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Dear Readers
 Each January, the President of the United States delivers his State of the Union 
Address to Congress and the Nation. In this address, he details his assessment of the nation, 
as well as his plan for the following year. This year, President Obama treated us to more 
hollow promises and failed ideas that will drag us further into debt and make us all less 
free. We could respond to this by rebutting his ideas, but, this year, many of them were so 
ridiculous that they can hardly warrant an educated response. Therefore, we shall respond 
by giving to you our State of the Campus Issue, an in-depth and thoughtful conservative 
perspective on the state of the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. 
 In this issue, we shall delve into the lack of sufficient debate regarding the imple-
mentation of contextualized grading, the lack of transparency with which the Board of 
Governors has operated, the effort to extend in-state tuition to illegal aliens, the creation of 
new social justice positions within residence halls, sexual assault on campus, and a conser-
vative review of The Hunger Games, Mockingjay, Part One and of works by the late, great 
Richard Weaver. 
 Our talented staff writers will expertly break down the issues affecting our campus, 
analyze them from a conservative viewpoint, and leave you, the reader, with a better under-
standing of life here at Carolina. So now, without further ado, we hope you enjoy this latest 
issue of the Carolina Review: The State of the Campus. 

Lux Libertas, 

Frank Pray
Editor-In-Chief

Donations & Subscriptions
To become a subscriber to Carolina Review, give a gift, or change 
your subscription address, contact us at carolinareview@unc.edu.
Permanent Address
Carolina Review
282 Frank Porter Graham Student Union
UNC-CH Campus Box 5210
Chapel Hill, North Carolina 27599-5210
Letters to the Editor
Carolina Review welcomes your comments, criticisms, and sug-
gestions. Letters to the Editor should be submitted via email to 
carolinareview@unc.edu or mailed to our permanent address. 
Carolina Review reserves the right to edit letters for length, 

clarity, and vulgarity. Please keep letters to the editor below 300 
words. Not all letters will be printed. Include your name, year in 
school, major, and hometown.  Professors should include their 
department.
Join the Staff
Carolina Review always needs new writers, photographers, and 
layout personnel. Please contact Carolina Review at carolinare-
view@unc.edu to find out more about our next staff  meeting 
and how you can become a part of  the Review. The Review is 
also looking for advertising salesmen. Contact Jonathan Tugman 
at jtugman@unc.edu for details.

Cover image credits: The Associated Press
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 Over the course of the last month, the Carolina Review has a few outstanding achievements to recognize.  
First, we would like to cheer Alex Montgomery for having broken the record of most articles written in a single month.  
Alex has been on staff for one semester and become on of our best writers, both in volume and quality.  

 Second, we would like to cheer Cassie Schutzer for her appointment as our new Layout Editor.  This is her 
first issue with the Review,  and we think she has done a pretty outstanding job. 

 Third, we would like to cheer Alex Thomas, our Content and Visual Media Editor, for his leadership in the 
continuing development of our podcast series.  Although less than a year old, this series has become one of the best 
facets of the Carolina Review. 

 As you can see, the Carolina Review continues to be Carolina’s preeminent conservative journal. Our writers 
continue to produce the highest quality conservative journalism available and our Editors are some of the best in the 
nation. 

 Now, onto Jeers. Although we love our University, it has accrued a fair amount of jeers in the past month.  
First, we send a jeer to the Residence Hall Association for the use of our money to fund social justice positions within 
the halls. You couldn’t find a way to promote your crazed liberal agenda through Student Congress; so instead, you’re 
pushing it through the RHA.  How democratic of you. 

 Next, we send a jeer to the UNC Board of Governors.  Through the use of the least transparent process 
we have ever come across, you’ve successfully enraged the entire student body (including the conservative students) 
because of your surprise decision to fire UNC System President Tom Ross. You win the award for worst governance of 
a University system during the past year. 

 Finally, we send a jeer to Angela Davis and the University faculty responsible for her selection as the Dr. 
Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial Lecturer.  Never have we seen someone so successfully revise history and change the 
personal beliefs of a great American to fit their own hyper-liberal agenda. Dr. King would most certainly have been 
concerned about police shootings, but he would not have used the divisive language and tactics used by the Black 
Lives Matter protesters to demonize entire segments of the American population. In addition, Dr. King was a strong 
supporter of the state of Israel and would have been ashamed at Ms. Davis’ vitriol for the Jewish state and its people. 

 January has been quite a busy month and we look forward to seeing all our University accomplishes (and fails 
at) in February. 

Cheers Y’all,
     
     Frank Pray
     Editor-In-Chief
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Viewpoints

“If you have an important 
point to make, don’t try to 
be subtle or clever. Use a pile 
driver. Hit the point once. 
Then come back and hit it 
again. Then hit it a third time- 
a tremendous whack.”
Sir Winston Churchill 

“Any man can make mistakes, 
but only an idiot persists in 
his error.”
Marcus Tullius Cicero

“I seem to smell the stench of 
appeasement in the air.”
 Lady Margaret Thatcher

“Men cannot improve a soci-
ety by setting fire to it: they 
must seek out its old virtues, 
and bring them back into the 
light.”
Russell Kirk

“When you can’t make 
them see the light, make 
them feel the heat.”
 Ronald Reagan

 “The academic commu-
nity has in it the biggest 
concentration of alarm-
ists, cranks and extrem-
ists this side of the giggle 
house.”
William F. Buckley, Jr.
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Starting this semester, stu-
dents at UNC will have 

another person to turn to for all 
their social justice issues. As part 
of  a pilot Social Justice Advocate 
Program, Multicultural Advisors 
will now be in every residence hall 
so that students may have a “social 
justice voice” in their halls. Ac-
cording to The Daily Tar Heel, the 
MA’s job will be to help students 
plan events in their community 
and train community 
government members 
in “diversity, inclusion, 
religious differences, 
gender issues, and LGBT 
issues.”

