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Opinion

Kalvin Michael Smith will cry 
when freedom comes

Kalvin Michael Smith’s fight, but-
tressed for years by his Winston-Sa-
lem supporters, is getting national 

attention even as his plea for justice 
gets nowhere with Attorney General Roy 
Cooper. Smith’s case will be featured on 
a new MTV series about 
questionable convictions, 
“Unlocking the Secrets,” 
and got a few minutes on 
the show’s debut Wednes-
day night.

Before that, on Tues-
day, I sat down with Smith. 
I started with the biggest 
question: Did he commit 
or have anything to do with 
the severe beating of Jill Marker at the 
Silk Plant Forest store in Winston-Salem 
in 1995?

“Absolutely not,” Smith replied, wel-
coming the question. “I stand on the 
truth.” He’d never gone in the store where 
she worked, he said, and he’d never met 
her. Smith, in an olive jumpsuit, is not 
embittered, angry or guarded. He was 
just talking, occasionally laughing about 
his youthful ignorance.

We were sitting in a small room at the 
Forsyth Correctional Center, where Smith 
was transferred last year. It’s a minimum-
security prison. Smith works outside the 
prison most days, laying asphalt with a 
state Department of Transportation crew. 
After almost two decades inside, he said, 
he was like a dog at first, staring wide-
eyed at everything. The hot work in the 
hot sun is not that bad, he said, but what 
is bad is being transported back to the 
prison at the end of each workday.

He spends his waking and sleeping 
hours dreaming of freedom. “7,142 days 
I’ve been in here,” he told me. “I keep up 
with it every day. That’s a long time to be 
in prison for a crime you didn’t commit.

“This is not fair to me, it’s not fair to 

Ms. Marker. It’s not fair to the people in 
this community.”

His case has been one of the most 
contentious in Forsyth’s modern his-
tory. Marker, a beautiful young woman 
who worked in the Silk Plant Forest store, 

was beaten so badly she 
suffered brain damage. 
Months later, Smith was 
charged. He is black and 
Marker is white. The white 
detective on the case, Don 
Williams, did not pursue 
a white suspect, Kenneth 
Lamoreaux, despite strong 
evidence that he was the 
attacker.

In 1997, Smith was convicted of rob-
bing and beating Marker and sentenced 
to 24 to 29 years in prison.

Investigations by the Journal, the Duke 
University Innocence Project and a com-
mittee appointed by the Winston-Salem 
City Council have uncovered big holes in 
the investigation and prosecution of the 
case. But Smith, despite strong support-
ers, most notably the Silk Plant Forest Truth 
Committee, can’t get a new trial. Attorney 
General Cooper, locked in the race for gov-
ernor with Pat McCrory, won’t respond 
with help to Smith’s pleas for justice.

His case, Smith said, has a lot to do 
politics and egos. “Why is it just so hard 
to do the right thing?” he asked. Smith, in 
his mid-20s when he was charged, is not 
giving up.

His three boys have grown up while 
he’s been in prison. One of them, his 
middle child and namesake son, is now 
in prison himself, a fate Smith blames 
largely on his own imprisonment, not 
being able to be there for his son.

No physical evidence linked Smith 
to the crime. Most of the key witnesses 
against him have recanted, saying they 
were pressured into their original state-

ments. Lamoreaux, the white suspect, is 
dead. Marker, left debilitated by the at-
tack, lives in another state. And Smith sits 
in prison here.

He has a bottom bunk in a large dor-
mitory. It’s noisy, making it hard to read 
the biographies and history books he 
likes. So he lays there in his bed and 
thinks about his case.

His record up until then had been rela-
tively minor. Girlfriends who got jealous 
of each other told police he was involved 
with the Silk Plant Forest crime, he said. 
On a second interview with Detective 
Williams at the police station, he said, he 
let Williams talk him into putting himself 
at the crime scene. “I blame myself now 
for being ignorant,” Smith said.

He told Williams he did not commit 
the crime, but witnessed it. His state-
ment was not presented at trial, although 
the state had won the right to do so. 
Marker identified him as her attacker, al-
though experts have said the beating had 
left her so disabled that the identification 
was extremely questionable.

“The record speaks for itself,” Smith 
said. “You can pretty much tell who did 

it: Kenneth Lamoreaux.”
One theory of the case notes an insur-

ance settlement for Marker would not 
have come through if the attack was not 
random, but by someone who knew her. 
Lamoreaux knew Marker. After Smith’s 
conviction, the settlement came through.

Soon after that conviction, Smith began 
writing letters about his case to whomever 
would listen. Among most other inmates, 
he minded his own business, his key to 
survival in the hell of prison. He worked 
at cutting hair and took courses in weld-
ing and other trades. He kept reading 
and thinking to keep his mind alive, 
not wanting to become “institutional-
ized” like some of the dead-eyed inmates 
around him. He listens to rhythm & 
blues, jazz and classical music, and has 
played the violin, saxophone and drums.

He dreams of winning a new trial 
where he can prove his innocence. His 
sentence ends within a few years, but he 
wants vindication.

He’s never really cried about his pre-
dicament, he said. “Because I feel like 
that’s the way I lose. I’ll cry when I win 
my freedom.”

Growing up, I watched a lot of 
Westerns. In addition to the 
cowboy hero, the town sheriff 

was almost always a model of in-
tegrity. He stood for law and order 
against bank robbers, cattle rus-
tlers and horse thieves all trying to 
disrupt the peace.

A contemporary and real-life 
version of those fictional characters 
is Sheriff David Clarke of Milwaukee 
County, Wisc.

Clarke worked hard to restore law and 
order after several nights of rioting follow-
ing the shooting death last weekend of 
23-year-old Sylville Smith by a Milwaukee 
police officer. Smith had a lengthy crimi-
nal record, longer than some people’s re-
sumes. He should have been in prison.

Sheriff Clarke has appeared numerous 
times on the Fox News Channel, but not 
so much in other media. On Monday, The 
Washington Post carried a story about the 
riots and ignored Clarke, choosing instead 
to quote Milwaukee’s chief of police, Ed-
ward Flynn. I suspect that’s because Sher-
iff Clarke speaks some hard truths, which 
many liberals do not want to hear.

