
Voters in North Carolina 
will finally get the oppor-
tunity to decide if photo 
ID will be required at the 
polls. The proposed state 
constitutional amendment, 
along with five others, 
will be included on the 
November mid-term elec-
tion ballots. 

The right to hunt and fish 
was the first amendment 
to be approved by law-
makers for the November 
ballot. The other four are 
victim’s rights (Marsy’s 
Law), reforms to judicial 
vacancies, reforms to the 
State Board of Ethics and 
Elections Enforcement, 
and a 7 percent income tax 
cap. The amendments on 
the ballot will appear in the 
order they were approved 
by lawmakers, making the 
right to hunt and fish first, 

while voter ID will appear 
last. 

Commenting on the 
disappointment of the 
House moving the origi-
nal income tax cap from 
5.5 percent to 7 percent, 

Civitas President Donald 
Bryson noted, “Once the 
voters see that the sky has 
not fallen like the progres-
sive education establish-
ment said it would, then 
perhaps we can revisit this 

issue again at a later 
date.” In recent years, 
many North Carolinians 
paid a state income tax 
rate of over 8 percent 
when Mike Easley and 
Bev Perdue were in the 
governor’s mansion. 
North Carolina failed to 
match Georgia’s con-
stitutional state income 
tax cap of 6 percent that 
was overwhelmingly 
approved by voters in 

2014. 
Civitas polling showed 

strong support for a voter 
ID (69 percent) and the 
tax cap amendment (66 
percent), when it was 
polled at the 5.5 percent 
cap instead of the new 7 
percent. The change in the 
percentage was altered late 
in the legislative approval 
process by the House in 
June, pushing the Senate to 
concede to the higher cap. 

 A constitutional guar-
antee for the right to hunt 
and fish polled strongly 
with 72 percent support 
from North Carolinians. 
Twenty-two states now 
have constitutional pro-

tections for the right to 
hunt and fish and it has 
never been voted down in 
any state when placed on a 
ballot. North Carolina and 
Florida are the only states 
in the Southeast without 
this protection enshrined 
in their state constitutions.  

The amendment that 
reforms the State Board 
of Ethics and Elections 
Enforcement would give 
appointment power to the 
state legislature instead of 
the governor. The amend-
ment concerning judicial 
vacancies implements a 
change to how judges are 
appointed if they resign, 
retire, or are forced out 
before their term expires. 
The amendment would 
shift some power away 
from the governor, towards 
a non-partisan commis-
sion, and ultimately state 
lawmakers. The commis-
sion would send a list of 
replacements to lawmak-
ers, who would then nar-
row down the choice to 
two judicial candidates. 
The governor would then 
pick one replacement. The 
amendment does not make 
any changes to the judicial 
election process in North 
Carolina.

Amendment Mania Coming to
North Carolina Ballot; Includes Voter ID
BY RAY NOTHSTINE
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BY CIVITAS STAFF

BY SUSAN MYRICK

DEFYING THE LAW
GOV. COOPER SEEKS TO EXPAND FAILED MEDICAID PROGRAM

Civitas Action Updated for 2017 NCGA

The tone for the Cooper 
administration may have been 
set just a few days after Roy 
Cooper’s midnight swearing-
in when he said he wanted 
to expand the already over-
crowded Medicaid program. 
And he claimed he could do 
so by executive order, bypassing 
state law.

Moreover, the new governor’s 
plan would put jobs at risk, bill 
taxpayers for $600 million, make 
health care worse for the very 
people Medicaid is supposed 
to help, and embroil the state 
in more courtroom squabbles.

“Just days into his term as 
governor, Roy Cooper already 
intends to violate his oath of 
office with a brazenly illegal 
attempt to force a massive, 
budget-busting Obamacare 
expansion on North Carolina 
taxpayers,” Senate leader Phil 
Berger (R-Rockingham) replied. 

“Cooper is three strikes and 
out on his attempt to break 
state law. He does not have the 
authority to unilaterally expand 
Obamacare, his administration 
cannot take steps to increase 
Medicaid eligibility, and our 
Constitution does not allow 

him to spend billions of state tax 
dollars we don’t have to expand 
Obamacare without legislative 
approval,” Berger added. 

He and House Speaker Tom 

Moore sent a letter to the 
federal Centers for Medicare 
& Medicaid Services asking 
the agency to deny Cooper’s 
request.

In mid-January, U.S. District 
Judge Louise Flanagan issued 
a temporary restraining order 

Civitas Action (at www.
civitasaction.org) has been 
producing its annual legislative 
ranking since the 2008 legislative 
session.

The ranking analyzes each 
member’s vote on important 
legislation to better decipher 
his or her ideological stance 
on the issues. 

In an effort to continue to 
improve the Civitas Action 
experience, we have added two 
new pages to the website ahead 
of the 2017 session. 

Now users can, at a glance, 
see how their legislators have 
voted on key legislation during 
their time at the North Carolina 
General Assembly. Legislators’ 
lifetime scores are now on one 
page. The second new page on 
Civitas Action allows users to 
see how legislators voted on a 
selected bill as a group. 

Civitas Action’s legislative 
ranking website has been updated 

in other ways and is now ready 
for the 2017 legislative session. 
Civitas Action added nearly 30 
new legislators to the website. 
While the Civitas Action website 
was updated in 2016 to offer a 
more user-friendly experience, 
at the time we also began to 
track legislative votes as soon as 
possible after the vote occurred. 

The updates provide a final 
overview of the election results. 
As is always the case, incumbents 
held the clear advantage in the 
recent November election. In 
the 120-member state House, 
97 incumbents won re-election. 
Nonetheless, there will be new 
legislators voting on bills this  
session.

The election resulted in a net 
loss of one Republican in the 
state House. 

• Twelve Republican candidates 
won open seats left by Republican 
representatives retiring or otherwise 
moving on.

• Four Democrats won open 
seats left by Democrats. One of 
the open seats had been held by 
Rep. Paul Luebke (D-Durham), a 
veteran legislator who passed away 
a week before Election Day. His 
name appeared on the ballot and 
he garnered 73.9 percent of the 
vote; his challenger, Republican 
Elissa Fuchs, received 26.2 
percent. The Democrat Party 
has chosen Philip Lehman to 
serve out Luebke’s term.