 For years, the 
Residence Hall Asso-
ciation has educated its 
community leaders on 
“multicultural compe-
tency”, but given the fact that 
creating an MA position was unan-

New Social Justice Position 
in Residence Halls

As the RA moves over, a Multicultural Advisor 
position has been created to further the left’s agenda

imously approved by the com-
munity governors, the left must 
have not had their fill of  mul-
ticulturalism. The UNC hous-
ing website specifies that MA’s 
will be “resident advisors who 
receive additional training on so-
cial justice issues and facilitating 
group discussion on issues fo-
cused on multiculturalism. They 
encourage and promote learning 
through dialogue, resident inter-
actions and programming.”

 The creation of  the MA 
position is just one in a long line 
of  attempts by UNC to create 
a utopian environment where 
no student is ever upset or of-
fended. Another similar instance 

is UNC’s very own Multicultural 
Competence Committee, the 

group that educates the RHA on 
multiculturalism. According to 
UNC’s website, the Multicultural 
Competence Committee:

 “Is committed to foster-
ing an inclusive work and living 
environment through a culture 
of  trust, growth and collabora-
tion. We promote equity, edu-
cation and advocacy through 
developmental opportunities 
that explore individual identity 
and personal growth.”

 The university faculty has 
also been subjected to UNC’s 
agenda of  “diversity and inclu-
sion” through the Multicultural 
Professional Development Pro-

gram. In the fall of  2013, 
the Equity and Inclusion 
Professional Develop-
ment Plan was launched 
as a “guide for each staff  
member to engage with 
their supervisor on a 
development plan as it 
relates to diversity-related 
issues and competency.” 
The plan’s motto was 
“Rethink Your Role”, 

which called on individuals to 
think about their role as a com-

JACKSON 
VALENTINE
Sophomore 
Political Science, Music Performance
Nashville, NC
jlvalent@live.unc.edu

If  UNC is so concerned about social 
equality and inclusion, disband the 
black caucus, disband the Latina/o 
caucus, and get rid of  all these school 

sponsored student organizations that are 
only about race.
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munity member from a multicul-
tural perspective.

 And just to make sure no 
one was left out (except white 
males), our campus has a Carolina 
Black Caucus, Carolina Latina/o 
Caucus, and an Association for 
Women Faculty and Professionals, 
all of  which are subsidized by the 
university, and therefore subsi-
dized by taxpayers.

 UNC is by no means a 
trailblazer when it comes to these 
diversity and inclusion programs. 
Multicultural Advisors have been 
in place at schools such 
as Central Michigan, 
University of  Minnesota, 
University of  Wiscon-
sin, and the list goes on. 
These programs have 
infiltrated many schools 
across America, and they 
will only continue to 
spread.

 You may be reading this 
any thinking, “So what? What’s 
wrong with being educated on 
multiculturalism?” Well, in theory, 
there’s nothing wrong with it, but 
time and time again these pro-
grams that are created to make 
people more “tolerant” and “di-
verse” have shown to be a front 
for a broader agenda that liberal 
universities like UNC want to 
impose on the students. A mul-
ticultural advisor will be nothing 
more than a way for the university 
to extend its long arm of  toler-
ance and inclusion into students’ 
bedrooms, many of  which are 
forced to live there because they 
are freshmen. As the RHA staff  
sit in their meetings and pat them-
selves on the back for a job well 
done, students living on campus 
will more than likely end up listen-
ing to an MA give a presentation 
on why gay people are oppressed, 

or why we shouldn’t use the word 
“black” anymore.

 Logistically speaking, there 
is no need for the MA position be-
cause that role is basically already 
taken care of  by the Resident 
Advisor. The Multicultural Com-
petence Committee already trains 
RAs, and they are fully prepared to 
handle a situation where a student 
feels discriminated against. There 
is absolutely no need to create 
another position; it simply makes 
the process of  overseeing a floor 
of  students less efficient. Also, 
having a multicultural advisor will 

create an inherent logical flaw that 
having one person do the job will 
make it so that their views are rep-
resented above others.  For exam-
ple, if  a specific MA was mainly 
concerned with black equality, 
they may neglect other cultural or 
social needs from other students.

 If  UNC is so concerned 
about social equality and inclusion, 
disband the black caucus, disband 
the Latina/o caucus, and get rid 
of  all these school sponsored 
student organizations that are only 
about race. If  this school really 
cared about equality and inclu-
sion, why would it hold a gradua-
tion celebration that only Latino 
people were invited to? If  this 
school really cared about equal-
ity, it would stop creating these 
organizations that further divide 
our campus, rather than bring it 
together. If  the administration of  
UNC truly believes that a campus 

organization for everyone except 
white males would bring us to-
gether, then they have no business 
in the administration of  a public 
university.