In an appearance Monday on Fox, 
Sheriff Clarke, who is African-American, 
offered his explanation for the major 
cause of riots in Milwaukee and other 
cities: “You know what encourages this? 
The growth of the welfare state. These 
are underclass behaviors. Seventy per-
cent of the kids born in Milwaukee ... are 
born without an engaged father in their 
life. So I look at the progressive policies 
that have marginalized black dads. They 
push them to the side and say ‘you’re not 
needed.’ Uncle Sam is going to be the 
dad, he’s going to provide for the kids, 
he’s going to feed the kids ... Uncle Sam 
has been a horrible father. Uncle Sam 
does not love these kids. He might keep 
a little food in their mouths and that is 
about it. But we all know the importance 
of an intact family, what it can do to 

shape the behavior of kids.”
Sheriff Clarke called progressive 

policies “a total disaster,” not only 
in Milwaukee, but in Chicago, Bal-
timore, New York and elsewhere. 
“These progressive policies have 
hit the black community like a 
nuclear blast and until we reverse 
this government dependency, 

that’s what creates all of this and it en-
courages it by the way, along with some 
questionable lifestyle choices.”

His answer? “Until the black commu-
nity does a self-evaluation and until they 
begin to self-criticize about some of the 
lifestyle choices they are making, this 
stuff is going to continue to fester.”

A young African-American man found 
by a TV camera during the weekend riot 
said: “The rich people, they got all this 
money, and they not ... trying to give us 
none.”

Really? All of that tax money spent 
on anti-poverty programs for the last 50 
years never trickled-down to him? This 
poisonous attitude has been promoted 
by progressives and has not helped the 
poor rise above their circumstances.

This young man should talk to Sher-
iff Clarke about changing his attitude. 
Some self-evaluation and an internal re-
adjustment would do more for him than 
any anti-poverty program the Democrats 
could dream up.

Why do African-Americans continue 
to vote for liberal Democrats who have 
done little to help them and, in fact, often 
cause more harm than good?

Again, Sheriff Clarke gets it right: “Until 
we push back against this progressive 
ideology, this dangerous ideology that 
has been very destructive to the black 
community ... and that’s what I’m trying 
to do ... it’s job one right now in terms of 
messaging — this thing is only going to 
get worse.”
tcaeditors@tribpub.com 
Tribune Content Agency

However one feels about the 
Black Lives Matter move-
ment, it has proven to be 

an instructive barometer for 21st 
century America. We continue to 
be a nation with an unhealthy re-
liance on oversimplification on 
issues critical to our common life.

Those not directly involved 
could define Black Lives Matter by its 
name, along with how one views those 
three words taken together via a sound 
bite or video footage that affirms any 
preconceived notions.

Black Lives Matter was created in 
2012 after George Zimmerman was ac-
quitted for the murder of Trayvon Mar-
tin. Though known by many primarily 
through the lens of advocating on be-
half of black victims who died by the 
hands of white police officers, its guid-
ing principles include, but are not lim-
ited to, affirming the black family, LGBT 
equality and enhancing intergenera-
tional relationships.

Contrary to the popular narrative, 
Black Lives Matter is also concerned 
with black-on-black crime.

But Black Lives Matter as a phrase, for 
one who oversimplifies, becomes the 
piece de resistance. Almost assuredly, 
one emerging from the oversimplifica-
tion category will respond with the oft-
used “All lives matter!”

Whether intentional or not, it is a 
phrase designed to not hear the op-
posing viewpoint. Of course all lives 
matter, who would argue? But that’s 
not the point of Black Lives Matter. 
It is suggesting that, for far too long, 
black lives have not mattered. The his-
torical record suggests the latter state-
ment should be just as obvious as “all 
lives matter,” but it is not, hence the 
movement.

But the discomfort of the topic or-
ganically creates reflexive responses on 
both sides, designed more to drown out 
any opposing perspective than to ascer-
tain authentic understanding.

Ironically, the strength that pro-
pelled the origins of Black Lives Matter 
has also proven to be a double-edged 
sword.

A movement started by the power of 
social media finds it harder to control 
the narrative. Invariably, in such cases, 
oversimplification wins out.

Sweeping statements are the norm. 
Regardless of its stated purpose, should 
violence occur at a Black Lives Matter 
rally, the BLM participants are assumed 
to be the provocateurs.

How quickly our historical memory 
fails as we seek to make an apt compari-
son, wrongly assuming that violence 
never broke out during the epic civil 
rights campaigns of the 1960s. What was 

different then was the absence of 
social media, which made it eas-
ier, some 50 years ago, to control 
the narrative.

Moreover, the issues are 
more complex and nuanced 
today than 50 years ago. It is ac-
tually easier to eradicate Jim 
Crow segregation that it is to 

provide corrective measures nation-
ally for tens of thousands police de-
partments — local municipalities 
with different training methods and 
standards.

The public narrative truncates Black 
Lives Matter as being concerned only 
when a black person dies by a non-
black police officer, with the ideal nar-
rative being when the police officer is 
white.

There are supporters of Black Lives 
Matter for which all other facts quickly 
become subordinate, emotion becomes 
the primary motivator and the defini-
tion of justice equates to one’s desired 
outcome. The natural, but unproduc-
tive, impulse is to craft a one-size-fits-all 
definition, creating, in the words of H.L. 
Menken, a narrative that is clear, simple 
and wrong.

Assuming the accuracy of the re-
ports, should we conflate the shooting 
of Alton Sterling in Baton Rouge with 
that of Walter Scott in North Charles-
ton? Scott, unarmed, while fleeing from 
a police officer, was shot in the back 
five times. Sterling was shot at close 
range while resisting arrest in posses-
sion of a firearm.

As long as the narrative remains on 
the oversimplified terrain of “unarmed 
black man killed by white police offi-
cers,” we can offer our unexamined as-
sumptions unabated.

Most of us, in varying degrees, are 
bogged down in the quicksand of 
race. It becomes much easier to label 
someone racist or to suggest a group 
is anti-American subversives than 
to have our prevailing assumptions 
challenged.

Whether it’s Black Lives Matter, trade 
agreements, illegal immigration, the 
economy or something else, we crave 
oversimplification for a recipe that re-
quires nuance. We seek the simplistic 
answer when only the difficult response 
will suffice.

At a time when we should be de-
manding difficult answers from our po-
litical leadership, we accept the insipid 
intellectual fare of pabulum, believ-
ing somehow it will provide the nutri-
ents necessary to maintain our existing 
assumptions.

The Rev. Byron Williams, a writer and the host of the 
“The Public Morality” on WSNC 90.5, lives in Winston-
Salem.

YouTube/Manhouse ProducTions

The danger of 
oversimplification

Sheriff David Clarke 
doesn’t hold back

The associaTed Press

Sheriff David Clarke, who has worked hard to end Milwaukee rioting over last weekend’s 
police shooting, spoke during the opening day of the Republican National Convention in 
Cleveland on July 18.