• Three Democrats beat Republican 
incumbents, compared to two 
Republicans beating Democrat 
incumbents.

• One Republican won a seat 
left open by a Democrat and 
one Democrat took a seat left 
by a Republican not seeking 
reelection.

On the Senate side, 44 incumbents 
won reelection and the GOP 
had a net gain of one seat.

• One Republican beat a 
Democrat incumbent.

• Four Republicans won open 
seats vacated by Republicans and 
one Democrat won an open 
seat that had been held by a 
Democrat.

In addition, new Gov. Roy 
Cooper has selected two sitting 
legislators to serve in his cabinet, 
resulting in two open seats in the 
House that will be filled by the 
Democrat Party. Susi Hamilton 
(D-New Hanover) was picked 
as the new Secretary of Natural 
and Cultural Resources and Larry 
Hall (D-Durham) to head the 
Department of Military and 
Veterans Affairs. 

The Civitas Action Conservative 
Effectiveness Ranking is the only 
rating system in North Carolina 
that allows the citizens of North 
Carolina to gauge how their 
state legislator actually votes 
on important bills, and offers 
a score to better determine the 
member’s overall ideological 
stance on the pivotal issues.

to block the move to expand 
Medicaid. But lawyers for state 
and federal health bureaucracies 
immediately asked the judge to 
lift the order. Whatever happens 

with that, observers expect the 
legal tussles to continue.

State law and Medicaid
A 2013 North Carolina law 

states: “No department, agency, 
or institution of this State shall 
attempt to expand the Medicaid 

eligibility standards provided in 
S.L. 2011-145, as amended, or 
elsewhere in State law, unless 
directed to do so by the General 
Assembly.”

Moreover, according to a 2015 
law, “The General Assembly 
shall determine the eligibility 
categories and income thresholds 
for the Medicaid and N.C. 
Health Choice programs.”

Finally, a law passed last year 
says the state Department of 

Health and Human Services 
will administer Medicaid.

Berger and Moore also 
observed that the state 
Constitution reserves spending 
power to the General Assembly, 
and the expansion of Medicaid 
here would cost at least $600 
million annually. In other 
words, they asserted, Cooper 
is implicitly asking for the state 
to spend money, but only the 
legislature can approve such 
spending.

Cooper’s office said, however, 
the state laws infringe on his 
powers as chief executive and 
don’t apply to his draft plan. 

Flawed program
In addition, the expansion 

would spend hundreds of 
millions to merely add mostly 
able-bodied adults to a welfare 
program that is already on the 
brink of failure.

First of all, this controversy has 
helped to explode another myth: 
If North Carolina turns down 
Medicaid expansion, the federal 
funds involved will instead go 
to another state. Cooper himself 

The state Senate opened with its usual pomp in January, but already Gov. 
Cooper	and	legisla ve	leaders	had	already	clashed	over	Medicaid	expansion.

Cooper’s Tax Hike History, p. 8

Polling in the Trump Era, p. 11
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Amendment mania has 
arrived. Citizens across 
North Carolina will have 
a chance to vote on six 
constitutional amendments 
during November’s mid-
term elections. Voter ID, 
capping the state income 
tax at 7 percent, and pro-
tecting the right to hunt 
and fish are all fairly self-
explanatory. Some voters 
may need to dig a little 
deeper to make up their 
minds on the other three 
amendments. 

Civitas has offered 
a lot of commentary on 

the tax cap and how it 
can help allow citizens to 
keep more of their earn-
ings, despite who holds 
power in Raleigh. It also 
can work to check state 
spending and help North 
Carolina continue down 
the path of saving and 
investing for legitimate 
future needs. One of the 
biggest problems we see in 
our nation today, particu-
larly at the federal level, is 
we have governments and 
even unelected bureau-
cracies that have strayed 
too far from our founding 

documents and principles. 
This has not only pushed 
our federal debt over $21 
trillion, but also created 
unsustainable government 
dependency amongst large 
segments of our popula-
tion. 

Some of the content for 
this issue covers voter ID 
and the tax cap, but there 
is of course tons more con-
tent and coverage of the 
amendments at our web-
site. A new name for many 
of you is Leah Byers. She 
is working for Civitas as a 
budget and tax policy fel-

low. Byers has contributed 
an important piece on Gov. 
Roy Cooper’s admiration 
for tax increases over his 
long political career. There 
is a perception among 
some that Gov. Cooper is 
a middle of the road or 
moderate politician, par-
ticularly when it comes to 
economic policy. At the 
very least, I think Byers 
sheds more light on his 
goals for North Carolina 
with her comprehensive 
overview of his tax policy. 

Civitas, of course spends 
a lot of time and resourc-

es on polling for a num-
ber of reasons. It helps 
drive reform at the state 
level, and informs North 
Carolinians on what voters 
value. Adam Geller, found-
er and CEO of the polling 
firm, National Research 
Inc., offers guest com-
mentary on insights and 
challenges in the world of 
political polling today. 

Thank you for your 
support and dedication to 
helping secure freedoms 
for North Carolinians now 
and in the future.

FROM THE EDITOR

2

All contents may be 
reproduced  if used in context 

and if credit is given to the 
Civitas Institute.
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Three Fresh Reminders of Government’s Limits

F
ro

m
 t

h
e 

E
d
it

o
r

The big headlines tell 
us that governments 
from Raleigh to 
Washington, D.C., 
are revving up plans to 
do more stuff. But the 
small headlines remind 
us government is 
seldom able to do stuff 
cheaply, competently, 
or even honestly.

NC Medicaid audit
Speaking of flagrant 

incompetence in handling the 
basic details of a government 
program, a recent state auditor’s 
report blasted Medicaid here.

The reported sampled 10 
counties, including the biggest, 
to see how well they processed 
Medicaid applications. The 
report concluded most of the 
counties failed to do a good job 
of processing the applications 
accurately and quickly, and that 
the state Department of Health 
and Human Services didn’t do 
enough to help.

