 
cash gave Democratic candi-
dates for U.S. Senate, Council of 
State, Supreme Court, and other 
contests such a resource edge 
that they were able to dominate 
the airwaves, mailboxes, and 
digital media.

The state’s political stars were 
aligned, all right. Only, the Dem-
ocrats were looking at the wrong 
constellation.

They had huge advantages: 
funding, favorable media cover-
age, months of apparent momen-
tum from exaggerated polling 
leads. But in a series of tight 
statewide and local races, North 
Carolina Republicans had some 
advantages of their own. They 
recruited strong candidates. 
They were out canvassing, turn-
ing out their base. And to swing 
voters who trusted Democrats 
more to fight COVID but trusted 
Republicans more to rebuild 
the economy, GOP candidates 
offered a tie-breaking message: 

We stand for order, not chaos.
Democrats never had a clue, I 

think, how poorly they handled 
the protests over the summer 
and fall that, all too frequently, 
devolved into destructive riots. 
North Carolinians are a fair-mind-
ed people. Regardless of party 
and ideology, their hearts bleed 
when they witness events like 
the tragic death of George Floyd. 
They support reasonable efforts 
to improve policing and de-esca-
late violent confrontations.

But they do not support de-
funding the police, or reducing 
funds for police, or hamstringing 
the police. Republican candidates 
for legislature and other offices 
took a clear position on this issue. 
Democrats hedged, foolishly.

As if to punctuate the point, 
even as Democrats were having 
a disappointing night in North 
Carolina, a throng of black-clad 
demonstrators marched through 
the streets of the state capital, 

shouting “Abolish the R.P.D.!” 
(the Raleigh Police Department).

Of course, there was a lot more 
going on here than the public 
safety issue. Thom Tillis gained 
vigor from Cal Cunningham’s 
self-inflected wound. Republican 
candidates such as Catherine 
Truitt (state superintendent of 
public instruction), Dale Folwell 
(state treasurer), and Josh Dobson 
(labor commissioner) ran effec-
tive and substantive campaigns 
on entirely different issues.

And, obviously, Gov. Roy 
Cooper was re-elected. As I have 
previously observed, split-ticket 
voters may be rare. That doesn’t 
make them extinct. As he did four 
years ago, Cooper got the votes of 
North Carolinians who simul-
taneously voted Republican for 
president, U.S. Senate, Supreme 
Court, and legislature.

Why? Cooper benefits from his 
decades of presence on statewide 
ballots. Among conservative 
Democrats and GOP-leaning 
independents in rural areas, he 
still retains a moderate image. 
Moreover, I think the Republican 
nominee, Dan Forest, turned off 
some of those voters by seeming 
not to take COVID-19 seriously.

Even so, the governor beat For-
est by about 4.5% — hardly the 
blowout that pollsters, pundits, 
and the Cooper team predicted. 
In his election-night remarks, he 

called for unity. “Today and for 
the next four years I will work 
hard to be the governor of every 
North Carolinian,” he said.

Such a change of approach 
would be most welcome.

Setting aside the national 
drama, what played out in North 
Carolina this year was a massive, 
expensive, well-coordinated 
effort by the Democratic Party to 
re-establish dominance over state 
government after a decade of 
either Republican governance or 
partisan gridlock.

With Cooper’s re-election 
being the major exception to 
the rule, the Democrats’ effort 
essentially failed. Their care-
fully crafted, widely dissemi-
nated messages flopped. North 
Carolinians don’t want to repeal 
the past 10 years of GOP-driven 
reforms. They don’t want higher 
taxes, heavier regulations, and 
fewer choices in education and 
other public services. While they 
remain greatly concerned about 
COVID-19, they don’t accept 
anemic job creation and lengthy 
recession as the price they must 
pay to combat the virus.

And they don’t want their 
downtowns trashed by rioters 
and looters who disguise their 
destructive ends with the garb of 
“social justice.” By misfiring on 
these and other issues, Demo-
crats threw away their shot.

NORTH CAROLINA IS already 
the homeschooling capital of the 
United States. Now the attraction 
of this education option is soaring 
higher than ever — thanks not to 
the actions of its proponents but 
to the antics of its opponents.

