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RALEIGH

In North Carolina, more than 40 
distilleries are now producing and 
selling liquor. Many offer tours and 

subsequent tastings.
Each visitor can then buy a sin-

gle bottle from the distillery. Every 12 
months.

Distilleries refer customers who 
want more liquor to a local ABC store, 
where sales aren’t limited. Some peo-
ple go but many others don’t, and the 
respective distillery loses sales and the 
resultant revenue.

A bipartisan bill would change 
that.

Senate Bill 155, by Sen. Rick 
Gunn, R-Alamance, would increase 
purchase limits from one bottle to five 
bottles per customer. It would allow 
the creation of a special permit letting 
distilleries offer free tastings at events, 
such as trade shows, conventions, 
street festivals and, following the lead 
of other states, state ABC stores. Distill-
ers could pour no more than 1.5 ounces 
in total per customer.

The state House filed a compan-
ion bill, House Bill 460, on March 23.

Another provision in the bill 
would allow restaurants to sell alcohol 
starting at 10 a.m. Sunday, according 
to local rules. Other primary sponsors 
of S.B. 155 are Sen. Dan Blue, D-Wake; 
and Sen. Kathy Harrington, R-Gas-
ton. The bills are working their way 
through committees.

The “one-bottle law,” which be-
came effective in October 2015, was a 
catalyst for entrepreneurs and nascent 

distillers. Many of North Carolina’s al-
cohol laws date to the 1930s, and the 
state didn’t lift its ban on making li-
quor until 1979. North Carolina didn’t 
get its first legal distillery until 2005, 
when Piedmont Distillers of Madison 
came online.

Wineries and breweries have 
grown exponentially, although each 
continues to fight their own regulatory 
battles. Distilleries, it can be argued, 
have been badly outmanned and out-
gunned by ungainly piles of rules, reg-
ulations and resistance.

Their perseverance is starting to 
pay off.

Gunn is optimistic about the bill’s 
chances and says the measure would 
drive economic growth in terms of 
creating capital and jobs all the while 
promoting and nurturing state agricul-
ture.

“This is extremely important to 
local distilleries,” Gunn said, “[North 
Carolina] has been very good to winer-
ies and very good to the craft beer folks 
and we, in my opinion, need to level 
the playing field.”

Distilleries give priority to pro-
ducing and bottling their diverse prod-
ucts, and money for marketing and 
other promotion is often limited or 
nonexistent. Allowing distillers to sell 
five bottles to one customer could do 
wonders for revenue and growth.

“That would double or triple rev-
enue,” says George Smith, who found-
ed and runs Copper Barrel Distillery in 
North Wilkesboro. “As a startup, that’s 

Continued as “Bill,” Page 11

Bills in House, Senate seek to raise 
cap on craft beer distribution/8
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BY KARI TRAVIS
Associate Editor

CHAPEL HILL

The University of North Caro-
lina law school has no business 
participating in one-sided po-

litical advocacy or entering lawsuits 
representing only left-leaning clients, 
several members of the UNC Board of 
Governors say.

The staff of the law school’s Cen-
ter for Civil Rights counters that it of-
fers a voice for progressive causes not 
provided by the General Assembly. 
Limiting the center’s ability to litigate 
would damage its ability to fulfill its 
mission.

The dispute has resulted in a pro-
posal, introduced by board member 
Steve Long, that would block the CCR 
from filing lawsuits and taking other 
legal actions.

The proposal would forbid the 
center to “employ or engage, directly 
or indirectly, any individual to serve as 
legal counsel or representative to any 
party in any complaint, motion, law-
suit, or other legal claim against any 
individual, entity, or government, or to 
act as legal counsel to any third party.”

“Is it within the university’s mis-
sion to represent ‘Moral Monday’ pro-
testers, as [the center has] done? I don’t 
think so,” Long told Carolina Journal. 
“[Another] problem I see with that 
center is their exclusion of different 
points of view on issues such as voter 
ID, school vouchers, etc. They have a 
clear bias at that center, which I don’t 
think promotes educational inquiry 
and discussion.”

The proposal has been compared 
to the board’s move in 2015 closing the 
UNC Center on Poverty, Work, and 
Opportunity, founded by former U.S. 
Sen. John Edwards and used as a vehi-
cle to promote his presidential aspira-
tions. The center remained open after 
Edwards’ political career ended and, 
critics said, became a tax-funded plat-
form for attacks on the Republican-led 
General Assembly.

As part of the UNC School of 
Law, Long said, the CCR’s activities 
leave the impression that its left-lean-
ing views have the endorsement of the 
entire law school and its faculty, stu-
dents, and alumni. Board member Joe 
Knott also expressed skepticism about 
the center’s role.

Since its founding in 2001, the 
center has “pursued an aggressive 
social justice agenda combining liti-
gation, scholarly research, and grass-
roots activism,” according to its history 
statement.

“I feel like the anti-civil-rights po-

sition is pretty well represented across 
our state in the institutions that reflect 
the legacy of discrimination and segre-
gation, so I’m not certain that the cause 
of anti-civil rights needs an advocate,” 
the center’s managing attorney, Mark 
Dorosin, told CJ.

“All of our work is overseen by 
the dean of the law school, so the dean 
has to approve any litigation before we 
undertake it,” he said.

Law schools typically sponsor 
clinics to allow students to work with 
licensed attorneys and gain courtroom 
experience before taking bar exams. 
But the CCR is different because its 
primary focus is academic advocacy 
rather than litigating, Long said.

Dorosin said the CCR’s activities 
aren’t that unusual, citing the Univer-
sity of Wisconsin Law School’s Eco-
nomic Justice Institute, Albany Law 
School’s Law Clinic and Justice Center, 
and CUNY School of Law’s Economic 
Justice Project.

All three centers identify as legal 

clinics with a focus on advocacy and 
social justice.

Like clinics, CCR provides stu-
dent internships, external field place-
ments, and a legal fellowship for new-
ly graduated law students, he said.

The CCR staffs two attorneys and 
an attorney fellow. One staff member 
focuses on academic research and ad-
ministrative tasks, he said.

The CCR raises between $350,000 
and $450,000 from grants, foundations, 
and private donations each year. That 
money covers staff salaries, benefits, 
litigation costs, and other operating 
fees.

No state funding is used, and 
the center rents private office space in 
Meadowmont Village, just off UNC’s 
campus, said Ted Shaw, a UNC law pro-
fessor and director of the CCR. All of 
the center’s clients are served pro bono. 

CCR’s staff members are state em-
ployees, Shaw said, since some serve 

The UNC Center for Civil Rights is under fire for providing legal representation to 
Moral Monday protesters, like these pictured at the General Assembly in 2014. The 
Rev. William Barber, president of the N.C. NAACP, is front left. (CJ file photo)
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think so.

- Steve Long, UNC Board of Governors
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RALEIGH

Senate leaders are proposing a $1 
billion middle-class tax reduction 
plan that would lower personal 

and corporate income taxes, increase 
mortgage interest deductions, and al-
low for unlimited medical and chari-
table tax deductions.

“Under this plan, 99 percent of all 
individual income taxpayers in North 
Carolina will either receive a tax cut or 
pay zero income tax,” said Sen. Tommy 
Tucker, R-Union. He was flanked at a 
March 16 news conference by fellow Fi-
nance Committee co-chairmen Andrew 
Brock, R-Davie; and Jerry Tillman, R-
Randolph; and Senate leader Phil Berger, 
R-Rockingham.

Tucker and Berger say The Billion 
Dollar Middle Class Tax Cut Act would 
not affect the General Assembly’s abil-
ity to meet teacher pay hikes and other 
funding commitments already made. 
Nor would the sales tax base be broad-
ened to offset the costs.

They said previous tax reforms 
erased budget shortfalls with surpluses, 
allowed for record increases in educa-
tion and transportation infrastructure 
spending, and led to creation of about 
535,000 jobs. They expect this new round 
of tax changes to follow that trajectory. If 
adopted, this plan would raise the total 
tax relief since 2011 to $4.5 billion.

A tax relief package also was in-
troduced in the House. Its sponsors say 
House Bill 356 would save taxpayers 
$64.5 million in 2017-18 and $124 million 
in 2018-19.

Free-market enthusiasts gave the 
Senate tax package high marks.

“Overall the bill is very good,” 

said Roy Cordato, senior economist and 
resident scholar at the John Locke Foun-
dation. “The lowering of the income tax 
rate is a good thing. Lowering the corpo-
rate rate is a good thing.”

“The lower the tax, the better on 
pure liberty grounds. It advances liberty. 
The more income you can keep, the freer 
you are. That should be our first argu-
ment, always,” Cordato said.

“We’re accomplishing what we 
need to accomplish in the state, and 
probably more so, to be quite honest, 
with all the tax cuts that have been hap-
pening. And what we have is year af-
ter year multi-hundred-million-dollar 
revenue surpluses, and we have a $552 
million revenue surplus going into this 
budget cycle,” said Donald Bryson, state 
director of Americans for Prosperity.

“What we need to continue to do is 
give the money back in a good, reasoned 
way, but at the same time hold the line 

on spending, which is what this General 
Assembly is doing, and why we have a 
revenue surplus,” Bryson said.

“The plan will decrease the per-
sonal income tax from 5.499 to 5.35 [per-
cent] and that will be one of the lowest in 
the Southeast, and it will help working 
families and small businesses, all those 
S-Corps who file and have to pay per-
sonal income tax,” Tucker said. An S cor-
poration is a business that is not taxed. 
Its profits and losses pass on to share-
holders’ personal tax returns.

The plan increases the standard tax 
deduction a married couple filing joint-
ly may take on their income tax from 
$17,500 to $20,000, “which provides 
an additional significant tax reduction 
for small families and small businesses 
when coupled with the rate decrease,” 
Tucker said. The deduction would jump 
from $8,750 to $10,000 for single filers, 
and from $14,000 to $15,000 for a head 
of household.

Under this plan, the cap on the 
itemized deduction for mortgage inter-
est and property taxes would increase by 
$2,000 to $22,000. “It will eliminate the 
unfairness of the marriage penalty that 
currently exists in the mortgage interest 
and property tax itemized deduction,” 
Tucker said.

The child tax credit would be re-
placed with a new and larger child tax 
deduction ranging from $2,500 for those 
earning less than $40,000 to $500 for 
those earning $100,000 to $119,000.

Cordato supported that item. he 
was dismayed that it is capped for in-
come earners above $119,000.

“It should be for everybody re-
gardless of income,” he said.

“From an economics perspective, 

the reason why you will have a child tax 
credit or a child deduction … is to some 
degree that kids are an investment,” 
Cordato said. “So money that’s invested 
should not be taxed. It’s an investment 
whether you make $40,000 or $120,000. 
That principle doesn’t change based on 
how much you make.”

As Tucker rolled out details of re-
forms on the business side, he cast an 
apparent dig at those who claim North 
Carolina’s economy has been harmed 
by House Bill 2, the so-called bathroom 
bill that provoked a handful of entertain-
ers to cancel concerts and sports organi-
zations to move tournaments to other 
states.

“We have seen a growth in busi-
ness and a growth in jobs in the North 
Carolina economy despite this cloud ev-
erybody says is hanging over our head. 
The North Carolina economy continues 
to grow,” Tucker said.

To encourage new investment by 
North Carolina businesses, the corporate 
income tax rate would be reduced over 
two years from 3 percent to 2.75 percent 
in the first year, and to 2.5 percent in 
2019.

“That will make North Carolina’s 
rate the lowest in the U.S. for those states 
having a corporate income tax. Again, 
this plan continues to focus on those 
making less than $50,000 a year,” Tucker 
said.

Small businesses would benefit 
from a reduction in the franchise tax on 
S corporations with less than $1 million 
in net worth, which would be charged 
a flat fee of $200, a roughly $1,300 tax 
break, Tucker said.

The reform package would incor-
porate market-based sourcing, which 
would provide service-based business-
es the same benefits that manufacturing 
businesses received last year through 
the adoption of single sales factor ap-
portionment.

Sen. Ralph Hise, R-Mitchell, said 
after the news conference that the mar-
ket-based sourcing actually would gen-
erate revenue for the state because more 
tax payments would come in from out-
of-state companies than the reductions 
provided for in-state companies.

Under market-based sourcing, a 
company would pay North Carolina 
taxes only on that portion of its profits 
generated from within the state. Cur-
rently those companies pay an income 
tax on all revenue regardless of the state 
from which it comes. Under the new 
plan, the companies would have to pay 
income tax to other states on revenue 
earned there, depending on their tax 
laws.

Media companies would be 
among those to benefit, Hise said. While 
their customers are mostly in North 
Carolina, much of their revenue might 
be generated from outside the state.

Fans of free markets give Senate tax plan high marks
Increases in the standard tax deduction in North Carolina
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Juvenile offenders 16 and older are 
charged and tried in North Carolina 
as adults, no matter how minor the 

offense.
State lawmakers call the law out-

rageous, and Gov. Roy Cooper agrees.
House Bill 280, sponsored by 

Reps. Chuck McGrady, R- Henderson; 
Duane Hall, D-Wake; Susan Martin, R-
Wilson; and David Lewis, R-Harnett; 
would classify all delinquents with mi-
nor offenses — up to the age of 17 — as 
juvenile offenders.

“When I jumped into this role as 
the bill sponsor, I quickly found out that 
I had more legislators who wanted to be 
sponsors than I had spots,” McGrady 
said in a news conference.

Republican and Democrat law-
makers packed the legislative press 
conference room in support of raising 
the age. The juvenile system is designed 
to prevent repeat offenses by offering 
counsel to families of troubled teens, 
McGrady said.

North Carolina joins New York as 
one of two states that continue to charge 
and prosecute older juveniles as adults.

Legislators on multiple occasions 
have introduced legislation to raise the 
age of juvenille jurisdiction, but those 

bills failed. The debate has gone on for 
90 years, lawmakers say.

Pushback mostly has centered on 
concerns over costs to taxpayers, Wil-
liam Lassiter, North Carolina’s deputy 
commissioner of juvenile justice, told 
Carolina Journal.

Some legislators worry about 
“looking soft on crime,” Lassiter said.  

“I think it’s the exact opposite. 
I think it’s smart on crime. It’s really 
looking at your best chance for taking 
a juvenile and making sure that they’re 
not [going to commit] another crime in 
the future,” he said.

New legislation would include 
only lower-level felonies — petty theft, 
littering, or drug possession, for exam-
ple, Lassiter said. Violent crimes such 
as assault, rape, and murder still would 
place a 16- or 17-year-old offender un-
der the full judgment of the adult sys-
tem.

Eight thousand 16- and 17-year-
old offenders last year faced 20,000 
charges, and just 187 from that group 
were charged with serious or violent of-
fenses. The remaining 7,813 kids would 
have fared better in the juvenile system, 
he said.

Reform would remove minor ju-
venile offenses from offenders’ perma-
nent records.

“I was working just recently with 

a 16-year-old who threw a plastic bottle 
on the ground and got charged with lit-
tering. That turned into a misdemeanor 
offense, and he will have to [report on 
job or school applications] that he has 
a criminal offense for the rest of his life 
— for littering,” Lassiter told CJ, point-
ing to the effect a criminal record has on 
college and job opportunities.

“If we’re able to change [a kid’s] 
life in the juvenile justice system, and 
they’re able to get beyond that, it can 
have huge economic advantages for 
that child moving forward.”

Young people forced into the 
adult corrections system are often bul-
lied, abused, or recruited by gangs, Las-
siter said.

Raising the age likely would cost 
several hundred million dollars over 
a three- to five-year period, said Mc-
Grady. Much of the additional money 
would go to infrastructure and legal 
training for law enforcement and juve-
nile system workers.

Such measures may incur long-
term savings. Already, a reduction in ju-
venile crime has saved the state money, 
Lassiter told CJ.

“Since 2008, we’ve been able to 
reduce the juvenile justice system bud-
get and save North Carolina almost $40 
million on a recurring basis. So every 
year we’re saving the taxpayers almost 

$40 million, because we’ve been see-
ing juvenile crime decrease — and the 
number of kids committed to long-term 
facilities is also going down.”

The bill would take effect Dec. 1, 
2019.  

H.B. 280 will see significant sup-
port across parties in both the House 
and Senate, said Rep. Kelly Alexander, 
D-Mecklenburg.

“We have for once come togeth-
er at the same time in the same ways 
around the same piece of legislation,” 
Alexander said. “The Legislative Black 
Caucus, both on the House side and the 
Senate side, are 100 percent behind this 
change. You can count on us.”

Cooper issued a statement back-
ing the proposal.

“Law enforcement, the courts, 
and experts on juveniles agree that rais-
ing the age makes sense for North Caro-
lina, and that’s why my budget includes 
initial investments to make this happen. 
Raising the age can actually save North 
Carolina money in the long run if juve-
nile justice needs are adequately fund-
ed, and it makes communities safer by 
giving young people an opportunity to 
turn away from a life of crime. I believe 
we can find common ground across 
political lines to raise the age and make 
progress for North Carolina,” the gov-
ernor said.

Bill ‘raising the age’ for juvenile offenders gets bipartisan push

CJ
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Lawmakers vote to repeal controversial ‘bathroom bill,’ governor makes it law
In fewer than 18 hours, the debate over Health Bill 2 went from argument 
to compromise to passage. Here’s a recount of the twists and turns for the 
infamous “bathroom bill.”HOUSE BILL 2 TIMELINE

FEB. 23: The Charlotte 
City Council passes an 
ordinance adding gay and 
transgender people to an 
existing ordinance prohibit-
ing discrimination on the 
basis of race, gender, reli-
gion, national origin, ethnic-
ity, and age to contractors 
and in public housing and 
accommodations, including 
restrooms, effective April 
1. Gov. Pat McCrory warns 
two council members that 
the General Assembly is 
likely to get involved.

