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School board member Patsy Simpson jousting with audience members who opposed what they
considered to be the politically-motivated tone in the Southern High School yearbook.

A l a m a n c e -
Burlington school
board members ad-
jour ned their latest
meeting at 7:10 p.m.
Monday night – 40 min-
utes after it started, at
the close of a custom-
ary public comment pe-
riod that ultimately
erupted into a full-
blown argument.

The vote to adjourn
came hours earlier than
usual and before school

board members had dis-
cussed any of the items
listed on their meeting
agenda, after a back-and-
forth discussion between
school board member
Patsy Simpson and
people who were seated in
the audience turned into
a shouting match.

Eight people had
signed up to speak dur-
ing the public comments
period at Monday night’s
school board: five aired
concer ns about the
theme of the 2020-21 year-

(See SIMPSON, PAGE 5)

Alamance-Burlington
school board members
heard from eight people
who registered their con-
cerns – mostly over a
theme for the Southern
High School yearbook
that they said had
praised Black Lives Mat-
ter while condemning
the police and former U.S.
President Donald Trump
– during the public com-

ments period of the
school board’s meeting
Monday night.

Parents in the South-
ern High School atten-
dance zone had appar-
ently worked out a plan
on social media to at-
tend this week’s school
board meeting to regis-
ter their concerns
about a special section
in the high school’s
2020-21 yearbook that
featured what some

(See YEARBOOK, PAGE 5)
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Simpson
(Continued  from  page 1)

book for Southern High
School; three others expressed
concerns about whether
ABSS is teaching students
“Critical Race Theory,” a po-
litical philosophy that has
become increasingly contro-
versial (see related story, this
edition).

One speaker – and a num-
ber of people who hadn’t
signed up to speak during the
public comments period but
did so while seated in the au-
ditorium at Central Office –
appeared to direct barbs about
the yearbook and other criti-
cisms toward the board in
general, but Simpson in par-
ticular, just before the meeting
was prematurely adjourned.
One person who spoke during
the public comments period
described Southern High
School’s latest yearbook as
enthusiastically supportive
of  Black Lives Matter, while
criticizing law enforcement
and the former president (see
related story, this edition).

School board chairman
Allison Gant told the audience
at the outset of Monday’s
meeting that the board
doesn’t typically respond or
ask questions during public
comments, in keeping with
an ABSS policy.

Once the final speaker of the
night had concluded her pub-
lic comments, Simpson lit
into Gant over a passing com-
ment she made about asking
the superintendent to review
the “yearbook protocols,” as
Simpson put it, apparently in
response to concerns about

Southern High School’s 2020-
21 annual.

“This subject matter has
been brought before the Su-
preme Court before,” Simpson
said.  “Clearly, students have
their First Amendment
rights, and I think you – with-
out consulting with this en-
tire board – to ask Dr. Benson
to do something to address
this is [inappropriate].  We as
a full board make decisions as
to what we want to do.”

Gant was quick to apologize
for asking the superintendent
to review the yearbook policy
without a full public airing by
the school board.  “I really
apologize to you and the rest
of the board for taking the
initiative to ask for some-
thing, and I will never do that
again without consulting the
full board,” Gant told
Simpson.

Alamance County sheriff
Terry Johnson – who attended
the school board’s meeting
Monday night for a scheduled
discussion about the annual
contracts for school resource
officers his agency provides at
12 ABSS schools – rose to his
feet, asking the crowd to calm
down, as the conversation be-
tween Simpson and audience
members grew louder and
heated. (Several municipal
police department officials
were also present Monday
night because their SRO con-
tracts were on the school
board’s meeting agenda; they
stood by in an adjoining hall-
way to comply with distanc-
ing guidelines that remain in
effect for K-12 public schools.)

School board vice chairman
Tony Rose defended Gant, tell-
ing Simpson that she, too,

calls the superintendent all
the time, asking him to look
into things.  There was no rea-
son for the chair to apologize,
Rose said, because she hadn’t
done anything wrong.

“I do not want you to speak
to me in that manner,”
Simpson shot back at the vice
chairman.  By this time, she
was standing at her seat be-
hind the dais and gathering
her belongings to leave the
meeting when Rose intro-
duced a motion to adjourn,
which she seconded, and
passed unanimously.

Despite the sheriff ’s at-
tempt at de-escalation, the
decibel level continued to rise.
Several people in the audience
pelted Simpson with com-
ments – and she returned rhe-
torical fire – as she stormed
out of the school board’s meet-
ing room in the auditorium
upstairs at Central Office in
Burlington.  Little of what
anyone had said was decipher-
able.

Meanwhile, school board
members have scheduled a spe-
cial-called meeting for 12:00
noon today to consider and
possibly vote on one of the
items that had been on their
meeting agenda for Monday
night.  School board members
will consider awarding a con-
tract to Central Builders of
Mebane to complete renova-
tions and upgrades at Will-
iams High School that was
included in the $150 million
bond package that voters ap-
proved for ABSS in November
2018.  The proposed contract
totals $3.8 million, based on
figures that were provided to
school board members earlier
this week.

Yearbook
(Continued  from  page 1)

speakers characterized dur-
ing their public comments as
the most noteworthy events
of  the past year.

The number of public com-
ments that the school board
heard Monday night was its
highest since last August,
when a glut of ABSS parents
protested the school board’s
decision to offer remote-only
instruction at the start of the
current 2020-21 school year.
(Public comments were sub-
mitted at the time via email
and telephone, in keeping
with a process the school
board had in place, in hopes
of limiting the spread of
Covid-19.  Monday night’s
meeting marked the third
time members of the public
have been allowed to attend in
person since schools reopened
this spring.)

The eight-page section con-
tains banners, reading “From
Hashtag to Movement”; “The
Notorious RBG,” a reference
to U.S. Supreme Court Justice
Ruth Bader Ginsburg, who
died last year; “Voting
Voices”; and “President of  the
People,” based on photocopies
of the special section in the
2020-21 yearbook for Southern
High School that were ob-
tained by The Alamance
News.

Four speakers expressed
support for the yearbook and
in favor of  First Amendment
freedoms that have generally
been extended to student jour-
nalists in K-12 public schools
(see related story, this edition).

One speaker – Jennifer Gre-
gory of Burlington – was
overtly critical of the theme
and content of the 2020-21 year-
book for Southern High
School, which she character-
ized as biased and very-one
sided.

Miles Johnston of Graham
said his daughter, a student at
Southern High School and a
member of the yearbook staff,
has been bullied on Facebook
and Twitter over a special sec-
tion, which he said comprises
“eight out of 240 pages,” high-
lighting the most memorable
events of the 2020-21 school
year.

“[The] layout of the presi-
dential election, [the] life and
death of a Supreme Court jus-
tice, [and a] timeline synopsis
of Black Lives Matter appar-
ently outraged” some people,
Johnston said Monday night,
“that they have called my
daughter and her fellow stu-
dent journalists ‘Marxist radi-
cals’ and ‘liberal trash’ on so-
cial media.  The controversy
revolves around the delusion
that these layouts are included
in order to push forward an
agenda.”  Johnson said his
daughter, like all students
who serve on the yearbook
staff, choose layouts and con-
tent, which they research and
write, attempting to distill the
most memorable events of the
past year into a special sec-
tion. “She was required to use
basics of  journalism, such as
fact-checking and verified
sources in summarizing an
election” or other newswor-
thy events, he said.

“The yearbook is a histori-
cal record of what happened
that year – in and out of
school,” Johnston said, add-
ing that the statewide shut-
down due to Covid-19 left the
yearbook staff at his
daughter’s high school with
few local events to highlight
in the eight-page special sec-
tion.  “National news stories

have been included in our an-
nuals since conception.”  Pre-
vious yearbooks have high-
lighted events such as the
Challenger space shuttle that
exploded 73 seconds after
liftoff in January 1986; 9/11,
the attacks by Al-Qaeda ter-
rorists on September 11, 2001;
and the Vietnam War, he
noted.  “Whether you agree or
disagree with the facts is a
matter of personal opinion,”
said Johnston.

Zach Clemmons of
Burlington, who said he
graduated from Southern
High School in 2020, also
pointed to constitutional pro-
tections for student journal-
ists that Johnston had alluded
to earlier.  There was no out-
rage over the yearbook last
year, Clemmons said, which
had a special section that fea-
tured “Blue Lives Matter,” a
pro-law enforcement move-
ment and also depicted North
Carolina Republican U.S.
Senator Thom Tillis – neither
of which generated contro-
versy, Clemmons said.

“[Last year] was crazy, and
the most crazy parts about it
probably deserve to be in that
yearbook,” Clemmons said
Monday.  “You are wrong if
you try to censor these stu-
dents; multiple Supreme
Court cases have affirmed the
right of students to use these
avenues [for expression]. It is
not political to state the facts
of  what happened last year.”
The yearbook doesn’t take a
stance in favor of  Black Lives
Matter or Blue Livers Matter;
nor does it favor one presiden-
tial candidate over another.
Clemmons insisted.  “It says
this is what happened.”

Moniel Johnston of Gra-
ham, who identified herself as
the sister of a member of the
yearbook staff  at Southern
High School, said she couldn’t
understand why the 2020-21
annual has created such a stir.
“I’m confused, for a number of
reasons, such as why this
didn’t happen during my two
years as [yearbook] editor,”
Johnston said Monday night.
“I find it ironic that many of
you are upset that these
Southern Patriots are using
their voices by providing sto-
ries to reflect on years from
now.  Why would we ever want
to forget important events
like these? It’s only indoctri-
nation if we silence or ignore
the voices of our students.  I
firmly believe that all voices
should be heard.”

Retired ABSS teacher
Janice Shoffner of Snow
Camp said that she had served
17 years as the advisor for the
yearbook staff  at Southern
High School, and during that
time and since, it has consis-
tently won “all kinds of
awards for jour nalism.”
Shoffner said that, while she
understands why people
might be alarmed by some of
the content, this year’s edition
highlighted the chaotic
events of  the past year.

“This year has been chaos –
nobody would say it has not
been,” Shoffner said Monday
night.  Imagine trying to pro-
duce a yearbook when “107 of
your seniors didn’t even ap-
pear” to have their senior pho-
tos taken, and a staff of three
students per semester is re-
sponsible for finding topics to
research and highlight, she
noted.

Shoffner, however, ex-
pressed optimism that the
yearbook for 2021-22 will fea-
ture the state softball cham-
pionship that the Lady Patri-
ots won earlier this month.
“That’s going to be a big

spread, hopefully,” she said.
“Thank God, it’s going to be a
very different year.”  The ABSS
retiree encouraged school
board members, as well as sev-
eral dozen people seated in the
audience, to keep in mind the
purpose that a yearbook
serves.  “It’s a memory book;
it’s a history book; and a ref-
erence book,” said Shoffner.

Lone critic claims SHS
yearbook demonizes police,
glorifies rioters

Jennifer Gregory of
Burlington characterized the
eight-page feature section in
the 2020-21 yearbook for South-
ern High School as “anti-po-
lice, very much one-sided, and
not factual.”  Police were
called murderers, while crimi-
nals they were fighting were
glamorized, based on
Gregory’s description to
school board members Mon-
day night.  “Breonna Taylor’s
boyfriend was a drug dealer in
prison [and] she was helping
him continue his business
while he was incarcerated,”
said Gregory.  “What happened
to her was terrible, but the
police were doing their job;
they were shot at through the
door and returned fire.”

Gregory said that Taylor’s
mother had recently publicly
called Black Lives Matter “a
fraud” and claimed to have
never received any of the
money that was purportedly
raised in her daughter’s name.
Rioters in Louisville, Ken-
tucky and Minneapolis, Min-
nesota burned down police
departments and businesses –
that owners had spent their
whole lives working to build
– and Southern High School’s
yearbook  celebrates that law-
lessness, Gregory said.  Rather
than to demonize the entire
law enforcement profession
and to perpetuate hate, “chil-
dren are being taught in
schools to disrespect [the po-
lice] and riot,” she said, add-
ing that the advisor for the
yearbook staff should’ve set
parameters for “what is appro-
priate to publish.”

Funding generated by ad sales
and yearbook sales

Yearbooks at the six ABSS
high schools are created en-
tirely by students, from con-
cept to publication, according
to Jenny Faulkner, who is the
school system’s public infor-
mation officer. “Typically stu-
dents register for a course that
allows them to work on the
yearbook theme, content, and
layout,” Faulkner confirmed
Tuesday for The Alamance
N e w s .
“They also participate in year-
book work after school as a
club,” Faulkner said. Each
high school has a staff mem-
ber/yearbook advisor who
shepherds students through
an extensive process – that
entails developing a concept,
writing editorial content, and
assembling graphics – to
printing and distribution of
the final product, she said.
Production costs and other
yearbook expenses are funded
by display advertising space
sold to local businesses and
organizations (which appears
within each edition), as well
as yearbook sales to students
and staff, she said.

Meanwhile, school board
members have scheduled a spe-
cial-called meeting for 12:00
noon today to consider and
possibly vote on one of the
items that had been on their
meeting agenda for Monday

As one of the speakers
pointed out for Alamance-
Burlington school board
members during their public
comments period of their
meeting Monday night, the
U.S. Supreme Court has af-
firmed that the First Amend-
ment generally prohibits cen-
sorship of  student journalist
by public school officials (see
related story, this edition).

No fewer than half a dozen
rulings by the U.S. Supreme
Court have established the
parameters for students’ First
Amendment freedoms for –
and permissible restraints
upon – student publications in
K-12 public schools.

One of the most-frequently
cited Supreme Court rulings
is the 1969 decision in Tinker
v. Des Moines Independent
Community School District,
which dealt with students
who had been punished for
wearing black armbands to
school to protest the Vietnam
War.  Though that school sys-
tem didn’t prohibit students
from displaying political sym-
bols, the children at the cen-
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US Supreme Court has
affirmed First Amendment

freedoms for student journalists
ter of that case were punished
because school officials took
issue with the symbols shown
on the armbands, an image
resembling the Iron Cross
that had been used on military
uniforms in Nazi Germany,
according to a summary of
the ruling.  Supreme Court
Justice Abe Fortas wrote, “It
can hardly be argued that ei-
ther students or teachers shed
their First Amendment rights
at the schoolhouse gate.”

However, the decision in
Tinker, as well as several other
Supreme Court rulings, estab-
lished that students’ First
Amendment rights aren’t un-
limited.  Tinker prohibits ad-
ministrative control over the
content published in student
publications (i.e., prior re-
straint) but grants school of-
ficials the latitude to examine
content before it’s published
(prior review), according to
analyses by multiple experts
in constitutional law.

A 1988 Supreme Court deci-
sion, Hazelwood v.
Kuhlmeier, gave school offi-
cials more authority to censor
certain material in student
publications, namely those
which are produced as part of

a class, require school re-
sources, and have a faculty
advisor who teaches related
skills (such as news writing)
to students.  In that case, the
Supreme Court concluded
that the student newspaper at
issue was not “a forum for
public expression” by stu-
dents but was instead a
school-sponsored publication.

However, Hazelwood also
limited any potential censor-
ship by school officials to “le-
gitimate pedagogical con-
cerns,” including: content
that is “ungrammatical,
poorly written, inadequately
researched, biased or preju-
diced”; deals with sensitive
topics (as an example, content
addressing the existence of
Santa Claus published for an
elementary school audience);
speech reasonably perceived to
advocate drug or alcohol use,
irresponsible sex, or conduct
inconsistent with the shared
values of a civilized social or-
der; and/or content that
“would associate the school
with anything other than” a
neutral position on contro-
versial political matters, ac-
cording to numerous consti-
tutional law experts.

Meanwhile, three speakers
aired their concerns this week
about Critical Race Theory
(CRT), though none offered
any specific examples of it
being taught in Alamance-
Burlington schools (see re-
lated story, this edition).

Ed Priola of Mebane asked
school board members to con-
sider adopting a resolution –
though none has been pre-
sented for possible action – to
formally express support for
a state house bill that would
prohibit CRT from being
taught in North Carolina pub-
lic schools. House Bill 324,
“Ensuring Dignity & Nondis-
crimination/Schools” was
sponsored by four Republican
members of the state house in
March; it was referred to the
Senate committee on rules
and operations earlier this
month.  (Dennis Riddell, who

Three raise concerns over
Critical Race Theory – despite it
not being considered by board

(See CRT, PAGE 6) (See YEARBOOK, PAGE 6)
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represents Alamance County
in the state house, is listed as
one of the bill’s co-sponsors.)

Describing himself as a cur-
rent University of Maryland
professor and former
Durham Technical Commu-
nity College instructor, Priola
said that, based on his obser-
vations, CRT is a theory
“that’s occurring across our
country” and is rooted in a
worldview that’s “ugly and
disgraceful and should not be
taught in our schools…It’s
based on tribal bigotry and
hate, and I think that this is
not something that our na-
tion is founded on or that we
should be promoting as a
form of  education.”

CRT is a philosophy by
which all aspects of life – poli-
tics, education, entertain-
ment, news reports, and the
workplace – must be ex-
plained in terms of  racial,
gender, and sexual identities,
particularly those for people

viewed as historically
marginalized by “systemic
racism,” according to a de-
scription by a former politi-
cal science and law professor
who taught at Princeton and
Vanderbilt universities and is
regarded as an expert on the
topic and served as a member
of President Donald Trump’s
1776 commission.

