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She won’t be able to pay it, she said, which is
why she’s been looking, unsuccessfully, for a salaried job with benefits.
Bean, who taught for 30 years in Granville
County, retired three years ago to care for her
mother, who has Alzheimer’s. In February, Bean’s
husband, never seriously ill before, was diagnosed with cancer. Unable to recover, he lost his
job with a restaurant company in July.
At 56, they’re a long way from being eligible
for Medicare. For the next 18 months, they’ll be
covered under COBRA. But when that disappears, they face financial ruin—or worse.
“He clearly has a pre-existing condition,” Bean
said, fighting back tears. “I can’t tell you which one
scares me more at night, or wakes me up more at
night, his current medical condition, or the fact
that in 18 months, we’ll have no care for him.
“We tried so hard to work all of our lives, and
do the things we thought we were supposed to
do,” she said. “... Looking at the very real possibility
of losing our home, and everything we’ve worked
for our entire lives—I can’t understand why
people won’t entertain, and listen to the possibility
that we need drastic reform. Because as I say, we’re
not special. There are many, many others like us.”
Miller then focused on House Bill 3200,
which he described as health-care insurance
reform. The bill, passed in slightly different form
by three House committees, is intended to regulate the private insurers, he insisted, not replace
them with a government-run system of health
care as some critics contend.
The public option plan that it contains, Miller
said, is just that: an option for some consumers, not
a requirement. Its purpose is to keep the private
companies “honest” and, by offering some competition, make them reduce their prices over time.
If if survives the final version of reform
and is available to federal employees—two big
ifs—Miller said he’d sign up for it. “I don’t want
the private insurance industry to make a nickel
off of me if I can help it,” he snapped.
But overall, Miller argued, the level of regulation contemplated in the bill is less than North
Carolina’s system of auto insurance regulation.
Congress isn’t proposing to set rates for the
private insurers, he said, though it would require
them to offer preventive services without co-pays
or deductibles.
Nor is it out to tell insurers what to cover,
though the House bill would require all plans to
provide an “essential benefits” package as defined
by a new federal agency, and would bar them
from setting annual or lifetime limits on how
much they’ll pay.
It would also bar insurers from rejecting
applicants or charging them more for it based on
pre-existing medical conditions like Tolar’s and
Bean’s husband’s.
“Health insurance now,” Miller said, “makes
its profits by trying to design policies that won’t
cover people who actually get sick, or tries to
find a way to avoid providing the care people
need—expensive care—when they get sick.”
Regardless of the critics’ tactics and “distractions,” he said, “that’s what the debate really
ought to be about.”x

candidates,” said Czajkowski, who calls it “taxpayer-subsidized elections.”
Supporters fear that voter-owned elections
will attract fringe candidates who have no real
intent of serving, Hall said. Yet that has not been
the case in Chapel Hill.
While it’s true that no new candidates
opted into the pilot program in its first year
—Kleinschimdt has been in office since 2001
and Rich ran in 2007—it’s too early to evaluate
its outcome.
In Portland, where a similar clean-election
program is used, only two candidates opted in
the first cycle. In recent elections, most candidates have opted in.
Mayoral hopeful Augustus Cho said he’s
proud to be the first candidate to opt against
voter-owned, or as he prefers, “governmentowned elections.”
(The government does own elections, since it
pays for the operations and labor, including the
ballots, election offices and election officials.)
“In a democracy, voters have the right to support their candidate, including to support the candidate financially and not forcing them to support
other candidates against their will,” said Cho.“My
prediction is that the municipal election in Chapel
Hill will be the end of voter-owned elections for
philosophical and practical reasons.”
Cho raised $13,000—about two-thirds
of Czajkowski’s total—when he ran for U.S.
Congress last year. However, almost half of Cho’s
take $7,500 came from contributions of more
than $200. Cho said he’s not focused on fundraising totals and will spend only enough on the
mayoral campaign to get his message out.
That can be done cheaply, said Joyce Brown,
who served three council terms from 1989 to 2001.
She was able to win as an unknown with just $500.
She thinks the price to run a campaign is shocking.
“I think something’s wrong and I’m glad that
there’s at least an attempt to correct it. Even with
campaign finance reform, people can spend a lot
of money to get elected,” she said, adding that if
she ran today she would opt in.
Aspiring mayoral candidate Kevin Wolff, who
last fall spent $1,400 on an ad in The Chapel Hill
News decrying voter-owned elections, did not
return phone calls to the Indy. He loaned himself $2,000 to run for mayor in 2007 and raised
another $200 from a family member.
There are those like Fred Black, a community
volunteer and blogger, who favors campaign
finance reform, just not this type. He said he
can’t find a compelling reason for this program
and has traded e-mails with councilmembers to
voice his opposition.
“Some people think the reason we should be
doing this, to ask the state for the authority to do
this, is because it makes Chapel Hill unique and
they like to appear cool,” Black said.
Jake Gellar-Goad, who attended public information sessions on the process, not only supports
the spirit of voter-owned elections, but it also
plays a significant part in who’ll get his vote.
“I don’t think there’s anything wrong with
people who don’t opt in, but for me, as a
voter, I am attracted to people who are using
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Q: What’s the difference between Daniel Boyd
and Blackwater’s Erik Prince?
A: Prince worked on behalf of the U.S. government.
Boyd is in jail.