The worst results were:

• Guilford County made 
mistakes in 18.8 percent of 
new applications;

• Wake County handled new 
applications too slowly 26 percent 
of the time;

• Mecklenburg County made 

mistakes 23.2 percent of the time 
when people were reapplying; and

• Guilford County handled 
reapplications too slowly 12.4 
percent of the time.

Though that’s a sample, as you 
see the worst problems affect the 
biggest counties. Who knows 
how bad things are in the 90 
other counties? The program is so 
messed up it may be impossible 
to sort out the situation for the 
whole state. Worst of all, these 
kinds of Medicaid snafus have 
persisted for years in North 
Carolina.

What do we learn from this? 
First of all, liberals claim to 
know that a huge number of 
North Carolinians are eligible 
for Medicaid. But county and 
state governments that actually 
handle the program can’t even 
figure that out properly, including 
for people already enrolled. So 
how anyone else?

Second, new Gov. Roy 
Cooper has called for a massive 
expansion of Medicaid. That’s 
right: Government can’t even 

properly care for the program 
as it is. Yet the governor and 
his allies want to add, oh, a half 
million people to the rolls. 

Student loan stats
Take the seemingly simple 

task of revealing how many 
former college students are 
actually paying back their 
student loans. In January, the 
U.S. Department of Education 
claimed a “coding error” had 
caused a website to grossly inflate 
the loans’ repayment rate.

The statistic at collegescorecard.
ed.gov reports the percentage of 
borrowers who have not defaulted 
and have repaid at least $1 of 
their loan principal.

Note: That isn’t about young 
people who are paying off their 
loans in jig time. This is about 
the very low benchmark of people 
who haven’t actually defaulted, 
and have paid – let me underline 
this – just one measly dollar on 
the principal to be counted as 
“paying off ” their loans.

News reports pointed out 
that until January the site had 
overestimated these repayment 
rates by up to 20 percentage points. 
When corrected, the three-year 
repayment rate dropped from 
61 percent to 41 percent, for 
instance. Rates improved slightly 
at longer terms. But for the typical 
college, fewer than half of its 
former students who avoided 
defaulting paid even $1 toward 
their principal loan balances 
three years and five years after 
leaving school.

What makes this even worse, 

according to The Wall Street 
Journal, is that the federal 
government used the original 
stats to load onerous regulations 
on for-profit institutions because 
such schools had repayment rates 

under 50 percent. The new figures, 
however, show plenty of public 
and private colleges have the 
same dismal performance.

Yet, as news accounts showed, 
the correction of the figures was 
announced on the final Friday 

of the Obama administration, 
when the attention of the nation 
was focused elsewhere. What a 
coincidence, huh?

‘Bullet train’ cost overruns
Elsewhere in this issue, 

Civitas’ Brian Balfour reviews 
why people likely will avoid 
a proposed Durham-Orange 
County light-rail line. Another 
timely news story underlines a 
key element of transit projects: 
They almost always overshoot 
their cost estimates.

California is proposing a 
“bullet train” to go from San 
Francisco to Los Angeles. But 
the Los Angeles Times recently 
uncovered a secret federal report 
that concluded the project might 

cost taxpayers 50 percent more 
than the original estimates — 
$3.6 billion more. And, the paper 
reported, that’s just for the easiest 
part of the route, through the 
state’s Central Valley.

Moreover, that section was 

supposed to be finished this year. 
But, surprise, the confidential 
federal report said that section 
of tracks may not be finished 
until 2024. 

That’s right, the easiest part of 
the project may be 50 percent 
more expensive than expected, 
and will be at least seven or so 
years late.

Remember, these three examples 
aren’t about landing on the moon 
or curing cancer. They are about 
government endeavors that are 
failing at the most ordinary tasks: 
figuring out who is eligible for a 
government program, how many 
students are paying back their 
student loans, and building basic 
infrastructure on time and on 
budget.

This edition of NC Capitol 
Connection could be filled with 
similar stories, but you get the 
idea. Government just isn’t very 
good at even the most basic tasks 
it sets for itself. Remember that 
when politicians start yammering 
about all the wonderful things 
they’re going to do.

BY JAMES TYNEN
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“Worst of all, these kinds of 
Medicaid snafus have persisted for 

years in North Carolina.”
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Our prominent state 
newspapers are sounding 
alarms against Voter ID 
legislation and anyone try-
ing to prevent voter fraud. 
In a June 7 editorial, editors 
at the Charlotte Observer 
described a proposed photo 
ID requirement for voters 
as “craven, political, mis-
leading, and ineffective.” 
They also accused NC 
House Speaker Tim Moore 
of offering “the same lame 
justifications [for voter 
ID laws] that have been 
exposed as flimsy before.”

That four damning labels 
for one law were in play 
before “lame justifications” 
showed up suggests that 
someone checked a thesau-
rus before lobbing a draft 
essay into review. Every 
newsroom has a Sultan of 

Synonym. He 
or she could 
have consulted 
with colleagues 
to call argu-
ments for photo 
IDs “poor,” 
“misguided,” or 
“discredited.” 
Instead, editors 
dismissed the 
photo ID idea as 
“lame,” because 
that adjective 
signifies con-
tempt. Anything 
“lame” does not 
deserve a place 
on the 2018 bal-
lot.

Republicans 
usually endorse 
voter ID laws. 
The study con-
firming that also found that 
Democrat support for Voter 
ID legislation depends less 
on principle than on politi-
cal calculation, and so 
flickers like firefly light.

One major party fears 
voter fraud, and the other 
fears voter suppression. 
Observing this dynamic, an 
article in City Journal noted 
that among Democrats, 
“Voter suppression is said 
to occur at virtually every 
level of the political sys-
tem, from the failure of 
some states to establish 
early voting to the makeup 
of the Electoral College.” 
This point of view stacks 
the deck against Voter ID 
laws because Democrats 
assume that voter fraud is 
nonexistent and voter sup-
pression is self-evident. 
Thinking those things lifts 

the burden of proof on 
both ends, and places it 
squarely on the shoulders 
of non-Democrats.