CRT examines, in particu-
lar, how victims of  systemic
racism are affected by cultural
perceptions of race and how
they are able to represent
themselves to counter preju-
dice, according to a descrip-
tion by the College of Liberal
Arts at Perdue University.

Brittany Cartner of Gra-
ham also expressed concerns
about CRT “and what it’s try-
ing to teach our children,”
though she offered no specific
examples of any such instruc-
tion in ABSS schools.

Dianna Bromaghim of

These pages from the Southern High School yearbook, dealing with the death of George Floyd and Black Lives
Matter, are among the topics which have resulted in concerns about politicization expressed to school board
members.



Yearbook
(Continued from page 5)

Gibsonville also said she’s
concerned about CRT but fo-
cused most of her public com-
ments on other concerns
about her granddaughter’s re-
cent experiences in school.  A
freshman at Southern High
School, her granddaughter
had recently asked her how
she should respond if she were
forced to shower or change in
school locker rooms with a
transgender student,
Bromaghim said.  Though
she didn’t reveal how she an-
swered her granddaughter,
Bromaghim emphasized that
“we need people to love, to not

night.  School board members
will consider  awa rding  a
contract to Central Build-
ers of Mebane to complete
renovations and upgrades
at  Wil l iams High School
that  was  included in  the
$1 50 million bond package
that voters approved for ABSS
in November 2018.  The pro-
posed contract totals $3.8
million, based on figures
that were provided to school
board members earlier this
week.

have controversy” and to try
to understand with where
people with differing views
are coming from.

School board member Patsy
Simpson took exception to the
insinuation that CRT is be-
ing taught in ABSS schools.

“To get up and say that we
are teaching – what is that,
Critical Race Theory – never
has this board discussed any
such thing,” Simpson said.  “I
have not heard any such thing,
so I think we need to turn off
our TVs at this point, because
if this board is going to take
an action or something per-
taining to the curriculum, you
will know and we will keep
you informed.  That is not
anything you need to be con-

cerned about at this point.
“I’m sorry, you caught me

off-guard,” Simpson added.
“I’m not yelling; I’m always
loud.”

CRT is not taught in ABSS
schools, nor has it been
adopted at the state level,
ABSS superintendent Dr.
Bruce Benson confirmed
Monday night for The
Alamance News.  ABSS, like
North Carolina’s 114 other
public schools, is required to
follow the state’s “Standard
Course of Study” for all cur-
riculum and instruction, he
said in a brief  interview, add-
ing that he’s unaware of  any
movement to incorporate
CRT into the state’s Standard
Course of  Study.

CRT
(Continued from page 5)



Alamance News publisher forcibly removed from courtroom for
trying to cover case; initially charged with contempt, handcuffed

White woman pleads
to lesser charges
for trying to run
over black girls

Newspapers likely to seek
‘emergency appeal’ to require

Alamance courtrooms to be open

CASE THAT SPARKED REMOVALNEXT STEP TO ADDRESS JUDGE CLOSING COURT

ALAMANCE NEWS PUBLISHER
TOM BONEY, JR. AFTER
COURTROOM ORDEAL

Photo courtesy of Jordan Green,
Triad City Beat (See BRAZEE, PAGE 6)

Sandrea Warren
Brazee, 53, was con-
victed in Alamance
County district court
this week of two counts
of misdemeanor as-
sault with a deadly
weapon after she was
accused of trying to run

over two 12-year-old
girls near the 6 to 1
Mini Mart at 201 West
Harden Street in Gra-
ham in August of  this
year.

Brazee is white.  The
two 12-year-old victims

Alamance News
publisher Tom
Boney, Jr. was forc-
ibly removed from an
Alamance County
courtroom Tuesday
morning under or-
ders of visiting dis-
trict court judge
Fred Wilkins.  The
judge told Boney he
was in contempt of
court and had him
removed from the
second floor court-
room of the Historic
Court House; he was
handcuffed outside
the courtroom.

Wilkins, a retired
a visiting district
court judge from
R o c k i n g h a m
County, initially

(See PUBLISHER,
PAGE 6)

(See APPEAL,
PAGE 6)

The Alamance News
and two other news or-
ganizations that were
denied access to
Alamance County
courtrooms this week
and last by visiting dis-
trict court judge Fred
Wilkins are planning
an “emergency appeal”
to the North Carolina
Court of Appeals seek-

ing to overturn Wilkins’
closure of courtrooms to
the public and press.

In addition to the
weekly newspaper, the
other parties are The (Ra-
leigh) News & Observer
and Triad City Beat, an
alternative weekly in
Greensboro.

Alamance News pub-
lisher Tom Boney, Jr. was

initially charged with
contempt by Wilkins this
week when he attempted
to explain the three news-
papers’ motion about the
need to open his court-
room to allow the press
and public to be able to
view the proceedings.

Last Wednesday (De-

(See BRAZEE, PAGE 9)

Brazee
(Continued from page 1)

“We are very satisfied that the judge was able to
dispense with what he believed to be appropriate
justice.  The two victims, who are 12-years-old,
are to be commended.  Despite from being in
shock, from being victimized, from having their
story put out on social media, they showed cour-
age when they talked to our investigator and clari-
fying [their accounts].”
– Alamance County  district attorney Sean Boone

SANDREA
WARREN BRAZEE

are black.
The Graham po-

lice department
originally charged
Brazee on August
22 with two felony
counts of assault
with a deadly
weapon in the inci-
dent that occurred
on August 21.

At her hearing in
district court Tuesday morn-
ing, Brazee entered an Alford
plea – i.e., continuing to assert
her innocence while also ac-
knowledging that the
Alamance County district
attorney’s office had enough
evidence to prove
that she was
guilty of the mis-
d e m e a n o r
charges beyond a
reasonable doubt.

Brazee, of 917
Graham Street
in Burlington, re-
ceived two con-
secutive, 60-day
sentences, which
were suspended.
She was also or-
dered to complete 12 months’
supervised probation with the
following conditions:  that she
complete a mental health/an-
ger management evaluation
and follow any recommended
treatment; provide her proba-
tion officer with access to any
mental health records; that
she have no contact with the
victims or their families; and
pay a $1,000 fine plus court
costs, based on her court file.

This was the court case that
was pending when the judge
had Alamance News pub-
lisher Tom Boney, Jr. forcibly
removed from the courtroom
Tuesday morning. [See sepa-
rate story.]

Later, in a separate hearing
in a superior court courtroom
down the street, which the
newspaper was able to attend,
Jamie Paulen a Hillsborough
attorney representing Faith
Cook, the mother of one of
the girls, filed a petition to
have the Graham police de-
partment release any video
footage it may have surround-
ing the August 21 incident

near the 6 to 1 Mini
Mart.

Paulen told the
judge that the po-
lice department
had provided video
from the wrong
date, August 22.
Visiting senior
resident superior
court judge John
M. Dunlow sug-
gested that Paulen
try to contact the
police and get them
to remedy the situ-

ation by providing the video
from the proper date.  “They
may fix it,” he said, continu-
ing the matter until January
4, 2021.

Brazee’s court file shows
she was arrested by the Gra-

ham police department on
August 22, the day after the in-
cident with the two girls, for
which she was convicted this
week.

“The felonies charged were
based on the initial report,”
Alamance County district at-
torney Sean Boone explained
Tuesday in an interview with
The Alamance News.

A Graham police officer had
been sitting in a turn lane at
the intersection of Harden
and Maple streets – and had
set up her radar device to con-
duct a speed enforcement
check – around 3:55 p.m. on
August 21 when she observed
a dark gray pickup truck
make an “overt and aggressive
right turn” near 206 North
Maple Street, in front of the
two female victims, according
to an account of the Graham
police report that Boone fur-
nished to the newspaper Tues-
day. The Graham police officer
subsequently drove into the
parking lot at the mini mart
to investigate and witnessed

said he was holding the pub-
lisher in contempt of court
and ordering him to
jail for refusing to leave
when Boney insisted
that the proceedings
should be open to the
press. Deputies threat-
ened to charge him
with resisting arrest if he con-
tinued asserting his right to
be in the courtroom.

Wilkins refused to hear a
written motion that Boney
had filed, which had
been prepared by Ra-
leigh attorney
Amanda Martin, who
serves as General
Counsel of the North
Carolina Press Asso-
ciation and has repre-
sented the newspaper
in previous open
courtroom/open gov-
ernment cases.

Boney insisted that
the North Carolina
state constitution’s re-
quirement that “all courts
shall be open” took precedence
over COVID-related precau-

(Continued  from  page 1)

Newspaper’s publisher held in contempt,
handcuffed over protest of closed courtroom

tions, but the judge refused to
hear any of Boney’s state-
ments.  In a subsequent inter-
view, the publisher estimated

that approximately two to
three dozen people were seated
in the courtroom gallery; the
upstairs balcony was empty.
There was no notice posted at

the historic courthouse to
warn visitors that they would
be blocked from entering the

courtroom.
“I delivered the motion to

the clerk and went upstairs to
the courtroom and took a seat,

at the instruction of
a deputy,” Boney re-
called Tuesday after-
noon.  The clerk
handed the motion to
the judge.

Wilkins asked
whether any attorney repre-
senting the parties in the mo-
tion were present.  Boney rose
to say he was not an attorney,
but was, in fact, the publisher

of one of the newspa-
pers that had filed the
motion to keep the
courtroom open.  In
addition to The
Alamance News, the
other newspapers
were The (Raleigh)
News & Observer and
Triad City Beat in
Greensboro.

“As Justice [Oliver
Wendell] Holmes
wrote while sitting on
the Supreme Judicial

Court of Massachusetts, ‘Ev-
ery citizen should be able to
satisfy himself with his own

eyes as to the mode in which a
public duty is performed,’” the
motion stated, citing numer-
ous U.S. Supreme Court pre-
cedents and lower court rul-
ings which have established
that courts should remain
open except in limited, ex-
traordinary circumstances –
and even then only when pro-
cedural safeguards are taken.

The North Carolina Consti-
tution requirement that all
court remain open “is not sub-
ject to doubt or interpreta-
tion,” the motion notes, add-
ing that “no fewer than nine
decisions from the U.S. Court
of Appeals for the Fourth Cir-
cuit” have reinforced the right
of access to judicial records
and proceedings.

Alamance County safe jury
 in plan since October 12

Martin also points out in
the motion filed for The
Alamance News and the other
two newspapers that, under a
safe jury plan that had been
signed by Alamance County’s
highest-ranking judges and

(See PUBLISHER, PAGE 8)

“The idea of having a Constitution does not turn on
having an attorney there to argue it.”
                         – Amanda Martin, general counsel,

  North Carolina Press Association

“I am also not aware of any other county in the state
where a blanket closure of the courtroom, such as
Judge Wilkins imposed last week, has any parallel,
even in the midst of the pandemic.  It is most certainly
not the kind of distinction we think Alamance County
should have.  Courts have generally recognized that
the media, in a sense, stand in the shoes of the public
and citizens who lack the ability to individually get all
the information they want and need.”
                 – Alamance News publisher Tom Boney, Jr.

Appeal
(Continued  from  page 1)

cember 2), Wilkins excluded
the press from covering a
hearing during which the dis-
trict attorney’s office sought
to modify the conditions of
bond for Rev. Greg
Drumwright, the organizer
of an October 31 march and
rally that was ended by law en-
forcement.

There were two episodes
when pepper spray vapors
were used at the end of the
march and to end the rally at
the Historic Court House.

Officers with the Graham
Police department initially
used pepper spray to force the
crowd to disperse out of the
streets at the conclusion of
the march, contending that

Drumwright had agreed that
the city’s streets would re-
main open after the marchers
passed.

Later, deputies with the
Alamance County sheriff ’s of-
fice halted the rally, contend-
ing that the organizer had
violated the terms of  a permit
that had been issued/granted
for the rally by bringing gas
cans and a gas-powered gen-
erator onto the courthouse
grounds in violation of the
permit].  Those officers and
the Graham police subse-
quently used pepper spray va-
pors to force the crowd to dis-
perse from the courthouse
grounds and the downtown
area.

A total of 23 people were ar-
rested on October 31, includ-
ing Tomas Murawski, a staff
writer with The Alamance

News, whose first court ap-
pearance is scheduled for Mon-
day.  Murawski was one of
eight people arrested by the
Graham Police Department;
the sheriff ’s office arrested
another 15 who failed to dis-
perse after being told to when
the rally was ended.

“Under judge Wilkins’ cur-
rent rules – which purport to
allow only victims, defendants,
and attorneys within his
courtroom – even I, as our re-
porters’ editor and publisher,
would not be allowed into the
courtroom,” Boney observed.

Boney said the three news
organizations hope to file the
emergency motion this week
in time for the Court of Ap-
peals to rule prior to next
week’s court dates for the Oc-
tober 31 defendants.
Murawski’s court date is Mon-

day; many of the other defen-
dants are due in court on
Tuesday and Wednesday.

While court officials have
not repeated the statement
recently, it was initially said
that Wilkins had been
brought in as a special visit-
ing judge to hear many of the
“protest” cases associated
with Drumwright’s and other
demonstrations.

“The U.S. Supreme Court
has recently made an impor-
tant First Amendment deci-
sion that emphasized govern-
ment may not curtail reli-
gious liberty in the name of
pandemic regulations.  In the
same way, we do not think
there is a legal way to elimi-
nate constitutionally pro-
tected access to courts for the

(See APPEAL, PAGE 12)
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Brazee
(Continued from page 6)

the defendant, later identified
as Brazee, as she left the scene
in her pickup truck.

At the time of her arrest,
Brazee claimed that one of the
victims had made an obscene
comment to her as she was
leaving the parking lot at the
mini mart.  Brazee stopped her
truck and said, “Excuse you?”
As she prepared to exit the
parking lot, one of the vic-
tims yelled at her, prompting
Brazee to turn her truck
around and drive back toward
the girls.  She pulled into a
parking lot at 206 North Maple
Street and engaged in a brief
verbal altercation with the
two 12-year-olds before driv-
ing away, based on the ac-
count provided by Boone.

An investigator with the
DA’s office later conducted an
extensive investigation of  the
incident and interviewed both
of the 12-year-old victims
twice.

One of the victims told the
DA’s investigator that she and
the other victim had been
near the dumpster near the
mini mart when Brazee made
eye contact with them, and
the second victim asked
Brazee, “What are you looking
at [expletive]?” based on the
account that Boone provided
this week.  One of the victims
said during the initial inves-
tigation that Brazee had re-
sponded with a racial slur; she
later said she was not certain
what Brazee said.   That same
victim recalled for the DA’s in-
vestigator that she had made
eye contact with Brazee – who
at the time was driving her
pickup truck along the second
block of North Maple Street,
as the two girls were walking
on the sidewalk, toward the
sidewalk – and thought the
driver “looked like she had an
attitude.”

As both Brazee and the vic-
tims continued along their
paths on North Maple Street,
one of the girls yelled, “Come
on back mother [expletive]”

and motioned at Brazee,
based on statements the vic-
tims gave during interviews
with the DA’s investigator.
Both victims told the DA’s in-
vestigator, and one said she
feared Brazee might run over
her friend, based on the ac-
count that Boone provided
this week.

Brazee had stopped her
truck by her own accord and
had done so “some distance
short of striking the victims,”
based on evidence collected
during the initial investiga-
tion by the Graham police de-
partment and the subsequent
investigation conducted by
the DA’s office.

The DA’s office had origi-
nally considered charging
Brazee with a hate crime in
the incident, Boone elabo-
rated in the interview.  “To add
charges, we have to have suffi-
cient evidence to prove the
case beyond a reasonable
doubt,” he said.

The conduct and relevant
case law did not support “in-
tent to kill,” but the facts, in-

cluding the victims’ own state-
ments, clearly satisfied the
requirements for two misde-
meanor counts of assault
with a deadly weapon, Boone
said Tuesday.

“We are very satisfied that
the judge was able to dispense
with what he believed to be ap-
propriate justice,” Boone told
The Alamance News.  “The
two victims, who are 12-years-
old, are to be commended.
Despite from being in shock,
from being victimized, from
having their story put out on
social media, they showed
courage when they talked to
our investigator and clarify-
ing [their accounts].

“After having time to think
and reflect, they were able to
provide more detailed an-
swers, which allowed us to se-
cure justice for them, for the
defendant, and for justice at
large,” the DA added.

Brazee has no prior crimi-
nal convictions.  She was pre-
viously charged with misde-
meanor simple assault on Oc-
tober 29, 2000 by the

Burlington police department
and found not guilty on Feb-
ruary 14, 2001, according to
Alamance County court files.

Graham attorney John W.
Cox was appointed to repre-
sent Brazee for her assault
with a deadly weapon charges,
according to her court file.
She was released from the
Alamance County jail, pend-
ing trial, in August after post-
ing a $500,000 secured bond,
according to the court file.

Appeal
(Continued  from  page 6)

public and press, simply by
claiming ‘pandemic, pan-
demic,” Boney said.