MAR. 23: A special 
session called by House 
Speaker Tim Moore 
and Lt. Gov. Dan Forest 
passes House Bill 2, 
invalidating local ordi-
nances like Charlotte’s. 
McCrory signs.

MAR. 28: The ACLU of 
North Carolina files a 
lawsuit in federal court 
against the state chal-
lenging the constitution-
ality of H.B. 2.

MAR. 29: Attorney 
General Roy Cooper 
says he will refuse to 
defend the state in the 
lawsuit. The Gen-
eral Assembly and the 
governor subsequently 
hire private attorneys.

JUL. 21: NBA pulls 
2017 All-Star Game 
from Charlotte, citing 
alleged discriminatory 
effects of H.B. 2.

SEP. 12: NCAA moves 
seven championship 
events from North Caro-
lina, and gives the state a 
March 30 deadline to re-
peal H.B. 2 or risk losing all 
out-of-state championship 
events through 2022.

NOV. 8: Roy Cooper 
elected governor of North 
Carolina. Republicans re-
tain supermajority status in 
the Senate and the House.

DEC. 19: The Charlotte City 
Council repeals portions of 
its LGBT/bathroom ordi-
nance under the condition 
that lawmakers repeal H.B. 
2 by the end of the year.

DEC. 21: The Charlotte City Council, during an 
emergency meeting, votes to repeal its entire 
LGBT/bathroom ordinance in an effort to salvage 
the H.B. 2 repeal. The General Assembly gavels in 
its special session at 10 a.m., but lengthy recesses 
and caucuses rule most of the day. Senate leader 
Phil Berger, R-Rockingham, produces a new bill, 
S.B. 4, to repeal H.B. 2 and place a moratorium on 
any new local ordinances like the Charlotte ordi-
nance. After lengthy debate, a parliamentary move 
to keep Berger’s substitute bill alive failed. The 
bill died. The General Assembly adjourns without 
repealing H.B. 2.

JAN. 26: Berger says a 
"clean repeal" of H.B. 2 is 
unlikely in the 2017 legisla-
tive session. 

FEB. 1: Sen. Jeff Jackson, 
D-Mecklenburg, files a bill 
repealing H.B. 2. 

MAR. 21: Sen. Joel Ford, 
D-Mecklenburg, files bill for 
an H.B. 2 repeal that would 
include a moratorium pre-
venting cities from passing 
any ordinances regarding 
restroom access until 30 
days after the current legis-
lative session. 

MAR. 28: At an evening press conference, 
Berger and Moore announced that Cooper 
had scotched a deal that would repeal H.B. 2, 
place public facility rulemaking decisions with 
the General Assembly, let local governments 
pass anti-discrimination ordinances that went 
no further than federal law, and include a 
provision allowing individuals to collect dam-
ages if a government body violates their rights 
of conscience. Cooper said the conscience 
provision was unacceptable and denied there 
was a deal. Berger and Moore discounted the 
prospect of any quick resolution.

MAR. 29: Berger, Moore, and Cooper an-
nounce a new agreement exists repealing 
H.B. 2 and placing a moratorium on local 
ordinances. House Minority Leader Darren 
Jackson, R-Wake, says he was not included 
in the negotiations and would oppose the 
deal. LGBT advocacy groups are furious.

MAR. 30: House Bill 142, a bill changing oc-
cupational licensing requirements, is brought 
up in the Senate Rules Committee and 
replaced with the H.B. 2 “reset” measure. It 
passes by voice vote. The amended version 
of H.B. 142 passes the Senate 32-16. After 
more than two hours of debate, the House 
concurred with the Senate, 70-48. Cooper 
signs the bill.

Protesters outside legislative building March 30 urging lawmakers to reject compromise. 
(CJ Photo by Kari Travis)

Cooper, after signing H.B. 2 reset. (CJ Photo by Kari Travis)

DEC. 20: McCrory issues 
a proclamation calling the 
General Assembly into 
special session Dec. 21 to 
reconsider H.B. 2. Char-
lotte television station 
WBTV reports that efforts 
to repeal H.B. 2 were in 
jeopardy after lawmak-
ers learned the Charlotte 
City Council repealed 
only portions of its LGBT 
ordinance.

2016

2017
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First Cooper veto override restores partisan labels to more judicial elections
BY DAN WAY
Associate Editor

RALEIGH 

After minimal debate, on March 
15 the state Senate overturned 
Gov. Roy Cooper’s first legisla-

tive veto.
The 32-15 Senate vote came the 

day after the House overturned Coo-
per’s veto of House Bill 100 by a 74-44 
tally. The measure restores a longstand-
ing practice of identifying District and 
Superior Court judicial candidates on 
election ballots by political party regis-
tration. The successful override means 
the measure is now law.

Unlike the House floor discus-
sions, which included impassioned 
debate about the nature of partisan-
ship and a Democratic allegation that 
judges who won election under parti-
san affiliations could not uphold their 
constitutional oath of office, the Senate 
took about two minutes to dispatch 
Cooper’s veto.

Senate Majority Whip Jerry Till-
man, R-Randolph, briefly urged sup-
port of the override.

Senate Minority Leader Dan Blue, 
D-Wake, citing statements made by 
federal Appeals Court Judge Neil Gor-
such, during his confirmation hearing 
for an open seat on the U.S. Supreme 
Court, said judges were not supposed 
to be Democrats or Republicans while 
serving on the bench.

Two Republican senators sided 
with Cooper: John Alexander of Wake 
County and Danny Earl Britt of Robe-
son County. All Democrats voted to 
sustain the veto, but Republicans 
needed only 30 votes to override.

“For years, Gov. Cooper and his 
allies have stoked fears of voter dis-
enfranchisement — yet when he had 

the opportunity to actually increase 
voter involvement, he rejected a mea-
sure that the data suggests would do 
just that,” Senate leader Phil Berger, R-
Rockingham, said in a statement after 
the vote. “I’m pleased the General As-
sembly corrected the governor’s mis-
step and this bill is now law.”

Cooper Press Secretary Ford Por-
ter ripped the General Assembly’s ac-
tions.

“Injecting partisan politics into 
our courts is wrong and harmful to our 
state. Once again, as with H.B. 2, legis-
lative Republicans have created a solu-
tion in search of a problem to advance 
a divisive political agenda that won’t 
create good jobs, improve our schools, 
or put more money in the pockets of 
middle class families. Governor Coo-
per will continue to fight for better 
priorities,” Porter said in a statement.

In the House, a sharp divide on 
the merits of the measure focused on 

the implications of making trial court 
judges run based on their party affili-
ations.

State Rep. Justin Burr, R-Stanly, 
a primary sponsor of H.B. 100, intro-
duced the motion to override.

“Since the 1990s the voters have 
been disenfranchised” when the Dem-
ocrat-controlled General Assembly 
began making the state’s judicial races 
nonpartisan elections, Burr said. “This 
will restore that.”

Superior Court elections were 
partisan until 1996, and candidates for 
District Court races were identified by 
political party until 2001.

Burr said H.B. 100 “will restore 
the rights of the voters to know who 
they’re voting for” and which politi-
cal party the candidate stands with. 
Party affiliation is a valuable piece of 
information all other races on the bal-
lot contain, he said.

Burr drove that point home in ear-
ly March during House debate on the 
bill by citing the case of Meredith Shu-
ford, a Democratic District Court judge 
representing Lincoln and Cleveland 
counties. She wrote political posts on 
her Facebook page opposing H.B. 100.

Burr said H.B. 100 would have a 
value-added effect of increasing voter 
participation in Superior and District 
Court races.

In last year’s general election, 
800,000 fewer votes were cast for the 
North Carolina Supreme Court race 
than for the presidential election, Burr 
said. Supreme Court races were non-
partisan during the election. 

Yet 500,000 of those 800,000 peo-
ple who didn’t vote in the Supreme 
Court race voted in the next judicial 
race on the ballot, the Court of Ap-
peals, in which candidates were identi-
fied by political party.

The General Assembly passed a 
bill in a mid-December special session 
to make them partisan.

Rep. Joe John, D-Wake, a former 
Court of Appeals judge, implored 
House members to vote in a bipartisan 

manner to reverse course and sustain 
Cooper’s veto.

He said identifying judges on the 
ballot by party affiliation is unneces-
sary because the “ubiquitous internet” 
allows anyone interested to get that in-
formation.

John said he ran for legislative of-
fice to bring a quarter-century of judi-
cial experience “to bear upon” legisla-
tion affecting the courts.

“The role of a judge is distinct 
and separate” from partisan legislators 
and the executive branch, he said.

Trial judges “must be indepen-
dent arbiters who follow, and apply, 
and enforce the law. They must not 
be pandering politicians expressing 
opinions on the issues or, God forbid, 
grasping after votes with promises of 
rulings and decisions to come,” John 
said.

Rep. Grier Martin, D-Wake, said 
partisan elections would create a process 
guaranteeing more judicial activists.

But Rep. John Blust, R-Guilford, 
said the idea the bill leads to partisan-
ship is inaccurate. “The partisanship 
is there. This bill allows the public to 
know what’s there when they vote, 
and I think that’s a good thing, not a 
bad thing.”

Blust agreed that judges should 
not be partisan “in their actions, in 
their heart, in their mind, in the appli-
cation of the law.”

But, he said, “That isn’t what is at 
issue. Judges are what they are. Even 
now under the law the way it’s been, 
these judges … when they’re regis-
tered to vote, they’re registered under 
a party,” and the legislation does not 
change that.

“So if they’re violating an oath, 
they must be violating an oath even to 
register at all. So, seriously, that cannot 
be the case,” he said.

Whether registered as Democrats 
or Republicans, judges already go to 
their local party offices soliciting par-
tisan votes and other support by iden-
tifying themselves with those political 
parties, Blust said, blunting the conten-
tion by John that there is no such thing 
as a Republican or Democratic judge.

North Carolina Republican Party 
Chairman Robin Hayes lauded the 
House veto.

“Democrats removed party labels 
from the ballot because they were los-
ing those elections,” Hayes said. “For 
the health of our democracy, we need 
to right this wrong.”

Hayes said voters should exam-
ine the records and positions of judicial 
candidates closely, “but it’s clear that 
voters feel more empowered to cast 
ballots in judicial elections when they 
know how the candidates are regis-
tered.”

Editor-in-chief Rick Henderson pro-
vided additional reporting for this story.

CJ

Senate leader Phil Berger pleased “Bill is now law.” (CJ Photo by Dan Way)
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BY DAN WAY
Associate Editor

RALEIGH 

It was a poignant moment in a 
heartfelt push for stronger laws to 
prevent opioid addiction. Marsha 

Gintis pleaded with Senate Health 
Care Committee members while hold-
ing aloft a portrait of her son, Drew, 
who died at age 21 from an opioid 
overdose.

“Drew’s death could have been 
prevented. It’s crucial that our state 
enact sensible prescribing laws to miti-
gate the number of individuals who 
become addicted,” said Gintis of Cary. 
She described how her “fear turned 
into grief” when she learned her son 
suffered a fatal Fentanyl overdose July 
31, 2015.

Gintis, whose son became ad-
dicted to opioids prescribed to him for 
an athletic injury, was among several 
parent survivors on March 15 retelling 
their painful struggles with children 
who became hooked on powerful opi-
oid painkillers prescribed by their doc-
tors.

The General Assembly is look-
ing at several ways to address the 
addiction issue, focusing for now on 
tracking opioid prescriptions more ef-
fectively. But even some who agree 
the legislature needs to take action are 
urging caution. They want to make 
sure that new laws or regulations do 
not unintentionally harm chronically 
or terminally ill patients who endure 
crippling pain or the physicians who 
try to relieve their suffering.

Sen. Jim Davis, R-Macon, a pri-
mary sponsor of Senate Bill 175, the 
Strengthen Opioid Misuse Prevention 
STOP Act, ticked off a list of grim sta-
tistics.

“Every day four North Caro-
linians die from medication or drug 
abuse. Thirty-six are hospitalized, and 
64 are taken to emergency rooms. One 
out of every 100 babies born in our 
state are born addicted to opioids,” 
Davis said, and more than 70 percent 
of heroin abusers got started on opi-
oids.

“Statewide [opioid] overdose 
deaths have grown by nearly 400 per-
cent in seven years. It is now the No. 
1 accidental death cause, surpassing 
even vehicle deaths,” Davis said. “I 
and others have decided we can no 
longer sit on the sidelines.”

“The STOP Act is an important 
first step for our state to take in com-
bating this crisis,” Attorney General 
Josh Stein told committee members.

The bill aims to reduce addic-
tion through improving methods for 
prescribing medications so that people 
don’t get addicted in the first place, 
Stein said. It also appropriates $20 
million over two years to help people 
struggling with addiction.

Davis said the goal is to use the 

money for community-based treat-
ment and recovery services.

The committee meeting was 
information-only, with no vote. Davis 
said a companion measure, House Bill 
243, likely would be the legislative ve-
hicle the Senate eventually takes up.

S.B. 175 would impose an annual 
$20 fee on those licensed to prescribe 
Schedule II, highly potent controlled 
substances with a high potential for 
abuse and dependence, to less-potent 
Schedule V drugs with a lower risk of 
some dependence.

That fee and state appropriations 
would go to a fund administered by 
the state Department of Health and 
Human Services to operate a con-
trolled substances reporting system.

Davis said about 22 percent of 
the state’s prescribers use the reporting 
system now, but most shun it because 
it is not user-friendly, and the state 
must improve it.

The reporting system would 
track things such as total number of 
prescriptions dispensed and for what 
medications, user demographics, the 
number of pills per prescription, num-
ber of users who received a prescrip-
tion in more than one county, and cat-
egories of practitioners prescribing the 
medications.

Sen. Tommy Tucker, R-Union, 
said in the last budget cycle a measure 
was inserted requiring doctors to re-
port opioid prescriptions as a condi-
tion of keeping their medical licenses. 
The North Carolina Medical Society 
objected, and it was pulled from the 
budget.

Tucker and others said they don’t 
want to be perceived as beating up on 
doctors for the opioid epidemic.

Tucker said doctors are ham-
strung by medical protocols for pain 
management. If a person comes to 
their office with severe back pain, their 

most available option is to write a pre-
scription.

“Insurance companies don’t pay 
for chiropractors, massages, physical 
therapists, etc., to deal with that issue, 
with an ongoing back issue. The only 
option physicians have is to prescribe 
something for pain,” Tucker said. The 
same is true for Medicaid recipients, he 
said.

Some people raised reservations 
about the bill.

“We are just absolutely commit-
ted to reducing the opioid problem in 
our state,” said Chip Baggett, senior 
vice president of the Medical Society.

But there is concern about regu-
lating physicians’ prescription powers 
and limiting their professional judg-
ment, so S.B. 175 should be “put to-
gether in such a way that it works in 
real life as well as it does on paper,” 
Baggett said.

“I want to make sure we main-
tain some carve-outs for the hospice 
and terminally ill folks,” said Sen. Rick 
Horner, R-Wilson. He was concerned 
limits on the number of pills prescribed 
and the duration of prescriptions could 
deny those patients critical end-of-life 
medication to ease their suffering.

“We’re not worried about the 
hospice patients becoming addicted. 
We just want them to be comfortable,” 
Davis said. But he said there are legal 
concerns over who controls the opioids 
when a patient dies — the health-care 
provider or surviving family members.

S.B. 175 would exempt hospitals, 
nursing homes, hospice, and residen-
tial care facilities from a requirement 
to file prescriptions for controlled sub-
stances electronically.

But most of the meeting’s focus 
was on how to keep an abundance of 
overprescribed opioids from circulat-
ing in the state.

“It’s affected my community, my 
constituents, and my family whereby 
we lost a beautiful stepson at 22 years 
old,” said Sen. Tom McInnis, R-Rich-
mond.

His stepson had an auto accident 
and was prescribed opioids for pain 
due to broken bones.

“That was the trigger that caused 
him to start the downward spiral, and 
he … lost his life as a direct result,” Mc-
Innis said, calling opioids “poison ad-
dictive pills.”

Cathy Pietro of Farmville told 
how her 25-year-old daughter, Lindsey 
Pazder, despite going through recov-
ery, eventually succumbed to an opioid 
overdose after getting hooked on pills 
prescribed for migraine headaches.

“My prayer for this pandemic 
that we’re having all over our country, 
and here in North Carolina, is educa-
tion and awareness,” Pietro said. “For 
now it’s either incarceration or death, 
and if you look at the newspapers or 
the jails, it isn’t working.”

Opioid abuse gets legislative attention, remedies remain elusive

Cathy Pietro shows a photo of her daughter Lindsey Pazder during a March 15 
meeting of the Senate Health Care Committee. Pazder died of an opioid overdose. 
(CJ photo by Dan Way)

Statewide [opioid] overdose 
deaths [have] grown by nearly 
400 percent in seven years. 
It is now the No. 1 accidental 
death cause, surpassing even 
vehicle deaths.

- Sen. Jim Davis, R-Macon

CJ
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lina voters are “more likely” to sup-
port lawmakers who encourage that 
growth — more than 60 percent across 
the board, including Republicans, 
Democrats, unaffiliated voters, and 
churchgoers. Similarly, voters are less 
likely — to the tune of 80 percent — to 
support lawmakers who favor produc-
tion limits on state brewers to the ben-
efit of large, foreign-owned brewers, 
i.e., AB InBev — which makes Bud-
weiser — and MillerCoors.

Taxpayer activist Grover 
Norquist is using his considerable in-
fluence to push North Carolina law-
makers toward reforming restrictive 
laws governing craft beer.

Norquist, founder of Americans 
for Tax Reform, is calling for an end 
to the state’s “protectionist, anti-con-
sumer restriction on craft brewery self-
distribution.”

Norquist in 1985 founded ATR, 
which promotes a system in which 
taxes are simpler, flatter, more visible, 
and lower.