 Further, these programs 
the university puts in place cause 
our tuition to rise and make the 
economic boundary for low-
income students that much more 
difficult. Programs created by 
UNC are funded through tuition 
and taxes, so not only will North 
Carolina citizens have to pay more, 
students will have to pay more as 
well. Students who want to come 

to UNC but can’t af-
ford the tuition will now 
be less likely to receive 
scholarships, meaning 
our university will actu-
ally be less diverse. If  
UNC wanted its campus 
to be more diverse, it 
would stop wasting its 
budget on unproductive 

and inefficient positions (like the 
MA position), and instead use that 
money to give more low-income 
students an opportunity to receive 
an education from some of  the 
best professors in the world.

 It’s time for UNC to realize 
that creating an infinite number 
of  programs and organization 
focused on diversity education 
won’t have any real impact on 
our campus. Sure, we can tell the 
world that we’re the most diverse 
and tolerant school in America, 
but does that really accomplish the 
goal of  our school? Does having 
a “tunnel of  oppression” really 
help students learn anything? The 
answer is no, and it’s about time 
that this school stopped funneling 
money into unproductive pro-
grams and started finding ways to 
lower our tuition and truly diver-
sify our campus.
CR

It’s time for UNC to realize that 
creating an infinite number of  programs 

and organization focused on diversity 
education won’t have any real impact 

on our campus.
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If you’ve paid attention 
to recent developments 

in the University of  North 
Carolina System, you’d no-
tice that the Board of  Gov-
ernors has been very busy.  
First, they’ve launched a re-
view of  all of  the centers in 
the UNC System and have 
narrowed down the list of  
centers under review to just thirty-four, 
nine of  which are at the University of  
North Carolina at Chapel Hill. Second, 
they’ve forced UNC System President 
Tom Ross to announce his resigna-
tion, beginning at the start of  the new 
year in 2016. Now, as conservatives, it’s 
tempting to blindly applaud a govern-
ment entity that is finally doing actual 
work in an efficient way, but we must 
resist that urge and look deeper to rec-
ognize the truth that there is a problem.

When we do, we begin to see a prob-
lem arise in the fact that the Board of  
Governors has had little transparency 
and accountability with citizens of  the 
State of  North Carolina.  Liberal stu-
dents and faculty have latched onto 
this fact to level sharp criticism at the 

The State of  the System

Controversy on the Board of  Governors

Board, specifically at its political com-
position.  The Board of  Governors has 
been under Republican control since 
the Midterm elections in 2010.  Lib-
eral activists say that this conservative 
influence is what is causing the lack of  

transparency, that conservatives on the 
Board have begun a trend of  bringing 
politics into a non-partisan position, 
and that, in order to solve the problem, 
we must remove Republicans from the 
Board and from elected office. Here, so 
many lies, speculations, and half  truths 
arise, that it becomes difficult for the 
average North Carolinian to discern 
fact from fiction in the discussion over 
the ethicality and efficacy of  the Board. 
Therefore, it is the job of  conserva-
tives, those who adhere to the ideology 
of  truth, to sort through the muck and 
make sense of  the situation. 

The liberal line of  thinking, that all 
problems on the Board emanate from 
Republican control and conservative 
policies, ignores historical truths. The 

Board of  Governors, being a body 
elected by the NC Senate and House 
of  Representatives, has always reflect-
ed the current political leanings of  the 
State of  North Carolina. During the 
days of  the Solid South, it shut out Re-

publicans from membership, 
just as political office in gen-
eral was out of  reach of  any-
one outside of  the party of  
Jim Crow (that’s the Demo-
crats for anyone who hasn’t 
had a decent history class).  
Therefore, the claims that 
this lack of  transparency is 
somehow a new or uniquely 
Republican development are 
observably false. 

Going further, we can quickly dis-
cover that it is not conservative policies 
that have led to a lack of  transparency.  
In the 2010, 2012, and 2014 elections, 
Republicans ran on the conservative 
principles of  fiscal conservatism and 
a strong commitment to liberty. Now, 
their faithfulness to these principles is 
a topic that can be saved for another 
time, but these principles themselves 
cannot be disputed.  A key part of  fiscal 
conservatism is transparency.  Keeping 
costs low and systems efficient requires 
budgets and processes that are easily 
available for the public and legislators 
to evaluate.  Liberty requires a simi-
lar commitment to transparency. Any 
government that cannot be held ac-
countable is on the path towards tyr-

FRANK PRAY
Sophomore
Political Science and Public Policy
Charlotte, NC
fcp2034@live.unc.edu

It’s tempting to blindly applaud a 
government entity that is finally doing 
actual work in an efficient way, but we 
must resist that urge and look deeper 
to recognize the truth that there is a 

problem.
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anny.  A necessary element to guaran-
tee accountability to the people is, you 
guessed it, transparency.  So again, the 
claims of  many liberal activists around 
the state, that the conservative policies 
which the General Assem-
bly and McCrory Adminis-
tration are to blame for the 
problems of  the Board of  
Governors, fall flat. 

In line with their faulty 
reasoning for the causes of  
the problem, liberal activ-
ists in North Carolina have 
proposed solutions to the problem 
that, while well intentioned, will be in-
effective and wrong. Shortly after the 
controversy over the UNC Centers 
review boiled over, liberal activists and 
students joined together to launch the 
UNC Board of  Governors Democracy 
Coalition. This group proposes that the 
Board of  Governors’ membership be 
increased to include students and fac-
ulty members, that all Board of  Gov-
ernors meetings have sufficient seating 
for the public, and that those meetings 
have petition periods where students 
and faculty can give comments and 
ideas. 