Cal 
Thomas

John Railey
jrailey@wsjournal.com

Kalvin Michael 
Smith insists 
he is innocent 
in the Silk Plant 
Forest case.

Byron 
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DELORES K. MACKAY, Winston-Salem

See the results
This is my reply to The Associated Press article 

“Obama: Trump ‘unfit’ to lead” printed in your 
Aug. 3 edition about President Obama’s com-
ment regarding Donald Trump’s being “unfit” 
and “woefully unprepared” to serve in the White 
House.

In my long life, I have never known of anyone 
more unfit, less prepared and less capable than 
our current president to attempt to lead our great 
country and the world. We can clearly now see the 
results of his “leadership.”

vvv

HOYT BEARD, Winston-Salem

Unfit
Donald Trump unfit to serve as president 

(“Obama: Trump ‘unfit’ to lead,” Aug. 3)? Look 
who’s talking!

vvv

DONNA MOLOFSKY, Pfafftown

Farewell, old home
Farewell, 61 Miller Street, old home of Forsyth 

Humane Society and faithful friend of all us vol-
unteers (“$3.38M Humane Society shelter to open 
in August,” June 29).

Even though it was a hike from off-site parking, 
I will miss walking through your doors. I will miss 
the chaos of working together in a small space; it 
just made staff and volunteers get to know each 
other better. Yes, I will even miss the laundry 
room/bathroom combo.

At the end of my volunteer shift, I would al-
ways walk back to my car tired, but with a proud 
feeling of having given a little back to the ani-
mals within your walls and serving pet owners in 
Forsyth County. Yet, I received much more than I 
gave.

So, pardon me if I get a little choked up. I will 
miss you, 61 Miller Street. Thank you for serving 
the animals and people of Forsyth County.

The 61 Miller Street site was scheduled to close 
Sunday. — the editor

vvv

ROBERT BESEDA, Winston-Salem

Define Trump
I Googled the term “narcissistic personal-

ity disorder.” Here’s what the Mayo Clinic says: 
“Narcissistic personality disorder is a mental 
disorder in which people have an inflated sense 
of their own importance, a deep need for ad-
miration and a lack of empathy for others. But 
behind this mask of ultraconfidence lies a frag-
ile self-esteem that’s vulnerable to the slightest 
criticism.”

Is there a better description of Donald Trump?

RICHARD MERLO, Elkin

Black support
For the last 50 years, most African Americans 

have supported the Democratic Party. In 2012, 
they voted almost as a unit for Barack Obama.

In return they have received high unem-
ployment rates for young males. Democratic 
policies have favored minimum-wage policies, 
which often lead to job losses, and prolonged 
“Great Society” subsidies have diminished the 
black work ethic and injured the two-parent 
black family.

So why would African Americans continue to 
support the Democrats?

vvv

BOB ALEXANDER, Kernersville

A deliberate effort
The train wreck that is the Donald Trump presi-

dential campaign rolls on, never ceasing to shock, 
amaze and astound.

I believe there are only two lines of reason-
ing that can possibly explain his self-destructive 
conduct. One, the man is a hopeless narcissistic, 
mental incompetent. Two, and I believe this to be 
the best explanation, he has come to realize he 
may actually win the race to be president.

His enormous ego, with its attendant drive to 
occupy the national spotlight, drove him to enter 
the primary race. Unlikely as it may have been, he 
now finds himself the Republican nominee. He’s 
like the dog who chased cars. He’s caught the pro-
verbial car and now he doesn’t have a clue what to 
do with it.

The harsh reality that he may have to actually 
occupy the Oval Office and govern as the leader 
of the free world terrifies him. He has come to the 
realization he is in way over his head. His current 
self-destructive conduct is his deliberate effort to 
undermine his election chances. God help us if he 
is not successful.

When You Write
The Journal encourages readers’ comments.
To participate in The Readers’ Forum, please 

submit letters online to Letters@wsjournal.
com. Please write “The Readers’ Forum” in the 
subject line and include your full name, ad-
dress and a daytime telephone number. Or you 
may mail letters to: The Readers’ Forum, P.O. 
Box 3159, Winston-Salem, NC 27102. Letters 
are subject to editing and may be published 
on journalnow.com. Letters are limited to 250 
words. Letter writers are allowed one letter 
every 30 days.

If you would like a photo of yourself included 
with your letter, send it to us as a .jpg file.

For more guidelines and advice on writ-
ing letters, go to journalnow.com/opinion/
submit_a_letter.

The Readers’ Forum

journalnow.com 
click on opinion

Our view

“We stand firmly with Winston-Salem and our region. 
We’ll demand accountability and vision from our 

leaders, and we’ll try to provide you, our readers, with the 
same. We’ll advocate, celebrate, commiserate, berate and 

sometimes aggravate. But we will never hesitate in voicing our 
opinion of what’s best for Northwest North Carolina.”

— The Journal Editorial Board

Supporters of Kalvin Michael Smith have tried every means 
they can think of to win him a new trial or get his conviction over-
turned. We hope they reach some level of success.

About 130 people gathered at Union Baptist Church on July 31 
to hear N.C. NAACP president the Rev. William Barber’s plea for 
Smith and Dontae Sharpe, who was convicted of murder in 1995, 
to have their cases overturned, the Journal’s Melissa Hall reported.

Barber was joined by friends, family members and members of 
the Silk Plant Forest Truth Committee, which has studied Smith’s 
case, all convinced that Smith is innocent of the charges against him.

Smith has been in prison since 1997 after being convicted of 
beating Jill Marker, an assistant manager at the former Silk Plant 
Forest store on Silas Creek Parkway. The attack, on Dec. 9, 1995, 
left Marker with severe brain injuries. She lives in Ohio under 24-
hour care.

It’s a heinous crime and its perpetrator should be in prison. If 
that’s not Smith, then he needs to be found and brought to justice.

Smith is serving up to 29 years. Sharpe was sentenced to life 
in prison.

Barber noted the independent investigation conducted by 
Christopher Swecker, a former FBI investigator. In 2012, Swecker 
concluded that there was no credible evidence to show that Smith 
was at the store at the time of the attack.

“There was no physical evidence that he was there,” Barber said 
during the meeting. “Smith passed a police-administered poly-
graph test. Another suspect failed a polygraph, lied about know-
ing the victim and left town after the police questioned him. He 
was not pursued,” Barber said, presumably referring to Kenneth 
Lamoureux, who had a history of violence and was placed at the 
store the night of the attack by witnesses. He died in 2011.

Smith’s father, Augustus Dark, said that when his son was im-
prisoned, he was imprisoned as well, as was his family, friends, 
city, state and country.