North Carolina’s Constitu-
tion has a “simple and
straightforward protec-
tion,” Boney said, quoting
Article I, section 24. “All courts
shall be open.”

“We don’t believe a judge
has any legal authority to
simply disregard that im-
portant safeguard, which
protects both the public and
the press,” Boney said.



Publisher
(Continued from page 6)

published October 12, 2020,
Alamance County courthouse
facilities are equipped to
safely accommodate dozens of
people at a time.  “For this rea-
son alone, it is plain that
court proceedings do not need
to be entirely closed to the pub-
lic in order to be safe,” the
motion states.

Wilkins also refused to al-
low an Alamance News re-
porter to attend a hearing last
week in another high-profile
case involving a request to
modify the conditions of a
bond for Rev. Greg Drum-
wright of Greensboro, who is
charged with two felonies and
several misdemeanors in con-
junction with a march and
rally he held at the historic
courthouse on October 31.

When Boney tried to explain
the need for keeping the court-
room open for Tuesday
morning’s hearing, Wilkins
insisted that only victims,
defendants, and their attor-
neys were entitled to be in the
courtroom. The judge then
stated he was finding the pub-
lisher in contempt of court
and ordered deputies to re-
move him and take him to jail.

Wilkins had been scheduled
to hear a case that has drawn
considerable public interest.
Sandrea Warren Brazee of
Burlington was charged with
two counts of felony assault
with a deadly weapon after she
allegedly tried to run over 12-
year-old girls near a conve-
nience store in Graham on
August 21 of  this year.  [See
related story, this edition.]

“The whole time, the judge
was telling me to ‘be quiet, get
out of the courtroom,” and
that if I didn’t I would be held
in contempt and charged with
failing to obey an order,”
Boney recalled Tuesday after-
noon.  “The judge did not ex-
hibit a judicial tempera-
ment.”

Ejected from the courtroom,
Boney was handcuffed in an
adjoining hallway by three
deputies.  “When they got me
in the hall, that was not pleas-
ant, and they claimed I [was]
resisting,” the publisher
noted, claiming that the physi-
cal restraint used was har4sh
and excessive.

While he was detained in the
hallway outside the court-
room, Boney was told the
judge had changed his in-
struction to the deputies.
Boney was to be made to leave

the courthouse but not jailed,
he recalled that afternoon.   “I
said, ‘I think I might rather
be charged; I’m entitled to be
present in the courtroom un-
der the North Carolina and
U.S. Constitutions,” the
publisher emphasized.

The newspaper’s attor-
ney agreed.  “The idea of
having a Constitution
does not turn on having
an attorney there to argue
it,” Martin said in an in-
terview Tuesday after-
noon.

Deputies got word that
Wilkins had changed his or-
der as they flanked the pub-
lisher and led him down the
stairs to the rotunda on the
main floor of the courthouse.
“Wilkins changed his order to
have me removed from the
courthouse,” Boney said that
afternoon.  He was uncuffed
and directed toward an exit at
the west side of the building.

While en route back to the
newspaper office, Boney was
surrounded by a gaggle – with
cell phones in their out-
stretched arms, recording the
publisher as he walked to-
ward the sidewalk along West
Elm Street– who apparently
had participated in a small
protest Sesquicentennial
Park earlier that morning,
shortly before Brazee’s hear-
ing in the second floor court-
room of the Historic Court
House.

Earlier Tuesday morning,
the publisher had hand-deliv-
ered a letter to Alamance
County’s top-ranking judges,
senior resident superior court
judge Tom Lambeth, Jr. and
chief district court judge Brad
Allen, outlining his rationale
for why the courtroom should
remain open.  Boney also de-
livered copies of his letter to
Alamance County district at-
torney Sean Boone and the
president of the Alamance
County Bar Association, in
addition to mailing it to the
director of the North Caro-
lina Administrative Office of
the Courts.

Boney had asked that
judges Lambeth and Allen es-
tablish parameters that
should be followed to “ensure
that constitutional guaran-
tees, both federal and state, are
followed” and allow the news-
paper to be present to cover
future courtroom proceed-
ings, particularly upcoming
hearings that are scheduled
for several high-profile cases.

‘Enormous public interest’
“We are the county seat

newspaper here in Graham,”
Boney wrote.  “We have fol-
lowed and covered extensively
the marches, rallies, and dem-
onstrations in Graham over
the past six months, includ-

ing those involving Rev.
Drumwright. There is enor-
mous public interest in these
events and the cases that have
resulted. Indeed, one of our
newspaper’s reporters was
even arrested at one of those
events while taking photo-
graphs of the protest and ar-
rests being made.”

The publisher acknowl-
edged executive orders Gov.
Roy Cooper has issued follow-
ing the emergence of  COVID-
19 in March contain an ex-
plicit exemption for “First
Amendment Rights,” and
that exemption has not been
curtailed.  “Our news cover-
age certainly falls within that
exemption,” Boney wrote.

When COVID restrictions
were initially imposed back in
March, North Carolina Su-
preme Court Chief Justice
Cheri Beasley emphasized in
her administrative orders,
“Our courts are always open
to the public” and “the supe-
rior courts and district courts
remain open,” in keeping
with the N.C. and U.S. Consti-
tution, the publisher noted in
his letter.

State and national prece-
dents have established the fol-
lowing standards are to be
applied when considering a
courtroom closure: that is
necessary to serve an overrid-
ing governmental interest;
that no less restrictive mea-
sure will protect that interest;
and that the scope and dura-
tion is narrow as possible,
Boney wrote.

“I am also not aware of  any
other county in the state
where a blanket closure of the
courtroom, such as Judge
Wilkins imposed last week,
has any parallel, even in the
midst of the pandemic,” the
publisher explained to judges
Lambeth and Allen.  “It is
most certainly not the kind of
distinction we think
Alamance County should
have.

“Courts have generally rec-
ognized that the media, in a

sense, stand in the shoes of the
public and citizens who lack
the ability to individually get
all the information they want
and need,” Boney added.  “As
North Carolina’s citizens are

asked to stay home, they
rely even more on the me-
dia to be the conduit of
information.”

In a brief phone inter-
view Wednesday, Lam-
beth assured the pub-
lisher that he has been in
touch with Allen, and
they will be developing

the kind of guidance for keep-
ing courtrooms open that
Boney had requested.

Lambeth said he had been
unaware of  the exclusions of
news organizations from
Wilkins’ courtroom last week
– though he noted that judges
control their own courtrooms
– or of Boney’s ejection from

the courtroom Tuesday morn-
ing.

“I have always been for open
courtroom procedures,” the
senior resident superior court
judge emphasized.

As an example, Lambeth
cited accommodations he had
arranged to live-stream a
hearing in another case that
had drawn widespread local
and national attention, he re-
called Wednesday.

Cooper ordered Ace Speed-
way in Elon to close in June,
deeming it an “imminent haz-
ard for the spread of  COVID-
19” after two races drew hun-
dreds of spectators, violating
statewide limits on atten-
dance at outdoor gatherings.

A hearing on the state’s re-
quest for an abatement order,
which Lambeth presided over,
was held in the commission-
ers’ chambers at the county

office building on West Elm
Street and live-streamed on
the county’s website.
Lambeth recalled Wednesday
that thousands of citizens had
taken advantage of the oppor-
tunity to watch the virtual
hearing.

For his part, Boney pointed
out for Lambeth that an
Alamance News reporter had
recently covered hearings in
Allen’s courtroom without
incident.  The publisher also
had been present for a supe-
rior court hearing Tuesday
afternoon, over which an-
other visiting judge presided
but resulted in no threat of
removal or arrest.

“I’m so upset to hear about
it,” Lambeth said, adding, “I’m
not sure what’s going on [but]
I share your concerns.  I want
to ensure that nothing like
this happens again.”

“I’m so upset to hear about it.  I’m not sure what’s
going on [at the district court level but] I share
your concerns.  I want to ensure that nothing like
this happens again.”

                – Alamance County senior resident
superior court judge Tom Lambeth, Jr.



Tyrant in a black robe
EDITORIALS

The current publisher of this newspaper has
covered local government, local courts, local
people and events for over 30 years now.

But we cannot recall witnessing as irratio-
nal, as obdurate, or as ill-informed – or just
plain boneheaded – a performance as the pub-
lisher was subjected to this week by visiting
district court judge Fred Wilkins from
Rockingham County.

We thought Wilkins was very wrong last
week when he refused to allow the newspaper’s
publisher and representatives of other media
to attend a bond hearing he conducted regard-
ing the district attorney’s motion to add con-
ditions to the bond for Rev. Greg Drumwright,
who has been charged with two felonies and
three misdemeanors in conjunction with his
march and rally on October 31.

Wilkins appears to believe that he is the king
– yea, perhaps even emperor or dictator – of
his courtroom.

And apparently even the U.S. and North
Carolina Constitutions need not interfere with
the Lord High Wilkins’ despotic reign.

For last Wednesday and again this Tuesday
Wilkins flatly ignored provisions of  the North
Carolina Constitution which we’ve always
thought were amazingly succinct, direct, and
readily comprehensible: “All courts shall be
open,” as provided in Article I, Section 24 of
the state Constitution.

Instead, Wilkins last week barred our pub-

lisher and other reporters from being in court
while he considered the district attorney’s
motion for stronger terms and Drumwright’s
attorneys’ objections to it.

Wilkins rejected the D.A.’s request, but his
exact rationale may never be understood –
since no one from the press was allowed in to
hear the arguments, counterarguments, or the
judge’s decision or reasoning.

This week’s case involved the “other side”
of the racial divide: a white woman charged
with trying to run over two little black girls.

Wilkins was even more high-handed: he or-
dered the publisher, who was already present
in the courtroom, to get out; and when the pub-
lisher pressed, repeatedly, to explain why he
should be allowed to stay, Wilkins wouldn’t lis-
ten, shut him down, and ultimately ordered
him carted off to jail with a citation for con-
tempt of court.

As the publisher was being handcuffed in
the adjacent hallway outside the courtroom
(rather roughly, we might add, see other com-
ments on page 3), Wilkins sent word relenting
on the order to have the journalist taken to
jail, instead instructing that he be removed
from the courthouse.

The judge’s demeanor and responses in the
courtroom did not come even close to meeting
the standards specified in North Carolina’s
Code of Judicial Conduct — on several counts.

“A judge should be patient, dignified and

courteous to litigants, jurors, witnesses, law-
yers and others with whom the judge deals in
the judge’s official capacity….”  Ha!

Wilkins was neither patient (quite to the
contrary, exceedingly impatient), certainly not
dignified, and not the least bit courteous as he
imposed his banishment on this newspaper’s
publisher.

Another judicial standard that Wilkins
failed, miserably, to uphold was to “accord to
every person who is legally interested in a pro-
ceeding, or the person’s lawyer, full right to be
heard according to law....”

Wilkins refused, repeatedly, to listen as the
publisher tried – using the very standards of
patience, dignity, and courtesy that the judge
lacked – to explain why he, as a newspaper-
man and reporter for his newspaper, was en-
titled to remain in the courtroom.

In addition to ignoring the plain and simple
aspects of the North Carolina Constitution’s
open courts guarantee, Wilkins evidenced a
total disregard for (or perhaps ignorance of)
the U.S. Constitution and U.S. Supreme Court
cases that have consistently and repeatedly laid
out the right of the public and press to attend
trials and other judicial proceedings. [See sepa-
rate editorial below.]

In fact, we’d have to say that Wilkins’ whole-
sale disregard of these highest fundamental
legal documents makes us question his funda-
mental ability to render any legal judgment

in an Alamance County courtroom. Or else-
where, for that matter.

If he cannot, or will not, uphold the highest
legal principles of the state and nation – i.e.,
those outlined and specified in the constitu-
tions, state and national – we have no confi-
dence whatsoever that he can apply lesser prin-
ciples like those in any criminal statutes.

The state’s judicial canons also provide that
a judge is allowed to discipline errant court
personnel under his supervision, but who, we
wonder, is to discipline, sanction, or remove a
judge who is so out of  line with our laws?

We do not know Wilkins, and, in fact, had
never even heard of him before this and last
week’s encounters with him. We have no
longstanding or other animus toward him.

But tyrannical behavior should not be toler-
ated.

His unilateral, unconstitutional rulings are
a blemish on Alamance County’s court sys-
tem.

And, of  course, the greatest irony in his leav-
ing such a stain on the county’s reputation is
that he’s not even from here; he’s simply a vis-
iting judge from Rockingham County.  But we
fear he’s done lasting damage.

We were his victims this week and last.  But
when a judge is so willing to ignore the high-
est laws of  the state and nation, one can only
fear what he’ll do next – or who will be his next
victim(s).

Why, some may be asking, is it so important
for The Alamance News or any other news
media to be in a courtroom during trials and
court proceedings?

After all, some may say, haven’t you heard
there’s a coronavirus pandemic going on?
People shouldn’t be out and about – including
not in a courtroom covering cases.

We think several recent pronouncements
from the U.S. Supreme Court underscore the
importance of following the Constitution –
even in the midst of a pandemic, or any other
crisis, for that matter.

In a ruling dealing with another First
Amendment right, freedom of religion, a few
weeks ago, in the per curiam opinion from that
case, the U.S. Supreme Court concluded,
“[E]ven in a pandemic, the Constitution can-
not be put away and forgotten.”

Justice Neil Gorsuch was even more direct
in his concurring opinion in the same case,
“Government is not free to disregard the First
Amendment in times of  crisis.” And later,
“[W]e may not shelter in place when the Con-
stitution is under attack. Things never go well
when we do.”

While the case, Roman Catholic Diocese of
Brooklyn, New York v. Andrew M. Cuomo,
Governor of  New York, dealt with issues in-
volving freedom of religion, it would seem that
the logic and fundamental principles involved
would also apply to other First Amendment
rights, such as freedom of the press. Indeed,
that possibility of its wider applicability was
raised by Justice Brett Kavanaugh, in another
concurring opinion: “[J]udicial deference in
an emergency or a crisis does not mean whole-
sale judicial abdication, especially when im-
portant questions of religious discrimination,
racial discrimination, free speech, or the like
are raised.”

His summary concluding phrase (“or the
like”), in our humble opinion, certainly in-
cludes freedom of the press, as well.

Many issues of  constitutional law have made
the point that constitutional protections
should not be waived, ignored, or put side –
even temporarily.

For instance, the per curiam from the New
York case above also quoted from another case
case, Elrod v. Burns (1976), “The loss of  First
Amendment freedoms, for even minimal peri-
ods of time, unquestionably constitutes ir-
reparable injury.”  Which underscores the fa-
mous quote from Founding Father Benjamin
Franklin, “Those who would give up essential
liberty, to purchase a little temporary safety,
deserve neither liberty nor safety.”

The pandemic should not serve, for instance,
as a mere pretext to close courtrooms, and keep
the public and press out, as visiting district
court judge Fred Wilkins has done here this
week and last.

Other famous principles are embedded in
long-sought, and carefully won, open court
guarantees of the past. “People in an open so-
ciety do not demand infallibility from their

Courts must continue to be open to the public and press: “Even
in a pandemic, the Constitution cannot be put away and forgotten”

institutions, but it is difficult for them to ac-
cept what they are prohibited from observing.”
– Richmond Newspapers Inc. v. Virginia (1980)

Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes once wrote,
in a state supreme court case in Massachuets,
“Every citizen should be able to satisfy him-
self with his own eyes as to the mode in which
a public duty is performed.” – Cowley v. Pulsifer
(1884)

 Courts have also recognized that “when
cases involve matters of  particularly public
interest … the rationale for public access is
even greater.”  – Under Seal v. Under Seal (1922,
1923)

 Certainly, the cases stemming from the past
six months or more of marches, rallies, and
protests are of great local public interest.

Inevitably, when the press is not allowed to
report on the statements, motions, and other
courtroom issues, it leaves the public at large
in the dark – and, quite often, in practice, highly
suspicious.

Take just these first two Alamance County
examples.  Many of  Rev. Drumwright’s sup-
porters undoubtedly think that the D.A.’s mo-
tion was without any merit whatsoever.  Why
was it proposed?  What were its fundamental
elements?  No one knows because no one was
there to hear or report on their rationale for
the case.

Did the judge let Drumwright off scot free,
as some of his opponents contend, without the
limitations that the D.A. had proposed?  Was
the judge preferential in his consideration?
No one knows, or can assess intelligibly, be-
cause no member of the press was there to
cover or report on the case, hear the arguments,
or the counterarguments, or the judge’s ratio-
nale, if  he even gave one.

And this week, did Sandrea Warren Brazee
get off “too easy” for her alleged crime of aim-
ing her pickup truck at two young black girls?
Certainly, that was the initial impression of
those who believe justice is not equal toward
blacks who, they believe, are treated differently
from how whites would be/are treated.   As
several commenters on our Facebook post put
it, “would the treatment have been the same if
the races of the driver and the girls had been
reversed?”

We have attempted to provide coverage of
the case, based on police and court records and
an extensive interview with the D.A. The
mother’s attorney, Jamie Paulen, refused the
newspaper’s request for comment.  But we were
prevented from actually hearing the testi-
mony, if  there was any, as well as arguments,
motions, or discussion, or any of the judge’s
comments or explanation, if  there were any.