This solution is wrong for a number 
of  reasons. First, it fails to recognize 
that the Board of  Governors meetings 
are already open to the public and have 
sufficient seating. By simply reframing 
an element that is already present into a 
solution and expecting different results 
than what is already given, the UNC 
BOG Democracy Coalition proves that 
they follow their ideas are the definition 

Board of  Governors.  The UNC sys-
tem is predominantly paid for by the 
taxpayers of  the state of  North Caro-
lina and those taxpayers are the ones 
who must be given input on the Board 

of  Governors if  we truly 
want to increase accountabil-
ity.  Therefore, a conservative 
solution would be to change 
the method for selecting 
members of  the Board of  
Governors.  Instead of  being 
elected by the General As-
sembly, the Board of  Gover-
nors should be comprised of  

members representing each county in 
North Carolina. 

These members would be elected 
by direct election of  the people in each 
county, but would remain unaffiliated 
to any party, much like the system we 
have for electing judges.  In addition, 
members would be able to run for as 
many terms as they choose. This would 
increase the size of  the Board of  Gov-
ernors to one hundred members and 
provide a system that will keep each 
member accountable to the taxpayers 
of  the county he or she represents. In 
this way, members will be forced to be 
more transparent or risk losing reelec-
tion. 

While that system, like all projects 
of  man, would be far from perfect, it 
would do much to address the current 
problem. Through a strong conserva-
tive solution such as this, we can solve 
this problem, move forward, and per-
manently strengthen the state of  the 
UNC System.   CR

of  insanity.  In addition, their only real 
change, increasing the membership of  
the Board of  Governors to include stu-
dents and faculty, is not a change that 
will bring about any real accountability 

or transparency. It treats the students 
and faculty of  the University as if  they 
are the ones who should solely hold the 
decisions for how it is run.  This is lu-
dicrous.  You can’t have the beneficia-
ries of  what amounts to a government 
subsidy setting the terms for how that 
subsidy is given and in what amounts. 
The UNC Chapel Hill Student Con-
gress regularly allocates more money to 
student groups during its appropriation 
process than it actually has.  This leads 
to deficits and the University being 
forced to take money away from other 
areas to pay for that.  Imagine if  the 
entire UNC System were run in a simi-
lar way.  The State of  North Carolina 
would run budget deficits like you’ve 
never seen before.  So we can see that 
the solutions provided by the liberal ac-
tivists fall just as flat as their reasoning 
for the causes of  the problem. 

Therefore, we must provide a strong, 
conservative solution if  we are to solve 
the accountability problem with the 

We must provide a strong, conservative 
solution if  we are to solve the 

accountability problem with the 
Board of  Governors.
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Richard Weaver, among oth-
er controversial opinions, 

argued that jazz was a barbaric ab-
erration symptomatic of  Western 
disintegration; that the elite ma-
nipulate the masses via subtle yet 
overwhelming propaganda; and 
that business schools 
shouldn’t graduate any-
one who doesn’t know 
ancient Greek. 

 So what makes 
this 20th century scholar 
and native North Caro-
linian one of  the giants 
of  modern conservatism? On 
one level, Weaver is an extraor-
dinary writer: he is both precise 
and eloquent, clear yet nuanced. 
More deeply, however, Weaver re-
minds us moderns of  the need to 
revisit our civilizational tradition 
in search of  answers to questions 
we have now forgotten how to 
ask. 

 Ideas Have Consequences, 
published by the University of  
Chicago press in 1948, is Weav-
er’s most influential work. His 
thesis is that, starting with Wil-
liam of  Occam in the late 1300s, 
Western civilization embraced a 
form of  relativism that denied 
transcendental values such as vir-
tue. Nothing exists but what man 
experiences through his senses: 
courage, and honor, and beauty, 
are just convenient but socially 

Richard Weaver: The Lessons 
of  a Great Conservative

constructed terms. 
 One of  the primary con-

sequences of  this philosophical 
development is the disintegration 
of  what Weaver terms “bases of  
belief.” Fundamental assump-
tions about the nature of  reality 
divide the West into diametrically 
opposed camps: those who be-
lieve in a world transcendent, and 
independent, of  man, and those 
who do not. This disintegration 
of  shared belief, in turn, has re-
duced us to a shallow understand-

ing of  who we are and what this 
world is. 

 Weaver finds the reflection 
of  this shallower understanding 
in modern art. He describes the 
meaninglessness of  modern art 
forms, encompassing music to 
painting to poetry. The dissolu-
tion of  traditional forms in art, 
such as the sonnet, reflects what 
he sees as our new commonly 
held metaphysical stance: essen-
tially, hedonism. As he puts it: 
“The heresy” of  modern art “is 
that man’s destiny in the world is 
not to perfect himself, but to lean 
back in sensual enjoyment.” 

 And truly, in the field of  
music, so many of  our top bill-
board hits today revolve around 
pleasure. What are the meanings, 
the fundamental assumptions, be-
hind the lyrics of  Lady Gaga, Ari-

ana Grande, or Daft Punk? Plea-
sure, pleasure, and more pleasure. 
Of  course, a thousand years ago 
songs were written about pleasure 
too; but Weaver’s point remains 
valid. The displays of  elite artistic 
culture are no less meaningless. 
Art that is meaningful – such as 
Mumford and Sons – often draws 
on older tradition. 