“Injustice affects all of us,” he said at the meeting.
Members of the audience afterward signed a letter asking Re-

publican Gov. Pat McCrory to commute the men’s sentences and 
grant them pardons. They also signed a letter asking Attorney 
General Roy Cooper, the Democrat challenging McCrory for gov-
ernor, to vacate their convictions. We contend that the onus should 
be much more on Cooper than McCrory. His office has the case, 
and he could move for a new trial.

The Journal has long advocated for justice for Smith on the 
grounds that the investigation that tied him to the attack was 
seriously flawed. There is strong evidence that he may have been 
wrongly convicted.

Smith has maintained his innocence and has unsuccessfully 
sought to get his conviction overturned in state and federal courts.

For supporters of justice for Smith, including the Journal, the 
recent rally gives a bit of hope that the powers that be will finally 
hear our pleas.

The fight for justice for 
Kalvin Smith continues

The parade of speakers at the Repub-
lican and Democratic national con-
ventions was awesome — a former 

president, the current president and first 
lady, assorted politicians, sports figures 
and entertainers. And two of the most 
popular speakers, with their bases, at 
least, were — preachers?

The Rev. Mark Burns and the Rev. 
William Barber had delegates to their 
respective conventions on their feet 
chanting and shouting.

But no sooner had they completed 
their hour upon the stage than social 
media began lighting up with questions 
about (a) the legality of religious figures 
participating in partisan politics and (b) 
the propriety of doing so.

The Rev. Mark Burns, pastor of the 
Harvest Praise and Worship Center in 
Easley, S.C., and cofounder of NOW, a 
Christian television network, offered the 
benediction on the first evening of the 
RNC and spoke on the last evening. (As 
a surrogate, Burns spoke when Donald 
Trump visited Winston-Salem recently.)

If there is such a thing as a partisan 
prayer, Burns’ benediction is a prime ex-
ample. In the lead-in to his benediction 
he touted Donald Trump as one “who be-
lieves in Jesus Christ” and identified Hill-
ary Clinton and the Democratic Party as 

“the enemy.” In his prayer he expressed 
gratitude to God for “giving (Donald 

Trump) the words to unite 
this party, this country.”

He did not indicate 
which of Trump’s God-
given words are uniting the 
Republican Party much 
less the country.

Burns concluded his 
benediction: “In Jesus’ 
name — if you believe it, 

shout Amen!” The “congregation” roared, 
“Amen.”

A week later, the Rev. William Bar-
ber, the pastor of the Greenleaf Chris-
tian Church in Goldsboro and president 
of the North Carolina NAACP, spoke to 
the Democratic National Convention. 
Barber was less blatantly partisan than 
Burns, but there was no mistaking where 
he stood or for whom he stood. He in-
sisted that “some issues are not left or 
right or liberal or conservative, but right 
versus wrong,” but the issues he listed as 
examples of right versus wrong — sup-
port for $15 minimum wage, universal 
health care, LGBTQ rights, immigrant 
rights and the Black Lives Matter move-
ment — seem to have been taken from 
the agenda of the progressive wing of 
the Democratic Party. My guess is that 

the delegates to the RNC would not have 
agreed that this was the program that 
would revive the heart of our democracy.

Barber was clear about his support 
for Hillary Clinton, though he was more 
restrained than Burns was. Barber said, 
“When I hear Hillary’s voice and posi-
tions, I hear and I know that she is work-
ing to embrace our deepest moral values 
and we should embrace her.”

Did the preachers jeopardize the tax-
exempt status of their churches and re-
ligious organizations by supporting a 
candidate or engaging in partisan politics?

An IRS document says that “churches 
and religious organizations are abso-
lutely prohibited from directly or indi-
rectly participating in, or intervening 
in, any political campaign on behalf of 
(or in opposition to) any candidate for 
elective public office.” It encourages re-
ligious leaders “to clearly indicate that 
their comments are personal and not in-
tended to represent the views of the or-
ganization.” Violation of the law could 
result in the loss of tax-exempt status.

Twice, Barber said that he was speak-
ing as an individual, rather than on be-
half of the N.C. NAACP. Burns identified 
himself as a “pastor” from South Caro-
lina. I don’t see how he could be accused 
of speaking on behalf a church when he 

didn’t even mention it by name.
It appears that neither Burns nor Bar-

ber crossed a line that would have jeop-
ardized the tax-exempt status of their 
respective churches or organizations. By 
the letter of the law, if not the spirit.

But was it appropriate? For the most 
part, ministers stay out of politics and 
many congregations like it that way. 
There is enough conflict in congrega-
tions without adding politics. Some 
disagree. Though I never endorsed a 
candidate, I am sure that someone who 
heard me preach week in and week out 
knew where I stood on important social 
and political issues. The churches where 
I served were OK with that.

I have a more fundamental question: 
Should there even be a law prohibiting 
churches and religious organizations and 
their ministers from participating in par-
tisan politics? The current statute is regu-
larly violated on the right and the left. 
Yet the law is almost never enforced by 
the IRS. What is the point of having a law 
that the government seems unwilling to 
enforce?

That seems like a conversation we 
should have.

Richard Groves is a former pastor of Wake Forest 
Baptist Church and former adjunct instructor at High 
Point University.

Preachers and politics
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Smith is finally free to work 
for his exoneration

Kalvin Michael Smith told me re-
cently he’d cry when he won his 
freedom. He did just that in a 

Winston-Salem courtroom Wednesday 
afternoon.

Now the real work begins for Michael 
Smith and his supporters, 
that of finally securing his 
exoneration on his 1997 
conviction of the severe 
beating of Jill Marker in 
the Silk Plant Forest store 
where she worked.

For the good of our 
justice system and pub-
lic safety, and our trust in 
both, we need for him to 
continue that fight.

Smith, 45, wearing a tie on his white 
shirt, felt the love when he walked into 
that courtroom Wednesday after walk-
ing into so many courtrooms to have his 
liberty dreams crushed. This time, he saw 
a new look, a happy one, on the faces 
of the supporters, black and white, who 
have stood by him for years. As Forsyth 
County Superior Court Judge Todd Burke 
read the words that would seal Smith’s 
release, Smith took off his glasses and 
wiped tears from his eyes.

The release would not become of-
ficial until Thursday, but Smith and his 
old friends reunited in the courtroom re-
joiced in a homecoming of sorts. Bailiffs 
let Smith hug family and friends before 
leading him away for his last few hours in 
prison.

Smith was freed after pulling almost 
20 years in prison because Judge Todd 
Burke ruled that Smith’s1997 sentenc-
ing failed to take into account mitigating 
factors of Smith’s work history and fam-
ily support that would have supported a 

lesser sentence. With that, Smith, who for 
the past year had been held at the For-
syth Correctional Center on work release, 
was saved from finishing a 24- to 29-year 
prison sentence.