He sent letters to the state’s 170 
legislators in support of Craft Free-
dom, a recent news release says.

ATR’s entry into the Craft Free-
dom fight — joining the John Locke 
Foundation, the Civitas Institute, and 
the National Federation of Indepen-
dent Business — marks the fourth non-
profit, free-market organization to sup-
port raising or eliminating the state’s 
archaic limit on brewery self-distribu-
tion, a needless regulation that hurts 
entrepreneurs and impedes invest-
ment, hiring, and economic growth 
across North Carolina, the release says.

Norquist calls North Carolina’s 
brewery self-distribution limit a “glar-
ing example of harmful regulation that 
inflicts economic harm, while serving 
no purpose other than pure protection-
ism.” He compares the law to Obam-
acare, noting “the arcane law barring 
self-distribution for breweries beyond 
a certain size is a state-created disin-
centive on business growth and the 
new hiring that comes with it.

“Allowing this protectionist, an-
ti-consumer restriction on craft brew-
ery self-distribution to stand would be 
both indefensible and completely un-
characteristic of the legislature.”

“It’s a compelling day for our 
cause,” Marrino says in the release. 
“We are honored ATR has joined us 
in this fight. To see such support from 
an organization as accomplished in 
achieving reform as ATR lends confi-
dence that North Carolina’s craft brew-
ery marketplace will finally operate 
without anti-free-market barriers. Both 
ATR & Craft Freedom look forward to 
a cap repeal and a freer North Carolina 
for its homegrown breweries.”

Associate Editor Kari Travis contrib-
uted reporting to this story.

That goes for people who voted 
for President Trump or his Democratic 
rival, Hillary Clinton.

“When the voters who favor the 
production cap learn that producers 
lose their brand and marketing rights,” 
says the survey, “support for the cap 
diminishes to 1.6 percent” — two Re-
publicans, three unaffiliated voters, 
and eight Democrats from the 800 vot-
ers surveyed.

The N.C. Beer and Wine Whole-
salers Association will continue to 
push back. The wholesalers say the 
current arrangement works well, and 
removing the cap would provide a 
competitive advantage to a small 
group of North Carolina breweries 
to the disadvantage of everyone else, 
including other small breweries that 
appreciate the convenience of having 
a larger company handle direct sales 
and marketing.

The average distributor carries 
about 900 types of beer, making it dif-
ficult for smaller breweries to compete 
when forced to channel their products 

through a wholesaler, Olde Mecklen-
burg founder John Marrino said.

“Being in complete control is 
a huge benefit,” said Scott Crad-
dock, brewing manager at Raleigh 
Brewing Co.

Raleigh Brewing has for the past 
two years produced 4,000 barrels an-
nually, but he projects the brewery this 
year will produce and distribute 7,500. 
That growth will continue, Crad-
dock said.

“When you’re with a distributor, 
you basically just give the beer to them 
and then you don’t know how your 
product, your life’s work, is treated. 
When we’re in complete control, we 
see the beer from start to finish. From 
an empty keg to a full keg and an emp-
ty keg again. So we’re able to control 
our product and ensure that it is treat-
ed absolutely right throughout its life.”

North Carolina residents sur-
veyed in a recent Civitas Institute poll 
overwhelmingly support the Craft 
Freedom movement.

A vast majority of North Caro-

Hed here

Bills in House, Senate seek to raise cap on craft beer distribution

Rep. Chuck McGrady is the primary sponsor of House Bill 500. (CJ photo by Kari Travis)

BY JOHN TRUMP
Managing Editor

RALEIGH

Craft beer is on tap at the state 
legislature, where lawmakers 
have introduced three bills to 

roll back laws that stifle unprecedent-
ed growth in the brewing industry.

Brewers around the state, some 
200 of them, hope to even the prover-
bial playing field with wholesalers, a 
movement — craftfreedom.org — with 
a goal of eliminating a state law requir-
ing brewers to procure a distributor 
once their beer output reaches 25,000 
barrels.

The latest measure, House Bill 
500, introduced March 28 by Rep. 
Chuck McGrady, R-Henderson, would 
allow local beer operations to self-dis-
tribute up to 200,000 barrels of their 
product.

It’s time to ease off regulations 
for craft brewers bringing jobs to their 
communities, McGrady said.

H.B. 500 clarifies some of North 
Carolina’s most complex alcohol laws, 
McGrady said. The legislation permits 
breweries to provide tastings for cus-
tomers during tours, for instance.

“The more I handle alcoholic 
beverage legislation, the more clear it 
has become to me that we need regula-
tory reform,” he said.

“Prohibiting distribution at an 
arbitrary limit and forcing breweries 
to hand over their brand, lay off their 
distribution employees, and sell their 
trucks when they want to expand just 
doesn’t make any sense to me.”

Rep. Michael Speciale, R-Craven, 
also has filed a bill that would increase 
the amount of beer smaller craft brewer-
ies could brew and sell without having 
to contract with a wholesale distributor.

House Bill 67 would increase 
the cap from 25,000 barrels per year to 
100,000 barrels per year. A barrel of beer 
is 31 gallons.

A bill filed in the Senate, Senate 
Bill 313, allows brewers to self-distrib-
ute if they produce fewer than 103,091 
barrels. Sens. Jeff Tarte, R-Mecklenburg; 
Joyce Krawiec, R-Forsyth; and Jeff Jack-
son, D-Mecklenburg; are that bill’s pri-
mary sponsors.

At least three North Carolina 
craft breweries — Red Oak in Whitsett, 
and Olde Meck and NoDa in Charlotte 
— are approaching the 25,000-barrel 
threshold. The brewers, Carolina Jour-
nal reported, want to continue control 
over their distribution and plan to halt 
growth if the law isn’t changed.

A recent survey of 800 likely vot-
ers, prepared for Craft Freedom by Stra-
tegic Partners Solutions and overseen 
by Republican political consultant Paul 
Shumaker, finds the more voters learn 
about the impact of the production cap 
on North Carolina breweries, support 
for the production cap nearly vanishes.

CJ

The more I handle alcoholic 
beverage legislation, the 
more clear it has become to 
me that we need regulatory 
reform.

- Rep. Chuck McGrady, R-Henderson
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BY DAN WAY
Associate Editor

RALEIGH

State Rep. Jeff Collins had enough. 
The Nash County Republican sat 
through two legislative meetings 

in two weeks hearing Duke Energy 
officials describe subsidies and carve-
outs handed over to the solar energy 
industry at taxpayer expense. Often 
the utility was forced to buy renew-
able power that wasn’t needed, Collins 
learned.

“It gives me great heartburn 
when I hear that we’ve got 60 per-
cent of the qualifying facilities in the 
United States,” Collins, a chairman of 
the House Energy and Public Utilities 
Committee, said after the March 15 
meeting.

In the complicated, jargon-filled 
world of renewable energy, qualifying 
facilities are money. They’re electric 
power plants fueled by renewables 
(including solar and wind) that gener-
ate 80 megawatts or less. The federal 
Public Utilities Regulatory Policies Act 
forces public utilities to buy power 
from those facilities.

“Any time you’ve got more 
than half of anything in the country, it 
doesn’t mean you’re doing it right. It 
doesn’t mean you’ve got it figured out 
and nobody else does,” Collins said of 
North Carolina’s dominance in quali-
fying facilities.

Nor does he believe the law re-
quires enough transparency to let 
policymakers know how much extra 
ratepayers must pay as a result of the 
good deal North Carolina has given to 
renewable energy producers.

“I think there’s a lot of things in 
the base rate even that are a result of 
[renewable power], and whether we’re 
putting in duplicative systems and 
that kind of thing,” he said.

The “favorable terms” described 
by one senior Duke Energy official in-
clude long-term contracts that lock in 
payments for renewable producers at 
high rates even as the cost of their en-
ergy falls. Those have translated into 
North Carolina’s high rates of “avoid-
ed costs” — the money a utility saves 
from not having to build new plants or 
purchase power elsewhere because it 
buys renewable energy from qualify-
ing facilities.

Even though the PURPA law 
gives states a lot of flexibility in how 
they regulate qualifying facilities, 
North Carolina has given renewable 
power producers a bargain relative to 
other states, Duke Energy vice presi-
dent for policy Kendal Bowman told 
Collins’ committee. This good deal for 
producers has led to headaches for the 
power company and higher rates for 
consumers, she said.

She said the state should consider 
scaling back some of the special treat-
ment renewable facilities have gotten.

As an example, North Carolina 
law requires 15-year guaranteed fixed-
term rates to qualifying facilities.

Some states have been reducing 
contract lengths. In 2015, Idaho’s Pub-
lic Utilities Commission cut its terms 
from 20 years to two.

The Idaho commission said 
shorter contracts lead to a more ac-
curate picture of true avoided costs, 
which determine the size of payments 
to solar plants. Having more timely 
and better information trims costs to 
ratepayers, Idaho officials found.

Compared to other Southeastern 
states, North Carolina “has some of the 
highest avoided cost rates,” Bowman 
said. Combined with the long-term 
fixed contracts, “That has driven North 
Carolina to have about 60 percent of all 
the QF contracts in the nation.” The 
good deal North Carolina has given 
the renewable industry, rather than 
our abundant sunshine, has led to its 
growth.

“We are starting to see some op-
erational impacts on our system from 
this large deployment” of qualifying 
facilities, Bowman said. One problem 
is that PURPA does not let the utility 
shut off, or dispatch, solar power from 
qualifying facilities, even if the solar 
energy is much more expensive than 
power from natural gas or nuclear 
sources.

“We can dispatch, and we can cur-
tail those facilities only in emergency 
situations, and to designate something 
an emergency is very rare,” Bowman 
said. “So we’re starting to see some reli-

ability implications on our system, and 
we see it only getting worse.”

Duke Energy wants to reduce 
contract lengths from 15 years to 10. 
It wants the option not to buy from 
renewable power plants during years 
Duke’s energy resource plan shows it 
doesn’t need their capacity. Under cur-
rent policy Duke must buy from those 
sources for all 15 years of the contract 
even if the utility doesn’t need the 
power, Bowman said.

Current state law requires Duke 
to pay higher standard contract rates 
to all qualifying facilities generating 5 
MW of electricity or less. Rates for re-
newable power generators above that 
limit are negotiated. The utility wants 
to limit that costly mandate by reduc-
ing standard contract rates to qualify-
ing facilities generating 1 MW or less.

Bowman said Duke also would 
like the law to allow a competitive 
bidding process run by an indepen-
dent third party “to allow us to have 
market-based prices, which could be 
lower than avoided costs. It would 
also give us that dispatchability right 
that when we don’t need that excess 
energy on our system we can ask a so-
lar facility to curtail until we need to 
ramp back up.”

Those changes would provide 
“a much smarter, more sustainable 
way to integrate renewables into our 
system in North Carolina,” Bowman 
said.

Rep. Hugh Blackwell, R-Burke, 
asked if the regulations under current 
law have forced Duke to build more 

fossil-fuel-powered units because en-
ergy it buys from renewable sources is 
not as reliable.

“The wind doesn’t blow all the 
time, and the sun obviously doesn’t 
shine all of the time,” Bowman said. 
So Duke must keep a number of pow-
er stations permanently running and 
on line “so that you keep the lights 
on throughout the system” during 
storms or when there is no wind.

“Sometimes you’re paying for 
electricity that you’re not able to use?” 
Collins asked.

“We have situations, yes, where 
we have excess,” Bowman said.

PURPA “was passed at a time 
of energy hysteria during the failed 
Carter administration, and it’s about 
time we moved on from that,” said 
Rep. Dana Bumgardner, R-Gaston. 
“The reason we’re having a stampede 
into our state of solar panel farms is 
because we’ve given generous subsi-
dies to them, and it’s advantageous for 
them to come here.”

“That has helped to spur the de-
velopment of the solar facilities we see 
in North Carolina,” Bowman said.

Collins told Carolina Journal he 
hopes the House would look favorably 
on Duke’s recommendations to revisit 
North Carolina’s highly advantageous 
PURPA terms.

Lowering utility rates “helps 
poor and low- and middle-income 
people probably more than anything 
else we can do,” Collins said. Inexpen-
sive energy “also drives industry and 
businesses here.”

Duke Energy: Renewable producers getting a good deal at ratepayer expense

Kendal Bowman, vice president of regulatory affairs and policy at Duke Energy, tells a House energy oversight committee about 
the ‘favorable terms’ the state has given renewable energy producers. (CJ photo by Dan Way)
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BY SAM A. HIEB
Contributor

RALEIGH

North Carolina’s legislative 
and congressional districts 
are ensnared in several court 

fights, and a conference sponsored by 
Common Cause examined a host of 
issues surrounding those battles.

But the conference, at Duke 
University’s Sanford School of Pub-
lic Policy in early March, focused 
on raising public awareness of per-
ceived problems surrounding gerry-
mandering — and encouraging even 
more lawsuits — rather than discuss-
ing strategies to persuade lawmakers 
to enact “fairer” districts.

The conference, “Redistrict-
ing Reform: Mapping Our Future,” 
brought in experts from politics and 
academia to look at various angles 
of the issue from a nationwide per-
spective, with little talk about North 
Carolina.

“We have a problem. You’re here 
because you care about the problem,” 
said keynote speaker Tom Ross, for-
mer University of North Carolina 
system president who is now serv-
ing as a Terry Sanford Distinguished 
Fellow at Duke. “Fixing this problem 
is more important than anything we 
can do to help democracy survive as 
long as I do.”

But before tackling that prob-
lem, the bigger issue is few people 
understand redistricting or care 
about it, speakers said.

“People have less knowledge 
about this than almost any area of re-
form,” said Celinda Lake, president 
of Lake Research Partners, a Demo-
cratic public opinion and political 

strategy research firm. “There are a 
huge number of people who have no 
idea what we’re talking about. It’s 
only when the state gets in trouble 
that people know what’s going on.”

With a lack of voter knowledge, 
it’s crucial that information is pre-
sented in a nonpartisan manner — a 
tough bid in today’s political climate.

“The messaging does have to 
take account of more than just criti-
cism of ‘evil Republicans’ in this 
state or other states,” said Mitch Ko-
kai, senior policy analyst for the John 
Locke Foundation, which for years 
has backed nonpartisan redistricting 
reform. “The system is bad, and it 
needs to be replaced.”

Whether North Carolina is — as 
the pollster Lake put it — “in trouble” 
has been debated for decades. The de-
bate has intensified since Republicans 
took control of the General Assembly 
in 2010 and redrew both the legisla-
tive and congressional districts.

One area that was barely ex-
plored during the conference was 
the notion that elections have conse-
quences, and that the political party 
that wins a majority of legislative 
seats may have a legitimate claim to 
draw election maps to their favor, 
so long as they don’t violate legal or 
constitutional mandates.

Challenges to North Carolina’s 
legislative and congressional dis-
tricts continue in the courts, and 
Common Cause — the conference’s 
host — is a plaintiff in the lawsuit 
challenging the latest congressional 
maps.

Court challenges have taken 
two legal paths. Either they try to 
prove that majority parties draw 
districts in ways that put partisan 
advantage over the principle of one 
person, one vote — partisan gerry-
mandering — or that they illegally 
attempt to limit the representation of 
racial or ethnic groups in legislative 
bodies — racial gerrymandering.

On the former front, even 
though federal courts have not de-
fined when partisan gerrymander-
ing goes so far as to disenfranchise 
voters, a League of Women Voters’ 
lawsuit relies on a controversial new 
concept: the “efficiency gap,” a sta-
tistic that recently prompted a fed-
eral court to throw out legislative 
districts in Wisconsin.

Measuring the efficiency gap 
means tallying the number of “wast-
ed votes” on each side. For the win-
ners in a district, that’s the total 
votes beyond what was needed for 
victory. For the losing side, it’s the 
total number of votes cast. Then, for 
each party, you divide the wasted 
votes by the total number of votes 
cast. That yields a rough measure of 
vote efficiency for each party.

Simon Jackman, a professor at 
the Australian National University’s 
School of Politics and International 
Relations, told conference attendees 
North Carolina has an “efficiency 
gap” of -0.19, which, given the cur-
rent political situation, represents “a 
profound disadvantage for Demo-
crats.”

Jackman called North Caroli-
na’s efficiency gap “egregious” and 
said that he’s eager to have judges 
consider its impact on voters.

“We’ve got pretty good evi-
dence to suggest that partisan control 
of redistricting has been a big driver 
as to how we’re getting the scores 
that we’re getting,” Jackman said.

While the efficiency gap is sup-
posedly an objective standard by 
which to prove partisan gerryman-
dering, critics have noted the gap 
fails to account for voters’ shifting 

preferences and the changes in issues 
from one election to the next. It also 
doesn’t take note of candidates who 
win support from voters across party 
lines.

Meantime, other panelists 
sought to make the case that racial 
gerrymandering is alive and well in 
North Carolina.

Allison Riggs, a staff attorney 
focusing on voting rights and envi-
ronmental justice for the Southern 
Coalition for Social Justice, said her 
organization approaches redistrict-
ing litigation with “an unapologeti-
cally racially focused lens.

“We need to use litigation in 
states like North Carolina and Texas, 
where the legislatures aren’t will-
ing to give up power,” Riggs said. 
“When we see changing tactics, it’s 
always with an eye toward harming 
communities of color. We weave that 
into our narrative so that the court 
understands this is a cynical use of 
the Voting Rights Act.”

During his keynote speech, Ross 
acknowledged that while North Car-
olina has been a “leader in the South 
in many ways, one of them is not re-
districting,” citing a Washington Post
story that described the state as the 
“poster child for gerrymandering.”

As that comment drew laugh-
ter, Ross’ comments quickly took on 
a dark tone, warning that gerryman-
dered districts were a threat to de-
mocracy itself.