 Ideas Have Consequences’ 
most trenchant argument follows 
immediately after this analysis of  
modern art. Weaver argues that 

the ruling elite have con-
structed a “wonderful 
machine” to motivate the 
masses to common ac-
tion through all aspects 
of  communication and 
rhetoric. He calls this 
machine the Great Ste-

reopticon. It encompasses enter-
tainment and news sites, political 
debates and classrooms. Through 
it, the “vested interests of  our 
age” project images of  life as they 
wish it to be lived. The powerful, 
crafting our understanding of  
fundamentals, shape the way we 
think through this invisible appa-
ratus. 

 Some liberals, I think, have 
a similar sense of  how the elite 
manipulate the media (broadly 
conceived). The liberal concern 
with representation in TV shows 
or movies, for example, indicates 
awareness of  film’s power to com-
municate stereotypes of  races, re-
ligions, etc. Similarly, many con-
servatives sense the liberal spin 
the media applies to the news: 
thence Fox News and other con-
servative outlets. The impression 
that elite forces, often in conflict 

So what makes this 20th century scholar 
and native North Carolinian one of  the 

giants of  modern conservatism? 

DAVID ORTIZ 
Senior
Classics
Potomac, MD
dortiz@live.unc.edu
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ing at the reflection, become 
more convinced of  our sanity. 

 To return to Weaver, he 
finds the solution to our modern 
problems in a return to tradition: 
“It has been well said that the 
chief  trouble with the contem-
porary generation is that it has 
not read the minutes of  the last 
meeting.” By recovering a unified 
cultural belief  in universal values, 
Weaver argues, we can resurrect 

our philosophical ratio-
nality. But where can we 
find these universal, tran-
scendent values? Only in 
tradition, in the words of  
our ancestors, and in hu-
mility before the past. 

Relativism and materi-
alism – both of  which are 
linked – have produced a 

worldview in which social con-
ventions determine our moral-
ity. We are truly only as good as 
the world, meaning our particular 
culture, allows us to be. That is 
why liberals are passionately de-
voted to political causes: our poli-
tics is our morality. 

The problem is that relativism 
is not the real world. Our wide-
spread denial of  this truth is the 
real source of  our modern angst.  
CR

with one another, use 
various mediums to pro-
mote certain sets of  ideas 
is overwhelming. 

 In the era of  Face-
book and other social 
media, I wonder if  the 
effect has become more 
powerful. How many 
people take their news 
from Twitter, or their opinions 
from Facebook? Too often now 
we short-circuit sustained ratio-
nal engagement on critical issues 
for the sake of  popular slogans 
or online “likes.” When I tailor 
my Facebook newsfeed to only 
display articles posted by those 
friends I agree with, to what ex-
tent am I refusing to think deeply 
about the real world? Perhaps 
now we project our worldview 
into the online sphere, and, star-

Weaver argues that the ruling elite 
have constructed a “wonderful ma-
chine” to motivate the masses to com-
mon action through all aspects of  

communication and rhetoric.
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After years of  planning and 
delayed implementation, 

contextualized grading continues to 
be a topic of  debate at UNC-CH 
with the most recent push back be-
ing last December just days before 
final exams were over.

 Efforts have been in place 
for the implementation of  a con-
textualized grading system since 
Holden Thorpe’s tenure 
as chancellor.  Following 
academic irregularities 
and grade inflation over 
the past few decades, the 
University hopes to dem-
onstrate its commitment to 
ensuring that every student 
is able to receive a qual-
ity education.  Through 
contextualized grading, UNC hopes 
to be at the forefront of  transcript 
changes around the nation.  Stu-
dent transcripts with contextualized 
grading would contain a schedule 

Contextualized Grading: 
More than a Letter

Why Contextualized Grading Can be a 
Misrepresentation of  Student Performance

point average, which is the aver-
age of  the median grades of  the 
courses a student is taking.  The 
transcript would also contain 
the course section’s size, median 
grade, and percentile range of  
the grade that a student receives.  
Each piece of  data is intended to 
give a clearer picture of  a student’s 
performance in a class relative to 
other students.

 Personally, I feel that 
certain aspects of  contextualized 
grading can misrepresent the qual-
ity of  work that a student does.  
While the intentions of  a contex-
tualized grading system may be 

valid and well intended, one fal-
lacy of  such a system comes with 
equating grade distributions to the 
difficulty of  a class or a student’s 
quality of  work.  Certain classes 
may have larger percentages of  

higher grades than others, but this 
does not always mean that the 
students in the classes didn’t pro-
duce quality work and work hard 
to achieve them.  Some sections 
of  classes, particularly those that 
are smaller, may have a dispropor-
tionate amount of  students who 
rightfully earn high grades.  Con-
textualized grading could wrongly 
dilute the collective success of  
students, as grade distributions do 
not necessarily equal the difficulty 
of  a class or determine how much 
the average student learns.

 Likewise, in certain classes, 
some students go above and be-

yond others in the quality 
of  work or discussion, yet 
still receive the same grade 
of  “A”.  Should a student 
be discouraged from tak-
ing a course that he has a 
significant interest in and 
is willing to commit sig-
nificant time to learn and 

grow in?  Most would argue no; 
however, contextualized grading 
could discourage some students 
from taking certain classes be-
cause these would be perceived 
as easy classes from the data on 
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student transcripts.