Was the judge biased in either case – for or
against either defendant?  No one can say with
certainty, because no one could be there to
watch the proceedings, or to decipher them
through newspaper reports.

This newspaper has no particular opinion
about whether either case was rightly or
wrongly decided.  But we have a very strong

opinion that the people, through a free press,
should have been present in both cases to un-
derstand exactly what was said, what facts
were entered into evidence, what consider-
ations were discussed, and how the judge de-
termined his final decision.

In fact, the newspaper doesn’t have an in-
vested opinion in most of these protester cases
– with the exception that we feel our reporter,
Tomas Murawski, was wrongly arrested for
simply serving as a reporter/photographer at
the October 31 rally.  His case should be dis-
missed.  But that should also be done in full
view of the public and press, not behind judge
Wilkins’ closed doors.

“When a criminal trial is conducted in the
open, there is at least an opportunity both for
understanding the system in general and its
workings in a particular case. . . .” –  Rich-
mond Newspapers Inc. v. Virginia (1980)

“The right to an open public trial is a shared
right of the accused and the public, the com-
mon concern being the assurance of  fairness.”
– Press-Enterprise Co. vs. Superior Court

(1986)
In essence, the presence of the press is to be

the collective “eyes and ears” of the commu-
nity.  Each journalist in a courtroom “stands
in the shoes of the general public.” – Pennsyl-
vania State Univ. v. State Employees’ Retire-
ment Bd. (2007)

By that standard, all of Alamance County’s
residents were kicked out of  judge Wilkins’
courtroom this week, not just the publisher of
this newspaper.

Well, we didn’t mean for these issues to read
like a legal brief, but we do think it important
that our readers and the general public know
why we regard open courtrooms as so impor-
tant to sound government.

Because of the strength of our belief in this
regard, this newspaper will be part of an “emer-
gency appeal” to the North Carolina Court of
Appeals, seeking to overturn judge Wilkins’
pattern of  closing his courtroom in these cases.

Hopefully, a higher court will be more will-
ing to follow the Constitution than judge
Wilkins.

December 10, 2020



(See DONATIONS, PAGE 8)

Democratic challenger
Ricky Hurtado of Mebane has
amassed a fundraising edge
six times as large as that of
his opponent, incumbent Re-
publican Stephen M. (“Steve”)
Ross, in the race for state
house district 63.

The seat currently held by
Ross is one of about a dozen
Republican-held seats that
Democrats have targeted to
“flip” this year, in hopes of
gaining six seats in the state
house needed to retake the
majority that the GOP has
held since 2010.

Hurtado, 31, who moved to
Alamance County two years
ago, is making his first bid for
elective office.   He is cofounder
and co-executive director of
LatinxEd, a program based at
the University of North Caro-
lina at Chapel Hill that is
aimed at “breaking down bar-
riers to success for first-gen-
eration college students,” ac-
cording to the university,
where Hurtado is also an ad-

junct instructor in the educa-
tion department.

Ross, 69, is a financial advi-
sor, former Burlington mayor,
and lifelong resident of
Alamance County who is seek-
ing his fifth term in the Gen-
eral Assembly.

Hurtado had raised

Donations from outside Alamance County
flowing into House district 63 race as Democrats

push to “flip” balance of power in General Assembly
By KRISTY BAILEY

Staff Writer
$240,674.30 in campaign con-
tributions through the end of
the second quarter of the 2020
election cycle that ended on
June 30, compared to the in-
cumbent Republican, who had
raised a total of $39,590.87 to
date as of the end of the sec-
ond quarter (see accompany-

ing chart and itemized lists of
contributions, this edition).

During the second quarter
alone, the Democratic chal-
lenger took in $102,253.07 in
individual contributions and
a total of $143,649.42 in indi-
vidual contributions for the
year to date.  That figure rep-

resents approximately 60 per-
cent of campaign donations
that Hurtado has taken in so
far this year.

By far, most of  the cam-
paign donations that the first-
time candidate raised during
the second quarter came from
addresses outside of
Alamance County, including
dozens from donors in New
York, Washington, D.C., and
California.  Just under 5 per-
cent – or 35 out of approxi-
mately 644 – of the individual,
itemized donations of $50 or
more that Hurtado received
during the period were from
donors within Alamance
County.  An Alamance News
analysis of campaign finance
reports filed with the State
Board of Elections (SBE) for
the second quarter of the 2020
election revealed the following
breakdown for itemized indi-
vidual contributions of $50 or
more from donors within
Alamance County:
Burlington (18); Mebane (9);
Graham (6); and Saxapahaw
(2).

By comparison, six of the 10
itemized individual contribu-
tions totaling $50 or more that
Ross raised during the second
quarter came from addresses
outside Alamance County.
These included a donation of
$1,000 from Lee Barnes, presi-
dent of the parent company

that operates the Family Fare
chain of gas stations, M.M.
Fowler in Durham; $5,000
from Ronald Cameron, CEO of
Mountaire, a chicken proces-
sor based in Arkansas; $2,500
from Mark R. Craig, a “whole-
saler” for R.H. Barringer, a
beer and wine distribution
company in Greensboro; and
a $500 donation from a politi-
cal action committee repre-
senting the Independent In-
surance Agents of North Caro-
lina (IIANC) in Cary, based on
his latest campaign finance
report.  The other six itemized
individual campaign contri-
butions that Ross collected
during the period came from
donors within Alamance
County.

As The Alamance News re-
ported (in the September 24
edition), Democratic chal-
lenger Eric Henry is leading
incumbent Republican repre-
sentative Dennis Riddell in
fundraising for the state
house district 64 race.   By the
end of the second quarter on
June 30, Henry was leading by
about $11,607, raising $53,779
in total campaign contribu-
tions to date, compared to
Riddell, who had raised a to-
tal of $42,171.56 to date during
the 2020 election cycle.

Donations are also pouring
into the campaign for the
Democratic candidate in the
state senate race for the seat
that will be vacated later this
year by retiring Republican
state senator Rick Gunn.

Democrat J.D. Wooten, IV of
Guilford County had a lead of
$11,937 in the race for state
senate district 24, raising a
total of $149,518.92 by the end
of the second quarter on June
30.

By comparison, his Repub-
lican opponent, Amy Galey,
current chairman of
Alamance County’s board of
commissioners, had raised a
total of $137,581.27 by the end
of June, based on campaign
finance reports that both can-
didates filed with the State
Board of Elections for the sec-
ond quarter.

Ross’ seat in the house is

Donations
(Continued from page 7)

considered highly competitive
because of new redistricting
maps that have been ordered
by a federal judge.

The incumbent Ross nar-
rowly survived a challenge in
the November 2018 general
election, even though he was
outspent by another first-time
Democratic challenger, Erica
McAdoo, who had recently
moved to Alamance County,
who outraised him by 2-to-1.

By the end of the second
quarter for the 2018 general
election, McAdoo had col-

lected a total of $92,689.91 in
campaign contributions,
compared to Ross, who had
raised $36,045 for the year to
date by June 30, 2018.  As of
the end of the fourth quarter
of the 2018 election, the Demo-
cratic challenger had raised
$444,315.72, while Ross fin-
ished the quarter on Decem-
ber 31, 2018 with a total of
$213,810 in total campaign con-
tributions.  He defeated
McAdoo by 298 votes to win
his fourth term in the house
in 2018.

October 15, 2020



In a first, commissioners turn down economic incentives request

2-2 VOTE WITH ONE RECUSAL SCRAPS
COUNTY’S $600K CONTRIBUTION TOWARD
$60M EXPANSION FOR LOTUS IN MEBANELotus Bakeries, the Belgian company famous for its Biscoff cookies served on many airlines, asked for a third

helping of economic incentives from the county, but won’t get it, based on a deadlocked vote this week.

By TOMAS MURAWSKI
Staff Writer

(See LOTUS, PAGE 4)

It may be going too far to
say that it’s just the way the
cookie crumbles. But a Bel-
gian confectioner certainly
saw its hopes go to crumbs
this week when Alamance
County’s commissioners de-
clined to approve a package of
financial incentives for the
potential expansion of an ex-

isting production facility in
Mebane.

The board of commission-
ers ultimately deadlocked 2-to-
2 on a proposal that would en-
title Lotus Bakeries to receive
$600,000 from a proposed $60
million investment into a
plant that it already operates
at the North Carolina Indus-
trial Center. Had the
company’s come-on succeeded,
the requested subsidy

would’ve been third since Lo-
tus first dangled the prospect
of a local production facility
before the commissioners
nearly five years ago.

Lotus had no trouble secur-
ing the county’s financial
support in 2016 when it iden-
tified the North Carolina In-
dustrial Center as a finalist
for its first ever production
facility in the United States.

April 22, 2021

Commissioners reject third incentives request for $1.5M
(Continued  from  page 1)

(See LOTUS, PAGE 8)

The commissioners ulti-
mately voted 4-to-1 for a $1.5
million enticement that they
hoped would convince
the Belgian bakery to
follow through on its
plans for this site. This
housewarming gift was
followed by another
$262,000 in 2018 after Lo-
tus scaled up the antici-
pated tax value of its
new plant from $55.3
million to $72.7 million.

But a third trip to the pub-
lic cookie jar was too much for
commissioner Pam Thomp-
son, who said on Monday
what proved to be the defini-
tive statement on Lotus’ lat-
est request for funds from the
county.

“I’m so thankful
they’re here,” Thomp-
son conceded. “[But] I’m
concerned that this is
like the third time.
That’s all.”

A hearty “thanks, but
no thanks,” was indeed
all that Lotus would get
from the commission-
ers. The company’s request
was effectively doomed once
Thompson was joined in her
opposition by fellow commis-
sioner Bill Lashley. Lotus’ pro-
posal won over the board’s
chairman John Paisley, Jr.
and its vice chairman Steve
Carter. Yet, their votes weren’t
enough to carry the day due
to the recusal of the board’s
fifth member, Craig Turner,
who acknowledged that he
had a bona fide conflict of in-
terest in this particular case.

A third helping of funds?
Best known for its Biscoff

brand cookies, which are
served as a midair repast on
Delta and other large airlines,
Lotus began to roll out this
signature product locally once
its Mebane facility went opera-
tional in 2019. In the mean-
time, the company’s home of-

fice in Belgium decided it
needed even more production
capacity on the other side of
the Pond thanks to the soar-
ing popularity of its existing

products and the introduction
of a new crème-filled cookie
“sandwich,” which debuted in
Europe last year.

In order to accommodate
the anticipated demand for its
wares, Lotus has proposed to

install three more production
lines and 103,000 extra square
feet of floor space to the
Mebane facility, which pres-
ently boasts two lines and
118,400 square feet. The com-
pany expects this expansion to
inject at least $60 million into
the local property tax base
over the next two and a half
years and to expand the local
workforce by 86 jobs with an
average salary of  $43,510 a year
for these positions.

In order to offset the cost of
this project, Lotus has asked
the county for a financial en-
ticement of $600,000 to be paid
out in five annual install-
ments of $120,000 apiece. The
company has reportedly sub-
mitted a similar offer to the
city of Mebane along with an
additional request for the city
to waive the planning and de-
velopment fees it would ordi-

narily assess on the expan-
sion. Mebane’s city council
will likely hear these requests
at its next regularly-scheduled
meeting on May 3.

In his presentation
to the commissioners,
Michiel Bloemen, an
executive in Lotus’
American division,
had plenty of sugary
words to make his
company’s pitch go
down easier with the
county’s decision mak-

ers. Bloemen went so far as to
contend that Lotus’ mission
during its nearly nine decades
in business has been “to cre-
ate small moments of joy and
happiness.” Bloemen also of-
fered the commissioners

other, more substan-
tive reasons to lend
their financial support
to his company’s pro-
posed expansion.

“I think we’ve been a
stable business that
has been able to deliver
upon its promises,” he
said. “We of  course
want to do that again,
and I think it will help

in bringing additional busi-
ness to the region here.”

Changing tastes on incentives
Bloemen’s request for funds

from the public coffers never-
theless left a bitter aftertaste

for the only two residents who
addressed the commissioners
about the company’s request.
Lifelong area resident Sammy
Moser was particularly blunt
in his criticism of Lo-
tus’ return to the
county’s serving line.

“You want everybody
to be loving and happy,”
Moser said aping the
confectioner’s mission
statement, “but I’m won-
dering if we can do
something about all that the
money you keep asking the
commissioners for, we could
be a little bit happier.

“I assumed that if you got
the money in 2016, you would
be here for a hundred years
[with no need for more subsi-
dies],” he added. “Two
years later in 2018, more
money was asked for
from the county…and
here we are again today
asking [for money from
the county].”

Moser’s complaints were
later reiterated by Henry
Vines, a Snow Camp resident
who waged unsuccessful cam-
paigns for the board of com-
missioners as a Democrat be-
fore his recent defection to the
GOP.

“I wish we would stop giv-
ing this money away,” the one-
time commissioner candidate
said, “and I don’t think that

we ought to be threatened
with ‘if we don’t get this
money, we’re going back to
Belgium.’”

Monday’s hearing also saw

the commissioners make an
about-face from their previ-
ously receptive attitude to cor-
porate incentives. This volta
face was due, in large part, to
some sweeping changes in the
makeup of the county’s gov-
erning board, which lost four

of its five members after last
year’s election due to their
scheduled retirements or elec-
tion to higher office. Much
like their predecessors, the
board’s current members are
all members of the Republi-
can Party. But the present
lineup appears to have a some-
what different tack when it
comes to the subject of corpo-
rate incentives.

Prior to last year’s election,
the only commissioner who
could be relied on to oppose
corporate subsidies had been
Tim Sutton, who left the dais

along with two other
long-serving commis-
sioners at the end of
2020. A potential claim-
ant to Sutton’s mantle
may nevertheless have
emerged in newcomer
Bill Lashley. The son
and namesake of an-

other former county commis-
sioner, who died mere weeks
before his son’s swearing in
last fall, Lashley had previ-
ously told The Alamance
News that he would part ways
with the father when it came
to corporate incentives, which

the elder Lashley had
always embraced. The
younger Lashley lived
up to his pledge on
Monday after Thomp-
son had shared her own
qualms about Lotus’ re-

curring requests for funds
from the county.

“I cannot vote for incen-
tives,” Lashley declared that
evening. “This is a hard deci-
sion for me because I am pro-
business…But the taxpayers
have already shown their con-
sideration twice, and I think
Mrs. Thompson may be right
that the third time is too

“I think we’ve been a stable business that has
been able to deliver upon its promises. We of
course want to do that again, and we I think it will
help in bringing additional business to the region
here.”

– Michiel Bloemen of Lotus Bakeries

“I assumed that if you got the money in 2016,
you would be here for a hundred years [with no
need for more subsidies]. Two years later in 2018,
more money was asked for from the county…and
here we are again today asking [with the com-
pany asking for more money from the county].”

– Sammy Moser

“I wish we would stop giving this money away, and
I don’t think that we ought to be threatened with
‘if we don’t get this money, we’re going back to
Belgium.’”

– Henry Vines

“I’m so thankful they’re here. [But] I’m concerned
that this is like the third time. That’s all.”

– county commissioner Pam Thompson

Lotus
(Continued  from  page 4)

much.”

A tough break for Lotus
The company’s pitch went

over better with the board’s
present chairman John Pais-
ley, Jr. A local attorney who
briefly served on the board of
commissioners some years
ago, Paisley insisted that he
has no trouble supporting the

Belgian confectioner’s re-
quest because the county’s
payments would be offset by

“I cannot vote for incentives. This is a hard deci-
sion for me because I am pro-business…But the
taxpayers have already shown their consideration
twice, and I think Mrs. Thompson may be right
that the third time is too much.”

– county commissioner Bill Lashley

the additional
tax revenue that
the proposed ex-
pansion would
generate.  This
same rationale
was also put for-
ward by Steve Carter, the
board’s lone holdover from
before last year’s election.

“I realize the reality of the
business world,” the board’s
senior-most member asserted.
“It’s a competitive environ-
ment. Sometimes we have to

do what we have
to do to make it
work. My rule of
thumb has al-
ways been that if
the cash flow to
the county was
positive, I would
vote to support
it.”

But Carter and Paisley
weren’t enough to salvage the
moment for Lotus, who was

unable to get the required
majority with Turner side-
lined by his recusal.

An attorney by trade,
Turner had opted to step back
from Monday’s decision be-
cause his Greensboro law
firm’s business relationship
with Lotus.

“Lotus is a client of my
firm,” he acknowledged be-
fore the board opened its pub-
lic hearing on the company’s
proposal, “and I have repre-
sented them before I became a
county commissioner, so the
outcome of this vote would
have a direct financial benefit
to me.”

In a subsequent conversa-
tion with The Alamance
News, Lotus’ executives ac-
knowledged that they’re still
slated to go before Mebane’s
city council next month in
spite of the disappointing re-
sults of their pitch to the com-
missioners.  Even so, Bart
Vanterwyngen, a top-ranking
figure in the company’s state-
side operations, added that he
isn’t quite sure how Monday’s
vote will affect the arithmetic
for the proposed expansion in
Mebane.