According to data compiled 
by the organization EdChoice.
org, about 7.6% of elementary 
and secondary students in North 
Carolina were educated at home 
during the 2019-20 school year, 
almost always by a parent. No 
other state comes close. The 
next-highest rate of homeschool-
ing was Arkansas’ 3.6%.

Why is homeschooling such a 
popular alternative in our state? I 
think it is a combination of public 
policy and momentum. Decades 
ago, a state court case confirmed 
the right of North Carolinians to 
educate their children as they 
saw fit, including at home, rather 
than being subject to egregious 
coercion by the state. 

Since then, as the ranks of 
homeschooling parents grew and 

diversified — encompassing a 
broad range of personal values 
and academic preferences — 
there were support networks and 
other resources available for just 
about any North Carolinian who 
might be inclined to try it.

Although politicians, bureau-
crats, and activists occasionally 
raise the issue of tightening regu-
lation, the idea rarely gets beyond 
the notional stage. N.C. homes-
choolers are organized, vigilant, 
and committed. They knew their 
rights and their children well. 
They won’t stand for it.

Since the COVID-19 crisis be-
gan in March, many homeschool-
ing parents and advocates I know 
have been reporting record levels 

of public interest in the option.
In a way, you might find this 

fact counterintuitive. When 
school districts closed last spring 
and sent their students home for 
“distance learning,” most families 
experienced some combination 
of disappointment, frustration, 
chaos, and fury. 

In August, school districts 
serving most N.C. students de-
cided not to reopen for in-person 
learning. 

While public schools had all 
summer to prepare for a fall 
semester of distance learning, 
and seem to be doing a better job 
than they were able to manage on 
short notice last spring, a great 
deal of dissatisfaction remains.

Why would many parents 
inquire about making a switch? 

Because intentional homes-
chooling is quite different from 
compulsory distance learning. 
In the former case, parents are 
in charge. They can structure 
lessons, assignments, and assess-
ments around the needs of their 

children — and around their own 
work schedules and responsibil-
ities.

When Gov. Roy Cooper 
announced that public elemen-
tary schools could adopt Plan 
A, allowing in-person learning 
five days a week, it was in part a 
response to the widespread sense 
that school shutdowns were 
infuriating parents and depriving 
their children of their constitu-
tional right to the opportunity for 
a sound, basic education.

Still, Cooper’s longtime allies at 
the N.C. Association of Educators 
haven’t given up. They’re lobby-
ing local districts intensively not 
to reopen schools. 

I can understand the health 
concerns of teachers, especially 
older ones with pre-existing risk 
factors. But there are better ways 
to accommodate their needs than 
locking students out of schools.

If the NCAE succeeds, one 
consequence will be another big 
jump in homeschooling this year. 
Irony abounds.

COMMENTARY BY JOHN HOOD
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and Marian Tupy. It is essential-
ly a coffee-table book for those 
interested in current affairs. Each 
trend is illustrated by charts and 
graphs, with nearby explanations 
in concise prose.

In truth, Bailey and Tupy offer 
readers far more than just 10 
trends. And I can’t possibly do 
justice to their scope in a single 
column. I’ll stick to a few high-
lights.

First, although you’ve no doubt 
seen politicians and worrywarts 
assert otherwise, living standards 
in America and most of the world 
are not only higher than they 
were a century ago but have also 
continued to improve in recent 
decades.

For example, the share of 
human beings living in extreme 
poverty fell from 66% in 1910 
to 42% in 1980. That was good 
news. By 2018, the rate had fallen 
to 8.6%. That’s even better news. 
Average incomes are up dramat-
ically. Since the turn of the 21st 
century, income inequality across 
households and countries has 
gone down, too.

About our health, deaths per 
thousand people dropped from 
17.7 in 1960 to 7.6 in 2016. Infants 
and their mothers are far less like-
ly to die than before. Death rates 
from cancer, AIDS, malaria, and 
most other diseases have been 
going down for decades. 