 

The issue of  contextual-
ized grading also raises the 
question of  whether more 
professors would unneces-
sarily implement artificial 
grading distributions rather 
than grading on clearly de-
fined standards to appear 
to be challenging more 
students.  If  students are 
graded according to artificial distri-
butions, they are effectively com-
peting against each other to earn 

a limited number of  a certain 
grade.  A competitive classroom 

environment can hinder the coop-
eration that allows UNC students 

to learn and grow academically 
from each other.  Professors who 

are pressured to use predetermined 
grade distributions could become 
more subjective in their grading, so 
student opinions that differ from 
those of  professors could be un-
fairly assessed.

 Contextualized grading 
is intended to help solve valid 
problems that UNC should try to 
address, but contextualized grad-
ing alone will not provide solutions.  
Data can be used by the university 
for analysis of  classes and depart-

ments to see where improvements 
can be made.  It should be the 

responsibility of  administrators 
and professors to determine when 
course grades are not reflective of  
the quality of  work that a student 
produces, or when a course does 
not live up to the standards for 
engaging students intellectually.  
Simply putting data on transcripts 
will not improve classes that need 
changing. Patterns of  data, howev-
er, can help the university to deter-
mine possible classes that should be 
examined further.

 Of  course, my opinion on 
the issue of  contextualized grading 
is one of  many.  When the student 
government pushed to delay the 
implementation of  contextualized 
grading, they cited limited student 
involvement and feedback on the 
issue.  Certain aspects of  contex-
tualized grading may be beneficial 

to students, while others might 
not.   Perhaps the university should 

let the students, whom the 
proposed changes are sup-
posed to benefit, address 
their support or concern 
in an open forum with 
administrators.  With the 
debate of  contextualized 
grading coming sporadical-
ly over the past few years, 
administrators should 
directly address students 

to gather student responses to the 
proposed changes.

 If  the university were to 
further discussions with students 
on this topic, students would need 
to ensure that their voice is heard.  
Like with political elections, apathy 
could play a role in preventing stu-
dents from voicing their opinions.   
  Many students may 
think that transcript changes won’t 
make much of  a difference, and 
this may be true for some stu-
dents; however, such changes could 
indirectly alter grading structures 
in the future.  It is important for 
students to voice their opinion on 
the structure to ensure that student 
academic quality is properly repre-
sented in our transcripts.

CR

Contextualized grading is intended 
to solve valid problems that UNC 

should try to address, but 
contextualized grading alone 
will not provide solutions.
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The immigration crisis cur-
rently facing this nation is 

one of  many implications, par-
ticularly regarding the sorts of  
benefits that may be provided to 
undocumented immigrants. In the 
world of  higher education, the de-
bate has been defined by the ex-
tent to which states should subsi-
dize school attendance by illegal 
immigrants. Although some have 
suggested that American society 
benefits from increased participa-
tion in public-school systems, it 
seems proper that illegal immi-
grants should not receive in-state 
tuition for post-secondary educa-
tion – unless, that is, they are in the 
process of  applying to become an 
American citizen. Not only is this 
unfair to American students – who 
go to universities that are out-of-
state and have to pay a much higher 
cost – but it also means that flout-
ing the law would introduce certain 
unjust advantages. These undocu-
mented immigrants would be pay-
ing less than an American citizen, 
and would pose a disadvantage to 
out-of-state students because they 
would receive the preference of  
being in-state. In addition, provid-
ing in-state tuition to illegals would 
create more competition for uni-
versity slots between American stu-
dents and students of  illegal status 
because universities only select so 
many people for attendance. That 
would certainly be unfair to legally 
applying foreign students because 
it would set a precedent that if  they 
had come to the United States ille-
gally, then they would have received 
their education for a cheaper price 
than they are by following the law. 
The whole system would basically 
amount to incentivizing unlaw-
ful behavior, leaving in the dust 
American students whose attempts 
to have higher education would in 

Illegal Immigrants Should Not 
Receive In-State Tuition

some ways be stymied as a result.  

Furthermore, it is against federal 
law for an illegal immigrant to re-
ceive a benefit on higher education 
unless a citizen of  the U.S. is also 
eligible. It is stated under Federal 
Law Title 8, Chapter 14, Section 
1623 that:

“…an alien who is not lawfully 
present in the United States shall 
not be eligible on the basis of  resi-
dence within a State... for any post-
secondary education benefit unless 
a citizen or national of  the United 
States is eligible for such a benefit.”

Because an out-of-state Ameri-
can student is not eligible for in-
state tuition, it is illegal to provide 
such a benefit to an undocumented 
immigrant. Even though in-state 
citizens receive a lower tuition 
cost, they have still paid taxes for 
as long as they have resided in the 
states, some of  which having gone 
to higher education. Therefore, 
their post-secondary education 
cost is really the tuition amount 
plus the taxes they have previously 
paid that funded higher education.  
Giving in-state tuition to an illegal 
immigrant who has not paid the 
taxes that help fund higher educa-
tion gives that immigrant a situa-
tion that is unduly superior to that 
of  an American student. 