“We’re going to have to
evaluate,” he said. “We didn’t
have a plan ready for not get-
ting it.”

After vote, asked how the company would pro-
ceed: “We’re going to have to evaluate. We didn’t
have a plan ready for not getting it.”

– Bart Vanterwyngen of Lotus Bakeries



Mebane council unanimously supports  incentives commissioners rejected
SHORTFALL IN INVESTMENT FROM FIRST TWO INCENTIVE PACKAGES

MAY HAVE HELPED LOTUS BAKERIES WIN APPROVAL FOR ITS NEWEST REQUEST

MEBANE PLANT IN COMPETITION WITH BELGIUM
FOR PRODUCTION LINES FOR NEW PRODUCTS

(See LOTUS, PAGE 3)

Mebane’s city council
gave a Belgian cookie manu-
facturer the sweet deal it
had sought: $600,000 in new
incentives in exchange for
a $60 million expansion of
the company’s Mebane pro-
duction facility, the
company’s only manufac-
turing plant in the U.S.

Mebane’s decision may
help overcome Lotus Baker-
ies’ surprise and disappoint-
ment when the county’s
commissioners last month
deadlocked 2-2 over a com-
parable incentives package
from the county, thus reject-
ing the $600,000 county con-
tribution to the company’s
proposed expansion.  It

marked the first time that the
commissioners had turned
down, or failed to approve, an
incentives package for an in-
dustry relocating to, or ex-
panding in, Alamance County.

Ironically, perhaps, one of
the “selling points” to
Mebane’s council that may
have swayed one or more coun-
cilmen to support the incen-
tives was the fact that the
company has not actually ful-
filled all of the financial in-
vestment it had promised

from the first two incentives
packages granted by the
county and city.

On the one hand, the new
investment was portrayed as
representing more than an 80
percent expansion in the value
of the plant – and its tax value
for both the county and the
city of Mebane, based on the
$72.7 originally-estimated
value of the plant.  It’s also a
80 percent or more expansion
in size, from 118,400 square

Lotus
(Continued  from  page 1)

feet by an additional 103,000
square feet.

In 2016 and 2018, the com-
pany had asked for a total of
$1.7 million each from both
Mebane and the county to lo-
cate its first U.S. manufactur-
ing plant in Mebane and, be-
fore it was even completed, to
expand the plant. The total of
$72.7 million for the original
($55.3 million) investment and
the subsequent expansion (val-
ued at $17.4 million) drew $1.7
million in incentives from the
county and another $1.7 mil-
lion from Mebane.

However, during a public
hearing on the newest pro-
posal, for a $60 million plant
expansion, it was noted that
the assessed value of the
company’s Mebane plant was
well below the $72.7 million
projected for the current facil-

ity when incentives were
granted.  City manager Chris
Rollins estimated that the
$44.4 million value on the
plant meant that the company
had fulfilled about 61 percent
of  its stated investment.

Rollins stressed the
county’s calculation for tax
value is not based on the ex-
pense for building the struc-
ture, but rather the value of
the finished facility.

While the employment
promise of new jobs (60) had
been met from the earlier in-
centives packages, Rollins
said, the taxable value of the
new plant and equipment
($72.7 million) had not.

As a result, Mebane’s $1.7
million package of incentives
over five years (from 2016 and
2018 incentives packages) will,
instead, tally to about $1.037
million, more than $600,000
below the stated value.

Thus, some councilmen
said after the discussion, they

regarded the new
$600,000 as no real
net cost to the city
from what they had
anticipated spend-
ing.

In fact, having a
company fall short
of  its investment
targets in incen-
tives agreements is
not unusual,
Rollins told his
council members.
“We’ve never paid a
full incentive” he
told his council
members who have

approved more than a dozen
such economic incentives
package over the past decade
or so.

Council members voted
unanimously, 5-0, for the new
$600,000 incentives package.

They also agreed to sponsor
a second dimension of incen-
tives for the company by
agreeing to provide a 5 percent
match ($25,000) of a $500,000
state grant that the company
is seeking under a “building

re-use” grant program.
Rollins noted that even
though the “re-use” terminol-
ogy might seem to imply that
grants would apply only to
existing structures, the state
grant program actually al-
lows grants for new construc-
tion, as well.

The proposed 103,000 square
foot building expansion
would be on the back side of
the company’s current foot-
print in Mebane. (See red out-
lined portion on graphic.)

Rollins also noted that the
city’s $600,000 incentives pack-
age for the new expansion will

count as the city’s “match” for
the state grant, thereby caus-
ing no additional out-of-
pocket expense to the city.

That vote was also 5-0.
Meanwhile, the city also

agreed to waive as much as
$100,000 in building permit
and inspection fees for the ex-
panded construction at the
Lotus plant.

The company is probably
best known for its “Biscoff ”
carmelized cookies, often
served on airlines.

During Monday night’s pre-
sentation, Bart
Vanterwyngen, the head of  the

company’s Mebane plant,
said the company’s U.S. expan-
sion will allow the production
of some additional product
lines that the company has
launched: Biscoff sandwich
cookies (with chocolate or va-
nilla filling), as well as Biscoff-
flavored ice cream, and also a
fruit roll.

Vanterwyngen noted that
the company’s board of direc-
tors is deciding between
whether to establish the addi-
tional production facility in
the U.S. or back home in Bel-
gium.  Significant “financial
downsides” to the U.S choice,

Vanterwyngen outlined, are
higher sugar prices in the U.S.
vs. Europe (as on ongoing pro-
duction consideration), as
well as the high price of steel
in the U.S. vs. using concrete
supports in Europe for con-
struction.

According to county offi-
cials, the company also plans
to expand its workforce in
Mebane by 86 full-time em-
ployees with an average salary
of  $43,510 a year.

Additional – thus far un-
specified – incentives from the
state are also expected for the
company’s newest expansion.

May 6, 2021
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If Confederate monument is a local issue, why
are so many non-residents coming to protests?

About one-third of all those charged in past 4
months have been from outside Alamance County

Is each side trying to
“bait” the other side
into assault charge?

THE PUBLIC ASKS

Law enforcement
concerned by

increasing stridency,
potential for violence

SEE FULL LIST, MUG SHOTS, P. 3

Are “charging”
standards the same

for both sides?

(See EDITOR’S NOTE, PAGE 2)

Editor’s Note: The
Alamance News has received
a number of questions about
various aspects of the pro-
tests and counter-protests
that have taken place around
Court Square in downtown

Graham over the past four
months.

The original purpose of the
protests corresponded with
the death of George Floyd, a
black man, in Minneapolis,
Minnesota on May 25, 2020 at

the hands of a white police
officer.  The protests have of-
ten included opposition to the
Confederate monument that
has stood on the north side of
the courthouse since 1914;
morphed into more generic

“Black Lives Matter” demon-
strations; and, most recently,
opposition to the grand jury
decision last week not to in-
dict any police officers for the
death of  Breonna Taylor, a
black woman in Louisville,

Kentucky who was killed
by police who entered her
apartment to execute a war-
rant.

Initially, most of  the pro-
tests were held without

(See CHARGES, PAGE 4)

Are protesters and
c o u n t e r - p r o t e s t e r s
treated the same?  Law
enforcement officers in-
sist that they are.

“The way to get ar-
rested,” sheriff Terry
Johnson told The
Alamance News in an
interview Wednesday, “is
to violate the law.”

Johnson insists that he
would hold the governor,
the county manager, or
any other dignitary to
the same standards his
officers have used to as-
sess whether someone de-
served to be arrested dur-
ing the protests that have
occurred in Graham over
the past four months.

But the newspaper’s cu-
mulative inventory of  ar-
rests and citations,
which pools data from the
sheriff ’s office and
Graham’s police depart-
ment, seems to reveal
some striking differences
in the enforcement prac-
tices of the two agencies.

Among other things,
the sheriff ’s office has
filed charges exclusively
against racial justice
demonstrators, while
Graham’s police officers
have taken action against
both demonstrators and

counterdemonstrators. In
fact, Confederate sympa-
thizers and their allies ac-
count for 9 of the 14 people
that the city’s police officers
have arrested or cited. They
also include the first three
individuals that Graham’s
police department has
charged with protest-re-
lated offenses since the
death of George Floyd. The
only protester who was
booked prior to this
threesome’s arrest was a
racial justice activist who
was served with unrelated,
outstanding warrants after
a sharp-eared police officer
heard his name and checked
it against a law enforcement
database.

Graham’s police depart-
ment has also filed charges
against four racial justice
demonstrators who are ac-
cused of protest-related mis-
deeds as well as one neutral
individual who allegedly
lashed out at a protester
who got in his face with a
bullhorn while he was en-
joying the alfresco dining
accommodations at an area
restaurant.

Racial justice advocates
appear to account for all 18
of the protesters whom the
sheriff ’s office has charged

(See BAITING, PAGE 5)

One of the newest strate-
gies that local law enforce-
ment has seen recently
among protesters and
counter-protesters alike is
to attempt to antagonize an
individual on the other side
into lashing out in re-
sponse, which may result
in their arrest.

Last week brought just
such an example.  On Mon-

Local law enforcement agen-
cies have slightly different per-
spectives on the trends asso-
ciated with recent protests in
Graham.

Representatives of both the
Graham Police Department
and the Alamance County
sheriff ’s office observe an in-
crease in the frequency of an-
tagonistic behavior and re-
sulting arrests, but sheriff

Terry Johnson and his top
lieutenants see a more danger-
ous trend toward more seri-
ous offenses.

Both also attribute some of
the rising tensions to the pres-
ence of counter-protesters of
varying loyalties, who have
begun to turn out with greater
frequency to demonstrate
their support – for the Confed-

(See RISING TENSION, PAGE 5)

IN THIS EDITION: PROTESTS IN GRAHAM – A COMPREHENSIVE LOOK

Regis Kishon Green of Durham
during last week’s Wednesday
night arrest of Kani Adon Bynum
on West Elm Street in Graham.
Green also acknowledged a
strategy this week of trying to
bait opponents into criminal be-
havior.

Supporters of Donald Trump, some of whom also want to defend the Confederate monument in Graham, have
increasingly faced off with Black Lives Matter protesters, here both in front of the courthouse.
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much incident, other than
ongoing concern from law en-
forcement that protesters had
as their ultimate objective the
toppling of the Confederate
monument.

Increasingly, a small but of-
ten vocal group of counter-
protesters has turned out to
show support for preserving
the monument, emphasizing
pride in Souther n history/
heritage, and, in some cases
mixing in support for law en-
forcement as well as vocal sup-
port for the re-election of
President Donald Trump.
The latter group often waves
the “Rebel flag” of the Confed-
eracy, as well as Trump flags,
the “Thin Blue Line” flag
(showing support for law en-
forcement), as well as tradi-
tional American flags.

Law enforcement originally
tried to restrict each group to
separate areas, or “zones,” for
their respective points of
view.  However, as a result of  a
federal judge’s rulings, and a
prohibition on imposing per-
mits for most demonstra-
tions, some members of each
group have taken to mixing
in or near the other group, of-
ten taunting them.  [See sepa-
rate story on the escalating
tensions this practice has
generated.]

In the case of the counter-
protesters, they are alleged by
protesters to taunt with subtle
and not-so-subtle racially-
charged rhetoric or outright
slurs; most offensive is the use
of the N-word toward some of
the protesters, even when
about half or more of protest-
ers are whites who support
the Black Lives Matter move-
ment and the removal of the
Confederate monument.

 The Confederate sympa- (See EDITOR’S NOTE, PAGE 6)

thizers meanwhile claim that
protesters and some of their
supporters with video cam-
eras (intended to document the
event) often “get in their faces”
with cameras or otherwise
invade their personal space.
[See separate story in this edi-
tion, beginning on page 1
about increasing pace of inci-
dents and arrests, including
more serious charges.]

Both sides have increas-
ingly made clear their objec-
tive of getting one or more
person on the other side at any
particular demonstration or
event to “lose their temper”
and lash out, preferably physi-
cally (which can result in an
“assault” charge).  [See sepa-
rate story in this edition about
attempts to “bait” the other
side.]

In fact, in order to attract
any kind of criminal charge,
there has to be a physical al-
tercation of some kind.  Sim-
ply spewing words at each
other – even vile, racist ones –
will generally fall under the
protection of the First Amend-
ment right to free speech.  So
do taunts directed at indi-
vidual police officers; among
those singled out for particu-
larly harsh rhetoric are black
officers from various depart-
ments who have participated
in trying to maintain order or
assisted in the arrests of par-
ticular protesters.

Thus far, most of  the
charges for both “simple as-
sault” and “disorderly con-
duct” have been for incidents
of pushing and shoving,
which has resulted in cita-
tions or arrests.  Laying hands
on another person meets the
definition, under North Caro-
lina law, of  an “assault,”
which has been the most fre-
quent charge filed against
both protesters and counter-
protesters.

But law enforcement offi-

cials are expressing growing
concerns about the escalating
stridency of both sides and
the surge in the number of
arrests, including for increas-
ingly serious charges.

For instance, one of the Con-
federate sympathizers was
arrested over the past week-
end for having had a handgun
visible on his hip during one
recent demonstration at
which both groups held posi-
tions around the courthouse.
In addition to being a viola-
tion of  North Carolina law
that prohibits “possession of
a weapon at a parade, funeral
procession, picket line or
demonstration,” the suspect
did not hold a permit to carry
a concealed weapon under any
circumstances.

A total of ten people were
charged this past weekend
during a protest on Saturday,
the largest number of people
cited or arrested during any
previous protest, march, or
demonstration.

Another pattern that is be-
ginning to emerge more
clearly is that both sides seem
to be attracting an increasing
number of advocates to their
cause from outside Alamance
County.  For instance, during
the Saturday protest, six out
of ten people cited or arrested
were from outside Alamance
County.  About one-third of
people arrested over the course
of the past four months (12 of
32) are from outside the
county.

Many of the more outspo-
ken participants at the pro-
tests are from outside
Alamance County, with
people from Greensboro,
Chapel Hill, Hillsborough, and
Durham being among the
most noteworthy. This out-of-
county phenomenon includes
both protesters sympathetic

Editor’s Note
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to the host of Black Lives
Matters issues, as well as a
group of counter-protesters.

Another dimension of the
protests has been the attempt,
primarily from the protesters,
to identify various partici-
pants among the counter-pro-
testers, with an objective of
causing them difficulty at
their work and, in some cases,
trying to get them fired – a
tactic that has apparently
worked in at least two in-

stances, although the newspa-
per was unable to reach either
of two people.

The newspaper has received
repeated tips about flyers or
online ads, ostensibly solicit-
ing for “paid protesters” to
participate in the protests, but
the newspaper has been un-
able to substantiate such
claims.

In this edition, we have pro-
vided a comprehensive lists of
all citations and arrests made
by the Graham Police Depart-
ment and the Alamance
County sheriff ’s office since
the protests began in earnest
in June.
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Sheriff, Gaham police department arrest 32 since protests began

(See ARRESTS,  PAGE 8)

Since the death of George
Floyd on May 25, downtown
Graham has repeatedly been
the scene of protests, rallies,
and marches that have ad-
vanced the causes of racial
justice, police reform, and the
removal of a Confederate
monument that “guards” the
north entrance to Alamance
County’s courthouse.

These events, which have
included both organized and
spontaneous gatherings, have
ranged in size from one to sev-
eral hundred demonstrators.
Although most of these as-
semblies have come and gone
without serious incident, a
number of  them have ended
with protesters hauled off in
handcuffs. Many have also at-
tracted a smattering of
counterdemonstrators who,
in some cases, have openly de-
fended the Confederate monu-
ment and, in others, have
claimed to be out in support
of  law enforcement. In either
case, these rival protesters
have racked up some criminal
charges of their own.

The Alamance News has
tried to compile a full inven-
tory of the arrests and cita-
tions that these protests have
generated based on informa-
tion from local law enforce-
ment agencies as well as the
newspaper’s past coverage,

which drew on
accounts from
these same
agencies. In
a s s e m b l i n g
this list, the
n e w s p a p e r
has relied
heavily on the
records of
Graham’s mu-
nicipal police
d e p a r t m e n t
and the office
of Alamance
County’s sheriff, which have
been responsible for keeping
the peace during the demon-
strations.

The Alamance News ulti-
mately identified 35 distinct
sets of charges that these two
agencies collectively filed
against 32 individuals for al-
leged misdeeds at 11 separate
events. These violations,
which are all misdemeanor-
level offenses, range from im-
peding traffic and disorderly
conduct to weapons charges
and assault – against oppos-
ing demonstrators as well as
law enforcement officers.

The following is a compre-
hensive list of the criminal
charges that Graham’s mu-
nicipal police department and
the office of Alamance
County’s sheriff  have filed
since May 25:

05-31-20

Graham Police:
· Alex Joseph Fox served

with outstanding arrest war-
rants during a spontaneous
demonstration in front of the
courthouse.

06-20-20

Graham Police:
· Chadwick Ray Hightower,

a 48-year-old white male of
4804 Bellemont-Mt. Hermon
Road, Lot 45, Burlington, was
arrested on site for disorderly
conduct for menacingly
“swinging his hand” at an
opposing demonstrator who
had been taking photographs.
Hightower has a court appear-
ance scheduled for December
31.