Contrary to what you might 
think, we’ve gotten a lot better at 
saving people from disasters, too. 
“The chance of a person dying in 
a natural catastrophe — earth-
quake, flood, drought, storm, 
wildfire, landslide, or epidemic — 
has declined by nearly 99% since 
the 1920s and 1930s,” Bailey and 
Tupy write.

Of course, material progress 
isn’t the only story. Perhaps we 
have sacrificed our social, moral, 
and spiritual well-being in search 
of less exalted goals. Some critics 
make that argument, typically on 
a full stomach.

I’d urge them to take the song 
lyrics to heart: “I used to walk 
in the shade with my blues on 
parade. But I’m not afraid — this 
rover’s crossed over.”

7.6%
Percentage of elementary and 
secondary students in North 
Carolina educated at home 

during the 2019-20 school year

BY THE NUMBERS
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A comfortable chair, in a 
bookstore or coffee shop. 
Maybe just a hard, splintery 

bench in a park.
A conversation with a stranger, 

or even an old friend. Someone you 
haven’t seen in a while.

Mostly gone, now. Not lost, real-
ly. We know where to find them.

Rather, as my friend and col-
league Kari Travis told me, these 
things were taken.

Stolen as we paused to blink. 
Taken, seemingly forever, in an 
emergency lockdown now seven 
months old.

Because of government orders 
and edicts. Because of science and 
data. Numbers that still, after all 
these months, remain indistinct 
and vague. Under the thumb of 
a governor who lectures us in 
condescending tones and with 
elementary words. As though he’s 
scolding a third-grader who dared 
step out of line. As if we’re all 
kittens and he’s passing out treats, 
morsels of manufactured food that 
will eventually liquify our organs.

Be quiet and enjoy, he tells us. 
He knows what’s best.

And people believe him. A lot 
of them, as evidenced by voters 
electing him to a second term.

So we avoid one another, 
because we’re afraid. Relation-
ships fade, then disappear. We’re 
alone, no matter how many quirky 
commercials, PSAs, or sitcoms we 
produce. Quarantines aren’t amus-
ing. Depression isn’t funny. We’re 
lonely, and it hurts.

Older people, most affected by 
the disease and confined to their 
homes, are suffering most.

In July, a Kaiser Family Founda-
tion tracking poll found, a majority 
of U.S. adults 18 and older (53%) 
said worry and stress related to 
coronavirus had a negative effect 

on their mental health, up from 
39% in May. 

Similarly, among older adults 
(65 and older), close to half (46%) 
in July said that worry and stress 
related to coronavirus has had a 
negative effect on their mental 
health, up from 31% in May, KFF 
says.

Previous KFF research, the 
nonprofit says, has found the share 
of adults reporting anxiety or 
depression has increased since the 
start of the coronavirus pandemic, 
with four in 10 adults 18 and older 
(40%) reporting symptoms of anxi-

ety or depression in July.
Dr. Vivek Murthy, surgeon 

general of the United States under 
President Obama, traveled across 
the country listening to people 
talk about their health. He writes 
about it in a book published this 
year: Together: The Healing Power 
of Human Connection in a Some-
times Lonely World.

“I found that people who strug-
gle with loneliness, that that’s 
associated with an increased risk 
of heart disease, dementia, depres-
sion, anxiety, sleep disturbances, 
and even premature death,” he 
told NPR.

The Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention has written about 
people struggling with substance 
abuse and mental health because 
of what it calls “mitigation activi-
ties,” including the effects of social 
distancing and stay-at-home 
orders.

We cower behind masks, as if 
they’re some sort of impenetrable 
security blanket. Our social circles, 
if we’re fortunate, are limited to 
our families and work colleagues. 
Maybe a few friends here, a few 
there.

Social gatherings of any sort 
are laboratories for stress, anxiety, 
and doubt. We navigate invisible 
borders and measure people not 
by their eyes or expressions but by 
whether they’re wearing a mask.

Dr. Mandy Cohen, state health 
department secretary, said Oct. 13 
that COVID-19 trends are going 
the wrong way. The state doesn’t 
want to go backward, she said in 
terms of Gov. Roy Cooper’s man-

gled reopening schedule. Cohen 
says this as though it’s a threat.