His freedom, fought for so long and 
so hard by so many, was 
finally the result of a deal 
worked out through an ef-
fort led by local lawyer Wal-
ter Holton and the office 
of Attorney General Roy 
Cooper. David Clayton, 
who retired from the Win-
ston-Salem Police Depart-
ment as an assistant chief, 
helped out as well. Cooper, 

who apparently won a razor-thin victory 
over incumbent Pat McCrory in the gov-
ernor’s race Tuesday, had faced mount-
ing pressure, including from our editorial 
board, to bring Smith justice.

Despite strong evidence of his inno-
cence, legal appeals in Smith’s case had 
been defeated and all but exhausted.

But the pressure peaked in recent 
months as a series on MTV explored the 
Smith case and called for justice, as did 
the state NAACP. Smith’s release followed 
years of questions being raised about 
the case. The final push was built on that 
work.

Investigations by the Journal, the Duke 
University Innocence Project, a commit-
tee appointed by the Winston-Salem City 
Council and by former FBI assistant di-
rector Chris Swecker uncovered big holes 
in the investigation of the case by the 
Winston-Salem Police Department and 
its prosecution by the Forsyth County 
District Attorney’s office.

No physical evidence tied Smith to the 
crime. Most of the key witnesses against 

him recanted, saying they were pressured 
into their original statements.

Through it all, Smith has been but-
tressed by formidable supporters, most 
notably the Silk Plant Forest Truth 
Committee.

Smith has maintained his innocence 
to me and everybody else who would 
listen. His release Wednesday did not 
address guilt or innocence, nor does it 
preclude Smith from continuing to fight 
for exoneration.

I hope he does that.
There is powerful evidence that Smith 

is innocent of the beating of Marker and 
that another man, Kenneth Lamoureux, 
did it. Lamoureux died in 2011. He was 
white, as was the Winston-Salem Police 
Department’s lead detective on the case, 
Don Williams. Marker is white as well.

One theory of the case says an insur-

ance settlement for Marker would not 
have come through if the attack was 
not random, but by someone she knew. 
Lamoureux knew Marker. The settlement 
came through after Smith’s conviction.

“The record speaks for itself,” Smith 
told me when I visited him in prison in 
August. “You can pretty much tell who 
did it: Kenneth Lamoureux.”

Marker was beaten so badly she suf-
fered brain damage. If Smith is innocent, 
the public was in danger as long as the 
real assailant was on the streets.

Back in August, Smith told me he’d 
never really cried about his imprison-
ment. “Because I feel like that’s the way I 
lose. I’ll cry when I win my freedom.”

Now he’s won his freedom. Justice is 
another road. I hope he’ll continue to 
walk it. It will be a hard one. But he won’t 
be alone. Cry freedom.

Democracy gives and 
democracy hath taken 
away! That is the pe-

rennial edict for the cycli-
cal nature of politics. It is the 
epilogue for Donald Trump’s 

stunning vic-
tory over Hill-
ary Clinton.

Trump’s 
victory is the 
greatest po-
litical upset in 
modern Amer-
ican politics. 
Unlike Harry 

Truman’s 1948 victory over 
Thomas Dewey, when poll-
ing stopped sometime in 
September, Trump outper-
formed the polls that accord-
ing to Real Clear Politics on 
Election Day gave him only a 
17-percent chance of victory.

For roughly half the coun-
try, President-elect Trump is 
the outsider who will change 
the culture of Washington. To 
the other half, he is the Man-
churian Candidate of un-
predictability. Can a divided 
nation negotiate such polari-
ties? I suspect, on the latter 
question, it would be no dif-
ferent had Clinton won.

The outcome notwith-
standing, Trump’s victory 
speaks well of our democ-
racy. Clinton had all the 
mechanisms in place to as-
sure victory. She possessed 
a superior ground game for 
getting out the vote, all-star 
surrogates, was flush with 
campaign funds and was 
running with the support of a 
popular president.

But Trump’s victory dem-
onstrates that all the struc-
tural advantages are no 
match when the people want 
change. And this proved to 
be a change election.

In a change election, there 
is not much interest in re-
turning the same political 
party for three consecutive 
terms. In fact, it has only 
happened once since the rat-
ification of the 22nd Amend-
ment ratified, which in 1951 
limited the president to two 
terms.

Trump’s victory was the re-
turn of Andrew Jackson, Old 
Hickory from Manhattan. 
He spoke to those who were 
angry and frustrated with the 
current state of America in a 
key that was pleasant to their 
ear. In return, they rewarded 
him with the keys to 1600 
Pennsylvania Avenue.

Trump was pushed over 
the 270 electoral vote thresh-

old by those who wanted no 
part of the Clinton brand. It 
was a Brexit redux.

Clinton took on the role 
of former Prime Minister 
David Cameron by telling a 
frustrated electorate to stay 
the course with little else to 
offer. As others have offered, 
she campaigned in prose, 
while Trump campaigned 
in poetry. In a change elec-
tion, the latter usually proves 
victorious.

Moreover, Clinton’s fail-
ure to provide a concession 
speech Tuesday night was re-
flective of the brand that many 
who voted for Trump hold 
of her. With loyal campaign 
workers in tears and dismay 
before daylight Wednesday, 
Clinton’s no-show became 
the exclamation point for 
those who believe it was al-
ways just about her.

While she did speak 
Wednesday afternoon, she 
had legions of supporters 
who needed to hear from her 
in the moment. Think of the 
eloquence of John McCain in 
his 2008 concession speech.

But it wasn’t just the Clin-
ton brand that was rejected; 
it was old brands in general.

Hoping to reclaim the Sen-
ate, Democrats opted to put 
new tires on old cars in Wis-
consin and Indiana. The vot-
ers in both states rejected 
the bids of former senators 
Russ Feingold and Evan Bayh, 
respectfully. In addition to 
seeking immediate gratifica-
tion, Democrats must now do 
some soul searching in terms 
of the depth of their bench.

The Republicans’ victori-
ous night does give cause for 
concern in terms of our de-
mocracy. In 2014, they were 
rewarded with gains in Con-
gress after shutting down the 
government. Earlier this year, 
they ignored the Constitution 

by not holding hearings for Su-
preme Court nominee Merrick 
Garland and paid no price.

Is this the formula for vic-
tory? Are we collectively sup-
portive of a concept that 
allows one to step outside the 
spirit of our constitutional 
values, if it meets with his or 
her short term desires? Or 
should we assume that vic-
tory covers a multitude of 
sins? Such questions poten-
tially reflect the sinister side 
of cyclical politics.