· Christopher Wayne Over-
man, a 39-year-old white male
of 8305 Coble Mill Road in
Snow Camp, arrested on site
for assault on a female after
he allegedly struck a rival
demonstrator identified as
Megan Squire. Overman’s
charge was dismissed on
Thursday.

· Dawn Michelle Edwards,
a 48-year-old female of 4804
Bellemont-Mt. Hermon Road,
Lot 6, Burlington, was subse-
quently served with an arrest
warrant for simple assault.
Edwards’ charge was dis-

missed on Thursday.

06-27-20

Graham Police:
· Matthew Broderick

Edwards, a 28-year-old white
male of  Haw River-Hopedale
Road, Burlington, was
charged with failure to dis-
perse and resisting an officer
after he allegedly held up a
protest sign during a state of
emergency. Edwards has a
court appearance scheduled
for December 1.

07-11-20

Alamance County Sheriff:
· Dexter Elijah McKoy, a 21-

year-old black male of 5509
Tomahawk Drive, Apartment
C, in Greensboro, was arrested
for second degree trespassing
after he allegedly broke
through a barricade during
Rev. Gregory Drumwright’s
march for “justice and com-
munity.” McKoy’s charge was
dismissed on August 4.

· Maurice Wells, Jr., a 34-
year-old black male of 10 As

Arrests
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pen Drive, Apartment A, in
Greensboro, was charged
with disorderly conduct and
failure to disperse during the
same march. Wells has a court
appearance scheduled on this
charge for November 9.

07-25-20

Alamance County Sheriff:
· Barrett Lee Brown, a 47-

year-old black male of 1045
Camelot Lane in Graham,
charged with impeding traffic
and resisting a public officer
after he held a brief, one-man
protest on a curb that sur-
rounds the county’s Confeder-
ate monument. Brown has a
court appearance scheduled
for November 9.

· Walter Clinton Allison, Sr.,
a 67-year-old black male of 315
Cobb Avenue in Burlington,
was charged with impeding
traffic and resisting in pubic
officer while protesting
Brown’s arrest. Allison has a
court appearance scheduled
for November 9.

· Amie Christina Harrison,

a 58-year-old white female of
5127 Mount Olive Church
Road in Pittsboro, was
charged with impeding traffic
and resisting in pubic officer
while protesting Brown’s ar-
rest. Harrison has a court ap-
pearance scheduled for No-
vember 9.

· Noah Wilson Read, a 40-
year-old white male of 2439
Glencoe Street in Burlington,
was charged with impeding
traffic and resisting in pubic
officer while protesting
Brown’s arrest. Read has a
court appearance scheduled
for November 9.

08-15-20

Graham Police:
· Ashley Reed Batten, a 31-

year-old white female of 714
Sedona Drive, Apartment 1-H,
in Hillsborough, was arrested
on site for disorderly conduct.
Batten has a court appearance
scheduled for December 1.

08-17-20

Alamance County Sheriff:
· Margret Alice Williams, a

30-year-old white female of 233
Thad Drive in Haw River, was

cited for disrupting a public
meeting and resisting an of-
ficer after she refused to end a
harangue about the county’s
Confederate monument dur-
ing a public hearing that the
county’s board of commis-
sioners had held to receive
feedback on a proposed incen-
tives package for UPS. Will-
iams has a court appearance
scheduled for November 30.

Graham Police:
· Judy Elaine Ezzell Stuart,

a 60-year-old white female of
6833 Beale Road in Snow
Camp, was cited for simple
assault. Stuart has a court
appearance scheduled for Oc-
tober 26.

· Carey Kirk Griffin, a 38-
year-old white female of 2117
East Main Street in Durham,
was cited for simple assault.
Griffin has a court appearance
scheduled for October 26.

· Justin Nathaniel Verton,
a 33-year-old white male of
3074 Soapstone Mountain in
Staley, was cited for the ille-
gal possession of a weapon “as
a spectator at a demonstra-
tion.” Verton has a court ap-
pearance scheduled for De-
cember 7.

· Melissa Marie King, a 35-

year-old white female of 4058
South NC 49, Burlington, was
cited for the illegal possession
of a weapon at a demonstra-
tion. King has a court appear-
ance scheduled for December
7.

09-08-20

Alamance County Sheriff:
· Magdalene Tucker Blunk,

a 27-year-old white female of
227 Flemington Road in
Chapel Hill, was arrested for
disorderly conduct and resist-
ing an officer for “cussing via
[a] bullhorn.” Blunk has a
court appearance scheduled
for November 30.

· Katherine Cassette, a 37-
year-old white female of 5982
Church Road in Graham, was
arrested for disorderly con-
duct that “consisted of [the
word] F—.” Cassette has a
court appearance   scheduled
for November 30.

· Nicholas Lloyd Cassette, a
34-year-old black male of 5982
Church Road in Graham, was
arrested for misdemeanor ri-
oting, second-degree trespass-
ing, and resisting a public of-
ficer after he allegedly dis-
obeyed an officer’s order to
clear out of  the sheriff ’s park-

ing lot and, in doing so, ended
up “inciting further unruly
activity.” Cassette has a court
appearance scheduled for No-
vember 30.

· Dionne Liles, a 39-year-old
black female of 12 NE Court
Square in Graham, was ar-
rested for second-degree tres-
passing, resisting a public of-
ficer, and assaulting a govern-
ment official after she alleg-
edly “struck” a deputy with a
“cardboard sign on the head.”
Liles has a court appearance
scheduled for October 22.

09-21-20

Graham Police:
· Ryan Michael Evans, a 35-

year-old white male of 1332
Stonewall Avenue in
Burlington, was cited for dis-
orderly conduct after he alleg-
edly harassed an anti-racism
march on its way to
Alamance County’s court-
house. Evans has a court ap-
pearance scheduled for Octo-
ber 14.

· Eddie Moore Mercer, Jr., a
71-year-old white male of 830
Monroe Holt Road in Gra-
ham, was cited for simple as-
sault after he allegedly ha-
rassed an anti-racism march

on its way to Alamance
County’s courthouse.  Mercer
has a court appearance sched-
uled for October 14.

· Judy Elaine Ezzell Stuart,
a 60-year-old female of 6833
Beale Road in Snow Camp, was
issued a criminal summons
for simple assault and disor-
derly conduct. Stuart has a
court appearance on this
charge scheduled for Novem-
ber 30.

09-23-20

Graham Police:
· Kani Adon Bynum, a 24-

year-old black male of 605
Martin Street in Greensboro,
was arrested on site for simple
assault after he allegedly at-
tacked a white counter-dem-
onstrator and for resisting an
officer after he allegedly fled
to his car when police tried to
question him about the as-
sault. Bynum has a court ap-
pearance scheduled for Octo-
ber 26.

· Russel Paul Brady, a 23-
year-old white male of 2843
South NC 87, Graham, was
served with an arrest warrant
for the illegal possession of
firearm at a demonstration

(See ARRESTS, PAGE 12)
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and for illegally carrying a
concealed weapon. Brady has
a court appearance scheduled
for October 30.

· Graham also “advised” on
the “warrant process” against
Joseph Michael Wardwell, a 50-
year-old male of  3150 Beaver
Creek Road in Burlington,
who has been charged with
communicating threats.

09-26-20

Graham Police:
· Carey Kirk Griffin, a 38-

year-old white female of 2117
East Main Street in Durham,
arrested on site for resisting
a public officer. Griffin has a

court appearance on this
charge scheduled for October
20.

· Richard Hurlocker, a 59-
year-old white male of 1724
Petty Road in Graham, was
arrested on site for simple as-
sault. Hurlocker has a court
appearance scheduled for Oc-
tober 20.

Alamance County Sheriff:
· Morgan Ellen Carter, a 26-

year-old white female of 916
Lexington Avenue in Greens-
boro, was arrested for imped-
ing traffic. Carter has a court
appearance scheduled for Oc-
tober 20.

· Andrew Wesley Crabtree,
a 27-year-old white male of 7
Hilton Place, Apartment F, in
Greensboro, was arrested for
impeding traffic. Crabtree has

a court appearance scheduled
for October 20.

· Tara Yanira Delgado-
Rosardo, a 42-year-old white
female of  5412 Walton Hill
Road in Knightdale, was ar-
rested for disorderly conduct
after she allegedly “yelled ‘f—
you, bitch’” to a counter-pro-
tester. Delgado-Rosardo has a
court appearance scheduled
for October 20.

· Elizabeth Duford, a 46-
year-old white female of 104
Edgehill Place in Chapel Hill,
was arrested for resisting a
public officer after she alleg-
edly “intervened in the arrest
of  another” demonstrator.
Duford has a court appearance
scheduled for October 20.

· Avery Markel Harvey, a 30-
year-old black male of 1510
South Mebane Street, Apart-

ment L, in Burlington, was
arrested for disorderly con-
duct after he allegedly
“shouted ‘f— y’all’” at counter-
protesters. Harvey has a court
appearance scheduled for Oc-
tober 20.

· Rikeah Nashea Johnson,
a 21-year-old female of un-
specified race of 1711
Vanderbilt Court in Graham,
was arrested for resisting a
public officer after she alleg-
edly “attempted to pull an-
other subject who was under
arrest away from the arrest-
ing officers.” Johnson has a
court appearance scheduled
for October 20.

· Maurice Wells, Jr., a 34-
year-old black male of 10 As-
pen Drive, Apartment A, in
Greensboro, was arrested for
disorderly conduct and resist-

ing a public officer. Wells has
also been charged with injury
to personal property after he
allegedly struck a passing ve-
hicle that belongs to Hamlett
Auto Repair. Wells has a court
appearance on these charges
scheduled for October 20.

· Devin Lee Vaughn, a 35-
year-old black male of 923
Turrentine Street in
Burlington, was also cited for
disorderly conduct. Vaughn
has a court appearance sched-
uled for November 6.
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Protesters, counter-protesters continue to clash in Court Square

Judy Elaine Ezzell Stuart of Snow Camp (above) was
issued a criminal summons for simple assault (her
second such charge in recent days)  and disorderly
conduct. Stuart had raised objections from protest-
ers when she was depicted at one protest, wearing
an obscene face mask with a representation of a hand-
made replica of black male genitalia.

Russel Paul Brady of Graham (left) was served with an arrest warrant on September 23 for the illegal posses-
sion of a firearm at a demonstration and for illegally carrying a concealed weapon at an earlier event .
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since May 25. These individu-
als are fairly evenly distrib-
uted between Alamance
County residents and visitors
from outside the county –
with 9 of the 18 hailing from
Greensboro, Chapel Hill,
Durham, and other locales in
the Triangle or Triad. Out-of-
county residents comprise
fewer of Graham’s arrests and
citations, as Lieutenant
Daniel Sisk, a spokesman for
the city’s police department,
acknowledged in response to
an inquiry from The
Alamance News.

“Looking at the list of those
charged in these events does
not show that out-of-towners
are being charged more fre-

quently,” he told the newspa-
per on Tuesday, “and I am not
really sure if the presence of
out of town people v[s] those
that live here has an effect on
the demeanor of those at the
demonstrations.”

Based on the data that the
newspaper has gathered,
people from outside the
county make up 5 of the 14
individuals whom the city’s
police department has
charged. This hometown
skew can be attributed, in
part, to the predominance of
local counterdemonstrators
that the city has charged. The
only counterdemonstrator
from outside the county who
has been accused of an offense
is a man from Staley who has
been cited for illegally carry-
ing a firearm during a dem-
onstration.

All told, local residents
comprise 20 of the 32 people
that both agencies have ar-
rested for protest-related of-
fenses. These area residents
include one
counterdemonstrator who
was charged twice by Graham
on two different dates. Each
agency has also had repeated
encounters with two racial
justice activists from outside
the county that have resulted
in two separate sets of crimi-
nal charges.

The sheriff ’s office had ini-
tially allowed Graham to take
the lead on enforcement dur-
ing demonstrations in Court
Square and other parts of the
city’s downtown district. The
sheriff and his deputies nev-
ertheless began to take a more
active role in policing these
gatherings after the local
chapter of  the NAACP took
various city officials to federal
court for allegedly trampling
on the rights of demonstra-
tors. The sheriff ’s office didn’t
see its first protest-related col-
lars until July 11, when it ar-
rested two out-of-town activ-
ists during a march for “jus-
tice and the community” that
took place less than two weeks
after the NAACP took legal
action against the city. Since
then, sheriff ’s deputies have
accumulated the lion’s share
of the bookings during dem-
onstrations in Graham – in-
cluding the arrests of four
members of Alamance
County’s NAACP who were
charged with impeding traffic

after a spontaneous demon-
stration next to the county’s
Confederate monument.

Even before sheriff ’s depu-
ties had slapped handcuffs on
the NAACP’s members, the
organization had decided to
broaden its federal court ac-
tion to include complaints
against Alamance County’s
sheriff Terry Johnson and
other high-ranking county
officials. The NAACP’s law-
yers have since focused more
of their attention on the
county’s role in protest en-
forcement, and they eventu-
ally convinced a federal judge
to order the sheriff to stand
down from his restriction of
demonstrators from the
grounds of Alamance
County’s historic courthouse.

Since the NAACP filed its
lawsuit in the first week of
July, both Graham’s police

Ann Humphreys of Carrboro, shown here with a bullhorn
like one she used in Graham last Wednesday night,
has been a frequent participant at protests downtown
this summer.

(See CHARGES, PAGE 5)

Photos here and on page 5 courtesy of Elon Univer-
sity professor Anthony Crider unless credited other-
wise.

New rules governing protests around the courthouse have allowed counter-
protesters, like Thomas May (above and at left) to mingle among Black
Lives Matter protesters.
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day night, during a protest at
the courthouse, Ryan Evans,
one of the white counter-pro-
testers, was cited for disor-
derly conduct after he alleg-
edly harassed some of those
within anti-racism march on
its way to Alamance County’s
courthouse, according to the
police citation.

On Wednesday, Evans, with
video camera in hand, roamed
amid the protesters at the
courthouse who were conduct-
ing a vigil of sorts to protest
the death of Breonna Taylor
and the failure that day of a
Louisville grand jury to indict
any police officer in her death.

One protester, Kani Adon
Bynum, allegedly struck
Evans with the staff of a flag
(alternatively known as a Pan
African or African American
flag) that he was carrying.
Evans reported the incident to
nearby Graham police, who
then attempted to interview
Bynum.  The suspect was
quickly surrounded by sym-
pathetic fellow protesters who
tried to prevent police from
reaching him, according to a
report on the incident from
the Graham police.

Bynum, who would likely
have been cited for either dis-
orderly conduct or simple as-
sault – the two most prevalent
charges of late among various
protesters and counter-pro-
testers at the various demon-
strations – except that he then
ran down West Elm Street,
trying to elude police.

He reached his car, which
had been backed into a front-
in parking space in front of
The Alamance News office.
In addition to the assault
charge, police then added the
additional charge of resisting,

obstructing, and delaying an
officer in his duties because
of the foot chase.

Protesters who heckled po-
lice as they attempted to sub-
due Bynum and arrest him
claimed that Evans had
“only” been cited when he was
charged in the incident from
Monday night, while Bynum
was forced to his knees, made
to put his hands behind his
back, handcuffed, and taken
away in a patrol car.

The parallel strategy of the
opposing groups was outlined
plainly by one of the black
hecklers who had a bullhorn
shouting expletives at the po-
lice during Bynum’s arrest
Wednesday night.

In a short ten-second video
that went viral locally this
week, Regis Kishon Green of
Durham, outlines the strat-
egy to Thomas May, one of  the
regular white counter-protest-
ers at many courthouse dem-
onstrations, who apparently
recorded the en-
counter. Green, who
is black, has become
a regular on the
Black Lives Matter
side of protests in
Graham.

“I’m here to agi-
tate,” he says look-
ing straight into
May’s camera.  “I’m
here to provoke you
and make you do
something stupid
so we can get some
justice.”

Meanwhile, law
enforcement re-
gards this newest
trend as dangerous,
with potentially in-
creasingly serious
consequences for
more and more vio-
lent interactions be-
tween the two sides.

Robbie Butler of Pittsboro (above and in photo left)
often appears at protests in downtown Graham and
reportedly “becomes like a Tasmanian devil when
he gets around BLM protesters,” according to local
law enforcement.  He was reportedly charged with
inciting a riot during a protest in Pittsboro in No-
vember 2019 (that centered on a Confederate monu-
ment at the Chatham County courthouse that was
ultimately removed).  Thusfar, Butler has not at-
tracted any charges, although many complaints from
protesters who object to his confrontational style,
above using a “white power” hand motion toward
BLM protesters.

force and the sheriff ’s office
have shown an increasing will-
ingness to issue citations for
protest-related violations.
Taken together, the two agen-
cies have issued eight cita-
tions since the NAACP
launched its legal offensive,
with Graham accounting for
six of the eight. The two agen-
cies have also logged 27 arrests
since May 25, although two of
the arrests were of the same
out-of town activist.