What you make of the 
fact that 70  percent of 
same-day registrants in 
New Hampshire used an 
out-of-state photo ID to vote 
in the presidential election 
of 2016 probably depends 
on your party affiliation, 
as does your reaction to 
an effort to make 16 the 
voting age in Michigan. 
When President Trump 
disbanded the Presidential 
Commission on Election 
Integrity (aka the “Voter 
Fraud Commission”), it 
wasn’t for lack of work, 
but because he’d decided 
that “endless legal bat-
tles” at taxpayer expense 
weren’t worth the cost of 
muscling in on the way 
states run elections within 

their borders.
The Heritage Foundation 

tracks voter fraud cases 
state by state on its web-
site. North Carolina entries 
there are slim but instruc-
tive. Local progressives 
point to an audit done by 
the State Board of Elections 
after the 2016 election, 
which found that there 
were only 508 ineligible 
votes cast out of a total 
of almost 4.8 million. Go 
back a bit further, and you 
might note a WTVD story 
that “more than 35,000 
people may have double 
voted by casting ballots in 
North Carolina and another 
state” in 2012.

Newspapers that 
are leading the charge 
against photo ID chal-
lenge Republican law-
makers with Twitter-level 
arguments. In the edito-

rial mentioned above, they 
suggested that if Rep. John 
Sauls had any integrity, he 
would worry more about 
“Russian hacking” than 
about “someone showing 
up at the polls illegitimate-
ly.” That allusion to nation-
al controversy looks even 
more ham-fisted now that 
we know that Democrat 
consternation over Russian 
hacking is oh-so-carefully 
calibrated.

In response to the objec-
tion that people already 
show photo IDs even for 
trivial matters, the editors 
wrote that “voting, unlike 
driving or buying strong 
narcotic cough medi-
cine, is a constitutional 
right,” whereas “the oth-
ers are privileges.” They 
also went on to assert that 
“Americans should not 

(Continued on page 9)
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Last March, protestors 
at Middlebury College in 
Vermont sent professor 
Allison Stanger to the hos-
pital with a neck injury. 
Stanger’s crime? She had 
the nerve to ask the pro-
testors to allow the con-
servative/libertarian author  
Charles Murray to speak, 
and then to engage in a 
debate after his speech.

According to news 
accounts, after about 20 
minutes of protestors 
shouting down Murray’s 
ability to speak, “Professor 
Stanger then took the 
microphone and asked the 
students, ‘Can you just lis-
ten for one minute.’ Many 

in the audience replied, 
‘no.’ She added that, ‘I 
spent a lot of time pre-
paring hard questions.’ 
Finally, she conceded that, 
‘You’re not going to let us 
speak.’”

Stanger is a liberal pro-
fessor who chose to com-
bat Murray’s ideas with 
words, not violence or the 
heckler’s veto. This was 
simply unacceptable to the 
protestors.

After moving to anoth-
er location on campus, 
Stanger and Murray were 
confronted when attempt-
ing to leave following 
their discussion. What 
followed was minutes of 

pushing and shoving, and 
“(w)hen Stanger tried to 
shield Murray, according 
to a Middlebury spokes-
man, a protester grabbed 
her hair and twisted her 
neck.” Stanger ended up 
going to a hospital where 
she received a neck brace 
to treat her injuries.

The War on Curiosity
Why is the Left  so 

afraid of an opposing 
opinion? How do they jus-
tify resorting to violence 
to shut down a dissenting 
voice rather than engaging 
in debate?

One such explanation is 
the war on curiosity.

This war is engaged by 
anyone without the faintest 
interest in learning about 
political philosophies, eco-
nomic theories or moral 
principles that challenge 
their existing worldview.

Are you a soldier in the 
war on curiosity? Take this 
litmus test:

How do you react when 
presented with new infor-
mation or a viewpoint that 
contradicts your beliefs?

If the revelation stim-
ulates your intellect and 
makes you thankful for 
the chance to expand your 
knowledge and gain a bet-
ter understanding of an 
opposing position, you 
have the gift of curiosity. 
You welcome the oppor-
tunity to challenge your 
beliefs with this new infor-
mation, a process that may 
enable you to more strong-
ly confirm the justness of 
your belief and sharpen 
your argument in favor of 
it. Or, if the new viewpoint 
is persuasive enough, you 
alter your belief, owing a 
debt of gratitude to the one 
who opened your eyes.

On the other hand, if you 
react with anger, anxious-
ness or a general feeling 
of being threatened, you 
are likely allowing your 
emotions to snuff out your 
intellectual curiosity.

“Motivated Ignorance”
Social psychologists, 

writing in a 2017 LA Times 
article, described such 
reactions as “motivated 

ignorance.” People engag-
ing in motivated ignorance 
“neither know — nor want 
to know — what the oppo-
sition has to say.”

Indeed, in one study 
cited by the authors, “peo-
ple we surveyed said they 
anticipated getting angry 
if they were to listen to the 
other side, and suspected 
that it might damage their 
relationship with the per-
son spouting off.”

Those who are not curi-
ous close themselves off 
to other views. Over time, 
they can’t figure out how 
any normal human being 
could possibly think dif-
ferently than they do on 
political issues. Sinister 
motives, or stupidity, must 
be the only explanation. 
This is where the nastiness 
comes in. If one disagrees, 
surely they must be evil, 
dumb, racist or transpho-
bic.

And because those who 
are not curious  become 
convinced the other side 
is some sort of cartoonish 
villain, the uncurious feel 
compelled to not just ignore 
opposing viewpoints, but 
to silence them. Nobody 
should feel the indignity 
of being exposed to such 
“hate speech,” they’ll rea-
son.