My family and I moved to the 
Triangle a few years ago, and we 
knew few people here outside of 
work. My wife and I quickly visited 
a local brewery, and we became 
fast friends with a bartender. And 
then another.

“Our first friends in Cary,” she 
likes to say. We met more people 
there, and we made more friends.

One night we noticed a woman 
sitting alone at the bar. We saw 
her again on another night. And 
then again. She was lonely, shy. 

My wife struck up a conversa-
tion, and the woman told her she 
had just moved here from New 
York for a job in Research Triangle 
Park. She was looking to meet peo-
ple, to have fun. You know, to live.

The shutdowns came, and the 
brewery closed, at least for several 
months. We returned not so long 
ago, to drink beer in strategically 
placed tables in a parking lot. 

We asked about our bartender 
friends, who no longer work there. 
Where are they now? No one knew 
for sure. The woman? Haven’t seen 
her, either.

People who got together to play 
music, or cards. To attend class. 
People who visited the bookstores 
and coffee shops, just to talk to 
someone. 

People trying to maintain 
friendships and make new ones. 
Without fear or reservation.

Maybe even just to say, “Hey, I’m 
here. I’m still alive.”

Gone, lost.
As Kari would say, taken.

Governor keeps taking things from 
us, and we won’t get them back

JOHN TRUMP
MANAGING EDITOR 

STOLEN. A conversation with a stranger, or even an old friend. These things 
were taken, seemingly forever, in a lockdown now seven months old.
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How do you make sense of 
all that? As I write this, 
it’s only 24 hours since the 

election. There’s still a great deal 
of dust to settle. But let me try to 
identify some of the most import-
ant stories emerging.

It sounds trite, but the country 
is divided. You can’t help but think 
that Trump and Biden voters 
represent two contrasting views 
of the world. As revealed by exit 
polls, these differences are found 
on the most existential of political 
matters. How far should govern-
ment interfere in people’s lives? 
How should we think about race? 
How central should the Constitu-
tion be to American life? What role 
should the United States play in 
the world?

Even the manner by which the 
two candidates’ supporters cast 
their votes was radically different. 
As if to show their support for 
political traditions — and per-
haps, by inference, the Electoral 
College, a 50-state country, and 
the Senate filibuster, all of which 
are in Democratic cross-hairs — 
Trump backers went to the polls 
on Election Day. Biden generally 

dominated in-person early voting 
and mail-in balloting, perhaps also 
demonstrating individuals’ fear of 
the coronavirus is driven greatly by 
partisanship.

The electoral map changed little. 
Despite four dramatic years of a 
polarizing and unconventional 
presidency and a recent historic 
pandemic, Arizona and Georgia (as 
of the morning of Nov. 5) delivered 
the only truly surprising outcomes. 
Biden rebuilt much of the “blue 
wall” by winning Michigan and 
Wisconsin, possibly Pennsylva-
nia as I write. But he did so very 
narrowly, just as Trump won these 
states four years ago.

Pollsters were clear losers. They 
did worse than 2016, when they 
suffered a black eye.  Four years 
ago they got the national vote 
largely right but were way off 
in key swing states. My guess is 
Biden will secure a slightly larger 
share of the national popular vote 

than Clinton. But whereas the 
last polls had her leading Trump 
by about three percentage points, 
Biden enjoyed an approximately 
seven-point advantage.

Why were they so wrong? 
I’m not sure. Maybe it’s just too 
difficult to survey in the internet 
age. It is possible the polls under-
estimated Trump because many 
of his voters are “shy” — they are 
apparently reticent to display their 
support for him. They may ignore 
pollsters, card-carrying members of 
the establishment media, entirely. 

The election should do much to 
dispel the myth that Republicans 
can’t win high-turnout elections. 
I made this point in 2004, when 
there was an increase of five 
percentage points over 2000. This 
year it looks like it is off the charts, 
and Trump, the candidate with less 
money and a skinnier campaign, 
came very close to winning. Repub-
lican legislators and candidates for 

statewide office won all over the 
country where the grass roots were 
engaged. Can the party keep it up 
with Trump gone? Or perhaps just 
as importantly, will the Democrats 
come out in the future when he’s 
not around?