“I gave a speech to students, 
and I told them I wasn’t sure de-
mocracy would outlive me,” Ross 
said. “I’ve never doubted democracy 
would be there.”

Which it’s why it’s urgent that 
gerrymandering be fixed, Ross said. 
But before students want to know 
how to fix it, he said, they want to 
know whom to blame.

“You can blame the Republi-
cans,” Ross said. “You can blame the 
Democrats. They’re equally guilty. I 
was a judge for 17 years, and I know 
guilty.”

Ross’ message of bipartisan 
blame echoed the message JLF’s Ko-
kai believes should be sent to voters.

“The message shouldn’t be 
Democrats versus Republicans,” Ko-
kai said. “It should be elites taking 
advantage of the system to benefit 
themselves.”

Redistricting forum pushes need to inform public of ‘problem’

If you know high 
school students 

considering 
college...

Download the FREE 
“College Bound” pdf from 

The Martin Center!

www.jamesgmartin.center
or call 919.828.1400

I gave a speech to students, and I told them I 
wasn’t sure democracy would outlive me. I’ve 
never doubted democracy would be there.

- Tom Ross

CJ
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a huge deal. That will probably have the 
biggest impact for us.”

Copper Barrel makes a line of clear 
and pure fruit moonshines, including 
blueberry, black cherry and strawber-
ry, all originating from the historical 
recipes of master distiller Buck Nance.

Often, Smith says, people want 
to buy the white lightning but want a 
fruit shine as well.

“A good 75 percent of custom-
ers want to buy two” products, Smith 
says.

An ABC store is just down the 
street, and sometimes Nance escorts 
people there. Great for customer ser-
vice, says Smith, but …

The bill, says Gunn, strikes a 
great balance on the tenuous boundary 
separating the free market and govern-
ment rules and regulations, including 

the ABC system, whose stores would 
offer tastings.

Tastings allow consumers to get 
some idea about the product before 
plopping down $30 or so for a bottle. Le-
anne Powell often travels to South Caro-
lina for such tastings and also often sells 
out of her product.

“I’m very, very excited about the 
fact that they’re doing this,” says Powell, 

president of Southern Grace Distilleries, 
which now distills, barrels and bottles 
in what used to be the Cabarrus County 
Correctional Center in Mount Pleasant.

Southern Grace makes its signature 
130-proof Sun Dog corn whiskey and, by 
year’s end, will offer five products.

“That is a great opportunity,” she 
says.

North Carolina neighbors Ken-
tucky and Tennessee continue to pass 
laws promoting distilleries and those 
states’ historic ties to making and sell-
ing liquor. In late February, Virginia 
Gov. Terry McAuliffe signed a pair of 
bills allowing that state’s distilleries 
to sell bottles at events that feature the 
spirits and focus on teaching people 
about them. That law becomes effective 
July 1.

“There’s so many good things in 
[S.B. 155],” said Scott Maitland, founder 
of Top of the Hill Distillery in Chapel 
Hill, which makes its line of spirits from 
organic soft red winter wheat from a 
farm in Scotland Neck.

Maitland is also president of the 
Distillers Association of North Carolina. 

The bill, he said, includes provi-
sions that directly impact distilleries, 
and help them indirectly, too.

“The ‘brunch bill,’ by definition, 
is going to mean more opportunities. I 
think it’s a positive statement, and long 
overdue. We’ve had a two-year experi-
ment with distillery sales, and by all 
accounts only positive things have hap-
pened. We’re excited about where 
we stand.”

Carolina Journal Managing Editor 
John Trump is the author of Still and Bar-
rel: Craft Spirits in the Old North State 
(Blair, 2017).

Bill would let craft 
distilleries sell more 
on premises, offer 
free tastings

in faculty roles at the UNC law school. 
State-paid faculty salaries are separate 
from any pay the staff receives for work 
done at the center.

Long’s proposal is shrouded 
in controversy. Some supporters say 
hands-on learning is a clear component 
of the center’s academic structure. Oth-
ers say the center has delivered invalu-
able victories for the cause of social jus-
tice.

John Wilson, editor of Illinois Aca-
deme, a publication of the American As-
sociation of University Educators, told 
CJ political disagreements between the 
two entities make the board’s opposi-
tion to the center problematic.

“This seems to be more of an ideo-
logical opposition, that [Long] doesn’t 
like what the civil rights center is do-
ing,” Wilson told CJ. “And his questions 
about diversity of opinion and that sort 
of thing indicate that he is going after 
the center because of its opinions.”

Wilson said faculty and university 
administrators should decide the fate of 
academic centers because they are bet-
ter equipped than political appointees 
to know if the centers fulfill the univer-
sity’s mission.

The board was never part of the 
approval process to open the CCR, 
Long said. University administrators 

make those kinds of decisions.
After UNC’s poverty center 

closed, board members asked law 
school officials to study the CCR and 
offer a recommendation as to whether 
it should remain open.

But the school’s final report was 
full of holes and ignored the question of 
whether academic centers should be al-
lowed to practice law, Long said.

That’s when the board decided to 
get involved.

“There are no rules on academic 
centers engaged in litigation. None. 

Which leaves the door open to center 
personnel pursuing their own personal 
agendas through these litigation activi-
ties,” Long said.

The university isn’t a public-inter-
est law firm, Long said.

But legal service and litigation 
should be the entire purpose for a law 
school and affiliated entities like the 
CCR, Wilson said.

“To me, I think it’s just bizarre to 
argue that litigation is contrary to the 
purpose of law school. Law school is all 
about litigation.”

“This situation is like telling an 
agricultural school not to let anybody 
farm.”

If the center isn’t willing to give 
up its legal practices, it should oper-
ate independently of the UNC system, 
Long said, and not engage in one-sided 
advocacy.

Dorosin disagreed, stating that 
dozens of centers across the university 
system are engaged in advocacy pro-
grams.

“Centers at the UNC Gillings 
School of Global Public Health are en-
gaged in advocacy about improving 
people’s health outcomes. I think that’s 
part of the university’s mission — to en-
gage in advocacy on behalf of the resi-
dents of the state,” he said.

The UNC system’s mission state-
ment says the university should “dis-
cover, create, transmit, and apply 
knowledge to address the needs of indi-
viduals and society.” 

It goes on to say the mission in-
cludes instruction, research, scholar-
ship, and public service.

If forced to abandon litigation, the 
functions of the center would be severe-
ly undermined, Shaw told CJ.

At a March 2 Board of Governors 
meeting, Anna Nelson, who chairs the 
board’s educational planning, poli-
cies, and programs committee, said the 
board will revisit the issue in May.

Continued from Page 2

BOG: UNC Law’s Center for Civil Rights should halt political advocacy

CJ

Melissa Katrincic of Durham Distillery in Durham. (Photo courtesy of Durham Distillery)

Continued from Page 1

The UNC School of Law Center for Civil Rights employs staffers and interns who 
participate in academic research and litigation. (Photo courtesy of the UNC Center 
for Civil Rights) 

CJ
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Hot air from the wind industry

Wind farms like this, the Amazon Wind Farm near Elizabeth City, dot the landscape across the U.S. (CJ photo by Don Carrington)

Amazon Wind Farm may not produce enough energy to meet stated goals

BY DON CARRINGTON
Executive Editor

RALEIGH

Wind-energy developers rou-
tinely deceive the public, a 
longtime critic of the indus-

try told Carolina Journal. And the sales 
pitch surrounding the Amazon Wind 
Farm near Elizabeth City continues 
spreading those deceptions.

Amazon continues to perpetuate 
the myth that the electrical grid can 
take power from the turbines on the 
wind farm, store it, and direct it for ac-
tual use by faraway data centers on the 
same grid. That is the sort of deceptive 
practice that’s routine among wind en-
ergy developers and advocates, said 
Lisa Linowes, executive director of 
the New Hampshire-based WindAc-
tion Group. Linowes said Amazon’s 
purported “commitment to achieve 
100 percent renewable energy usage” 
for its Web service data centers also is 
misleading.

More inconsistencies or misin-
formation surround the eastern North 
Carolina project:

• The project was promoted as a renew-
able energy source that would help 
North Carolina reach Renewable En-
ergy Portfolio Standards mandated 
by state law, but electricity from the 
Amazon Wind Farm does not count 

toward the REPS since the power is 
not being sold to any public utility 
doing business in North Carolina.

• Amazon officials claim that the out-
put generated by the wind farm is 
considered confidential, competitive 
business information, a company 
spokesman told CJ. This is not true, 
Linowes said. The federal govern-
ment tracks and publishes net gener-
ation for this and other private wind 
energy producers. “I am not sur-
prised that you were misled, but he 
should have known that you might 
find the data,” she said. Then she 
showed CJ how to find it online.

• The developer and the Obama ad-
ministration misrepresented poten-
tial interference the Amazon Wind 
Farm might cause to a nearby Navy 
radar station, Linowes said. CJ previ-
ously has reported on this dispute. 
The interference issue was cited in 
January by Republican leaders in the 
North Carolina General Assembly 
when they asked the Trump admin-
istration to shut the project down.

In addition, early generation 
numbers obtained by CJ from the fed-
eral government indicate the project 
may not get enough wind at the site 
to reach its goal of 670,000 megawatt 
hours per year.

The Amazon project is located a 
few miles west of Elizabeth City and 
is the first and only industrial-scale 
wind generation project in the south-
eastern United States. Construction 
began in 2015, and it started producing 
electricity in December. The 208-mega-
watt project comprises 104 2-megawatt 
wind turbines using three wind blades. 
Each turbine has a 305-foot tower and 
a wind blade radius of 187 feet, reach-
ing a total height of 492 feet from the 
ground. The overall footprint of the 
wind farm encompasses 22,000 acres. 

The project was built and is op-
erated by Avangrid Renewables, a 
subsidiary of Iberdrola, a Spain-based 
company that operates approximately 
50 other wind energy facilities in the 
United States. Amazon became a part-
ner in the project in 2015 after it agreed 
to buy the power from the project. In 
official documents, it is known alterna-
tively as the Amazon Wind Farm, the 
Desert Wind Farm, the Iberdrola Wind 
Farm, the Avangrid Renewables Wind 
Farm, or Atlantic Wind LLC.

Linowes has served as executive 
director and spokeswoman for Wind-
Action since 2006. She tracks news 
and research pertaining to industrial 
wind and comments on the issue. She 
has authored more than 250 essays on 
wind energy issues and discussed the 
subject on CNN, NPR, and CBS News.

In May 2011, the North Carolina 
Utilities Commission approved Atlantic 
Wind LLC’s application to build a 300 
MW wind facility in Pasquotank and 
Perquimans counties and register it 
as a “New Renewable Energy Facil-
ity.” The approval, in part, was granted 
based on testimony from Jay Lucas, 
an electrical engineer with the Utilities 
Commission Public Staff’s Electrical 
Division. “Lucas testified that the facility 
is needed to provide renewable energy 
that will help electric power suppliers in 
North Carolina meet the requirements 
of Senate Bill 3, which was enacted in 
2007,” the approved order stated.

S.B. 3 established REPS for North 
Carolina public utilities. The require-
ments were for renewables, including 
wind and solar, to constitute 6 percent 
of the previous year’s retail sales in 
2015, 10 percent in 2018, and 12.5 per-
cent in 2021.

For the Amazon Wind Farm to count 
toward a utility’s REPS requirement, 
the environmental attributes — or 
“greenness” — of the energy produced 
at the site would have to be bought by 
a North Carolina power company. The 
attributes are measured in Renewable 
Energy Certificates, or RECs. One 
megawatt hour equals one REC. The 
actual power and the RECs can be sold 
to different parties. 

In August 2015, the Utilities Com-
mission revoked the registration of 127 
renewable energy facilities because 
“their owners had not completed or 
filed the annual certifications required 
each April 1 as detailed” by commission 
rules. One of those facilities was Atlan-
tic Wind, which later became known as 
the Amazon Wind Farm. After this revo-
cation, the facility could not participate 
in the North Carolina RECS program or 
have its renewable energy count in the 
REPS program.

“The commission approved the proj-
ect under the false promise that it would 
lead to more renewable energy in North 
Carolina, when, in fact, the energy and 
its environmental attributes are going 
elsewhere,” Linowes told CJ.

James McLawhorn, director of the 
Electrical Division of the Public Staff of 
the N.C. Utilities Commission, monitors 
utility company compliance with REPS. 
McLawhorn told CJ that electricity from 
the Amazon Wind Farm doesn’t help 
North Carolina meet its renewable en-
ergy goals. “My understanding is that 
since Amazon is claiming the electricity 
is for its use, the electricity at the Ama-
zon Wind Farm is not counted toward 
the renewable standards for any North 
Carolina electric utility,” he said.

No RECS
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In previous reporting, CJ 
asked Avangrid Renew-
ables spokesman Paul 

Copleman to share monthly 
electrical output data for the 
project. He declined. “We treat 
that as competitive business 
information,” he said.

Copleman certainly knew 
that the facility and the other 
Iberdrola-operated wind proj-
ects in the United States were 
required to report monthly 
net generation numbers to the 
U.S. Department of Energy’s 
Energy Information Adminis-
tration, Linowes said.  

The EIA reports that the 
Amazon Wind Farm produced 
5,579 MWh in December and 
25,048 MWh in in January. 
That output is far short of a 
55,833 MWh monthly average 
needed to meet the facility’s 
annual estimated output of 
670,000 MWh.

Avangrid’s monthly re-
ports are filed on form EIA-
923 under the name of Desert 
Wind Farm, LLC. Monthly 
data from the reports is posted 
approximately seven weeks 
from the end of each month. 
According to EIA, the timely 

and accurate submission of 
form EIA-923 by those re-
quired to report is mandatory. 
“Failure to respond may result 
in a penalty of not more than 
$2,750 per day for each civil 
violation, or a fine of not more 
than $5,000 per day for each 
criminal violation. The gov-
ernment may bring a civil ac-
tion to prohibit reporting vio-
lations, which may result in a 
temporary restraining order 
or a preliminary or permanent 
injunction without bond.  In 

such civil action, the court may 
also issue mandatory injunc-
tions commanding any person 
to comply with these reporting 
requirements,” reads a state-
ment on the EIA-923 form.

Acknowledging that De-
cember and January net gen-
eration may be low because 
of startup and testing proce-
dures, CJ asked Copleman to 
share the February data his 
company would report to the 
federal government. At press 
time he had not responded.

WIND ENERGY & THE MILITARY
Linowes told CJ that wind energy’s 

threat to air navigation and military assets 
is a problem that has been deceptively 
downplayed by the Obama administra-
tion and the wind energy advocates. She 
described the problems in a recent essay. 
“U.S. airspace has been made less safe 
and our national security compromised 
because of a reckless policy of siting wind 
towers within 30–40 miles of radar instal-
lations. By 2008, nearly 40 percent of U.S. 
long-range radar systems were already 
compromised by wind turbines,” she said. 

As wind energy projects expanded un-
der the Obama administration, “project de-
velopers complained to the White House 
about military base commanders who pro-
tested turbines sited near radar facilities 
and the potential risks to base missions 
and aviation safety.” In response, in 2010 
the Department of Defense set up a cen-
tral siting clearinghouse for all projects 
and “removed uncooperative base com-
manders from the decision chain.” 

“The clearinghouse process may be 
robust, but don’t be fooled by the intent. 
The process has repeatedly worked for 
the wind industry at the expense of U.S. 
Military assets,” she said.

The Iberdola Wind Farm became a 
clearinghouse project because of its prox-
imity to the Navy’s Relocatable Over-the-
Horizon Radar receiving facility at the 

Naval Support Activity Hampton Roads 
Northwest Annex, in Virginia on the North 
Carolina border 17 miles north of Eliza-
beth City.

“INTERFERENCE AWARENESS 
AREA”

In June 2012, the government’s ROTHR 
Program Office released a study conclud-
ing that a large-scale wind farm should be 
at least 28 miles from a ROTHR facility to 
prevent interference with the radar’s oper-
ation. The Navy released a map showing 
the “interference awareness area” in rela-
tion to the ROTHR receiving facility. The 
Amazon Wind Farm covers about 20,000 
acres. It begins about 14 miles from the 
ROTHR facility stretching to a point about 
22 miles away and is entirely within the 
28-mile interference awareness area de-
scribed in the 2012 study. 

In 2015 CJ reported that despite initial 
concerns by the U.S. Navy that a massive 
wind farm near Elizabeth City would dis-
rupt a sophisticated radar station located 
near the Virginia-North Carolina border, 
the $400 million project would proceed, 
and the Navy would have no recourse 
even if radar performance was disrupted. 

After expressing serious concerns for 
several years about the interference the 
wind farm turbines might cause, the De-
partment of Defense reversed its posi-
tion in October 2014 and entered into an 
agreement citing a goal “to ensure ... the 

robust development of renewable energy 
sources.”

Under the agreement, the Navy would 
“discuss strategies” with Iberdrola Renew-
ables should the installation adversely 
affect radar operations. The agreement, 
however, gives the Navy no option of ter-
minating the project if the turbines com-
promise the radar facility’s effectiveness.

LETTER TO JOHN KELLY
In January 2017 N.C. House Speaker 

Tim Moore, State Senate leader Phil Berg-
er, and seven other legislators wrote re-
tired Marine Corps Gen. John Kelly, Presi-
dent Trump’s nominee for secretary of the 
Department of Homeland Security, about 
the issue.

The letter outlines two options to deal 
with potential interference. The preferred 
option is permanently shutting down the 
project and compensating the developer, 
but for only documented costs to date but 
not for “future speculated profits.”

The second option would be to make 
immediate major changes to the agree-
ment between the Department of Defense 
and the wind farm developer. “Specifically, 
the developer should be required to im-
mediately shut down any and all turbines, 
when any more than a 5 percent degrada-
tion of the ROTHR signal is experienced 
due to any of this project’s turbines,” the 
letter says.