Using Shaming or 
Bullying to Silence

Violence is the most 
extreme and dangerous 

People who feel threatened or angry when confronted with new or different opinions lack curiosity
Being uncurious leads one to assign sinister motives to those who disagree
Research, and recent events on college campuses, point to the Left as engaging more in motivated ignorance

•
•
•

The Left’s War on Curiosity
BY BRIAN BALfOUR

(Continued on page 9)

Civitas Poll lunCh 
Topic: Unaffiliated Voters 

August 23
1707 Hillsborough St,

Raleigh
11:45 a.m. -1 p.m.



NC Capitol Connection, July, �018    �

www.nccapitolconnection.com

Recent Civitas Poll Offers
Some Good News for Democrats
BY RAY NOTHSTINE

The below infographics 
are just a few of the high-
lights from the June Civitas 
Poll. The poll shows many 
voter priorities in North 
Carolina heading into the 
November mid-term elec-
tions. 

Perhaps the biggest 
news is that Democrats, 
tied with Republicans last 
month, took a five point 
lead on the generic con-
gressional ballot for North 
Carolina. The result is 
closely aligned with the 
Real Clear Politics aver-
age for mid-June, where 
Democrats held a 6.2 per-

cent national advantage 
in congressional races. 
Democrats are hoping 
that the unpopularity of 
President Donald Trump 
will help propel them to 
take control of Congress. 
They need a net gain of 
24 seats to install Nancy 
Pelosi as House Speaker. 
Democrats held an advan-
tage for state legislative 
races too, with an eight 
point advantage. 

Thirty-two percent of 
North Carolinians con-
sidered some aspect of 
education or “supporting 
teachers” to be their top 

state priority. This is by 
far the highest response 
for the open ended answer 
about what is most impor-
tant issue for voters in 
November. Obviously 
polling on education is a 
major reason why Gov. 
Roy Cooper will contin-
ue to blast away for more 

education spending and 
teacher raises beyond the 
increases approved by the 
General Assembly. Second 
is “more affordable health 
care” within the state. 
Health care affordabil-
ity was the number one 
response for 10 percent of 
those polled. 

Eighty percent of North 
Carolinians agree with the 
spending increases for edu-
cation and the increase in 
teacher pay implemented 
by the legislature, while in 
a separate question 72 per-
cent believe more funding 
is needed for schools. 

Fifty percent of respond-
ers across the state said 
they strongly supported 
the teacher walkout on 
April, while 12 percent 
said they somewhat sup-
ported the protests. 

More North 
Carolinians think the 
state economy is getting 
better (36 percent) rather 
than getting worse (23 
percent). Thirty-six per-
cent of respondents said 
it is staying the same. 
The poll had a margin 
of error of 4 percent. 
The entire poll can be 
accessed on the Civitas 
website.
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Governor Cooper’s recent budget vetoes should come as no surprise given his history of 
tax increases, massive spending, and budget gimmicks.
North Carolina has seen the consequences of liberal spending policies since taxpayers are 
left to foot the bill.
North Carolina must adhere to fiscal responsibility, which involves difficult decisions and 
financial discipline.

•

•

•

Gov. Cooper’s History of Supporting Tax Hikes

Gov. Roy Cooper has 
vetoed each of the two 
budgets passed during 
his time as governor. The 
Republican-controlled 
General Assembly over-
rode both vetoes. As an 
explanation for his veto 
decisions, Cooper said that 
the 2017 budget “comes up 
short” and the 2018 budget 
“doesn’t cut it.” Indeed, 
Cooper’s 2018 budget pro-
posal would have spent a 
half-billion dollars more 
than the budget he vetoed.

It is easy for Cooper 
to call for more spend-
ing since he knows there 
is little chance he will 
ever be held accountable 
for the tax increases that 
would be needed to make 
his proposals viable. In 
fact, according to the non-
partisan Fiscal Research 
Division of the General 
Assembly, Cooper’s 2018 
budget proposal contained 
a $469 million structural 
budget shortfall. This type 
of spending is irrespon-
sible and unsustainable.

Cooper’s present-day 
budget approach is not sur-
prising when you examine 
his record as a state legis-
lator. Cooper served in the 
House from 1987 to 1990 
and in the Senate from 
1991 until being elected 
attorney general in 2000. 
During his 14-year legis-
lative career, Cooper dis-

played a pattern of voting 
for tax increases and bills 
with budget gimmicks 
that created and sustained 
structural imbalances 
in the state’s budget. By 
looking back on that time, 
we can learn some valu-
able lessons about the con-
sequences of that type of 
fiscal philosophy.

In his first term in the 
House, Cooper and fel-
low Democrats voted to 
increase the corporate 
income tax rate from 6 to 7 
percent. Are we surprised 
Cooper’s 2018 budget pro-
posed a halt on the sched-
uled corporate income tax 
decrease? Old habits die 
hard.

In his second term, 
Cooper and his like-mind-
ed colleagues passed a 
budget that implemented a 
“creative” method of bal-
ancing the budget: using 
transfers from special 
funds. In 1989, the General 
Assembly passed legisla-
tion to create the Highway 
Trust Fund. The fund was 
intended to earmark money 
for various highway and 
road construction projects 
across the state. A series of 
tax and fee increases were 
adopted to finance these 
projects, including rais-
ing the motor fuel tax by 
5.25 cents per gallon and 
implementing a 3 percent 
“highway use fee” on car 

title transfers.
The first two years after 

the fund’s creation, more 
than $63 million was allo-
cated from that special fund 
to pay for expenditures not 
related to transportation. 
Of that, more than $53 
million was used to finance 
pay increases for teach-
ers and state employees. 
Cooper and his fellow leg-
islators essentially imple-
mented the fee and tax 
increases under pretenses, 
using them for expendi-
tures outside of their stated 
purpose.

The 1991 session was 
Cooper’s first in the Senate, 
and the state was facing 
significant revenue short-
falls due to an economic 
recession. Instead of bal-
ancing the budget through 
cutting non-essential state 
spending, Cooper voted to 
raise taxes. The 1991 bud-
get contained seven differ-
ent tax increases, includ-
ing:

Increasing the sales tax 
from 3 to 4 percent.
Increasing the corpo-
rate income tax from 7 
to 7.75 percent.
Creating a new per-
sonal income tax rate 
of 7.75 percent for 
income over $100,000.
Increasing some liquor 
surcharges and ABC 
permit fees.