Identity politics was another los-
er. Democrats and their supporters 
have put a great deal of empha-
sis on allegiance to group and 
identification with demographic 
attributes. Even Biden, a pragmatic 
white male, could not change the 
subject. Race and, particularly, 
gender determined his pick of run-
ning mate. His website is littered 
with policy proposals gathered 
under different tabs and tailored 
for specific communities — wom-
en, African Americans, Latinos, 
Asians, the disabled.       

It backfired. Exit polls suggest 
Biden did especially poorly with 
Latinos, perhaps by more than 10 
percentage points than Clinton. 
Nowhere was this more devas-
tating than in Florida, where 
many Cuban and South American 
immigrants were convinced he 
would turn their adopted land into 
a version of the countries from 
where they came.

North Carolina is now deep 
purple. We may become the pivotal 
state — previous holders of the 
title, Ohio and Florida, are redden-
ing. Regardless, we should come 
to expect a huge influx of money, 
ads, and national political figures 
during election years. 

What hurt the Democrats in 

North Carolina? Cal Cunningham’s 
affair certainly contributed to his 
defeat. Sen. Thom Tillis is less 
popular among Republicans than 
Trump, yet he beat his opponent 
by a larger percentage difference. I 
suspect Gov. Roy Cooper’s reluc-
tance to open the economy and tor-
tuous coronavirus decision-making 
calculations made his race a lot 
closer than we thought it would be. 
GOP gains in the Council of State 
and General Assembly will make 
it difficult for him to go backwards 
and re-lockdown.

Finally: How does the next 
president govern? Trump had no 
second-term agenda and very few 
experienced and talented people at 
his disposal to staff another admin-
istration. Biden had a huge agenda, 
but, with no real mandate and a 
Republican Senate, surely most of 
it is dead. So are probably many po-
tential nominees, although naming 
one or two Republicans to cabinet 
posts, as he has hinted, might 
help. His relationship with Senate 
Majority Leader Mitch McConnell 
will, too.

Divided government will prob-
ably focus on the most pressing 
problems.  Biden will need to look 
for bipartisan agreement. We 
might get all coronavirus mitiga-
tion, all the time, for the first half 
of 2021. That won’t be a bad thing.         

      
Andy Taylor is a professor of 
political science at the School of 
International and Public Affairs at 
N.C. State University.

ALTHOUGH COVID-19 is still with 
us, there’s been a recent shift in 
the kind of attention given to the 
virus. For months, the focus has 
been on coping with the virus, 
controlling the spread, and decid-
ing how much personal interaction 
can occur safely.

Those concerns are still with us, 
but with optimism about a vaccine 
and statements from some medical 
experts that life should be “back to 
normal” next summer, I’ve noticed 
a new kind of attention. There’s 
now more thought and discussion 
about how life will be different 
after the virus is gone.

An important aftermath of 
the virus — especially for North 
Carolina — will be on economic 
development. While many metrics 

show the state’s economy has 
made impressive gains in recent 
decades, numerous lingering eco-
nomic issues remain. 

One of the most discussed is 
the urban-rural divide. Especially 
in the 21st century, metropolitan 
areas of the state have grown 
faster than rural regions. What — 
if anything — will the post-COVID 
economy mean for this challenge?

First, let’s look at the state’s 
performance during the pandemic. 
Regarding the important measure 
of COVID deaths per capita, at the 
end of September, North Carolina 
ranked 31st among the states and 
District of Columbia, with a rate of 
33 deaths per 100,000 population. 
New Jersey had the highest rate 
(181), and Alaska had the lowest 
(eight). North Carolina’s rank was 
lower than those for any of our 
neighboring states, as well as for 
states we often compete with for 
businesses, like Texas and Ohio.

This performance bodes well for 
North Carolina in going head-to-
head with other states for generat-
ing economic growth in the future. 