The U.S. Senate confirmed Kelly’s 
nomination on Jan. 20. Kelly was com-
mander of the U.S. Southern Command 
from November 2012 – January 2016 and, 
in that role, oversaw all military operations 
in Central and South America and the Ca-
ribbean. The radar system provides criti-
cal surveillance capability to support the 
Southern Command’s program to detect 
and monitor drug-smuggling aircraft and 
ships from Central and South America.

Kelly testified before Congress in Feb-
ruary 2014 about the Iberdrola project. 
“We are working within the Department of 
Defense and with developers and stake-
holders to develop potential mitigation 
solutions, but I have little confidence we 
will succeed,” Kelly told the House Armed 
Services Committee in February 2014.

Military Interference

Generation information is not confidential 
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Rep. Jimmy Dixon, R-
Duplin, wants to scale 
back North Carolina’s 

renewable energy mandates, 
and he co-sponsored along 
with House Majority Leader 
John Bell of Wayne County 
legislation that would do 
that. House Bill 267 would 
reduce the 2018 target to 8 
percent of retail sales by the 
state’s three public electricity 
utilities — Duke Energy Car-
olinas, Duke Energy Progress, 
and Dominion North Caro-
lina Power — and cap it at 8 
percent. Electric membership 
corporations and municipal 
utilities also would be capped 
at 8 percent. Under current 
law, the mandate would rise 
from today’s 6 percent level 
to 10 percent in 2018 and 12.5 
percent in 2021.

Senate Bill 331 and House 
Bill 465, titled Military Opera-
tions Protection Act of 2017, 
are identical bill introduced 
by Republicans that would 
impose a temporary mora-

torium on the consideration 
of new onshore and offshore 
wind energy facilities. The 
moratorium would be to al-
low time for the General As-
sembly to study the extent 
and scope of how future wind 
energy projects might affect 
military operations in North 
Carolina. 

Senate Bill 366 and House 
Bill 470, titled Responsible 
Wind Energy Implementa-
tion, are also identical bills in-
troduced by Republicans. The 
bills seek to “minimize inter-
ference with military opera-
tions, environmental degra-
dation, reduction of property 
rights, and harms to public 
health, safety, and welfare 
resulting from the siting and 
operation of industrial wind 
energy facilities.” 

Under the bills no turbines 
would be sited within 30 miles 
of a major military installa-
tion. Turbines also would be 
set back at least one mile from 
any residential property line. 

Legislation may affect 
future projects
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There’s been a lot of talk lately 
about the “rural-urban divide,” 
a conversation that’s not new 

to anyone in North Carolina public 
policy. And with good reason. North 
Carolina is a large and rapidly grow-
ing state. We have growing urban 
centers where people are 
moving by the thousands 
from all over the country, 
and indeed the world.

But we also have large 
rural areas, where life looks 
very different. About 4 
million North Carolinians, 
just more than 40 percent 
of the population, live in 
counties classified as rural.  
That gives us the second-
largest rural population in 
the country. Some of those 
areas have struggled in recent years, 
particularly with the loss of manufac-
turing jobs.

I hear public policy wonks and 
politicians constantly discussing how 
we should address this “rural-urban 
divide,” whether in the context of 
employment, educational opportuni-
ties, health care, or technology. And 
every time, it makes me a little bit 
uncomfortable.

You see, I grew up in rural 
North Carolina. In 1980, my parents 
chose to move from Boston to the 
small town where I was born. They 
were both well-educated, had each 
traveled half-way across the country 
for college, and then moved again 
for grad school. Mom was a small-
town North Carolinian, and Dad was 
a big-city West Coaster. But when it 
came time to settle down, they chose 

to move back to the little town where 
Mom grew up.

They didn’t do that because 
they were ignorant of the urban op-
portunities they were leaving behind. 
They didn’t do it because they had 
naïve illusions about rural life. They 

knew the move would mean 
that we’d have to drive to 
access arts and museums 
and a variety of educa-
tional opportunities. They 
knew they’d have to choose 
among a smaller number 
of employers. They knew 
my sister and I would have 
fewer course options in high 
school.

But they also knew 
that we’d grow up close 
to our grandparents. They 

knew they’d have short commutes 
and probably more flexible work-
ing arrangements. They knew they’d 
know our teachers and would be able 
to have their voices heard at the local 
school board. They knew we’d have 
opportunities to play sports in high 
school and do community theater, 
even if we had no talent (which it 
turned out we didn’t). On balance, 
my parents thought it was a pretty 
good deal.

As an adult, I’ve chosen to live 
in cities. But that’s key. It’s what I 
choose. Some friends from high school 
have chosen differently and still live 
in small towns or on the family farm. 
Every time people start talking about 
the “rural-urban divide,” I think about 
my own parents and friends who 
made deliberate, informed decisions 
to live in rural North Carolina.

I think that most people living in 
rural North Carolina wouldn’t have 
it any other way. They don’t want to 
live in Raleigh or Charlotte or Greens-
boro. They wouldn’t trade the bigger 
house on the larger lot in a more rural 
area. They don’t want the pace and 
stress of urban life. It doesn’t bother 
them that they’re missing out on 
some of the opportunities they would 
have in a larger city. They actually do 
recognize that there are more jobs, a 
wider variety of educational opportu-
nities, faster internet speeds, and bet-
ter health care in bigger cities. They 
know they may never have access to 
Amazon’s PrimeNow service, and 
that’s OK with them. Instead, they 
weigh the pros and cons and decide 
that they’d rather have small towns or 
acres of farmland or amazing moun-
tain views. That’s a reasonable and 
valid decision.  

This has all been particularly 
on my mind as I’ve looked at House 
Bill 68, the BRIGHT Futures Act. H.B. 
68 is all about getting high-speed 
internet to rural communities because 
of the various opportunities that it 
brings — education, job training, tele-
medicine, banking, business applica-
tions, etc. That all sounds fair enough, 
but most areas already have access if 
they want to pay for it. It costs more 
than in cities, but other things cost 
less. It’s all part of the trade-off of 
rural versus urban.

I wonder if legislators, who 
spend a lot of time in Raleigh, are 
really driven by the desires of the 
people in their districts, or if they’re 
actually falling into the all-too-com-
mon trap of applying urban values 

to rural communities? There’s a risk 
that, in an effort to bring opportunity, 
we take on a paternalistic attitude, 
asserting that we know what people 
really value, or at least what they 
should value.

The truth is that people reveal 
their values through the choices they 
make and the ways they spend their 
money. Let’s respect the choices of 
rural North Carolinians and not insist 
on “fixing” problems that may not 
even really exist. 

Julie Tisdale is city and county 
policy analyst for the John Locke Founda-
tion.

BRIGHT Futures Act applies urban values to rural communities
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The word “progressive” takes on 
different meanings when ap-
plied to politics and taxation.
Still, those who label themselves 

progressive politically are more likely 
than their conservative counterparts to 
support progressive taxation.

That’s why it 
has been somewhat 
disappointing that 
progressives have 
remained relatively 
mute about one of 
the most striking 
aspects of North 
Carolina’s recent 
tax reforms. It’s a 
reform that builds 
more progressiv-
ity into the state’s 
income tax.

The adoption of a flat personal 
income tax rate represents one of the 
most significant reforms in recent N.C. 
political history. The General Assembly 
and then-Gov. Pat McCrory agreed in 
2013 to replace a three-tiered income 
tax system with a single flat rate.

Yes, it’s a flat tax.
The state replaced a “progres-

sive” tax system — labeled that way 
because of its progressively higher tax 
rates at higher income levels — with 
one rate. Moreover, the new rate (5.8 
percent) was lower than the lowest 
rate (6 percent) in the old progressive 
system.

Taxpayers at every income level 
saw a cut in their personal income tax 
rates.

Conservatives typically praised 
the reform. They noted the obvious 
benefits for individual taxpayers, 
along with the academic research that 
suggested a likely positive impact for 
North Carolina’s economic growth.

Yet the idea met with widespread 
criticism from political progressives. 
They lamented the end of a system that 
ratcheted up tax rates as people earned 
higher incomes.

Buried by the debate about the 
merits of a flat tax rate was another tax 
reform that could have generated at 

least reluctant praise from progressives. 
Along with the lower flat rate, policy-
makers also exempted more income 
from taxation. They accomplished this 
goal by raising the standard deduction. 
This is otherwise known as raising the 
“zero tax bracket.”

Before the 2013 tax reform pack-
age, married couples filing jointly 
could deduct the first $6,000 of their in-
come from the first tax rate that kicked 
in at 6 percent. A head of household re-
moved $4,400 of income from taxation, 
while a single taxpayer saw a standard 
deduction of $3,000.

The tax reform package more 
than doubled those numbers. By 2016, 
married couples faced a standard 
deduction of $15,500. The numbers 
stood at $12,400 and $7,750 for heads of 
household and single filers respectively.

The deduction grew again this 
year, to $17,500, $14,000, and $8,750 for 
the three categories of personal income 
taxpayers.

And state senators want to ex-
empt even more income from the tax. 
Their Billion Dollar Middle Class Tax 
Cut Act would place another $2,500 of 
a married couple’s income out of the 
hands of the tax man, with a standard 
deduction of $20,000. The deductions 
for heads of household would climb to 
$15,000, while a single taxpayer would 
enjoy a standard deduction of $10,000.

These changes are taking place 

as the single flat tax rate falls. Since the 
initial decision to scrap the three-tier 
tax system, the rate has fallen from 5.8 
percent to 5.75 percent to 5.499 percent 
for this tax year. The Senate plan would 
lower the rate again to 5.35 percent.

I’ve thrown a lot of numbers at 
you and at least a couple of moving 
parts: the shrinking tax rate and the 
growing size of the standard deduc-
tion. An example might help explain 
how these changes end up making the 
tax system more progressive.

Let’s apply a flat 5.8 percent tax 
rate to income from married couples 
earning $40,000 and $400,000 of annual 
income. (To avoid even more complica-
tion in this column, we’ll set aside for 
a moment all other deductions and 
credits, including the additional ben-
efits the state tax code provides lower-
earning families with children.)

With no standard deduction, the 
first couple would pay $2,320 in taxes. 
The second couple would pay $23,200 
— 10 times as much. Both couples 
would face an effective tax rate of 5.8 
percent.

Now let’s keep the tax rate con-
stant but add in the current standard 
deduction of $17,500. The first couple 
now sees its tax bill lowered to $1,305, 
while the second couple now pays 
$22,185. Notice that the effective tax 
rates drop to less than 3.3 percent for 
the first couple and 5.5 percent for the 

second couple. The second couple also 
pays 17 times as much state income tax 
as the first couple, despite earning 10 
times as much income.

What would happen if the Senate 
plan moves forward and the deduction 
grows again? The first couple would 
pay $1,160 and face an effective tax rate 
of 2.9 percent. The second couple would 
pay $22,040 with an effective tax rate of 
5.5 percent, just a touch smaller than the 
rate the couple faces under current state 
law. The second couple would pay 19 
times as much tax as the first.

Repeat this exercise with the 
proposed 5.35 percent tax rate in the 
Senate plan. With no standard deduc-
tion, our hypothetical couples pay 
$2,140 and $21,400. Once again, the 
higher-earning couple pays 10 times as 
much, and the couples have the same 
effective tax rate.

With the current standard deduc-
tion, our two couples pay $1,203.75 
(3 percent effective tax rate) and 
$20,463.75 (5.1 percent). The second 
couple again pays 17 times as much 
in state income tax. Under the Senate 
plan, the couples would pay $1,070 
(less than 2.7 percent effective tax rate) 
and $20,330 (less than 5.1 percent). The 
second couple would pay 19 times as 
much in actual taxes.

It’s clear that the higher standard 
deduction leads to benefits for both 
couples, but the effective tax rate falls 
to a much greater degree for the fam-
ily with less income. As the standard 
deduction grows, the difference in tax 
bills between the two couples widens 
to the lower-earning couple’s benefit.

Without introducing higher 
marginal tax rates that discourage 
investment, the state still ensures that 
higher earners pay a larger share of 
their income in taxes. In other words, 
increasing the standard deduction 
boosts the progressive nature of the 
state tax code.

It’s a pity political progressives 
say so little about it.

Mitch Kokai is senior political ana-
lyst for the John Locke Foundation.
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Concerns over campus safety — 
both founded and unfounded 
— have escalated recently. In 

North Carolina, for example, sexual 
assault charges against UNC-Chapel 
Hill and UNC-Charlotte 
football players made head-
lines. Even more high-pro-
file cases, such as the Brock 
Turner rape case and the 
recent attack on Ohio State’s 
campus, have captured a 
national audience.

Often unnoticed is 
the fact American colleges 
are actually quite safe, with 
campus crime rates sig-
nificantly lower than the 
national crime rate. Even 
schools in crime-heavy areas — such 
as Temple University in Philadelphia 
— find that their campuses are still 
much safer than the neighborhoods 
just down the street.

Nevertheless, administrators are 
feeling pressure to do something to 
prevent tragedies — and bad publicity 
— from coming to their schools. The 
amount of spending and staff dedi-
cated to campus security reflects this 
urgency, as both have skyrocketed in 
recent years.

For instance, the number of full-
time campus law enforcement officers 
nationwide grew 16 percent between 
2005 and 2012, outpacing the 11 per-
cent growth in student enrollment. Ad-
ditionally, in the past three years two-
thirds of colleges have increased their 
public safety budgets. It is estimated 
that by 2018 campus security spending 
will exceed $400 million a year.

But most of the dangers stu-
dents face are beyond the control 
of campus administrators — either 
occurring outside of their purview or 

stemming from larger social 
issues. Not surprisingly, the 
extra spending on campus se-
curity has been unsuccessful 
in curbing the most pressing 
safety issues, such as alcohol-
fueled assault and sexual 
violence.

In the UNC system, 
campuses are doing anything 
they can to appear as though 
they are beefing up security 
in these supposedly danger-
ous times. For instance, UNC-

Charlotte installed a campuswide 
lockdown system for active shooter 
situations, and its public safety depart-
ment hired a technician to monitor the 
school’s 400 hundred security cameras.

Many schools have instituted 
costly alcohol education programs, 
with the ultimate goal being to curb 
the campus culture of binge drinking. 
At UNC-Chapel Hill, for example, all 
freshmen are required to complete an 
“AlcoholEdu” module within the first 
few weeks of the school year.

These investments have failed 
to slow the rate of the most serious 
crimes to which students fall victim, 
such as assault and sexual violence. 
Alcohol consumption is still the main 
contributing factor in the these crimes. 
This is largely because 93 percent of 
all violent crimes occur off campus, 
outside of the purview of campus 
administrators and the public safety 
officers they hire.

The main area in which ad-
ministrators can argue their safety 
programs have had some substantive 
payoff is alcohol consumption. On the 
whole, alcohol abuse among students 
has been declining, with the percent-
age of students reporting binge drink-
ing in the past month down 5 percent 
from 2012 to 2015. But while this drop 
may be correlated with the adoption 
of mandatory alcohol education pro-
grams, to argue a causation between 
the two is much harder.

For instance, the decline in 
alcohol abuse among college students 
is roughly in line with the decline in 
alcohol abuse among eighth-graders 
and high school seniors — the vast 
majority of whom have probably 
never been exposed to similar pro-
grams. Additionally, studies show that 
college freshmen — the students most 
recently exposed to these education 
programs — are in fact the most likely 
to abuse alcohol, as drinking tends to 
be most frequent during students’ first 
semester in college before tapering off 
in later semesters.

Expensive campus safety initia-
tives may sound good in a press 
release, but the evidence that they 
actually make college students safer is 

scant. This does not mean, however, 
the situation is hopeless. There are 
alternative ways to protect students 
off-campus, with the added benefit of 
not breaking the taxpayer bank.

In December 2015 UNC-Charlotte 
launched the “Niner’s Choice” pro-
gram, in which the university confers 
official recognition to select apart-
ment complexes nearby campus. In 
exchange, these complexes work with 
university police to implement agreed-
upon safety standards and procedures 
for residents. It may not solve every 
problem, but it’s progress in that UNC-
Charlotte recognizes that the primary 
dangers students face are off-campus.

Student safety should be a top 
concern, but no amount of spending 
will make every street off-campus 
safe, and administrators are still a long 
way off from changing the campus 
culture of drinking. The next wave of 
campus security initiatives should be 
grounded in reality and built around 
proven, innovative solutions — such 
as the Niner’s Choice program and 
others like it.

Alex Contarino is a research as-
sistant at the James G. Martin Center for 
Academic Renewal.
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Universities spend millions on ineffective security initiatives
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Evidence, not emotion, 
should guide the campus 
concealed carry debate

In 2015, Time magazine reported 
23 shootings had happened on 
college and university campuses 

that year, including an attack at a 
community college in Oregon that 
claimed 10 lives.

Prompted by such headlines, 
lawmakers have started taking a 
closer look at policies regulating 
weapons on campus, especially 
those regarding concealed 
carry. But states’ reactions 
have varied according 
to local attitudes toward 
guns and lawmakers’ 
party affiliations. And 
it’s unclear whether laws 
regulating firearms on 
campus will have any real 
effect on campus crime.

Opponents of con-
cealed carry on campus 
claim it will lead to an 
escalation of violent crime 
and suicides by students. 
They also fear that guns 
on campus will detract from the 
learning environment and possibly 
stifle campus discussion and un-
popular ideas. Others point out that 
legal gun owners on campus would 
be difficult to distinguish from ac-
tive shooters, and campus defense 
should be left to the police.

They also credit existing “gun-
free” policies for making colleges 
and universities relatively safe. From 
2012 through 2014, for example, just 
24 cases of murder or non-negligent 
manslaughter occurred on public 
university campuses nationwide.