Should key players within 
the Democratic Party hold 
a meeting on Jan. 20, 2017, 
committing to the ethos of 
obstruction? Would it be 
acceptable if Sen. Chuck 
Schumer, speaking at the 
Center for American Prog-
ress, suggests that the Dem-
ocrats’ No. 1 priority is to 
make Donald Trump a one-
term president?

Only time will tell if this is 
the unfortunate trend for-
ward, or if citizens, regardless 
of political affiliation, will 
recapture a “no tolerance” 
policy when it comes to our 
cherished democratic values.

But Clinton was right to 
state during her concession 
speech, “Our constitutional 
democracy demands our par-
ticipation — not just every 
four years, but all the time.”

That’s what will determine 
if our democratic values are 
preserved for posterity. Our 
collective civic participa-
tion cannot survive on a 48-
month cycle, but only as an 
ongoing commitment.

In the meantime, we are 
all in the uncomfortable po-
sition, reminiscent of the 
closing scene in “The Candi-
date,” asking: “What do we 
do now?”

The Rev. Byron Williams, a writer and 
the host of the “The Public Morality” on 
WSNC 90.5, lives in Winston-Salem.

WASHINGTON — 
When I opened my 
front door Wednes-

day morning after little sleep 
and numb from a bad dream 
that wasn’t a dream, a dreary 
rainfall glazed the sidewalk 
as two neighbors gazed 
blankly in my direction.

As I leaned down to pick up my 
newspaper, a Carole King song fil-
tered through my pre-coffee brain 
fog: Something inside has died, and I 
can’t hide, and I just can’t fake it. Oh, 
no, no. Good ol’ Carole King.

From there, my morning pro-
ceeded mechanically: Find remote 
control, turn on “Morning Joe,” fix 
coffee, open refrigerator door, close 
refrigerator door, turn off sound on 
ringing cellphone, turn off TV, lie 
on floor. I’m guessing this routine 
sounds familiar to fellow election-
dazed denizens.

As regular readers of this column 
know, I rejected Donald Trump on 
Day One and have spent the past 
year — in columns, on TV and in 
speeches across the country — 
highlighting the many reasons I 
found him unacceptable for the job 
of president.

My opinion hasn’t changed, but 
as Hillary Clinton said in her con-
cession speech, “Donald Trump is 
going to be our president. We owe 
him an open mind and a chance 
to lead.” And Trump, in his vic-
tory speech, said without irony that 
now it’s time to heal the wounds of 
division.

Head hurting, but OK.
To begin, there needs to be an 

honest assessment of what just hap-
pened. It isn’t really that compli-
cated or mysterious, if you’ve spent 
any time in the America where 
Trump voters live. As one who ven-
tured inside the Beltway only 12 or 
so years ago — as a “spy for Bubba,” 
I introduced myself — I’ve spent 
most of my life among the indige-
nous peoples.

Two weeks ago, I began saying 
that Trump would win, whether I 
liked it or not. Today, I offer a clari-
fication: He didn’t win the election. 
Clinton lost it.

For voters who couldn’t stand 
Trump, she was a terrible alterna-
tive. Never a great candidate, she 
was also, tragically, a Clinton when 
people were ready to move on. She 
received several million fewer votes 
than Obama did in 2012.

And speaking of Obama, he also 
lost this election to Trump, de-
spite exit polling that showed the 
president’s approval rating at 50 
percent-plus.

The 2016 election was as much 

a referendum on his legacy 
as it was on the candidates 
themselves. When people 
want the country to change 
course, they don’t typically 
vote for a third term of the 
current president.

Thus, a vote for Trump was 
really a vote against Obam-

acare and the rising costs of health 
insurance. It was a vote against the 
doubling of the national debt to 
nearly $20 trillion under Obama. It 
was a vote against a foreign policy 
that saw the Islamic State’s expan-
sion rather than its defeat.

Clinton’s promise to continue 
Obama’s policies was a suicide 
agenda to a majority of Americans, 
especially those whose lives haven’t 
improved during the economic re-
covery of the past eight years. Clin-
ton also embraced much of Bernie 
Sanders’ socialist platform, which 
no conservative-leaning voter could 
support.

And, yes, too, some Trump vot-
ers probably resented the exacerba-
tion of racial discord under Obama’s 
watch when Americans had hoped for 
the opposite result. Race as a factor 
in Republican opposition to Obama 
can’t be ignored or minimized. Nor 
can Trump’s role in nurturing hostility 
toward Muslims and Mexicans — or 
his antipathy toward women, the 
disabled and even a war hero’s par-
ents — be dismissed in victory.

Minorities have reason to feel 
threatened in a Trump-inspired en-
vironment of hostility toward “the 
other.”

But leaning primarily on racism, 
bigotry or sexism to explain what 
happened Tuesday is too facile by 
half. Missing from the audiences 
that television cameras focused on 
were millions of others — Republi-
cans, independents, libertarians and 
maybe even some Democrats — 
who would rather be horse-whipped 
than attend a Trump rally but were 
compelled to vote “R” against the 
likelihood of a liberal Supreme 
Court, lax immigration laws and an 
increasingly costly health-care sys-
tem, among other concerns.

The giant X-factor about which I 
have written — the however many 
who would never admit to voting 
for Trump but did — was enormous, 
indeed.

Trump captured a moment and 
promised to make America great 
again. He also said that he’ll be the 
president of everybody. Let’s hope 
he wasn’t just reading from a tele-
prompter — and that the word trick-
les down.
kathleenparker@washpost.com 
The Washington Post

WALT UNKS/JOURNAL

What Clinton 
didn’t understand

Call us unpredictable

THE ASSOCIATED PRESS

President Obama and President-elect Trump meet Thursday 
in the Oval Office.

Kalvin 
Michael 
Smith hugs 
his nephew, 
Jerrod Davis, 
as Smith 
arrives at 
his father’s 
home after 
being freed 
from prison 
Thursday.
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Painful ordeal endures for 
Kalvin Michael Smith, Jill Marker
Kalvin Michael Smith went 

down on a Winston-Sa-
lem street on the last day 

of March, shot in the chest. 
“I’m dying, help me,” he said, 
a nearby resident later told the 
Journal.

In one sense, the 45-year-old 
has been dying and crying out 
for help for more than 20 years, 
since the day he talked to Win-
ston-Salem police investigators. 
In a statement he later recanted, 
he put himself at the 1995 scene 
of one of the city’s most notori-
ous beatings, that of Jill Marker 
at the Silk Plant Forest where she 
worked. She was left with brain 
damage and remains severely 
disabled in her Ohio home.