Despite these objections, many 
people argue that illegal immigrants 
should not be punished for their 
parents’ choices. However, illegal 
immigrants are already receiving a 
huge opportunity by being allowed 
to attend a U.S. college, despite be-
ing undocumented. The govern-
ment should not be responsible the 
decisions of  parents, and American 
students should not be put at a dis-
advantage because of  the actions 
of  the illegal students’ parents. 
There are many cases of  domestic 
problems within the United States 
where a child does not have con-

trol over his or her parents’ poor 
decisions. Furthermore, there are 
many low income Americans who 
cannot afford to go to an out of  
state school even if  it is essential 
to study the topic of  their inter-
est, yet they do not receive special 
treatment by way of  in-state tu-
ition.  These American citizens are 
not given in-state tuition at an out-
of-state school just because of  an 
unfortunate home life. 

Giving illegal immigrants in-
state tuition also benefits the par-
ents of  the illegal immigrant who 
are in the United States illegally 
and who are non-taxpayers, es-
sentially rewarding them for illegal 
behavior. The word “illegal” is not 
taken lightly in the United States, 
and American citizens who commit 
illegal actions have to face certain 
penalties, so why would we lighten 
necessary consequences for illegal 
immigrants?

Legally, undocumented immi-
grants are not allowed to hold a 
U.S. job. Therefore, by giving them 
a discount on tuition, tax dollars 
from those who are legal are being 
spent on illegal immigrants in order 
for them to receive a cheaper price 
than American students who are 
out-of-state. After spending this 
money on their education, the ille-
gal immigrants cannot even legally 
obtain a job, meaning they cannot 
contribute back to our economy. 

Applying to become a U.S. citi-
zen would fix many present and fu-
ture problems of  the immigration 
issue. As a U.S. citizen, immigrants 
could fairly receive in-state tuition, 
as well as put their degree to use af-
ter their post-secondary education 
by getting a job and contributing to 
the American economy. The price 
of  becoming a U.S. citizen is little 
in comparison to the benefit of  
taking responsibility and becoming 
a U.S. citizen by going through the 
naturalization process. CR
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When eager viewers flock 
to see the newest dysto-

pian rave, The Hunger Games: 
Mockingjay, Part One, 
it is doubtful that they 
will watch Katniss Ever-
deen’s courageous misad-
ventures with President 
Snow – or her introspec-
tive, conflicted interac-
tions with Peeta, Gale, 
and the lot – only to 
muse, “This film must be 
about politics.” Rightly 
so, it is not primarily 
about politics: It is about 
a young woman whose 
reserved tendencies must 
be set aside to becoming the face 
of  a group that wants to find hope 
in a depraved world – an explora-
tion of  her unordinary heroism 
and her normal, human inclina-
tions as she does so. But even 
so, it is difficult to understand 
Mockingjay in its totality without 
a political lens, for though it is 
true that artistic experience often 
serves as an escape from the world 
of  politics and into the transcen-
dent and the affective, the elusive 
Capital is, in fact, a political entity. 
And as it remains Katniss’ primary 
enemy throughout the series, she, 
along with the rebellious District 
13, must learn to fight its tyranny 
– not through dull rhetoric and 
impertinent action, but through a 
full, political insurrection. The ul-
timate risk is that Katniss’ charac-

The Problems of  Politics

ter as a strong but individualistic 
survivor will be crushed at the 
hands of  collectivism.

It is useful, first, to remem-
ber what the “games” actually 
are – what their intentions are 
and how they are utilized to 
fuel the Capital’s overall subjec-
tion of  the citizens of  Panem. 
In this sense, the connection 

to real-world politics as well as 
certain past theses of  political 
theory is obvious: Oppressive 
governments employ disturb-
ingly entertaining distractions 
to quell the spirits of  potential 
resistors, scaring them into 
submission and dehumanization, 
obtaining their fearful respect, 
and assuming a false front of  
valor and virtue. The idea of  the 
“greater good,” which usually 
boils down to justifying brutal 
misdeeds by inculcating a spirit 
of  togetherness and survival-
ism, is key to such attempts. But 
through the eyes of  Katniss and 
Peeta, Suzanne Collins and the 
filmmakers manage to break the 
illusion and show it for what 
it is; meanwhile, the audience 
can’t help but to see the ultimate 

dangers of  a government that is 
centralized – of  power that has 
been taken from local institutions 
and invested in devious, danger-
ous operators.     

No wonder conservatives love 
Mockingjay’s political narrative 
– it constitutes a significant part 
of  their small-government mes-
sage. Indeed, the film’s implica-

tions cannot be entirely 
understood unless one 
realizes that the perpetra-
tor of  oppression – the 
entity that has assumed 
centralized power and 
that consistently uses it 
for ill-will, for subjuga-
tion, for a misallocation 
of  resources which leaves 
Katniss and company 
in destitution – is the 
Capital: not some ubiq-
uitous form of  Immoral 
Industries, Inc., which 

always seems to be the easy target 
of  Hollywood and its rampant 
liberalism, but rather the exis-
tence of  a federal government 
imbued with bureaucratic injus-
tice and draconian coercion. In 
that sense, Mockingjay is im-
mediately appealing to a political 
analyst because it finally attempts 
to show oppression in the way in 
which oppression actually mani-
fests itself  in the real world – a 
direct product of  unwieldy and 
desensitized government. 