Proponents of concealed carry 
concede that college campuses are 
safe places. But they believe some 
gun owners likely carry on campus 
despite laws prohibiting the practice 
— suggesting concealed weapons 
may be having a positive effect. They 
also point out that concealed hand-
gun license holders are five times 
less likely than non-license holders 
to commit violent crimes. Moreover, 
the 11 U.S. colleges and universities 
that currently allow concealed carry 
on campus have not seen any result-
ing incidents of gun violence, gun 
accidents, or gun thefts.

In Colorado, for example, 
concealed carry has been legal since 
2012, when the Colorado Supreme 
Court ruled the University of Colo-
rado’s longstanding policy banning 
guns from campus violated the 
state’s concealed carry law. In the 

three years following that decision 
for which data are available (2012-
2014), there were no murders on 
public university campuses in the 
state.

North Carolina also is taking 
steps toward relaxing its campus 
gun policies. In 2013, the state 
legislature passed a bill allowing 
a person with a valid concealed 

carry handgun permit 
to possess a handgun 
on educational property, 
provided the weapon is 
in a locked container at-
tached to a vehicle, such 
as a glovebox. A new bill 
in the legislature would 
allow for concealed carry 
across all of campus, not 
just in vehicles. If history 
is an indication, it is likely 
to receive strong pushback 
from campus officials and 
administrators.

Back in 2013, chiefs 
of police at all 17 UNC system 
schools opposed the provision, say-
ing they feared car break-ins and 
increased gun violence on campus. 
And student body presidents pre-
dicted that “more guns on campus 
would create an additional risk 
for students.” So far, there are no 
reports of an increase in incidents of 
violence on UNC campuses.

Recent research by the Cam-
paign to Keep Guns Off Campus 
was intended to debunk the claims 
of concealed carry proponents that 
guns on campus could deter crime.

The author concludes: 
“[While] the results certainly do 
not prove that campus carry causes 
more crime, [they] undoubtedly 
disprove the claim that the possible 
presence of individuals carrying 
concealed weapons equals less 
crime.” But the report shows — like 
other evidence — no relationship 
between campus carry laws and 
rates of violent crime on campus.

Without evidence that campus 
gun laws have any effect on the 
crime rate, lawmakers should defer 
to the Second Amendment. Stu-
dents’ and faculty members’ rights 
to gun ownership should not be 
abridged by arbitrary and base-
less campus regulations.

Jenna A. Robinson is president 
of the James G. Martin Center for Aca-
demic Renewal.

College hopes and the 
boys left behind  

It’s the season of high hopes and 
high stakes. High school seniors 
who submitted college applica-

tions during this year’s regular 
decision cycle are receiving long-
awaited news. If past trends hold 
true, many more girls than boys 
will celebrate admission to colleges 
nationwide. 

Girls are leaning in — and 
succeeding. For decades 
we’ve told girls they can 
go anywhere. Do any-
thing. Guess what? They 
believe it. Surely this is 
something to celebrate. 
But what about boys? 
There’s a college aspira-
tion gap, and boys are far 
behind.   

A gender imbal-
ance shapes the college 
process, from application 
to enrollment. That’s the 
story of new numbers 
released by the National Center for 
Education Statistics for 2015-16: 
Girls accounted for 56 percent of 
first-time undergraduate applica-
tions to four-year institutions; boys, 
44 percent. Not surprisingly, 2015-
16 enrollments reflected this gap: 
54.5 percent were female, and 45.5 
percent were male.  

Girls dominated the process 
at public and private institutions. 
A notable exception: some of the 
nation’s elite schools. In 2015 more 
boys than girls applied to ultra-
selective schools such as Princeton, 
Harvard, and Stanford. Boys were 
admitted at rates comparable to 
girls, federal data show.    

Mostly, though, girls rule 
school. Compared to boys, they 
earn higher high school GPAs. They 
pursue more AP/Honors classes, 
according to the College Board. 
They populate the upper echelon of 
class rankings.  

And yet — boys aren’t less 
prepared. They’ve outscored girls 
on the SAT for 40 years. They’re 
more likely than girls to meet all 
four ACT college readiness bench-
marks. But the college value propo-
sition? That’s a tougher sell.  

Too many boys never make it 
to SAT or ACT test day. Boys consti-
tuted nearly 62 percent of 2015-16 
high school dropouts on North 

Carolina’s annual dropout report. 
Choosing work over school is one 
reason that continues to rise.  

A growing cultural factor 
pushing against educational at-
tainment: family fragility. Research 
shows that living in a single-parent 
home negatively impacts educa-
tional attainment for both sexes, 
but especially boys. Family income, 

linked to family structure, 
significantly affects per-
ceptions of college afford-
ability and feasibility.  

Clearly, there’s 
no simple solution. But 
intervening early when 
attendance, behavior, 
and academic problems 
flare up is critical. So is 
encouraging mentoring. 
Someone needs to believe 
in that kid and show him 
what’s possible.  

KIPP (Knowledge is Pow-
er Program) public charter schools 
are writing a new college narrative 
for boys and girls. Mostly minority, 
low-income students, “KIPPsters” 
are immersed in an aspirational, 
highly supportive culture. Primary 
and middle school homerooms are 
named after colleges, according to 
Joey Plum, KIPP Through College 
Director for KIPP-Eastern North 
Carolina. High school launch-
es with a trip to a college campus, 
where freshmen are taught onsite 
by KIPP teachers. “We do this to be-
gin with the end in mind,” notes 
Plum. Students access intensive col-
lege counseling throughout high 
school, learning about internships, 
summer programs, applications, fi-
nancial aid, and scholarships. Plum 
oversees alumni support programs 
extending into the college years. 

In late April, KIPP Pride High 
in Gaston, N.C., will host its annual 
Senior Signing Day: For the ninth 
consecutive year, 100 percent of 
seniors have been accepted to four-
year colleges.

Sure, college isn’t for every-
one. But often, this becomes a glib 
excuse for explaining away the 
kids who never believed they had 
a choice. 

Kristen Blair is a Chapel Hill-
based education writer.
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RALEIGH 

It’s been one year since former U.S. 
Secretary of Education Margaret 
Spellings took her seat as president 

of the University of North Carolina 
system.

Over that time, Spellings has 
dealt with controversial student and 
faculty protests. She has been entan-
gled in the legal battles involving the 
state and federal governments over 
facility provisions for transgender 
students and concerns regarding the 
Trump administration’s immigration 
policies and their effect on internation-
al students.

UNC also has developed a strate-
gic plan to accommodate an economy 
in which many students worry more 
about income than about college ac-
ceptance letters.

Spellings spoke with Carolina 
Journal on March 1 about campus free 
speech, Historically Black Colleges and 
Universities, and plans for a second 
tour of all 16 UNC campuses, among 
other things.

How are UNC’s international and 
study-abroad programs being 
affected by Trump’s immigration 
order? What kinds of federal com-
munications or guidance have you 
received regarding the issue?

As you know, there’s just a lot 
of uncertainty around it … and that 
continues to be true with the courts 
and so forth. And so I think we’re at 
ease at the moment, trying to figure 
out what might happen next, but ... I 
think the numbers were fairly minimal 
in impact. Obviously, I think we want 
[UNC] to be a place that welcomes 
scholars of all nationalities. But we’re 
waiting to see what the federal govern-
ment will do next. 

What kinds of concerns have you 
heard personally from students 
about the travel ban and how it’s 
affecting them, and what sorts of 
steps have you needed to take? 

We issued some early guidance… 
but the numbers were fairly small. 
Mostly at the flagship institutions. I 
think more than the particular policy 
was just what it might suggest in terms 
of attitudes toward immigrants, gener-
ally. I heard more of that than particu-
lar personal consequences. 

What kinds of improvements or 
changes could stand to be made 
in campus free speech across the 
system? Will legislative action 
benefit the system, or should cam-
puses continue to form free speech 
policies individually? 

You know, American higher edu-
cation prides itself on being a place 
where free speech reigns. And I think 
you can tell that walking around any 
[UNC] campus. When I’ve heard 
[people] talking to the chancellors 
about these issues, you know, we have 

people of every single point of view 
known to man who come to our cam-
puses and speak, and who work there 
on the faculty. And so I don’t hear a lot 
about it as a big problem on campus-
es. I think maybe there’s a perception 
more in the political and policy arena 
maybe than in the reality. But I know 
that our institutions are places of full 
and free-flowing ideas, diverse points 
of view, and many, many other speak-
ers representing all of that. 

What do you think of safe spaces 
and free-speech zones? Should 
those be allowable? 

Well, we have some of that. Ob-
viously it is appropriate to [consider] 
safety as paramount. We are charged, 
if you will, in caring for an environ-
ment that is productive for learning 
all over the place. So sure, there are a 
lot of organizational and logistical is-
sues around that. But the main idea, 
obviously, is that we promote, and be-
lieve in, and support ... any and all free 
speech.  

What do you hope the university’s 
new $500 tuition program might ac-
complish at HBCUs such as Eliza-
beth City State University and other 
underused campuses? To make 
that work, will the schools involved 
have to reconsider their existing ra-
cial quotas in student enrollment? 

Let me start with the fact that this 
is a great deal for the people of North 
Carolina. Our legislature has done 
something that we in higher educa-
tion have asked them to do for many 
decades, and that is provide adequate 
levels of state support so that we can 
keep the cost of students low. And as 
you say, it’s $500 a semester for in-state 
students, and $2,500 a semester for 
out-of-state students, beginning next 

year at Elizabeth City State Univer-
sity, Western Carolina University, and 
UNC-Pembroke. And one of those, ob-
viously, is an HBCU. 

There are places that have con-
stituencies and regions where afford-
ability is an issue. So what I hope it 
says is that college is available and af-
fordable for all students. And obvious-
ly this is to some extent an experiment 
in that we’ve never tried anything like 
this before. And that’s what makes it 
so interesting, and makes us a leader 
nationally. We’ll just have to see how 
many students think this is of great 
value. ... And so we’re planning for 
that. We believe that there will be more 
takers than we originally thought, be-
cause it is such a good deal. And so it is 
available for people who may not have 
had access before, and we’re thrilled 
about that. 

What type of action would you 
like to see the Trump administra-
tion take to help North Carolina’s 
Historically Black Colleges and 
Universities? 

I am very encouraged that the 
Trump administration has embraced 
our HBCUs, because they’re a critical 
asset for the United States, and in par-
ticular here in North Carolina, where 
we have five HBCUs. And if we really 
believe — as I know we do — that we 
need more people, especially first-gen-
eration poor and minority students, 
accessing and completing higher edu-
cation, the HBCUs are often the most 
attractive for those students. So the fact 
that the administration is making that 
a priority, is talking about investing in 
them, about elevating their work, I’m 
really thrilled about that. 

Academic advocacy centers such 
as the UNC Center for Civil Rights 

have become a point of controver-
sy for the UNC Board of Governors. 
Should such centers be allowed to 
operate under the university name? 
What do you think of Steve Long’s 
proposal to prevent the center 
from filing lawsuits, providing legal 
counsel, etc.?  

One of our members has some 
concerns about those activities, and 
I think the first step, obviously, is to 
get the facts. How much state funding 
is being applied to those efforts? For 
what? What are practices around the 
country? And I think the committee 
is going to want to learn more about 
it and the potential merits and demer-
its of it. I think we need to hear from 
all points of view on that issue. And I 
know that the board will take all of that 
in and take action at some point in the 
future. But they will not be taking final 
action [immediately]. That’s not the 
way our process works around here. 

You’re headed out on a second tour 
of the UNC campuses. What will 
you focus on this time around? 

I’ve been to most of the universi-
ties more than once, but I’ve decided 
to get out there again. I find it energiz-
ing and inspiring, and really a lot of 
fun. And I encourage my fellow North 
Carolinians to make themselves fre-
quent users of the University of North 
Carolina.

I love to meet with students. 
What are they struggling with? What 
are they proud of? What advice do they 
have for us? I was just [visiting] earlier 
this week with students who are think-
ing about colleges and what barriers 
they had to overcome, whether it was 
applying for financial aid or immigra-
tion status, or various other issues that 
they struggle with. So it’s fun to get out 
and meet our user, meet our students, 
meet our customer, if you will, and I’m 
looking forward to doing that. 

Anything else you would like to 
add?

I would like to talk about the 
board’s unanimous endorsement and 
support for a strategic plan that fo-
cuses us like a laser on these key pri-
orities of affordability, and access, and 
student success, and economic growth. 
And it’s going to allow us to organize 
our work around the highest priorities. 
I sometimes talk about to the board 
and to policymakers about our need to 
major in the majors instead of majoring 
in the minors. And it’s easy to get dis-
tracted with these one-off issues and 
miss the giant priorities that are before 
all of us in American higher education. 
So I’m thrilled about that, and we’re 
going to get to work on it during the 
second year of my term. 

It’s been exciting. It’s been fun 
to see this beautiful state from stem to 
stern, to meet the people, to make new 
friends, and to really throw myself into 
the work of this great university. 

INTERVIEW

Spellings completes a year as UNC president, reflects on challenges 

UNC President Margaret Spellings. (CJ photo by Don Carrington)
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riculture was productive … which, by 
implication, meant all the other sectors 
were, in some ways, parasitical. So the 
whole class warfare that we see today 
between Main Street and Wall Street, 
and real workers versus these paper 
shufflers, it’s totally a Jeffersonian-
type distinction.  

And … foreign policy: He’s a re-
alist. He puts national interests first. 
He doesn’t think we should make the 
world safe for democracy because, ul-
timately, he doesn’t trust democracy. 
He doesn’t trust unlimited majority 
rule. He thinks it can become tyranny. 
Whereas the Jeffersonians are largely 
for unlimited majority rule.

Kokai: There was some discus-
sion about taking Hamilton’s face off 
the $10 bill. … He was rescued, and 
I suspect, as someone who’s talking 
about him as the consummate classical 
liberal, you’re glad he’s going to stay 
on that bill?

Salsman: I am glad. I wrote, at 
the time, that he should remain on 
the bill. But, you know, they wanted 
a more democratic choice. And so it 
couldn’t have been more curious be-
cause here was Hamilton basically say-
ing democracy can be very dangerous. 
It can actually lead to fiscal profligacy 
and bankruptcy of the state because of 
[an] unlimited majority [and a] desire 
for spending without taxing.  

You know, there’s like a built-in 
bias toward deficit spending. That’s an-
other myth about Hamilton. He’s seen, 
sometimes, as, well, since he wanted 
to pay the national debt, he must have 
been one of these proto-Keynesians 
who wanted national debt or thought 
government debt was somehow stimu-
lative. None of that’s true, either.  

So, yes. I wanted him to stay on 
the $10. That doesn’t necessarily mean 
people know more about Hamilton. 
But to get him off the currency, to me, 
seemed unjust and improper.   

Kokai: Why do people have the 
wrong idea about Alexander Hamil-
ton?

Salsman: I think some of it is 
Jefferson and the Jeffersonians tend to 
be more lyrical, poetic, and flowery in 
their writings and speeches. Hamilton 
is more lawyerly, more dry, more logi-
cal, more prolix actually, which is an-
other word for using too many words. 
And so, that’s part of it, but I think part 
of it also is when people look back to 
the founders, they want to see them as 
condoning or supporting their current 
position. It’s almost like an appeal to 
authority.  

Jefferson and Hamilton dis-
agreed on so much. I’m saying legiti-
mately disagreed. There were big dif-
ferences between them, of the kind 
I’ve just mentioned. If you’re at all a 
Jeffersonian, you think Hamilton’s 
the devil, because Jefferson did. And 
Jeffersonian biographers and schol-
ars think Hamilton’s the devil. So we 
have this kind of, you know, Jefferson 
as Dudley Do-Right, and Hamilton is 
Snidely Whiplash. … Some of it is just 
sheer caricature, which is not the same 
thing as historical accuracy.  

Kokai: I get the sense also that if 
you look back at these debates between 
Jefferson and Hamilton, Jefferson, ob-
viously, wrote great things, had great 
ideas. Hamilton, sometimes, seems to 
come across as the person who had a 
better grip on how the world actually 
works. Would you agree with that?  

Salsman: When you say “actu-
ally works,” that gets back to my point 
about realism. Yes. Hamilton’s basic 
view was: Let’s take humanity as it is 
— the good and the bad of it. People 
have free will. They can choose to do 
good or ill. Let’s not become idealistic 
or idyllic about what’s possible.  

Specifically, he said, let’s not be-
come that way about the populace in 
general. Jefferson and the Jeffersonians 

generally thought in a Rousseau-type 
way. The more you could capture 
what was called the “general will” or 
the “majority opinion,” they literally 
thought that was more accurate.  

And so the distrust for elites, the 
distrust for expert opinion, we see this 
even today. The distrust of establish-
ment. These are debates we have even 
today, right? The suspicion is the elites 
and the establishment have only their 
own self-aggrandizement at heart. 

The Jeffersonians think that’s 
always checked by the popular will. 
Hamilton and the Federalists thought, 
you know, the popular will is easily 
demagogued, easily exploited by those 
who take of advantage of people’s 
prejudices, ignorance. And so he was 
much more suspicious of politicians, 
like Jefferson, frankly, who would use 
flowery language … as a kind of flat-
tering of the people.  

Kokai: If people want to learn 
more about Hamilton, what he actu-
ally stood for, why he’s an important 
founder, why he should stay on the $10 
bill, what’s the best thing for them to 
do?

Salsman: A couple of pieces by 
me. If you just Google “Salsman de-
fense of Hamilton,” you’ll get one or 
two pieces specifically on him on the 
bill [from] a couple years ago. But I 
would name a couple of books. One, 
Ron Chernow’s biography of Ham-
ilton, in 2004, is very good, and was 
actually the basis for the musical. So 
for those of you who are interested in 
the musical and its origins, it basically 
comes from Chernow’s wonderful bi-
ography.  