When Journal reporter Jenny 
Drabble told Marker’s brother, 
Mark Hoisington, that Smith 
had been shot and was in criti-
cal condition, he said, “The Lord 
works in mysterious ways is all I 
can say.”

I can’t see God’s hand on ei-
ther side of the long tragic tale of 
Michael Smith and Jill Marker.

Smith is black and Marker 
is white, and that simple but 
loaded fact has until this day 
sunk this case into an ugly place 
in the city’s consciousness. The 
case was bungled by a white de-
tective, the long-since retired 
Don Williams, who let his sym-
pathy for Marker pour into his 
probe of her beating. Prosecu-
tors relied on the testimony of 
witnesses, most of whom have 
since recanted. Smith was con-

victed of beating Marker and 
shipped off to prison.

But no physical evidence 
has ever connected him to the 
crime. There is strong evidence 
that Smith, who always main-
tained his innocence (even in 
his recanted statement which 
was never introduced at trial, he 
only said he was at the scene but 
never said he was the assailant), 
didn’t commit the crime, but 
that a white man now dead did.

Smith’s supporters, including 
the Silk Plant Forest Truth Com-
mittee and Darryl Hunt, exon-
erated in the high-profile 1984 
murder of Deborah Sykes, stood 
by him and kept pushing, find-
ing numerous holes in the case 
against him, even after an inves-
tigative series by Phoebe Zer-
wick in the Journal and probes 
by the Duke Innocence Project, 
a committee appointed by the 
Winston-Salem City Council and 
by former FBI assistant director 
Chris Swecker.

Smith, like most if not all 
prisoners, had long dreamed 
of his release. When I talked to 
him last summer at the Forsyth 
Correctional Center, the min-

imum-security prison where 
he’d recently been transferred, 
he told me about the awe he felt 
just being transported through 
town on work release, staring 
out at all the sights.

Finally, local lawyer Walter 
Dalton struck a deal this past 
November that got Smith freed 
from prison, where he’d been 
since his 1997 conviction, be-
cause his trial lawyers didn’t 
submit factors that would have 
supported a lesser sentence. It 
was not an exoneration, but it 
got him out.

Smith, of course, was jubilant. 
But if his apprehensiveness and 
anxiousness didn’t set in then, it 
did soon enough.

Like many prisoners released 
after long sentences and even 
ones not so long, he struggled 
in the days after to cope with 
newfound freedom. I talked with 
him by phone a couple of times, 
trying to set up an interview for 
this column. He was receptive, 
but he couldn’t quite make an 
interview time work. He did tell 
me, “It’s hard out here.”

A push for exoneration for 
Smith has faced a tough road.

His friend Darryl Hunt had 
mentored many released pris-
oners, helping them re-adjust 
to freedom, or what passes for 
it for them. But Hunt never got 
a chance to mentor Smith, hav-
ing taken his own life by gun in 
a lonely dark parking lot several 
months before Smith’s release. 
He was suffering from pros-

tate cancer and depressed, his 
friends told the Journal.

It’s easy for those of us who’ve 
never been behind bars to judge. 
Maybe some men who have 
lived years in cages, especially 
those unjustly locked away, 
never really leave those cages 
behind. Maybe their hearts and 
souls remain locked in some 
dark place.

Love helps and sometimes it 
heals, whether that be the love 
of family, friends, a good woman 

or a good dog. But many never 
find such sweet comforts.

Smith was still alive by the 
time I put this column to bed, 
but the details of his shooting 
on North Jackson Street, near his 
home, were still unclear.

This much I do know: We 
should never forget Jill Marker. 
And we should never forget Mi-
chael Smith.

Their lives were ruined. Jus-
tice took a big hit, too. It should 
speak loudly for Jill Marker and 
for Michael Smith. But so far, it’s 
been sadly silent.

By Gayle Tuch
Guest columnist

President Trump called 
climate change a hoax 
and argues we have to 

stop the “war on coal.” The 
Journal article, “Trump takes 
aim at Obama’s efforts to 
curb global warming” (March 
28), reported that President 
Trump signed executive or-
ders dismantling President 
Obama’s climate policies, in-
cluding the Clean Power Plan. 
Ninety-seven percent of cli-
mate scientists concur that 
climate change is real and that 
man’s actions are a significant 
contributor.

Regardless of whether cli-
mate change is real, the fact is 
that coal is dirty. We struggle 
with pollution from coal extrac-
tion (coal mines and moun-
tain top removal) to burning 
coal for energy (coal ash and 
emissions into the air, water 
and soil). The extraction of 
coal pollutes the air, water and 
soil. It degrades the land and 
leaves behind an enormous 
amount of toxic waste. Nine 
out of 10 Appalachian streams 
have been affected by “valley 
fill” — toxic soil contaminants 
that flow into the streams. Test-
ing of drinking water shows 
elevated levels of heavy met-
als such as lead, arsenic, sele-
nium and mercury. A Fox News 
story, “Centralia, Pennsylvania: 
How an underground mine 
fire turned a thriving commu-
nity into an eerie ghost town” 
(March 31), offers a glimpse of 
the devastation caused when 
an underground coal mine in 
Pennsylvania caught fire 55 
years ago. That fire is still burn-
ing today.

“Coal ash” is created from 
burning coal and has created a 
legacy of environmental dam-
age. Coal ash contains a long 
list of toxic heavy metals, such 
as hexavalent chromium, arse-
nic, lead, mercury, cadmium, 
selenium, aluminum and zinc, 
which poisons our waters and 
affects the health of our citi-
zens and the environment. In 
February 2014, the third-larg-
est coal-ash spill in the country 
occurred at Duke Energy’s Dan 
River Steam Station. Now Duke 
Energy is suing its insurance 
companies for their refusal to 
cover the costs of “damages” 
from the coal-ash spill.

After Hurricane Matthew, 

Duke Energy admitted that the 
coal ash spill at its H.F. Lee Coal 
Plant in Goldsboro was the re-
sult of flooding from the hur-
ricane. For years, citizens have 
been pressing the state about 
groundwater pollution and vio-
lations under the Clean Water 
Act regarding Duke Energy’s 
coal ash sites.

These sites have been proven 
to be difficult, if not impossi-
ble to clean up. After years of 
litigation, Duke Energy finally 
settled the lawsuit by agreeing 
to remove or remediate the 14 
coal-ash sites in the state. Al-
though a settlement has been 
reached, the removal and re-
mediation is controversial and 
expected to take years.