While we aren’t immune from 
future pandemics, we can say we 
survived the COVID-19 pandemic 
better than most states. 

 What about within our state? 
Will the big metro areas of the 
Triangle, Triad, and Charlotte still 
be winners in the post-COVID 
economy? Or will they suffer be-
cause of their higher densities that 
can provide fertile ground for the 
spread of future viruses?

I think the urban regions of 
North Carolina will still be eco-
nomic racehorses in upcoming 
decades. One reason is that COVID 
case rates have not been consis-
tently higher in more populated 

counties. Wake (Raleigh) and 
Guilford (Greensboro) have been at 
the lower end of case rates, while 
Mecklenburg (Charlotte) has been 
at the higher end. But the high-
est case rates have been in some 
Downeast and Northeast rural 
counties with older populations.

Still, I think lower-density coun-
ties, particularly those close to big 
cities, will have a renewed oppor-
tunity for economic growth. Many 
households will want to protect 
themselves with more space as 
they look ahead to possible future 
viruses. The growth of these more 
rural regions will be even more 
enhanced if remote working and 
remote schooling catch on.

Which brings me to the all-im-
portant topic of high-speed inter-
net service. High-speed internet 
— HSI for short — is to rural areas 
today what the lack of electrici-
ty was a century ago.  It is their 
Achilles’ heel. By definition, rural 
areas have fewer folks per mile, so 
the costs of laying cable may not 
be covered by the number of peo-
ple who connect to the service. 

One option is to make HSI a 
public utility, meaning the public 
pays for installing the infrastruc-
ture. A study put the price tag at 
$2 billion for extending HSI to all 
of North Carolina.  Another option 
is to rely on private innovation. 
The most talked-about innovation 
is LEO – low Earth orbiting — sat-
ellites 800 miles up, which is 99% 
closer than current satellite-pro-
vided internet. Several high-pro-
file businesspeople, including 
Elon Musk (Tesla) and Jeff Bezos 
(Amazon), could debut LEOs in 
two to three years.

Therefore, it could be concluded 
that North Carolina’s economic 
competitiveness will improve as 
a result of the pandemic, both 
statewide and within previously 
lagging rural areas.  Wouldn’t it be 
ironic if, years ahead, we decided 
COVID-19 was a positive turning 
point for the N.C. economy?

Michael Walden is a Reynolds 
Distinguished Professor at N.C. State 
University. He does not speak for the 
university.
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One of the most 
discussed issues 
is the urban-rural 
divide. Metropolitan 
areas of the state 
have grown faster 
than rural regions.
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The ongoing pandemic and 
President Trump’s nomi-
nation of new Justice Amy 

Coney Barrett to the Supreme Court 
thrust the Affordable Care Act into 
the forefront of the presidential 
election. A new challenge to the 
ACA originated from a case in Tex-
as, where a U.S. District Court judge 
ruled the entire law unconstitution-
al. The Supreme Court has agreed to 
begin hearing the case Nov. 10, sev-
en days after the election. Despite 
the high court agreeing to hear the 
case, I don’t believe this suit will 
bring down the ACA.

Before I discuss my skepticism 
with the case, let’s first review how 
we got here. Shortly after the pas-
sage of the ACA, there were several 
legal challenges. Most notably, in 
NFIB v. Sebelius, the court held the 
health law was constitutional after 
Chief Justice John Roberts inter-
preted the individual mandate, the 
provision that imposed a fine on 

Americans for not having insur-
ance, as a tax, and therefore consti-
tutional under Congress’ power to 
tax and spend.

Fast forward to 2017. After sev-
eral tries to repeal the entire ACA 
through the legislative process, 
congressional Republicans were 
unsuccessful. Shortly after, Con-
gress passed the Tax Cuts and Jobs 
Act, which, among other things, 
zeroed out the penalty associated 
with the individual mandate. The 
individual mandate itself was left 
in place; there would just be no 
financial penalty associated with a 
failure to comply.