•

•

•

•

Increasing the cigarette 
tax from 2¢ per pack to 
5¢ and levies a 2.0 per-
cent of the wholesale 
price on other tobacco 
products.
Raising insurance tax 
from 1.750 percent 
of gross premiums to 
1.875 percent for 1991 
and 1.900 percent 
beginning with 1992.
Establishing a 6.5 per-
cent charge against 
gross premiums tax 
liability (except HMOs 
and BCBS) for a spe-
cial trust designed to 
eliminate general fund 
support for Department 
of Insurance and allow 
a 20 percent credit 
against premium tax 
for guaranty fund 
assessments.

The 1991 recession did 
not deter Democratic sup-
port for higher spending. 
If anything, it is clear that 
Cooper and other left-
leaning legislators learned 
nothing from that eco-
nomic hardship. When the 
recession passed, the tax 
increases implemented in 
1991 created a $1.2 bil-
lion revenue surplus by 
1994. Instead of return-
ing that money to taxpay-
ers, the General Assembly 
increased spending by $1 
billion.

In the mid-1990s, the 
Republican-controlled 

•

•

•

House led the campaign for 
a series of tax cuts, includ-
ing increases to the person-
al income tax exemption 
and reducing the corporate 
income tax rate back to 6.9 
percent. But an expand-
ing economy meant that, 
despite tax rate decreas-
es, Cooper and his fellow 
Senate Democrats never 
felt compelled to rein in 
their spending. They could 
agree to tax cuts – some-
times in the form of target-
ed corporate welfare, but 
technically decreasing tax 
obligations – because rev-
enue was still coming in at 
a level that did not require 
them to curtail their spend-
ing habits.

The consequences of 
this lack of fiscal disci-
pline became apparent 
when revenues began to 
decline in 1999 and 2000. 
By 1999, Cooper was the 
Senate majority leader, 
and Democrats had con-
trol of the Senate, House, 
and governorship. They 
lamented the budget short-
falls as a product of the 
prior tax cuts instead of 
considering that inflated 
government spending was 
a major factor. A series of 
natural disasters and law-
suit settlements owed by 
the state compounded the 
state’s financial problems.

BY LEAH BYERS

(Continued on page 10)
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Voter ID: A Form of Suppression or Necessary Protection?
cONTINUED fROM PAgE 3

have to jump through arti-
ficial hoops to exercise 
their constitutional rights.”

It’s as though they’ve 
never heard of the back-
ground checks and waiting 
periods by which North 
Carolina regulates the free 
exercise of the right to keep 
and bear arms. The hoops 
that we expect gun owners 
to jump through involve 
more than showing proof 

of identity, yet editors who 
are silent about Second 
Amendment constraints 
want the rest of us to think 
that asking to see a photo 
ID is the same as collect-
ing a poll tax or imposing a 
literacy test on prospective 
voters. Sheesh!

Progressive fondness 
for treating reason like 
an accessory rather than 
something integral to argu-

ment makes it a prop, like 
Tiny Tim’s crutch in “A 
Christmas Carol.” This 
habit also makes Observer 
editorials fun for those of 
us who can’t pick up a 
shovel without remember-
ing folk wisdom about the 
pony that might be under a 
pile of manure.

Happily, the screed 
against voter identifica-
tion made good on that 

promise. Voters should be 
especially wary of the pro-
posed amendment to the 
state constitution requiring 
a photo ID to vote edi-
tors said, “because they 
would be asked to approve 
it before they know any 
details of how photo ID 
would work. Would stu-
dent IDs count? Would 
utility bills?”

You must be a special 
kind of editor to get your 
picture on a utility bill.

Patrick O’Hannigan is 
a Civitas contributor, a 
father of two, and a tech-
nical writer and editor. 
He resides in Morrisville, 
North Carolina.

The Left’s War on Curiosity
cONTINUED fROM PAgE 4

tactic in the war on curios-
ity, but far from the only 
one.

Safe spaces offer pro-
tection for those who 
feel threatened by oppos-
ing viewpoints. There 
are campuses that offer 
mental health counseling 
to students who cannot 
bear “even the thought of 
an individual coming to 
campus” to express non-
politically correct views. 
That the mere thought of 
someone with opposing 
views setting foot on your 
campus can threaten your 
mental health takes moti-
vated ignorance to the nth 
degree.

Public shaming or bully-
ing is another popular tac-
tic. Anyone who disagrees 
with a Leftist is obviously 
a racist, or homophobe 
or a tool of the rich and 
therefore must be discred-
ited through name-calling. 
Why bother with debate 
when mindlessly dismiss-
ing other viewpoints as 
“not worthy” of discus-

sion is so much easier, and 
empowering? After all, 
moral authority is valu-
able currency in the Left’s 
desire to gain the top slot 
in our social hierarchy, and 
demonizing opponents has 
proven to be a more con-
venient route than an open 
debate of ideas.

Leftists Tend to be
More Uncurious of 

Opposing Views
To be sure, the war on 

curiosity is being waged 
by people of all political 
stripes. However, Leftists 
seem to be outgunning 
their opponents when it 
comes to motivated igno-
rance. Indeed, social sci-
entist Jonathan Haidt in 
his book “The Righteous 
Mind” reported on a study 
which found “clear and 
consistent” results that 
“(m)oderates and conser-
vatives were most accurate 
in their predictions” when 
people of varying political 
bents were tested on how 
well they understood their 
ideological opposites.

In other 
words, Leftists 
don’t under-
stand their 
o p p o n e n t s ’ 
views as well 
as their oppo-
nents under-
stand theirs.

When is 
the last time 
you heard 
of a Leftist 
speaker being 
shut down by 
violent protes-
tors?

The Role of
Confirmation Bias

Enabling this war is con-
firmation bias – the strong 
tendency in us to inter-
pret all new information 
through the lens of our 
prior beliefs. Whatever 
your political philosophy 
is, you can easily immerse 
yourself into media outlets, 
social media and internet 
content that exclusively 
reaffirm your convictions. 
One can comfortably 
spend hours a day consum-

ing political information 
without once encountering 
a differing viewpoint.