More philosophically, there’s a 
book by Michael Federici called The Po-
litical Philosophy of Alexander Hamilton. 
That’s a little more scholarly, a little 
more in depth, as to his actual views. 
That’s a very good book, as well.  

Hamilton’s liberalism was classical, not the progressives’ brand
“He is not a statist, so 
he can’t be criticized 
by the right for that nor 
claimed by the left for 
that. He occupies this 
position of being a true 
classical liberal.”

- Richard Salsman
on Alexander Hamilton 

RICHARD SALSMAN
assistant professor of political 

economy at Duke University

CJ

RALEIGH 

Mention the name Alexander 
Hamilton today, and you’re 
likely to encounter at least 

some measure of recognition. We see 
his face on the $10 bill, and many peo-
ple have heard of a Broadway musical 
devoted to this American founder. But 
few people know much about Ham-
ilton’s actual record or his approach 
to public policy.  Those who claim to 
know Hamilton often get him wrong. 
Richard Salsman, assistant professor 
of political economy at Duke Univer-
sity, recently addressed the John Locke 
Foundation’s Shaftesbury Society 
on the topic “Hamilton’s Liberalism: 
Facts and Myths.” He shared themes 
from that speech during an interview 
with Mitch Kokai for Carolina Journal 
Radio. (Head to www.carolinajournal.
com/radio/ to find recent CJ Radio 
episodes.) 

Kokai: Before we get into what 
Alexander Hamilton really believed, 
how do people on both the left and 
right get him wrong?  

Salsman: On the left, which to-
day are called “liberals,” they’re actu-
ally advocates of heavy government 
intervention in the economy. And 
they interpret Hamilton as their sup-
porter. On the right say the libertarians 
— some of them lean more anarchist 
—also think he’s a statist. [They] also 
think that Hamilton’s a statist and tend 
to endorse Jeffersonian principles.

I use “liberal” in the classical 
sense, in the Lockean, Montesquieuian 
sense: “liberal” meaning “pro-liberty.” 
And classical liberalism: The term it-
self was required to distinguish from 
modern liberalism. We had to go back 
and say, “Well, no. They were classical 
liberals, and they actually wanted con-
stitutionally limited government. They 
actually wanted a free economy.” 

That’s Hamilton. My theme has 
been that is Hamilton through and 
through. He is not a statist, so he can’t 
be criticized by the right for that nor 
claimed by the left for that. He occu-
pies this position of being a true classi-
cal liberal. He believed in equal rights 
for all. He was against racism and slav-
ery.  

Possibly most important, beyond 
that — the constitutional limitations 
on government. The Anti-Federalists, 
who were largely Jeffersonian, initially 
opposed the forming of a constitution. 
They wanted the 13 states to remain 
separate. Hamilton effectively put the 
“U” in the “USA.” So he’s for consti-
tutionally limited government, as well.  

And lastly, I also talk about po-
litical economy and foreign policy. In 
political economy, he’s pro-capitalist 
in the following sense: He believes all 
sectors of the economy are productive, 
not just agriculture, but also manufac-
turing and finance and trade. 

Whereas the Jeffersonians, liter-
ally, adopting what amounted to phys-
iocracy from France, believed only ag-
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Mixed signals. Some things 
are clear — lower taxes, 
fewer regulations, skilled 

workers, and efficient infrastructure 
lead to economic growth. A robust 
and growing business community 
creates jobs. Vouchers offer oppor-
tunities to low-income students, 
and school choice leads to better 
and more fulfilling educational 
outcomes. Investments 
in education and public 
safety pay off.

Some things aren’t so 
clear, send mixed messag-
es, and confuse North Car-
olinians. We hear there’s 
support for entrepreneurs, 
encouragement for people 
to innovate, opportunities 
to invest, and incentives to 
start businesses.  

But barriers exist.  
Many occupations 

require a license, with 
initial and yearly renewal fees 
along with excessive training and 
experience requirements. A license 
is required for 189 occupations in 
North Carolina. On average, states 
require a license for 43 occupations. 
If allowing people to pursue the oc-
cupation of their choice unleashes 
opportunity, particularly for low-
income jobs, then remove burden-
some licensing requirements.

North Carolina has the largest 
craft brewing industry in the South, 
with 203 breweries and brew pubs. 
An old state law requires a brewery 
to turn the distribution of its beer 
over to a third-party distributor 
once it produces 25,000 barrels in 
a year. As the industry has grown, 
the number of breweries bump-
ing up against this threshold has 
grown. They’re forced to give up 
control of their brand, business, 
and investment as they grow. If 
encouraging new business creates 
jobs and incentivizes entrepreneurs, 
then remove the barrier to growth.

We have the best health care 
in the world but yet struggle to 
keep costs down and ensure ac-
cess. While Washington works to 
fix Obamacare, state leaders have 
rejected Medicaid expansion and 
initiated comprehensive Medicaid 
reforms. North Carolina certificate-
of-need laws prohibit medical 
experts from investing in new and 
innovative medical equipment and 
limit the growth of facilities where 
they’re most needed. If we are to 
ensure low-cost quality care with 
access, particularly in rural areas, 

we need to remove the barriers 
to investments in medical equip-
ment and growth of long term care, 
neo-natal clinics, glaucoma centers, 
ambulatory surgical centers, and 
mental health facilities. Remove 
the onerous application and review 
process. 

North Carolina is the cen-
ter of innovation, research, and 

technology. Research 
and development at our 
universities, investments 
in biotechnology and 
pharmaceuticals, and 
advancements in agricul-
ture have led to venture 
capital investments and 
corporate growth. But the 
process for approval is so 
costly only big companies 
with legal teams, time, 
and resources can afford 
to participate. Little guys 
sometimes have the big-

gest ideas.  
Tax reform has resulted in a 

flat personal tax rate, eliminated 
several taxes altogether, and created 
a simpler system.  But it’s not sim-
pler for all taxpayers. The expan-
sion of the sales tax was intended 
to broaden the base, allowing rates 
to fall. Confusion over how the 
expanded sales tax applies has frus-
trated businesses. Adding further to 
the confusion are mixed messages 
from the Department of Revenue 
when these companies seek advice. 
Are elevators personal or real prop-
erty? Do they owe tax on installa-
tion or only on service contracts, or 
neither or both? Should they collect 
tax on a contract with the police 
department to wash patrol cars 
weekly? Confusion over the expan-
sion of sales tax is a barrier to future 
growth as many of these companies 
are expending resources for legal 
advice, CPAs, and tax experts, 
instead of investing in their com-
panies. If a simple tax system is the 
goal, clean up and clarify the sales 
tax expansion.

Reforms over the past few 
years have led to more jobs, more 
opportunity, and more economic 
growth. Lower taxes, less debt, few-
er regulations, and better invest-
ments in education and infrastruc-
ture have set North Carolina on the 
road to freedom. But the barriers 
send a mixed message. Remove 
them.

Becki Gray is senior vice president 
of the John Locke Foundation.
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Sending mixed message, 
confusing North Carolinians

BECKI
GRAY

Gov. Roy Cooper was talking 
like a libertarian. He probably 
didn’t even realize it.

In his State of theSstate address, 
Cooper talked about many things. He 
discussed his budget plans and House 
Bill 2, and he talked about Macken-
zie Hinson, a 12-year old girl from 
Grantham who founded “Make A 
Difference Food Pantry” in her com-
munity.

Cooper spoke of the state’s 
“resilient spirit” and called Mackenzie 
“remarkable.”

An “inspiration.”
Hurricane Matthew struck coastal 

North Carolina in October and caused, 
according to some estimates, $2 billion 
in damage, as well as 28 deaths. 

The state and federal govern-
ments have committed hundreds of 
millions toward recovery.

Mackenzie committed her valu-
able time and energy.

After the storm, Cooper said, 
Mackenzie and her band of volunteers 
got busy replenishing the pantry and 
offering whatever help they could 
provide.

“Mackenzie and her team were 
not deterred,” Cooper said in his pre-
pared speech. “With the help of busi-
nesses and volunteers, they restocked 
and got to work. After Hurricane Mat-
thew, Make A Difference Food Pantry 
was open for 42 straight days, serving 
6,914 hot meals and distributing food 
boxes and toiletry items to over 8,000 
people in Wayne, Johnston, and Samp-
son counties.”

Mackenzie didn’t wait for the 
government to arrive on its proverbial 
white horse. She and her friends took 
care of all that on their own.

Which is how it’s supposed to 
work.

John Locke argued, as the Cato 
Institute’s David Boaz writes in Liber-
tarianism: A Primer, that we “establish 
government so that we may be secure 
in our lives, liberties, and properties as 
we go about the business of surviving 
and flourishing,”

We can’t do that alone, of course. 
We need a community, whether that’s 
defined as a town, a family, a church, 
or common goals and common beliefs.

Those associations, Boaz writes, 
form the basis for the idea of a civil 
society. The idea that neighbors — and 
communities — will step in to help 
in times of need. The government, or 
state, only impedes this process. 

Many news stories falsely 
reported President Trump wanted 
to cut funding drastically for “Meals 
on Wheels” programs. But, as Walter 
Olson wrote in National Review, the 
meals program gets much of its money 
from the Older Americans Act, and not 
from Community Development Block 
Grants, which, as Reason magazine 
writes, is ripe with cronyism and pork-
barrel spending.

Yet news — whether biased, mis-
guided, or just wrong — travels fast.

The Washington Post reported 
that, according to Meals on Wheels, 
the group has “taken in more than 
$100,000 since the White House an-
nounced plans to eliminate the Com-
munity Development Block Grant 
program on Thursday — compared 
with about $1,000 on a normal day.”

It’s a great irony — a progressive 
governor calling on a young resident 
who exemplifies the best aspects of the 
libertarian spirit.

Cooper, intentionally or 
not, promotes civil society

CJ
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My father was Darth 
Vader. No, that doesn’t 
make me a Jedi Knight. 

My father was also Boss Hogg 
and a range of other bad guys. 
During his nearly two decades 
as principal of North Carolina’s 
largest elementary school, in the 
Mecklenburg County community 
of Matthews, Harold Hood made 
it an annual tradition to ride in 
the town’s parade dressed as a 
popular villain of the day. Bad 
guys were more fun to portray, 
he explained, particu-
larly for the kids in the 
crowd.

I just thought my 
dad was being his usual 
funny self. He liked to 
tell jokes, frequently 
corny, and stories of 
his life, frequently silly 
and self-deprecating. 
As I got older, became 
a supervisor, and then 
a leader of an organiza-
tion myself, I came to 
understand school prin-
cipal Harold Hood had 
been using humor as a manage-
ment tool.

He used it to build rapport 
with his staff, from custodians 
and support staff to veteran teach-
ers. He used it to cut the tension 
in stressful situations with stu-
dents or parents, to nudge teach-
ers genially rather than command 
them gruffly, and to help people 
draw the right conclusions for 
themselves rather than simply 
telling them the answer.

When my dad retired from 
Matthews School in 1992, The 
Charlotte Observer published a 
profile that made it clearer what 
he’d been up to all along. “He’s 
sort of a happy-go-lucky man 
that everyone really likes,” said 
one parent, a local politician. “He 
always knows what’s going on” 
and “is among the most observant 
people I know,” said one of his 
teachers. 

While my father got his ad-
ministrative training in the 1960s, 
when research about school lead-
ership was still in its infancy, his 
instincts and practices track well 
with what scholars now know 
about principal effectiveness. 
Top performers create a com-
pelling and unifying vision for 
their school, gather and consume 
information ravenously, and build 
strong personal relationships with 
the people they lead.

North Carolina is at the early 
stages of a fundamental reinven-
tion of principal preparation. 
Rather than rely on an “opt-in” 
model, in which campuses accept 
pretty much any teacher looking 
to move up to administration, the 
five training programs associated 
with the new North Carolina Alli-
ance for School Leadership Devel-
opment actively recruit prospects 
for principal preparation.

One of them is N.C. State 
University’s Northeast Leadership 

Academy. The nonprofit 
news service Education 
NC recently reported on 
one way this leadership 
academy screens for the 
most-promising train-
ees. When prospects are 
brought to tour a school, 
the academy makes sure 
custodians or other sup-
port staff are in the hall-
ways. Do the prospec-
tive principals think to 
say hello to them or ask 
them questions? Observ-
ers note that. My dad 

would have passed this test and 
immediately grasped its purpose.

Over the past two years, the 
legislature has directed $5 mil-
lion into the NCASLD-facilitated 
training programs. More than 100 
of the trainees will be eligible to 
work in schools within the next 
two years. BEST NC, an alliance 
of business leaders and other 
advocates of education reform, is 
championing the program and ad-
vocating that lawmakers continue 
to fund and nurture it.

By some estimates, about 
a quarter of the entire effect of 
schooling on student learning is 
attributable to school leadership, 
directly or indirectly. Effective 
principals hire, develop, and 
retain the best instructional talent. 
High-performing teachers are un-
likely to stay long where there is 
dismal leadership, particularly in 
high-poverty schools or those in 
desperate need of a turnaround.

My father, Harold Hood, 
passed away in December, just 
before Christmas. Although he en-
joyed playing the villain in the an-
nual parade, he worked hard the 
rest of the year at the heroic task 
of inspiring teachers and students 
to excel. Leadership matters. Let’s 
cultivate it.

John Hood is chairman of the 
John Locke Foundation.
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Cooper is in weaker position School reform requires 
strong leaders

JOHN
HOOD

Courts must rise to 
the challenge

Gov. Roy Cooper gave his first 
State of the State address 
March 13. The longtime leader 

of the North Carolina Senate, Phil 
Berger, gave the Republican response. 
Both men were clear and confident 
in their speeches, which ought to tell 
you something about the current state 
of politics.

While in both cases their con-
fidence flows from their experience, 
their circumstances and political 
needs are strikingly different. Coo-
per has served in state government 
in one capacity or the other since the 
1980s. His State of the State address 
alluded to that past, particularly to 
the 1990s when he served as majority 
leader in the Senate and Republicans 
controlled the House. “We disagreed 
and fought,” the governor recalled, 
but “we found common ground” on a 
variety of issues.

Berger devoted most of his 
remarks to the six years since the 
GOP won control of the General As-
sembly — and contrasted this period 
favorably with the previous era when 
Democrats controlled most of state 
government. Berger said Republicans 
have cut taxes, reduced the regula-
tory burden, funded core services 
while shoring up the state’s reserves, 
and enacted school choice, education 
reforms, and transportation reforms 
based on a familiar principle: “That 

government is best which governs 
least.”

The resulting job creation, eco-
nomic growth, budget surpluses, and 
other advances have been impressive, 
Berger argued, observing “if anyone 
but Republicans had accomplished all 
of this, the press would herald North 
Carolina as a national success story.” 
But that’s not what happened.

Cooper and the Democrats in-
terpret the results of the 2016 election 
as a public rejection of the thesis that 
Republican rule in Raleigh has been 
good for the state. Berger and GOP 
lawmakers respond that their state-
wide margin of victory was far larger 
than Cooper’s slender margin of 
two-tenths of a percentage point over 
Pat McCrory, and that Republicans 
enjoyed other successes in statewide 
and local races.

So far, the governor has made 
some puzzling tactical choices. If his 
goal is to “find common ground,” 
why didn’t he find more positive 
things to say about at least some of 
the policy choices Republicans have 
made? Former Gov. Jim Hunt would 
have — and did, during the same pe-
riod of the 1990s that Cooper praised.

  As a practical matter, Berger is 
in the stronger position. To be success-
ful, Cooper will have to temper his 
confidence with practicality.

Do you keep up with your 
friends and family by typing 
personal letters and dropping 

them in the mailbox? 
Unless you are a stubborn icono-

clast, this question answers itself.. 
Now consider how North Caro-

lina operates its courts. Paper docu-
ments still play a dominant role in fil-
ing, tracking, and adjudicating cases. 
To conduct just everyday transactions, 
interested parties must often journey 
to a physical courthouse with which 
they may be unfamiliar, and then try 
to figure out where to go, whom to 
see, and even where to park.

The mismatch between modern 
technology and traditional court-
houses extends far beyond questions 
of speed and convenience. Services 
once performed almost exclusively by 
licensed local attorneys are now avail-
able in online packages from compet-
ing providers — albeit with varying 
levels of quality. At the same time 
newly minted lawyers are having a 
harder time finding jobs than previ-

ous generations did, more and more 
North Carolinians are choosing to 
represent themselves in court, either 
because they can’t afford an attorney 
or because they don’t think the as-
sistance they would get from counsel 
would be worth the price.

In 2015, Chief Justice Mark 
Martin created the North Carolina 
Commission on the Administration of 
Law and Justice. Its 65 voting com-
missioners and other participants 
have produced a report addressing 
issues of civil justice, criminal justice, 
legal professionalism, technology, and 
public trust and confidence.

Many of the Martin commis-
sion’s recommendations can be imple-
mented largely or entirely by the court 
system itself. Other pieces will require 
significant legislative action.

Legal practice and public expec-
tations are changing in response to 
new technologies, like it or not. North 
Carolina can either adjust its court 
system to that reality, or pay a far 
heavier price in the future.

CJ

CJ
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My paternal grandfather was a farmer in 
Ohio. He raised a variety of crops, but his 
“bread and butter” were hogs. In south-

western Ohio hogs were big business a century ago.  
Farmers like my grandfather drove their hogs from 
outlying farms to the packing houses in the city.

The day my grandfather bought a tractor 
changed the economy of his small farm. The trac-
tor was a technological breakthrough for farmers. 
Tractors could plow many more acres in a day than 
a horse or mule. Plus, they conserved the energy of 
the farmer, who could now ride rather than 
walk and push their way through fields.

As a result, the productivity (output 
per input) of farmers soared. The productiv-
ity of farms jumped an amazing 140 percent 
between 1910 and 1950.This is what technol-
ogy does. It lets us get more from less.