I

n an affidavit filed last week in federal court in Virginia, FBI informants made allegations against Erik
Prince, president of N.C.-based company Blackwater (in a feat of PR-scrubbing, now renamed Xe),
that are strikingly similar to, and even exceed, those lodged against suspected terrorist Daniel Boyd.
The differences: Taxpayers footed the bill for Prince’s alleged terrorist activities. Prince is free;
Boyd is in jail. Prince is a Christian, not a Muslim. Boyd’s foreign target was allegedly Israel; Prince’s
was Iraq. See related story, page 23. —Lisa Sorg

DANIEL BOYD AND HIS SEVEN
CO-DEFENDANTS

ERIK PRINCE AND BLACKWATER

FBI informer says Boyd wanted to go on Jihad
to fight the Kuffar.

FBI informer says Prince “views himself as a
Christian crusader tasked with eliminating
Muslims and the Islamic faith from the globe.”

FBI sources say Boyd radicalized Muslim
youth and encouraged them to go on Jihad.

FBI informers say Prince “intentionally
deployed to Iraq certain men who shared his
vision of Christian supremacy, known and wanting these men to take every available opportunity to murder Iraqis.”

FBI alleges that Boyd intended to give material
support to unnamed overseas terrorists.

FBI informers say that Prince illegally transported weapons to Iraq. These weapons are
thought to have been sold on the black market
to the PKK, a Kurdistan group the U.S. considers a terrorist organization.

FBI informers allege Boyd and his followers
practiced and trained in military tactics. One
of the accused allegedly bought a book on
military sniper tactics.

Blackwater operates a camp in Moyock, N.C.,
that trains people in military sniper tactics.

Boyd and his co-defendants allegedly had
money that they intended to use for Jihad.

Until the U.S. State Department nullified its
contract with Blackwater, the company had
entered into more than $1 billion in federal
government contracts from 2004-2008.

FBI informer alleges that Boyd and Co. “conspired to kidnap, maim and harm” people in a
foreign country.

Blackwater has participated in extraordinary
rendition and has been accused of interrogating people in foreign countries.

Boyd is accused of conspiring to kill foreigners— “intending to go to Israel and commit
violent Jihad”—even though there is no evidence he committed any violence.

A Blackwater employee pleaded guilty to two
counts of manslaughter and five more employees have been indicted in connection with the
Nisour Square massacre in Iraq. Blackwater
and Prince have also been accused by an FBI
informer of murdering or ordering the murder
of federal witnesses.

SOURCES: CNN, THE NATION, MSNBC, THE NEW YORK TIMES, BBC AND THE FEDERAL INDICTMENT AGAINST DANIEL BOYD AND HIS
CO-DEFENDANTS

this program,” he said. “I think if either Mark
or Penny wins, it’ll get new people involved
because they’ll see it work.”
And while some candidates argue that Rich’s
decision means she isn’t a good steward of public
money, council challenger Matt Pohlman doesn’t
see it that way.
“If someone feels like voter-owned elections
is their issue, that’s an easy vote, she’s the only
one putting her money where her mouth is,” he

said. “I’d be surprised if anyone thought that was
the critical issue, though. We waste money on a
far larger magnitude in this town than on Penny
Rich’s election.” x
To see how other candidates view voter-owned
elections, see this article at indyweek.com.
For more information, see the N.C. Board of
Election’s presentation at www.app.sboe.state.
nc.us/NCSBE/docs/TOCHVOEP/player.html
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