Moreover, most 
Americans can go thru thir-
teen years of public edu-
cation, plus four or more 
years in university, and 
never be confronted with 
a viewpoint counter to the 
orthodox Leftist vision of 
government as benevolent 
dispenser of justice.

Lack of exposure to 
other viewpoints may 
help explain why so 
many Leftists can muster 

no greater argument than 
“shut up, racist.”

The war on curios-
ity serves only to dumb 
down political debate. 
Non-Leftist viewpoints get 
silenced, while progres-
sive arguments need never 
be thoroughly presented 
because intimidation and 
name-calling prove much 
easier and satisfyingly self-
righteous. History proves 
such trends lead to ugly 
outcomes.
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The above map shows the May 2018, (not sea-
sonally adjusted) unemployment rates for North 
Carolina counties. (data from N.C. Department 
of Commerce) The May statewide unemploy-
ment rate was 3.7 percent, which was the same 
percentage as April. Unemployment decreased 
in 60 counties, increased in eight, and remained 
unchanged in 32. The state’s May 2018 (not sea-
sonally adjusted) unemployment rate decreased 
in all 100 counties compared to last year. 

Scotland County reported the highest unemploy-
ment rate at 7.5 percent, while Buncombe County 
had the lowest at 2.8 percent. Asheville at 2.8 per-
cent has the lowest unemployment rate among 
metro areas, while Rocky Mount had the highest 
at 5.8 percent. Seven of the state’s metro areas 
decreased, seven remain unchanged, and one 
increased.

Despite the tight finan-
cial situation, Cooper and 
company continued to 
increase spending in the 
1999 and 2000 budget 
bills for the pet projects of 
then-Governor Jim Hunt, 
including yearly increas-
es in Smart Start fund-
ing and teacher and state 
employee pay increas-
es. Cooper’s unwilling-
ness to deal with budget 
problems was revealed in 

2000 when he supported a 
General Assembly plan to 
delay payments for teacher 
salaries to the next fiscal 
year. This accounting gim-
mick allowed the budget to 
appear balanced on paper 
when it, in fact, contained 
a funding gap.

The budget crisis cre-
ated by reckless spending 
and structural imbalances 
reached a breaking point in 
2001 when the state faced 

an $820 million budget 
shortfall. Cooper, however, 
had just been elected state 
attorney general and did 
not have to face the reck-
oning that resulted from 
the irresponsible budget 
practices that character-
ized much of his time in 
the legislature.

When you review 
Cooper’s legislative record, 
it is no surprise that, as 
governor, he has advocated 

for big government spend-
ing. Higher spending levels 
are appealing to Cooper’s 
Democratic and left-lean-
ing base. But, there are 
two sides of the ledger. 
State spending has to be 
financed, and it is essential 
to remember that taxpay-
ers are footing the bill.

Luckily for North 
Carolina, policymakers 
that share Cooper’s liberal 
fiscal philosophy no longer 

control the state’s purse 
strings. As Cooper has 
demonstrated with his bud-
get vetoes, his approach to 
budgeting has not changed 
much in the past 30 years. 
The governor continues to 
support unsustainable lev-
els of government spend-
ing, and North Carolina 
should be careful not to 
follow his lead.

Gov. Cooper’s History of Supporting Tax Hikes
cONTINUED fROM PAgE 8
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In the autumn of 2016, 
the talking heads on cable 
news and the Sunday talk 
shows were laughing at 
the Trump for President 
campaign. Why, they won-
dered, was he spending so 
much time in Michigan and 
Wisconsin, states that he 
would surely lose?   After 
all, it had been decades 
since those states went 
Republican in a presiden-
tial election. It was, they 
opined, a fool’s errand to 
court those states.    

When they laughed at 
the Trump campaign, they 
were laughing at me. I was 
one of the pollsters for the 
Trump for President cam-
paign, and those states, 
among others, were my 
responsibility. And I was 
fairly confident that the 
numbers in those states 
were much closer than 
most people believed. 

In order to explain why 
I was confident in these 
numbers, let me start at 
the beginning: the state of 
North Carolina, and the 
monthly public Civitas 
Institute polling that my 
firm has been conducting 
since 2011. 

In early 2016, before 
I was brought on to the 
Trump campaign, we occa-
sionally tested the head to 
head horse race tests for 
the upcoming presidential 
election. The goal was to 
publicly report which way 
North Carolina voters were 
leaning in the campaign. 

While conducting and 
analyzing these surveys, I 
stumbled upon a voter sub-
group that exists in large 
numbers but is signifi-
cantly under-reported in 

other public polls: the hid-
den Trump supporter. 

The hidden Trump sup-
porters are favorable 
toward the President, but 
they don’t publicly state 
this. They have their rea-
sons: they don’t want to 
be called racist or deplor-
able. They don’t want to 
be attacked verbally or 
physically. They don’t 
want the confrontation. So 
they remain hidden. 

In order to find them, 
pollsters need to ask new 
questions, beyond the job 
approval or head to head 
question. Among the ques-
tions we now ask regu-
larly:

Do you know of any-
one who likes what 
President Trump is 
doing, but refuses to 
say so publicly. 
Do you agree with the 
following statement: 
“I may not approve of 
the job that President 

•

•

Trump is doing, but I 
do like some of the 
actions he is taking.”

The responses to those 
questions can be analyzed 
and cross-tabulated with 
other responses in order to 
provide a true measure of 
Trump support. 

That is merely one 
example of how polling 
needs to evolve and adjust 
to a changing landscape. 
There is certainly great 
value in asking “standard” 
questions using identical 
language to track the ways 
in which opinion evolves 
over time. But there is just 
as much value in being 
creative and always trying 
to build a better mouse-
trap. 

We take the same 
approach in the monthly 
polls we conduct for the 
Civitas Institute.   Instead 
of merely asking North 
Carolina voters whether or 
not they support a particu-

lar issue, we dig in to the 
issue, present competing 
arguments for and against 
a policy, and understand 
how people process the 
dialogue. 