About a year after the TCJA was 
passed, a few Republican attorneys 
general brought lawsuits before 
U.S District Judge Reed O’Connor 
challenging the ACA and the indi-
vidual mandate. O’Connor held that 
because the individual mandate 
penalty was now zero, the provi-
sion no longer functioned as a tax, 
rendering it unconstitutional, and 
therefore the rest of the law. This 
decision was quickly appealed.

The 5th U.S. Circuit Court of 
Appeals then heard the case and 
agreed with O’Connor on the 
constitutionality of the individual 
mandate. But the court stopped 
short of agreeing to strike down the 
remainder of the law as a conse-
quence. The panel remanded the 

case to O’Connor to consider further 
how or if the individual mandate 
could be severed from the rest of the 
law. Several Democratic-led states 
petitioned the Supreme Court to 
hear the case following this deci-
sion. The Supreme Court agreed to 
hear it, and that’s where we stand 
today.

Even before the death of Justice 
Ruth Bader Ginsberg, the ACA’s 
Nov. 10 hearing date brought the 
health care law back to center stage 
of the presidential campaign, since 
the Trump administration has 
argued the law should be thrown 
out. Despite the Trump administra-
tion’s support of the lawsuit, I don’t 
believe the high court, even with 
a 6-3 conservative majority, will 
strike down the entire law.

The main issue here is one 
of severability, a legal doctrine 
applied by the courts when ruling 
on a law where a single part may 
be unconstitutional. Should the 
court strike down the entire law if 
there is a single unconstitutional 
provision? Or should the court sever 
the unconstitutional part of the law, 
leaving the rest of the law in place? 

There is no uniformly accepted 
framework that all judges use to 
approach the severability doctrine. 
Laws that may be constitutional 
if a single provision is changed or 
removed raise separation-of-powers 
questions as the court may take on 
the role of rewriting congressional 
statues.

Severability is front and center 
in the current legal challenge to the 
ACA. When the ACA was originally 
passed, there was a three-legged 
structure, which the architects of 
the law argued were central to its 
success. 

Those were the individual man-
date, which required all Americans 
to buy insurance or pay a fine; the 
guaranteed issue provision, which 
means insurers could not deny 
anyone coverage; and the commu-
nity rating issue provision, which 
prohibited insurers from charging 
individuals’ different rates based 
on sex and health history. The law 
can’t operate without all three of 
these provisions, according to the 
laws’ drafters.  

O’Connor used the same logic as 
the law’s framers in his decision 
to strike down the entire law. In 
his opinion, since the individual 
mandate was now unconstitutional 
based on the power to tax, the rest 
of the law must fall. The 5th Circuit 
panel, however, did not go as far 

as to say the entire law should fall, 
and therefore I believe the Supreme 
Court won’t rule differently.

Keeping in mind separation of 
powers, the court typically assumes 
during judicial review that Congress 
wants as much of the law preserved 
as possible. As Roberts said in a 
similar opinion, “it’s a scalpel, rath-
er than a bulldozer.” 

It seems to me that in a legal 
challenge to a law so vast and en-
trenched into the American health 
care system, the Supreme Court 
justices will agree with the 5th Cir-
cuit and choose to strike down the 
individual mandate — if they even 
find there is standing — and leave 
the rest of the law in place. The law 
has been operating just as it was 
before Congress zeroed out the tax, 
which doesn’t help the case.

While this court case makes for 
great campaign talking points for 
Democrats and ACA supporters, the 
legal arguments for bringing down 
the entire law are dubious at best. 
No matter who sits on the Supreme 
Court at the time of oral arguments, 
it seems unlikely a majority of 
justices would agree they should 
bulldoze the entire law based on the 
change to a single provision. 

I would like to see the ACA 
replaced, but I’m not expecting any 
of that to start with the high court 
striking down the law.  

High court unlikely to strike down health law

JORDAN ROBERTS
HEALTH CARE POLICY ANALYST 
JOHN LOCKE FOUNDATION

COMMENTARY

#WeResolveNC

WE
RESOLVE.
TO TRANSFORM HEALTH CARE.
By working to improve care and saving our members nearly $1 billion in the past three years, 
we’re making health care better. Learn more at BlueCrossNC.com/Transform