According to Sisk, law en-
forcement officers have some
latitude to choose whether to
issue a citation or make an
arrest for many misdemeanor-
level offenses. The police
department’s spokesman adds
that the circumstances of each
case will ultimately deter-
mine which of  the alternatives
an officer selects.

“The decision to cite vs. ar-
rest is based on multiple fac-
tors including the current
COVID protocol for the jail,
allocation of personnel, and
the severity of the crime,”
Sisk elaborated on Tuesday.
“Each case is handled indi-
vidually and decisions are
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based on all avail-
able information.”

The importance
of context was ech-
oed by Byron
Tucker, a spokes-
man for the office of
Alamance County’s
sheriff. Tucker went
on to offer a case in
point from a demon-
stration last Satur-
day, where sheriff ’s
deputies charged
eight people with
misdemeanors such
as disorderly con-
duct. Of the four
people accused of
disorderly conduct,
only one got off with a cita-
tion – for reasons that Tucker
said stemmed from the
suspect’s unusual circum-
stances.

 “He had a child with him,”
he explained, “and we didn’t
feel that it was appropriate for
him to go to jail [to be booked]
with a child.”

According to Alamance
County’s district attorney
Sean Boone, the local court
system has generally ad-
dressed protest-related viola-
tions in the same way as simi-
lar misdemeanor-level of-
fenses.

“We don’t give them special
consideration,” the D.A. said
in an interview Tuesday. “The
vast majority of these are mis-
demeanors, and they are being
handled as other cases are
handled… I think the vast
majority of the charges based
on these events have been non-
violent. They are not of a very
high classification of misde-
meanor.”

Boone added that, “between
the pandemic and the
[county’s] new bond policy,”
the court system’s turn-
around time has suffered
somewhat for low-level of-

fenses. Even so, the courts
have disposed of  three of  the
35 protest-related cases that
have arisen since May 25.

The court system put a pe-
riod on one of these cases on
August 4 when a judge dis-
missed a second-degree tres-
passing charge that a racial
justice activist had incurred
when he crossed a barricade
during a march in July. Two
more cases were put to bed this
past Thursday with the dis-
missal of assault charges that
had been issued against two
counterdemonstrators in
June.

Tensions mount in Graham as violent
confrontations between protesters increase

(See RISING TENSION,  PAGE 12)

(Continued  from  page 1)

erate monument, for Presi-
dent Donald J. Trump, as well
as their opposition to the
“Black Lives Matter” move-
ment.

The escalating tensions be-
tween these rival camps are
demonstrable enough to have
drawn the attention and con-
cern of  both law enforcement
agencies.

Daniel Sisk, a lieutenant
with the city’s police depart-
ment, has noticed signs of the
growing hostility, based on the
criminal charges that his
agency has issued for protest-
related offenses:

“We have seen an increase
in the frequency of incidents
and charges as it relates to
downtown demonstrations,”
Sisk told The Alamance
News earlier this week.
“These charges mostly in-
volve interactions between
those with opposing view-
points along with interac-
tions with law enforcement.

“Generally the protests re-
main peaceful when those
with opposing viewpoints are
not present,” he added. “There
is an increase in the number
of charges when both groups

are present…the nature of the
offenses seems to remain con-
sistent, though.”

Byron Tucker, a spokesman
for Alamance County’s sher-
iff, acknowledges that he, too,
has observed a shift in the
character of downtown dem-
onstrations since May. Tucker
said that the change was par-
ticularly apparent on Satur-
day, when the sheriff ’s office
and the city’s police depart-
ment charged 10 people with
criminal violations during a
demonstration marred by vi-
cious encounters between ri-
val protesters.

“This past protest included
the most vocal of the demon-
strators [from each side],” he
added.

Sheriff Terry Johnson,
sometimes target of some of
the Black Lives Matter dem-
onstrators himself, sees the
situation “getting worse.”

“I think some of the protest-
ers have lost sight of  the origi-
nal reasons for their demon-
strations,” the sheriff said,
and, in the process, are giving
“peaceful protesters” a black
eye in public perception.

Likewise, the sheriff ’s No.
2, chief  deputy Cliff  Parker,
echoed the growing problem.

“They’re ramping up to get
more and more serious epi-
sodes.”

That’s one of the reasons
this past Saturday’s demon-
stration ended up with the
most arrests (10) of any event
held since the protests started
following the death of George
Floyd in Minneapolis on May
25.

Johnson leveled some of his
harshest reaction against
those from outside Alamance
County.  He listed the so-called
pro-Confederate statue loyal-
ists from Pittsboro as part of
the problem.  “They’re coming
up here,” he said, referring to
some activists from Chatham
County, “to cause problems.”

Meanwhile, various protest-
ers interviewed by the news-
paper insisted that the
“rebels,” as they often referred
to them, are engaging in con-
stant harassment, intimida-
tion, and name-calling – in-
cluding referring to black
demonstrators by the N-word.

For instance, it is two
white Confederate sympathiz-
ers who have recently drawn
weapons-related charges.

Initially, the two groups of-
ten faced off across the street
from one another, with the

“rebels” often occupying the
area of Graham’s Sesquicen-
tennial Park, on the north-
west corner of  Court Square,
while protesters have gravi-
tated toward being immedi-
ately around the courthouse
itself and the statue on the
north side.

However, the ability of  law
enforcement to keep the two
sides apart has been compli-
cated, the sheriff says, by the
involvement of  federal judge
in Greensboro, who has
blocked some of the county’s
provisions for overseeing the
security of the monument and
around the courthouse.

In particular, and ironically,
the sheriff  notes, the permit
provisions to which the
NAACP objected in its recent
lawsuit against the city and
county would allow the pro-
testers to have their own pro-
tected protest “zone,” on the
courthouse grounds, which
would enable the sheriff ’s of-
fice to keep counter-protesters
from interacting with them.

However, because there is
no permit, there is no “exclu-
sive” area for either protest-
ers or counter-protesters.

As a result, each side has
taken to having some of  its

adherents roam among “the
opposition,” sometimes at-
tempting to provoke a re-
sponse.  [See separate story in
this week’s edition.]

In general, law enforcement
cannot stop any such activity
as long as it is confined to
words, even if shouted or
screamed at the other side,
even with a bullhorn, and even
if the words are profane or
otherwise generally offensive,
the sheriff explained.

The department is consider-
ing “tightening down” on
some episodes that involve
violating “the personal space”
of someone subject to such
harassment.  General rheto-
ric, explained chief deputy
Cliff  Parker, is protected, but
there are occasions when
harsh rhetoric directed to-
ward a specific individual
could trigger a citation or ar-

rest; additionally, the proxim-
ity of the protester’s interac-
tion with a counter-protester
may become a factor.

“Physical intimidation or
restriction on the move-
ments” of someone being ha-
rassed by one or more protest-
ers might also trigger a law
enforcement response, Parker
elaborated.

For the most part, however,
law enforcement officers them-
selves have to tolerate the ver-
bal abuse from protesters.
Last week, as Graham police
arrested Kani Adon Bynum
from Greensboro, two protest-
ers with bullhorns – Regis
Kishon Green of Durham and
Ann Humphreys from
Carrboro, respectively – ha-
rassed and heckled police of-
ficers as they attempted to
subdue and arrest Bynum,

Photos here and on page 4 courtesy of Elon Univer-
sity professor Anthony Crider unless credited other-
wise.

 A march on Saturday in Graham attracted about 250 Black Lives Matter supporters.  In middle photo,
Danny Baize and Melissa Marie King County waved Trump flags as a counterpoint during one Court
Square protest.  At bottom,  counter-protesters had converted a “Black Lives Matter” poster into one
reading “Crack Lives Matter,” as a way of taunting protesters.

Amy Collier Cooper of Burlington has been a frequent protester at various
Black Lives Matter rallies and demonstrations in Graham.



who had run away when they
attempted to question him
about an assault at the court-
house.

Both Johnson and Parker
pointed to the presence of
“leaders” among the protest-
ers and counter-protesters
who they see manipulating

their adherents on both sides,
attempting to spark some con-
frontation and then backing
away “into the shadows”
while their comrades end up
with the charges for an as-
sault or disorderly conduct.

“We see this moving toward
violent confrontations,” the
sheriff said.

Asked how the department
might try to de-escalate the
tensions between the two
sides, Johnson said, “Some
don’t want to be de-escalated,”
pointing instead to situations

that are “evolving into chaos.”
In order to calm tensions,

Johnson suggested that “rea-
sonable leaders within the
community” need to get more
involved, and in particular,
need to tell some of the out-
siders to stay away.

Johnson expressed con-
cerns about an event coming
up at the end of the month, on
Halloween, October 31, involv-
ing Rev. Gregory
Drumwright, a Greensboro
pastor and activist who has
already conducted one march,
from Burlington to Graham,
on July 11.

Drumwright has been in
many of the hot spots of pro-
test thus far in 2020: Minne-
apolis, where Floyd was killed;
in Talladega in support of
black NASCAR driver Bubba
Wallace; in Houston; and in
Atlanta.

 More recently, he was ar-
rested in Kenosha, Wisconsin
last month for a curfew viola-
tion in the midst of racial
unrest in that city.

 The July 11 march on Gra-
ham was largely peaceful with
only two arrests; one of those
charges was dismissed this
week.  However, the sheriff
pointed to the potentially com-
bustible confluence of factors
that cause concern: a Satur-
day night, Halloween, masked
demonstrators (and poten-
tially counter-protesters), and
the weekend before an al-
ready-charged election.

Rising
tension
(Continued from page 5)



Outpouring of
support to allow

chickens back in city
By TOMAS MURAWSKI

Staff Writer

BURLINGTON

(See CHICKENS, PAGE 3)

Why did the chicken cross
the road?

For the past 16 years, the
answer to this old chestnut in
Burlington has been ‘to get the
heck out of town’ due to a
longstanding rule that forbids
chickens and other domestic
fowl within the city’s munici-
pal limits. But it now seems
that this blanket prohibition
may itself be in line for the
proverbial chopping block.

Earlier this week,
Burlington’s city council in-
structed city staff members to
draw up a new ordinance that
would allow the city’s resi-
dents to keep small, backyard

flocks under certain restric-
tions.

The council issued these
orders during a regularly-
scheduled work session on
Monday in response to a sug-
gestion that city staff mem-
bers had originally shared
over the summer. Although
initially torn in its views, the
council seemed to have over-
come much of its earlier re-
luctance by Monday thanks to
two crucial reports that staff
members formally presented
to the city’s decision makers
during the work session.

The first cracks in the
council’s shell of resistance
appear to have come from a
staff-level review of the rules

October 8, 2020:

that other cities and towns
have imposed on farm fowl.

During Monday’s work ses-
sion, Burlington’s planning
manager, Conrad Olmedo,
told the council that he had
examined the regulations in
27 other municipalities and
found few that matched
Burlington’s inhospitable
policy toward chickens.
Olmedo told the council that
Cary was the only other com-
munity with an all-out ban on
farm fowl. The other 26 all per-
mitted chickens to varying
degrees, although five of them
required would-be chicken
keepers to obtain permits.

Olmedo’s review was rein-
forced by a survey that city
staff members recently con-
ducted of area residents. Mor-
gan Lasater, the city’s com-
munity engagement director,
told the council that people
were able to fill out the ques-
tionnaire online or at city
hall between September 8 and
September 21. Lasater said
that the city ultimately re-
ceived 1,311 responses – 88 per-
cent of which came from
Burlington residents. She added
that 60 percent of the survey’s
participants favored the legaliza-
tion of backyard flocks for rea-
sons that ranged from the avail-
ability of fresh eggs to the sup-
posed potential of chickens to
make “great pets.”

The results of the survey
proved particularly compel-
ling to Kathy Hykes, the city’s
mayor pro tem, who had pre-
viously expressed some per-
sonal reservations about back-
yard chickens.

“It was quite a lot of feed-
back,” Hykes told the rest of
the council on Monday. “I was
amazed by the number of
people who responded.

“It’s still a very difficult
question,” the mayor pro
tem added. “All of  these ani-
mals, even children, can be
a nuisance when you get
right down to it. But there’s
something for humans to
learn about this, and it’s an
important thing for me that
people in the city want to do
something like this – that they
want to get closer to produc-
ing their own food…My own
thinking is that I wouldn’t
want to do this because I
wouldn’t want to have the nui-
sance of it…But other people
don’t feel the same way.”

In addition to the clamor
for chickens from

Burlington’s own residents,
mayor Ian Baltutis pointed to
the overwhelming number of
other municipalities that
have seen fit to accommodate
backyard flocks.

“We’ve banned this when
many other communities
have figured out a way to do
it,” Baltutis said, “and I don’t
want Burlington to seem back-
ward in this way.”

Monday’s discussion also
drew some lingering concerns
from councilman Harold
Owen, who had served as
Burlington’s city manager
prior to his election to the
council. Owen, who was serv-
ing as manager when the
council outlawed all farm fowl
in 2006, looked back on the cir-
cumstances that compelled
the city’s elected leaders to
impose this all-out prohibi-
tion. He recalled, for example,
the complaints that the city
had fielded about foul smell-
ing chicken coops and all-hour
rooster revues. He also re-
counted the feuds between
neighbors, which he said
tended to get “ugly” and “per-
sonal” before the city banned
farm fowl, as well as the strong
objections to people who were
slaughtering chickens in view
of their neighbors.

In response to Owen’s mis-
givings, councilman Bob
Ward insisted that these com-
plaints could be nipped in the
bud if the city requires would-
be chicken keepers to get the
consent of their neighbors.
Ward, who had served as
Burlington’s city attor ney
before his election to the coun-
cil, nevertheless added that
such a requirement would be
unusual for Burlington and
potentially hard to craft.

Meanwhile, Owen raised
some concerns about the bur-
den that chicken-related com-
plaints could place on city
staff members. Olmedo said
that the city’s chief code en-
forcement officer didn’t antici-
pate the proposed change to
have a significant, long-term
impact on the code enforce-
ment workload, although he
did foresee some initial calls
about roosters.

Jessica Arias, the city’s ani-
mal services director, in-
formed the council that her
division would ultimately
tackle most chicken-related
inquiries, including com-
plaints about flock size and
animal cruelty concer ns.
Arias added that Burlington

currently has just two ani-
mal services field officers to
patrol the whole city. The
city’s finance department has
estimated that an additional
animal services officer would
cost $50,334 a year if needed to
handle the uptick in calls.

In the end, Owen made it
clear to his colleagues that the
city will need some finely-
tuned regulations if it, indeed,

reopens the backyard gate to
chickens.

“If we do go forward with
this,” he admonished the
group, “there’s some thought
that needs to be put in the is-
sues that will be created in
how we manage and how we
handle that.”

The rest of the council con-
curred with Owen’s sugges-
tion. Aside from councilman

Jim Butler, who had to leave
the work session early, the
whole group agreed that a new
policy which allows backyard
flocks shouldn’t extend to
roosters which would remain
prohibited within
Burlington’s city limits. Mean-
while, Hykes suggested a four-
bird limit on the flock size, and
Baltutis cautioned against
overly restrictive setbacks

and buffers, which he warned
would rule out backyard hus-
bandry for all but the affluent
few with spacious grounds sur-
rounding their homes.

The council went on to in-
struct Mike Nunn, the city’s
planning and transportation
director, to incorporate its
suggestions into an ordinance,
which it asked him to present
to the group by December 7.

(Continued from page 1)

Burlington compares its policy on chickens with other cities
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By TOMAS MURAWSKI
Staff Writer

County administers first
coronavirus vaccines to public

The scene outside the CTEC
Center in Burlington re-
sembled a Black Friday blow-
out sale on Wednesday as the
local health department
kicked off the first day of
coronavirus vaccination for
the general public.

Although the inoculations
administered to the general
public that day were reserved
for people 75 years old and
older, the turnout nevertheless
proved so overwhelming that,
by the time the center opened
its doors, the line of cars out-
side the building had already
reached the maximum that
the city was willing to permit.

The health department had
actually commandeered the
CTEC Center for vaccine dis-
tribution in anticipation of
the high demand for
coronavirus vaccines. This
specialized, trade and technol-
ogy-oriented high school,
which is located off of North
Church Street, has much
more parking capacity and
access to more suitable roads
than the health department’s
own headquarters along Gra-
ham-Hopedale Road.

In order to ensure that the
CTEC Center wouldn’t be over-
whelmed, a quota system was
also developed to manage the
turnout for inoculation. This
system breaks down each day
of  vaccination into a morn-
ing and an afternoon session
and allows no more than 200
vehicles to converge on the
center for each session.

In addition to the health
department’s own staff, the
city of Burlington dispatched
members of its police force
and a small squadron of civil-
ian staff members to manage
the crush of vehicles that
would deluge the center on
Wednesday. But even the wild-

est predictions of those tasked
with managing the crowd fell
short of the reality that
greeted them when the CTEC
Center opened its doors at 7:00
a.m.

According to Morgan
Lasater, the city’s community
engagement manager, the
health department hadn’t even
administered its first shot
that morning when the pro-
cession of vehicles had
reached a length of 200 cars.

“People were there at 3:00
a.m.,” she recalled, “and I got
a call at 6:45 a.m. from the po-
lice that they were already at
the threshold.”