Of course, there are lots 
of reasons why poll results 
differ. We would always 
recommend reading the 
fine print about how, when 
and where the poll was 
conducted, as well as by 
whom.   

Some key items to keep 
in mind:

What is the sample size 
and margin of error?
Who commissioned 
the survey?
Are full results avail-
able?
Is the pollster transpar-
ent about their method-
ology?
What was the mode? If 
telephones, were cell 
phones used?

And now, the part where 

•

•

•

•

•

I make an appeal to you 
(no, it doesn’t affect 
your wallet, I promise). 
Participation in polls – 
response rates, in our par-
lance – is way down. The 
next time someone asks 
you to participate in an 
opinion survey, I would 
ask you to consider par-
ticipating.    

Think about it.  Someone 
values your opinion enough 
to want to pick your brain 
and ask your opinion about 
elected officials and poli-
cies. The common refrain 
that “they don’t care what 
we think” actually isn’t 
true. Businesses and poli-
tician do care what you 
think. Let them know. Hey, 
at the very least, it’s a good 
opportunity to give them a 
piece of your mind! 

Adam Geller is the 
founder and CEO of the 
polling firm, National 
Research Inc. 

Polling in the Trump Era: A Primer
BY ADAM gELLER



CY
AN

 M
AG

EN
TA

 Y
EL

LO
W

 B
LA

CK
1�    NC Capitol Connection, July, �018

www.nccapitolconnection.com

In a recent Civitas 
poll, 66 percent of North 
Carolinians support a con-
stitutional amendment to 
cap the state income tax rate 
at 5.5 percent, compared 
to only 13 percent who 
oppose it. Unfortunately, 
that number was altered to 
7 percent after some law-
makers in the House got 
a case of cold feet. In the 
end, they couldn’t mus-
ter up the political 
courage to at least 
match Georgia’s 
cap at 6 percent. 
Still, 7 percent 
is better than the 
current 10 per-
cent cap and vot-
ers will now have 
the opportunity to 
affirm that on the 
November ballot.

As the poll 
indicates, citi-
zens rightly value 
protecting their 
property and 
earnings from 
government overreach too. 
Many of our newer resi-
dents to North Carolina 
have themselves fled high 
tax regions. Lowering the 
cap helps to protect resi-
dents from future spend-
thrift politicians.

In the recent past, many 
North Carolinians had 
a state income tax rate 
of over 8 percent when 
Mike Easley and Bev 
Perdue were in the gover-
nor’s mansion. Gov. Roy 
Cooper continually signals 
that North Carolina is not 
spending enough tax dol-

lars and submitted a budget 
$500 million more than the 
GOP controlled General 
Assembly.

The state individual 
income tax rate will dip 
to 5.25 percent in 2019. 
The amendment’s most 
positive aspect is helping 
to secure lower tax rates 
going forward. After all, 
one of the main reasons 
constitutional government 

is implemented is to pre-
vent runaway power and 
protect personal property 
from plunder.

When it comes to chi-
canery and corruption in 
state government, one of 
the most enthralling books 
is “The Last Hayride” by 
John Maginnis. It largely 
profiles the antics of former 
Louisiana Governor Edwin 
Edwards. But it’s a power-
ful moral tale and reminder 
too about the importance 
of limiting state power and 
its never-ending appetite 
for more and more revenue 

and “make work” projects. 
At the end, “Fast Eddie,” 
just one of Edwards’ many 
nicknames, spent a lot of 
time in federal prison.

While many prefer to 
regale in the illegal she-
nanigans of Edwards, legal 
plunder of the state finan-
cially crippled Louisiana. 
“Spending on state con-
struction projects had 
become so profligate by 

the fourth and final term 
of Gov. Edwin Edwards 
during the early 1990s 
that the state was spend-
ing 15 percent of its gen-
eral fund revenue on debt,” 
reads a 2017 article in The 
Advocate, Louisiana’s 
largest newspaper.

An April Wall Street 
Journal op-ed by econo-
mists Stephen Moore and 
Art Laffer predicted that 
800,000 will flee New York 
and California over the 
next three years because 
of high taxes. Of course, 
this has been occurring 

for some time now, indi-
viduals and families flee-
ing high tax states where 
spending is out of control 
because of a lack of disci-
pline by state legislatures 
and no political courage to 
tackle issues like bloated 
pensions. California’s top 
marginal income tax rate 
is 13.3 percent, highest in 
the nation. Now migration 
patterns are reversing from 

just a couple of genera-
tions ago when many fled 
the Dust Bowl for oppor-
tunities in California.

States that have their 
fiscal house in order are 
reaping the benefits, all 
the more if a state can 
virtually guarantee lower 
taxes. Texas continually 
made national headlines 
recently, especially under 
former Gov. Rick Perry, 
for aggressively recruiting 
businesses and their work-
ers to leave California for 
low tax Texas. The “Lone 
Star State” does not have 

a state income tax. States 
with bloated expenditures 
and debt are not only los-
ing businesses, but shed-
ding many of their most 
productive citizens.

Taxpayers should con-
tinually ask “what is the 
purpose of government?” 
One of the reasons we have 
a national debt in excess of 
$21 trillion is we no longer 
understand that question on 

the federal level. 
We’ve moved 
too far away 
from our foun-
dational docu-
ment or road-
map, the U.S. 
Constitution.

N o r t h 
Carolina has 
worked hard in 
recent years to 
be a model of 
fiscal conserva-
tive policy, this 
amendment sig-
nals businesses 
and residents 

that those policies are less 
likely to change.

It’s a great idea to rein-
force lower taxes in our 
state constitution and to 
remind people that gov-
ernment can – and should 
– only do so much. While 
7 percent was not the ideal 
number, it’s a step forward 
instead of a step back. By 
limiting taxes we place 
limits on government, 
powerfully reminding our 
representatives in North 
Carolina that their sphere 
is limited and our power 
over them is not.

Why the Lower Tax Amendment is Good
for North Carolina
BY RAY NOTHSTINE