Coal plants emit coal dust 
particulates into the atmo-
sphere. Like coal ash, these par-
ticulates contain heavy metals. 
Fine, invisible coal-dust parti-
cles lodge deep in the lungs and 
are not naturally expelled. A 
2010 study found that, per year, 
over 13,000 deaths and tens of 
thousands of cases of chronic 
bronchitis, acute bronchitis, 
asthma, congestive heart fail-
ure, acute myocardial infarc-
tion, dysrhythmia, ischemic 
heart disease, chronic lung dis-
ease and pneumonia occur be-
cause of fine particle emissions 
from U.S. coal plants.

Thus, the focus does not 
have to be about climate 
change. Carbon pollution from 
coal has been and will continue 
to be an extremely huge issue, 
as it harms human health and 

our economy. This is true for all 
fossil fuels.

What can we all do?
 ◆ Money talks. Put a price 

on carbon with a revenue-neu-
tral carbon fee-and-dividend 
system. One-hundred percent 
of the net revenue from the 
carbon fee will be refunded di-
rectly to households. Consum-
ers will turn off their lights, use 
less gas, etc. In turn, this will re-
duce carbon pollution. The Cit-
izens Climate Lobby is working 
with legislators on carbon fee 
and dividend legislation.

 ◆ Promote the transition to 
100-percent clean renewable 
energy by 2050 (80 percent by 
2030). This is the mission of 
the North Carolina Climate 
Solutions Coalition, which is 
implementing “The Jacob-
son Plan.” Solar and wind en-
ergy is available now and are 
cheaper than coal and nuclear 
energy. Batteries to store the 
unused energy are becom-
ing technologically more ad-
vanced and cheaper.

 ◆ Talk to your local, county 
and state government officials 
and urge them to take a lead-
ership role in getting off fossil 
fuels.

Let’s support this transition 
to get off coal (and all fossil 
fuels) before more people are 
sickened or killed from car-
bon pollution. The sooner the 
better!

Gayle Tuch is an attorney and certified 
mediator with a master’s degree in Envi-
ronmental Science and a legal master’s 
in Environmental Law.

RALEIGH — Left-wing 
activists spent a year 
complaining that 

House Bill 2 was hurting 
North Carolina’s business 
climate. They eagerly cited 
opposition from banks, 
manufacturers and other 
out-of-state interests. Most 
effectively, they pointed to NCAA 
games being played in other states 
as evidence that North Carolina 
was paying too high a price for its 
intransigence on HB2.

In the short run, the Left’s tac-
tic worked like a charm. Although 
opinion surveys found that North 
Carolinians had mixed views 
about the underlying issues of 
bathroom access, business regu-
lation and religious conscience, 
voters came to oppose HB2 as a 
whole by a significant margin be-
cause they thought it was hurting 
the state’s image and economy. 
Most poll respondents said that 
whatever benefits they thought 
the bill conferred were out-
weighed by the costs.

Once it became clear that Sen-
ate leader Phil Berger, House 
Speaker Tim Moore and Gov. Roy 
Cooper had worked out a deal to 
repeal and replace HB2, however, 
progressives found themselves 
poorly positioned to fight it. Con-
servative supporters of HB2 had 
complained for months that fun-
damental values ought not to be 
sacrificed for the sake of basket-
ball games. Now, suddenly, LGBT 
activists were saying exactly the 
same thing.

But once you concede that 
sports leagues and other out-of-
state interests ought to have a say 
in the formulation of your public 
policies, it’s hard to walk that back.

When it comes to economic 
policy, conservatives have long 
argued that you can’t just ignore 
what out-of-state executives, in-
vestors and entrepreneurs think 
of your state’s choices. To com-
pete for their investment capital, 
you must keep taxes and regula-
tions at the lowest level consis-
tent with the provision of basic 
services and amenities. Economic 
actors may not have a direct say 
in these matters as residents and 
voters of North Carolina. But they 
essentially vote with their feet, by 
locating themselves and their en-
terprises in places where they are 
most welcome.

In a recent paper for the U.S. 
Census Bureau’s Center for Eco-
nomic Studies, Xavier Giroud of 
the Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology and Joshua Rauh of 

Stanford University used 
previously unavailable data 
for millions of businesses 
with locations in more than 
one state. Some were C cor-
porations, subject to the 
corporate income tax. Oth-
ers were S corporations, 
partnerships or other firms 

with pass-through income subject 
to the personal income tax.

This allowed the authors to test 
more effectively whether relation-
ships between taxes and busi-
ness activity were causal or just 
correlations with something else. 
They found that higher taxes were 
indeed likely the cause of lower 
corporate investment and em-
ployment in a state. Corporate 
taxes were more damaging to eco-
nomic growth than personal in-
come taxes, although both effects 
were statistically significant and 
negative.

In another new paper, just pub-
lished in the journal Local Gov-
ernment Studies, Jongmin Shon 
of Rutgers University found that 
higher state and local sales taxes 
tend to discourage business in-
vestment in a given jurisdiction, 
particularly within the manufac-
turing industry where “retail” sales 
taxes are often misapplied to the 
purchase of business machinery.

That corporate executives, in-
vestors and entrepreneurs base 
such decisions on what is most 
likely to help their businesses suc-
ceed and prosper is a fact entirely 
distinguishable from what you or I 
might think about it. We can’t talk 
our way out of it, or wish it into 
the cornfield. It is simply an ele-
ment of the system in which we 
operate, a constraint imposed by 
reality.

With opposition to HB2, pro-
gressives thought they had dis-
covered a similar constraint 
— unrelenting pressure from pow-
erful out-of-state interests that 
would eventually compel the Re-
publican legislature to capitulate. 
But they misread the situation. 
Just as most North Carolinians 
never volunteered to become 
grunts in some national war over 
LGBT rights, most sports leagues 
and corporate interests never 
signed up for a perpetual twilight 
struggle. They wanted HB2 gone 
and something like the status 
quo ante reinstated so they could 
return to their normal opera-
tions in and relationship to North 
Carolina.

Skillful tactics are no substitute 
for sound strategy.
The John Locke Foundation
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Jill Marker, seen here in March 
2011, now lives with her parents 
in the akron, Ohio area. She 
suffered debilitating injuries in a 
1995 beating.

Businesses vote 
with their feet

War on coal isn’t just 
about climate change
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a drainage pipe that was the original culprit of the coal ash spill at 
the Dan River Steam Station in eden.
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Kalvin Smith testified on Jan. 6, 
2009, in a hearing for a retrial on 
his 1997 conviction of beating Jill 
Marker. Smith, who was released 
from prison in November, suf-
fered a serious injury when he 
was shot on March 31.
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