Lasater said that the city’s
police officers began to turn
vehicles away after the 200th
car arrived at center. By that
point, the vehicles which were
queued up for vaccination
stretched all the way from
CTEC’s campus at 2550
Buckingham Road to the west-
bound lanes of North Church
Street, where a handful of po-
lice officers were stationed to
intercept late comers.

As the health department’s
nurses attended to the people
who had gotten in line before
the cutoff, the department’s
administrators began to
break the news to the public
that the center had reached its
quota for the morning ses-
sion. They also informed
would-be vaccine recipients
that additional inoculations
would be administered that
afternoon, and they encour-
aged people to show up no ear-
lier than 12:30 p.m. for the sec-
ond session, which started a
half  hour later.

According to Alamance
County’s health director, Tony
Lo Guidice, people began to
queue up for the afternoon
session well ahead of the rec-
ommended arrival time, and
it wasn’t long before he and
his colleagues were reliving

that morning’s experience
when they had to cut off the
line at the 200th car.

Aside from people 75 years
old and older, the health de-
partment has also adminis-
tered the vaccine to first re-
sponders and healthcare
workers who are likely to
come into contact with pa-
tients infected by COVID-19,
the strain of  coronavirus
that’s responsible for the on-
going pandemic. Prior to the
vaccine’s public debut on
Wednesday, healthcare work-
ers and first responders had
been the only people to receive
inoculations in Alamance
County. The health depart-
ment has been administering
the shots to these two groups
ever since December 22, when
it distributed the first inocu-
lations to its director, medical
director, and director of  nurs-
ing.

Lo Guidice said that he and
his colleagues had hoped to
vaccinate at least 500 people
on Wednesday. He added that
the department may very well
have attained this goal, not-
withstanding the 400-car
quota, since many of the ve-
hicles had more than one per-
son eligible for inoculation.

As for the untold number of
qualified residents who
weren’t able to get vaccinated
on Wednesday, Lo Guidice had
one, simple piece of advice to
ease their chagrin.

“The first thing I’d tell them
is to be patient,” he said.
“We’re going to vaccinate
more people next week and the
week after that – and we’ll be
doing this for the next couple
of months.”

Lo Guidice added that, in
the long-term, he hopes to set
up an appointment system for
vaccinations in lieu of the
first-come-first-serve policy
that’s currently in place.

Jessica Hicks, a member of Burlington’s recreation and parks staff, helps manage traffic on Wednesday during
Alamance County’s first day of COVID vaccine distribution to the general public.

January 7, 2021:

Burlington’s city council
has approved a proposal that
could give new meaning to the
concept of “courtroom theat-
rics.”

During a regularly sched-
uled meeting on Tuesday, the
council signed off on an agree-
ment with Alamance County
that will allow the local court
system to use the Paramount
Theater on Front Street for
legal proceedings that have
traditionally taken place in
downtown Graham.

The council approved this
new use for the city-owned
theater in order to provide the
court system with the seating
capacity necessary for the sort
of the social distancing that
has become de rigueur since
the arrival of  the coronavirus
pandemic.

According to a memo from
assistant city manager
Rachel Kelly, county officials
recently approached the city
about this potential use of the
theater, which has been shut-
tered to live theatrical perfor-
mances due to the threat of
coronavirus infection.

“After on-site reviews, it is
evident that the Paramount
Theater provides an appropri-
ate venue for the county’s
need,” Kelly went on to ob-
serve. “The county[‘s] use of
the space activates this city
facility to meet a commu-

By TOMAS MURAWSKI
Staff Writer

Court sessions to make their debut
at Paramount Theater in Burlington

nity need and will bring ad-
ditional guests to down-
town.”

The council ultimately
rubberstamped this proposed
arrangement on Tuesday as
part of a so-called consent
agenda of items that were
deemed sufficiently routine or
non-controversial to be
adopted en bloc. This deal nev-
ertheless came up for discus-
sion on Wednesday when the
county commissioners held a
“virtual” session to address
some unfinished business

from their latest regular meet-
ing.

During that morning’s
online confab, commissioner
Eddie Boswell asked
Alamance County’s manager
Bryan Hagood to fill him in
on the plan to hold court at the
Paramount Theater.

“It appears that with very
little work it can be used for
jury trials,” Hagood told the
council’s governing board,
“which is good news in case
we have any technical prob-
lems with our court build-

November 19, 2020:

ings.”
Hagood added that, under

the agreement with
Burlington, the county will
pick up the tab for security
and disinfection in the city-
owned theater.
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State figures show sheriff’s rate of traffic stops for
blacks lower than state average & local police depts.

THE PUBLIC ASKS

HISPANIC TRAFFIC STOPS BELOW POPULATION’S PROPORTION
(See TRAFFIC STOPS, PAGE 5)

QUESTION: Are law enforce-
ment agencies in Alamance
County more prone to stop and
arrest black and Hispanic
drivers – as the Rev. Gregory
Drumwright of Greensboro
has repeatedly claimed during
demonstrations and news
conferences that he has con-
ducted in Graham?

ANSWER:   Most drivers
have, at one time or another,

been on the receiving end of a
“blue light special.” But the
experience of being pulled by
a police officer is, indeed,
more common for black mo-
torists – and that’s true re-
gardless of whether they’re
passing through Alamance
County or traversing some
other jurisdiction in the U.S.

The disproportionate rate
of traffic stops among black
drivers is quite apparent in

the statistics that the N.C.
Department of Public Safety
routinely compiles for law en-
forcement agencies in North
Carolina. These figures show
that, since the beginning of
2019, black drivers have com-
prised between 31.8 percent
and 45.1 percent of everyone
stopped by the four largest lo-
cal law enforcement agencies
in Alamance County. Yet, ac-
cording to the U.S. Census

Bureau, black residents ac-
counted for just 20.9 percent of
the county’s overall popula-
tion in 2019.

This same discrepancy also
exists across the state of
North Carolina, where a black
population of 22.2 percent was
subject to 36.0 percent of the
traffic stops over the same pe-
riod of time.

But this skew in the stats,
which seems so starkly black

and white at first glance, be-
gins to look much grayer when
the numbers are examined in
detail.

A national quandary hits home
Among the factors that

muddle the statistical picture
are the initial reasons for traf-
fic stops, the enforcement ac-
tions that follow, and the cor-
relations between traffic stops

and the calls for service that
an agency gets. A further rub
to any simple inference of dis-
crimination is the data on
Hispanic drivers, who are
stopped at lower rates than
their prevalence within the
population – both in
Alamance County and across
the state as a whole.

These trends, as well the fac-
tors that complicate them, are

also evident outside of North
Carolina. In fact, the Open
Policing Project at Stanford
University, which has accu-
mulated nationwide data on
traffic stops since 2015, has
noted the same incongruous
stop rates for black and
Latinos drivers.

“The data show that officers
generally stop black drivers at
higher rates than white driv-
ers, and stop Hispanic drivers
at similar or lower rates than
white drivers,” the project’s
authors point out in an in-
troduction to their online
database. “Examining stop
rates is a natural starting
point,” they add, “but they
can be hard to interpret. For
example,  driving behavior
and time spent on the road
likely differ by race or
ethnicity. The racial compo-
sition of the local popula-
tion also may not be repre-
sentative of those who drive
through an area, especially
when dealing with stops on
highways.”

The problems inherit in
traffic stop data were also un-
derscored by Burlington’s po-
lice chief Jeff Smythe after the
city’s police department re-
ceived an inquiry from an-
other news outlet earlier this
year.

“The analysis of police traf-
fic stop data is one of several
tools the public and police
agencies may use to evaluate
potential unfair treatment of
people,” the city’s police chief
explained in his response to
the inquiry. “This is a com-
plex and nuanced practice that
may or may not provide some
insight into how the police
work and treat people in a
community…Traffic stop
data, including search per-
centage by demographic,
should not be analyzed alone,
but rather with a full under-
standing of the daily interac-
tions between the public and
the officers of the Burlington
Police Department.”

Sheriff least likely
to stop black drivers

The analysis of traffic stops
is made somewhat easier in
North Carolina thanks to
statutory reporting require-
ments that allow the state to
gather comparable data from
all state and local law enforce-
ment agencies. This informa-
tion, which is current as of
the end of  October, is readily
available online from North
Carolina’s State Bureau of
Investigation, which orga-
nizes the data by categories
that include the race and
ethnicities of drivers.

The bureau’s figures for the
past two calendar years show
that a disproportionately
large number of black drivers
were pulled over by the office
of Alamance County’s sheriff
as well as the police depart-
ments in Burlington, Mebane,
and Graham. In each case,
black drivers make up a
larger share of the agency’s
stops than they comprise of
the overall population – as
estimated by an American
Community Survey that U.S.
Census Bureau conducted in
2019.

According to the SBI’s data
for the office of Alamance
County’s sheriff, black motor-
ists constituted 31.8 percent of
those stopped between Janu-
ary of 2019 and October of
2020. In contrast, the Census
Bureau found the county’s

(Continued from page 1)

Local police depts., state have higher proportion of black traffic stops
black residents to comprise
20.9 percent of the population
when it surveyed the commu-
nity in 2019.

The discrepancy is even
greater in the county’s three
largest municipalities. In
Burlington, which has a black
population of 27.9 percent,
black drivers comprise 45.1
percent of everyone stopped by
the city’s police force. In Gra-
ham, which is 27.6 percent
black, 41.4 percent of the traf-
fic stops involve black motor-
ists, while Mebane’s black
population of 24.7 percent rep-
resents some 37.7 percent of
the stops made by the
city’s police officers.

This disparity is
equally glaring across
the state as a whole.
According to the SBI’s
statewide data, black
motorists have consti-
tuted 36.0 percent of the
drivers pulled over
since the beginning of
2019 although North
Carolina’s overall popu-
lation is 22.2 percent
black.

No shortage of explana-
tions

The high stop rates
for black drivers
haven’t exactly escaped
the notice of the admin-
istrators in
Burlington’s police depart-
ment.

Alan Balog, a lieutenant
with the city’s police force,
concedes that he and his col-
leagues have struggled to
make sense of the apparent
disparity in their statistics.

“We don’t want there to be
disparity in the data,” Balog
said in an interview last week.
“But I think there’s a lot of
uncertainty about why it hap-
pens.”

Balog acknowledged that
racial disparities can be an
indication of explicit dis-
crimination such as out-and-
out profiling by police offic-
ers. He also alluded to other,
more implicit forms of  bias,
which may stem from an
individual’s unconscious
anxieties about a particular
race or ethnicity. Balog never-
theless added that statistical
discrepancies can also result
from an agency’s strategic al-
location of resources to ad-
dress particular problems or
respond to the demands of the
public.

“One of the things that you
see in most police organiza-
tions is that they make deci-
sions based on the data avail-
able to them,” he went on to
elaborate. “If you look at the
way we focus our traffic en-
forcement, it’s where you have
most of the crashes…And
stepping back from traffic,
there are demands for service
from 9-1-1 calls.”

The unequal distribution of
9-1-1 calls has also struck folks
at the local sheriff ’s office as
a plausible source of the dis-
parity in their own agency’s
data.

Michelle Mills, the sheriff ’s
community engagement and
diversity coordinator, ac-
knowledged that her agency’s
deputies conduct a fair num-
ber of operations in the town
of Green Level, a historically
black community that relies
on the sheriff ’s office for its
law enforcement services.

“One reason [for the high
stop rates among black driv-
ers] may be the increase in traf-
fic enforcement at the request

of community members,”
Mills went on to explain. “For
example, due to increased vio-
lent crime, Green Level has
requested the sheriff ’s office
to have additional patrols and
traffic stops in their area.”

Low rates for Latinos
A somewhat tougher conun-

drum for local law enforce-
ment officials has been the
relatively low rate of traffic
stops among Hispanic motor-
ists.

The SBI’s figures suggest
that, for Alamance County’s
sheriff, Hispanic motorists
have comprised 9.3 percent of
his agency’s traffic stops since
the beginning of 2019. The
Census Bureau, meanwhile,
has estimated the county’s
Hispanic residents to be 13.1
percent of its overall popula-
tion.

This same tendency is also
apparent in Burlington,
where Hispanics drivers
make up 12.8 percent of the
traffic stops in a city that’s
19.3 percent Latino. Mean-
while, Hispanics represent
14.4 percent of Graham’s traf-
fic stops and 17.6 percent of its
overall population, while in
Mebane, which is 6.9 percent
Latino, Hispanic drivers com
prise 7.9 percent of those
stopped by the city’s police
force.

Across the state as a whole,
Latinos constitute 8.6 percent
of  the drivers stopped by law
enforcement and 9.8 percent of
the overall population.

Mills said that one reason
for the low stop rates among
Hispanic drivers could be the
state’s decision to “decrimi-
nalize” the charges of driving
with no operator’s license and
driving with a license that has
been revoked.

Another potential explana-
tion may lie in the state’s I.D.
requirements for driver’s li-
censes, which have fluctuated
in their attainability for ille-
gal immigrants over the past
couple of decades.

In the years following the
terror attacks of September
11, 2001, changes in these rules

made it much harder for un-
documented immigrants to
obtain licenses in North Caro-
lina. The potential fallout
from these restrictions was
highlighted in 2012 when the
U.S. Justice Department sued
Alamance County’s sheriff
Terry Johnson over claims of
discrimination that focused,
in part, on his agency’s con-
temporaneously high rates of
traffic stops and arrests for
Latinos.

When the Justice
department’s case went to
trial in 2014, the sheriff ’s de-
fense attorneys argued that
this apparent disparity in the
statistics could be attributed
to the difficulty that illegal
immigrants had in acquiring
licenses at the time that the
federal agency had filed its
lawsuit.

Since then, the state’s licen-
sure requirements have been
relaxed for immigrants who
were eligible for Deferred Ac-
tion for Childhood Arrivals,
or DACA – the Obama-era ini-
tiative that attempted to nor-
malize the status of illegal
immigrants who had been
brought to the U.S. as chil-
dren. The new DACA-inspired
rules had been implemented
while the Justice
Department’s case wound its
way through the federal
courts system.

In the end, a federal judge
threw out the federal agency’s
claims against Johnson,
whose agency currently has a
stop rate for Latinos that’s
nearly 4 percentage points less
than the proportion of
Alamance County’s residents
who are Hispanic.

Leveling the field
Whatever the cause of the

disparities in stop rates for
various groups, local law en-
forcement officials insist that
they’ve struggled mightily to
remove any inkling of bias
from the equation.

Balog said that
Burlington’s police depart-
ment has been especially ea-
ger to eliminate bias, whether
explicit or not, from its own

operations.
“We recognize that distrust

in the police is the worst pos-
sible thing that can occur in a
community,” the Burlington
police lieutenant went on to
explain. “There’s all of these
bad things that can happen if
people don’t trust the police.
So, we want the public to have
confidence that we’re doing
things the right way…And we
do that through training,
through mentoring and
coaching, through adminis-
tration and with good policies
and procedure.”

According to the city’s po-
lice chief, Burlington’s police
department has adopted a
number of measures to pre-
vent biased policing. The first
line of defense against bias is
the department’s accredita-
tion with the Commission on
Accreditation for Law En-
forcement Agencies (CALEA).
In order to obtain CALEA’s
seal of approval, the depart-
ment must implement poli-
cies and procedures to ensure
“fair and impartial policing.”

The department’s supervi-
sors also conduct routine au-
dits of body cams to make sure
their subordinates follow
proper procedures. In addi-
tion, the department has re-
vamped its training to teach
officers how “to recognize ex-
plicit and implicit bias during
interactions with the commu-
nity.” Its recent offerings in-
clude a course on “understand-
ing bias,” which is provided
to all officers; a yearly primer
for the entire police force on
“fair and impartial policing”;
and a “racial equity work-
shop” that has been offered to
most of the agency’s “execu-
tives.”

The sheriff ’s office has
implemented a number of
similar measures, according to
Mills, who assured The
Alamance News that training
and policy are crucial compo-
nents of the agency’s arsenal
against biased policing.

“The sheriff ’s office has a
bias-free policing policy that
all new officers must read and
sign,” the sheriff ’s diversity
coordinator elaborated, “and
we also participate in exten-
sive training.”

As vindication of their ef-
forts to filter out bias, both the
sheriff ’s office and
Burlington’s police force
point to their relatively low
numbers of bias-related com-
plaints.

According to the city’s po-
lice department, a total of 10
complaints about biased po-
licing have been lodged with
the agency since 2016. The de-
partment ultimately deter-
mined all of these allegations
to be unsubstantiated after
internal reviews of  their mer-
its.

Mills admitted that a de-
tailed breakdown of her own
agency’s complaints isn’t
readily available in light of
the effective closure of the
sheriff ’s administrative op-
erations due to the spread of
coronavirus infections.

“Every single complaint
gets documented and investi-
gated,” the sheriff ’s diversity
coordinator proceeded to add.
“The chief [deputy] is not
aware of  any complaints filed
for biased policing at the
Sheriff ’s Office since 2018.
However, no one is available
to verify this information due
to everyone [in administra-
tion being] out sick or in quar-
antine until early next week.”
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