And the farm gains kept coming. 
With the introduction of machinery like 
the combine harvester, techniques such as 
irrigation and pest control, and improved 
knowledge about adapting plants to the 
local environment, farm productivity took 
another 170 percent leap from 1950 to 2010, 
more than doubling the productivity gains in the 
nonfarm economy.

There have been three major economywide 
changes resulting from this revolution in farm 
productivity. One is the need for fewer workers in 
farming. With technology, machinery, and improved 
knowledge about growing continually increasing the 
amount of output each farmer could achieve, mil-
lions of workers left farms in the 20th century.   

This movement of workers off the farm in the 
first decades of the past century was an important fac-
tor behind the development of new industries in the 
nation. Ex-farmers moving to cities built and operated 
the factories of the growing manufacturing sector.  

The second change has been urbanization. The 
increase in farm productivity and the decline in the 
number of farm workers dramatically changed where 
people lived. In 1900 more than a third of people still 
lived on farms, and as late as 1980 the majority of 
North Carolina’s population resided in rural areas. 
Today North Carolina is a majority-urban state.

Last, gains in farm productivity have directly 
led to the increased affordability of food. A century 

ago the average household spent over one-fourth of 
its disposable income on food.  Today food spending 
— both at home and in restaurants — requires only 9 
percent of the typical household’s total budget.  

Are the productivity gains in farming over? 
Hardly. Experts see new technologies being adopted 
on the farm that will make the advances of a few 
decades ago seem quaint.

Crop sensors and livestock biometrics are giv-
ing farmers access to a wealth of real-time data telling 
them the precise condition of their animals and crops. 

Treatments and applications will be precise 
in amount and timeliness. This both saves 
money and improves production.

Farm equipment is also being taken 
to a new level. A longtime problem with 
tractors is the compacting of soil caused by 
their heavy tires. New tractor tire technol-
ogy is being implemented to reduce this 
issue. Environmentally friendly farm ma-
chinery engines are being manufactured. 
Agricultural robots — “agbots” — may 
soon be coming to farms.

As data and information become in-
creasingly available to farmers, the need to 

access and analyze the data becomes more important. 
New internet access for remote rural areas is being 
perfected, as are “agricultural apps” to allow farmers 
to apply sophisticated decision-making techniques to 
the data.

Other technologies are on the way in customized 
seeding, drought-resistant crops, and environmentally 
friendly and cost-efficient pest control. The technology 
revolution in farming started 100 years ago continues 
to push farm productivity to new heights.

The late Nobel Prize-winning economist James 
Buchanan titled his memoirs, Better Than Plowing. 
Growing up on a farm in Tennessee in the early 
1900s, he experienced the extraordinarily hard work 
involved in farming, just as my grandfather did. 
Farming is still hard, but technology has made it bet-
ter and definitely more productive.

So is farming a high-tech industry? Some say it 
was actually the first high-tech industry. 

Michael Walden is a William Neal Reynolds Distin-
guished Professor at North Carolina State University. He 
does not speak for the university.

Is farming a high-tech industry?

MICHAEL
WALDEN

CJ

Bill could give distilleries 
shot they need to become 
real economic players

MEDIA MANGLE

Senate Bill 155 and House Bill 460 would, 
among many other things, allow restaurants 
to sell alcohol before noon on Sundays.
That’s good news for restaurants, but only 

those open for Sunday brunch and only those 
with a permit to sell alcohol.

Many media outlets 
reporting about the bill have 
grabbed onto this provision, 
although why isn’t exactly 
clear. The summary of the 
“brunch bill” focuses on this 
particular aspect, so maybe 
some reporters have failed to 
read it all the way through. Or 
even beyond the first page.

Restaurants would bene-
fit should this bill become law, 
but so would big distillers.

So would the smaller 
operations that dot the state. 
Current law lets them sell only one bottle per year 
at the distillery to people who take tours. The 
measures would allow sales of five bottles per 
person. 

It would allow people such as Jordan Keiper 
of The Tavern in Old Salem, in Winston-Salem, to 
showcase North Carolina spirits. His drink menu 
highlights the state’s great spirits, and he rarely 
misses a chance to promote them. He hosts a regu-
lar podcast, “Sipping NC: The Art of the Drink,” 
featuring North Carolina distillers and their rums, 
whiskeys, gins, liqueurs, and vodkas.

Keiper is proud to feature Tar Heel brands, 
including the tantalizing sweetness of Kill Devil 
Rum from Outer Banks Distilling and the beauti-
ful, oaky bite of Great Wagon Road’s Rua.

North Carolina was once a premier state for 
liquor, and it will be again, he says.

People should know that, and Keiper’s do-
ing his darned best to tell them, showcasing state 
brands to people from all over the country and, 
for that matter, the world.

The podcast, a means of teaching people 
about North Carolina spirits, came in part because 
Keiper was angered and frustrated by the way the 
state Alcholic Beverage Control Commission was 
promoting — or failing to promote — N.C spirits. 
The state, he says, even tried to temper his enthu-
siasm, asking him to slow it down a bit.

“Why would I slow down in promoting our 
state?”

The podcast, he says, helps teach people 
about the process.

“To let distillers tell their story.”
The bills also clear the way for distillers to 

offer tastings at ABC stores, festivals, and other 
events. That’s significant, says Keiper. State laws, 
he says, handcuff distilleries in relation to rules for 
breweries and wineries, which in their own way 
too are limiting and arcane.

The law would free up at least one meta-
phorical arm.

“There’s really no chance for distillers to get 
[their] product in people’s hands. But to taste and 
show why I should buy [N.C.] products is really 
going to be a difference [aker.”                                                

Managing Editor John Trump is the author of 
Still and Barrel: Craft Spirits in the Old North 
State (Blair, 2017).

JOHN
TRUMP
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Bring up chicken, and the clichés 
and idioms come immediately. 
Combine in one sentence chicken 

and government, and prepare for your 
mind to be blown.

“Which came 
first, the chicken or 
the overreaching 
lawmaker?”

“Winner 
winner chicken-
subsidy dinner.”

“Don’t count 
all your chickens 
until the govern-
ment takes its 
share.”

“Why did the 
chicken cross the 
road? Because he 
was called to Fayetteville, don’t you 
know?”

To the Fayetteville Fried Chicken 
Festival, which could, starting next 
year, become the annual Official Fried 
Chicken Festival of the State of North 
Carolina.

A brood of lawmakers Feb. 15 
signed on and submitted House Bill 
96, which officially adopted the afore-
mentioned soiree, to be “held the third 

weekend of May of every year … as 
the official fried chicken festival of the 
State of North Carolina.”

As if we don’t have enough on 
Jones Street to worry about.

The bill mentions North Caro-
lina’s poultry industry, which, it says, 
has an economic impact of more 
than $36 billion and produces more 
than 126,000 jobs. It talks about fried 
chicken as a Southern staple and about 
bringing together farmers, chefs, and 
the like.

The idea is seemingly benign 
and brought with good intentions. But 
there’s still some pink in the middle.

The idea, says a recent story in 
the News & Observer, was taken to the 
General Assembly by a Fayetteville 
resident who thought it might be a 
good idea for a fundraiser and, after 
all, the state had no such official event.

So lawmakers jumped straight 
into the grease.

Fayetteville already hosts the 
popular Dogwood and International 
Folk fests, and, the N&O story says, 
large poultry plants are nearby.

Thing is, tiny nearby Rose Hill 
already has the North Carolina Poultry 
Jubilee, and, as the festival website 

says, the town of about 1,600 is “home 
of the ‘World’s Largest Frying Pan,’ 
and headquarters for House of Ra-
eford Farms, one of the nation’s largest 
poultry companies.”

The proposed “official” fried 
chicken festival gave the townspeople 
of Rose Hill something to chew on, 
and it mostly tasted of dry bird and 
spongy cartilage.

North Carolina lawmakers have 
had similar issues, maybe most nota-
bly a controversy over the state’s most 
iconic of recipes — barbecue.

A legislative move several years 
ago would have designated the Lex-
ington Barbecue Festival the official 
such festival of North Carolina. The 
plan riled some eastern North Caro-
lina pit masters, who will forever say 
their peppery, vinegar-based cue is 
far superior to the red vinegar sauce 
in the west. Legislators, in turn, made 
the Lexington party the “Official Food 
Festival of the Piedmont Triad Region 
of the State of North Carolina.”

Feelings were saved.
North Carolina agriculture, the 

state ag department says, contributes 
$84 billion to the state’s economy. 
We’re the top producer of sweet pota-

toes in the U.S. and, despite it all, are 
still the top producer of tobacco in the 
country.

We grow wheat, corn, grapes, 
strawberries, blueberries, watermelon, 
sorghum, soybeans, cotton, and pea-
nuts. We raise hogs, cattle, turkeys, 
and, yes, chickens, who also lay eggs, 
which we eat, too. North Carolina’s 
great bounty fuels and powers a num-
ber of businesses and entrepreneurial 
ventures. The state’s unquenchable 
thirst for craft beer, for instance, is 
sparking a push to grow barley, and 
North Carolina distillers emphasize 
their commitment to local corn, wheat, 
and, in the case of Covington Vodka, 
sweet potatoes.

Excuse the phraseology, but fes-
tivals and events should grow organi-
cally and prosper according to market 
forces and people’s tastes. The thought 
of an official fried chicken festival 
is a happy idea for sure, and the ag 
department may have a role here, but 
lawmakers need to keep their hands 
off the deep fryer. Leave that to the 
cooks.

John Trump is managing editor of 
Carolina Journal.

Everyone seems to be talking about 
fake news these days. Enabled by 
social media, its originators deal 

in hoaxes and disinformation. The ob-
jectives vary, with some wishing merely 
to sow confusion, others attempting 
to influence behavior. The intention is 
always, however, to mislead.  

Fake news is 
old. Benjamin 
Franklin created 
a fictional story 
about Indian tribes 
sending scalps of 
colonists as a gift 
to George III in 
order to drum up 
hostility against 
the British. But it 
seems particularly 
prevalent in recent 
decades. Take, for 
example, Bill Clinton’s “I did not have 
sexual relations with that woman” 
and Barack Obama’s “if you like your 
health care plan, you can keep it.” Don-
ald Trump creates a great deal of fake 
news as demonstrated by statements 
such as “one of the biggest Electoral 
College landslides in history.” These are 
all essentially lies. They become news 
because they emanate from presidents’ 
lips.

Fortunately, fake news is easy to 
refute. It is demonstrably false. This 
may not prevent it from shaping public 
attitudes, unfortunately, but a concerted 

effort can correct it. This is the goal of 
fact-checking organizations like Politi-
Fact and FactCheck.org, whose rectifica-
tions are picked up in the mainstream 
media. The scourge is also, of course, 
combated by diverse politics sustained 
by a truly free press, competitive par-
ties, and separated government powers.

The whole brouhaha over fake news 
got me thinking about this remarkable 
moment in American history. I find it 
particularly interesting people suggest 
George Orwell’s 1984 is a parable for 
today. The novel tells the story of “Big 
Brother,” who subjects the fictional 
country of Oceania to constant state 
surveillance and total thought con-
trol. Trump’s opponents presumably 
believe he heads a massive government 
effort to peak into everyone’s homes 
and monopolize the dissemination of 
information. He might be aggressively 
deploying Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement agents, but Obama did, 
too — to the tune of 340,000 deporta-
tions annually. The former president 
established a huge regulatory appara-
tus — built from existing agencies like 
the IRS, Department of Education, and 
Environmental Protection Agency and 
new ones such as the Federal Insur-
ance Office and Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau — to scrutinize and 
threaten businesses, schools, churches, 
and nonprofits. Obama renewed the 
Patriot Act and reauthorized mass 
surveillance by the NSA. His adminis-

tration’s restrictions led many to believe 
it was the most antagonistic to the press 
in history. Much of the 1984 analogy is 
based on the media’s belief that Trump 
wants to muzzle them when, at least to 
this point, he is Obama-lite and is really 
just skillfully discrediting them in front 
of a receptive audience.

It is when we move away from 
simple assertions of fact to questions 
regarding necessarily more ambigu-
ous interpretations of the world that 
open and free societies like the United 
States face greater challenges, That’s 
why I think another of Orwell’s nov-
els provides a better allegory of what 
America might be morphing into. 
Animal Farm describes how a pig called 
Napoleon controls the flow of infor-
mation and manipulates perceptions 
to brainwash the animals who live 
there. The approach is subtler than Big 
Brother. Napoleon doesn’t create fake 
news but rather spins the interpretation 
of obvious facts in contorted ways. The 
other animals are free to see everything 
and indeed speak their minds but are 
slowly convinced their view of the 
world is inaccurate and immoral. In a 
crusade for an absolute truth, Napo-
leon doesn’t present “alternative facts” 
but, through his zeal and skill, creates 
a whole new universal understanding 
of reality. After a few years, his vision 
prevails. He owns the truth and, unable 
to oppose him any longer, all the other 
animals see things his way.

Many in positions of power in 
America today seem to want you to 
believe all the facts of our complicated 
world fit snugly into their view of it. 
They aspire to govern like Napoleon, 
knowing that the American people and 
Constitution prevent them from becom-
ing Big Brother.  Perhaps Trump is 
among their number but, if so, he’s not 
alone. Numerous leaders in the media, 
Hollywood, and academia view the 
quite unpopular and sometimes reviled 
new president as an opportunity to 
establish their vision of the world — a 
rigidly multicultural society run by 
a technocratic class that emphasizes 
equality over liberty — as the “truth.” 
They portray his administration as a 
purveyor of racism and misogyny, a 
barbarian nationalism, and “robber 
baron” capitalism, an interpretation 
that stretches tremendously but does 
not irrefutably contradict the facts.

A section of the cultural elite is ma-
nipulating information, shaping social 
norms, and exerting subtle pressures to 
mold public attitudes. In fact, compared 
to his enemies, Trump comes off as an 
amateur, impetuously tweeting out fibs 
and challenging trivial facts, dealing 
in bits of fake news. Is it him that’s in 
control?    

Andy Taylor is a professor of politi-
cal science at the School of International 
and Public Affairs at N.C. State Univer-
sity. He does not speak for the university.
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The idea of ‘fake news’ is really nothing new
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Which came first, the chicken or the government overreach? 
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65 points in 10 games this year!”
The letter urges booster clubs to 

contact their favorite legislators in other 
ACC states: Georgia, Florida, Kentucky, 
Illinois, Massachusetts, New York, 
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, and Vir-
ginia. “If you want your teams to get an 
edge against that wily Coach K and his 
team, tell your legislators to start draft-
ing their own versions of H.B. 2.,” ac-
cording to the letter. “You won’t regret 
it. We promise.”

An attachment features draft lan-
guage that resembles H.B. 2. A separate 
attachment features a clipping of the 
N&O editorial.

The Rams Club letter stands in 
contrast to UNC-Chapel Hill men’s bas-
ketball coach Roy Williams’ comments 
about H.B. 2. Williams has called the 
law “stupid” and has supported efforts 
to repeal the measure.

The source who provided the let-
ter to CJ by email also shared concerns. 
Labeling himself only as a “longtime 
Rams Club member,” he included 
the following comments along with 
the document: “I’m not sure which is 
worse: that these chuckleheads actually 
think this would work, or that they be-
lieve anything they read on the N&O’s 
editorial page. It’s almost as if they’re 
trying to write a parody.”

Requests for comment from the 
Rams Club or the UNC-Chapel Hill 
athletics department were not an-
swered.
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Citing Duke loss, Rams Club wants H.B. 2 expanded (a CJ parody)
BY RAM A. SEES
Sports Correspondent

CHAPEL HILL

Some UNC-Chapel Hill boosters 
think they have found a surefire 
way to return the Tar Heel men’s 

basketball team to dominance among 
its Triangle competitors. They’re urg-
ing boosters in other Atlantic Coast 
Conference states to push for laws re-
sembling House Bill 2, Carolina Jour-
nal has learned.

“Want to beat Duke? Have we 
got a great strategy for you,” reads 
a letter CJ obtained from an undis-
closed source. “One of our state’s 
largest newspapers just told us that 
Coach K and his dreaded Blue Dev-
ils lost their NCAA tournament game 
because of House Bill 2. It must be 
true. It was in the paper!”

The anonymous letter, writ-
ten on letterhead from UNC-Chapel 
Hill’s Rams Club booster group, goes 
on to explain the history of H.B. 2. The 
law, passed in March 2016, prohibits 
local governments from passing anti-
discrimination ordinances that devi-
ate from new statewide standards set 
by the N.C. General Assembly. It ef-
fectively invalidated a Charlotte ordi-
nance allowing transgender people to 
use bathrooms, showers, and chang-
ing rooms of the gender with which 
they identify. 

H.B. 2 was entangled in contro-
versy since its passage, leading to its 

repeal in late March. The NBA pulled 
its All-Star Game from Charlotte be-
cause of H.B. 2. Some entertainers have 
refused to perform in North Carolina, 
citing the law.

But a March 21 editorial in Ra-
leigh’s News & Observer went so far as 
to suggest that H.B. 2 cost Duke Uni-
versity and Coach Mike Krzyzewski a 
chance to advance to the NCAA tourna-
ment’s Sweet 16. Duke lost its second-
round game to South Carolina, 88-81. 

The game was played in Green-

ville, S.C., rather than its originally 
scheduled location of Greensboro. The 
NCAA moved the game out of North 
Carolina because of concerns about the 
impact of H.B. 2.

“We never realized that a law 
passed in Raleigh could stop Duke’s 
players from making jump shots or 
playing defense,” according to the Rams 
Club letter. “But how else can you ex-
plain South Carolina scoring 65 points 
in the second half against the Dookies? 
Those ACC-leaving bozos didn’t score 

Moral Monday protesters were bused from North Carolina to Richmond, Virginia, 
to urge the state legislature to pass a law similar to House Bill 2. (CJ spoof photo)
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