It is, of  course, a crucial un-
derstanding: Sometimes I wonder 
if  the artistic world has forgot-
ten that North Korea is run not 
by Kim Industries, Inc., but by 
the tyrannical regime of  a portly 
sadist, Kim Jun Un, a man whose 

Centralization and Revolution in The Hunger 
Games: Mockingjay, Part One

ALEX MONTGOMERY
Sophomore
English and Policital Science
Asheville, North Carolina
asmontgo@live.unc.edu 

[Mockingjay] is about a young woman 
whose reserved tendencies must be 
set aside in becoming the face of  a 
group that wants to find hope in a 

depraved world – an exploration of  her 
unordinary heroism and her normal, 
human inclinations as she does so.
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seeming willingness to extract 
meals from the mouths of  emaci-
ated children and weeping wid-
ows evokes an evilness of  satanic 
proportions. The point, however, 
remains: Mockingjay’s exploration 
of  the concentration of  power 
hinges upon the fact that 
excessive centralization is 
highly dangerous – ca-
pable, indeed, of  wrest-
ing wealth from outlying 
districts and employing 
resources in selfish ways.

This assertion is 
certainly not to deny 
the underlying presence 
of  inequality within the 
Hunger Games series, in 
which the ostentatious hairdos and 
luxurious architecture of  Capital 
dwellers runs alongside depictions 
of  gaunt survivors, wasting away 
in their respective districts. It is 
simply meant to remind the reader 
that the inequality is spun in order 
to establish its cause as the lack 
of  autonomy and liberty instead 
of  the unencumbered capitalism 
inherent to Marxist interpretation. 
Conveniently, the film understands 
that of  which conservatives spend 
significant time trying to con-
vince their liberal brethren – that 
unfettered government inspires 
perverse rule of  law, which in turn 
generally means the mitigation 
of  liberty and the destruction of  
conditions necessary to produce 
economic growth. I highly doubt 
that any political mind worth his 
or her salt desires those two, per-
nicious outcomes. 

One of  the reasons, anyway, 
that Mockingjay is such an endear-
ing movie is because it manages to 
express the importance of  fighting 
back against the sorts of  govern-
ment-perpetrated oppression and 
injustice described above – the 
grotesque ways in which those 

ravenous for monopolistic power 
operate in order to gain increased 
control over the lives of  the subju-
gated. During the first two Hunger 
Games films, the defiance was 
limited to individuals – Katniss, 
Peeta, Gale, a small group of  fel-

low victors, Haymitch, and Plutar-
ch (RIP, Philip Seymour Hoffman, 
an actor of  unparalleled skill and 
precision) – but in Mockingjay, 
such defiance has actually been 
concentrated into a tangible move-
ment, highlighted by revolutionary 
intentions and fervent dedication 
to a set of  firm ideals. It would be 
a travesty to not mention the ap-
parent similarities between District 
13’s insurrection and the Ameri-
can rejection of  King George and 
the British parliament during the 
1770s: As hordes of  disgruntled 
workers and rebels overtake one 
of  the Capital’s dams, singing an 
inspiring, anthem-like call-to-ac-
tion as they undertake the violence 
necessary to reclaim their fun-
damental natural rights, one can 
almost hear Thomas Jefferson’s 
words echoing through the cinema 
in beautiful conjunction: “When 
in the course of  human events, it 
becomes necessary for one people 
to dissolve the political bands 
which have connected them with 
another, and to assume among the 
powers of  the earth, the separate 
and equal station to which the 
Laws of  Nature and of  Nature’s 
God entitle them ….” 

In its own way, this portrayal of  
both the brutal means and ideal-
istic ends inherent to revolution 
constitutes a sort of  political cal-
culus, whereby a body of  people 
must evaluate for themselves the 
necessity of  fighting back. Or 

perhaps it is more of  a 
statement of  the resolve 
of  the human spirit, 
Katniss having been used 
as an instrument for 
deconstructing the pro-
pagandistic allure of  the 
“games.” But either way, 
the implication is that 
politics has its moral lim-
its and that legitimacy is 
a desired aim of  govern-
ment; indeed, Mockingjay 

relishes in these underlying theo-
retical perspectives as intellectual 
buttress of  District 13’s activity.

At the end of  the day, the film 
may be confident in its stipula-
tions about government, natural 
rights, human dignity, and the 
nature of  violent sacrifice, but its 
most insightful political element 
is probably one about which it is 
rather exploratory and ambivalent: 
namely, the nature of  rebellion, 
and the arduous process involved 
therein – the process that is suf-
ficiently potent to destroy the 
special connection Katniss shares 
with Peeta, all in order to uphold 
the delicate structure of  the rebel-
lion. 

In a general sense, the Hun-
ger Games series has already 
juxtaposed Katniss as she sees 
herself  – a solitary hunter; a 
self-sufficient, but dutiful wan-
derer, of  sorts – with her role as 
the figurehead of  a burgeoning 
movement against the Capital; but 
Mockingjay, in particular, goes 
much further, pitting Katniss’ in-
dividualistic desires and personal, 
relational needs against the collec-

Mockingjay’s exploration of  the 
concentration of  power hinges upon 

the fact that excessive centralization is 
highly dangerous – capable, indeed, of  
wresting wealth from outlying districts 

and employing resources in selfish ways.
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tive demands of  District 13, with 
which Katniss sympathizes but 
over which she apparently does 
not wish to lead. Subsequently, 
Katniss finds that she, in essence, 
has been thrust into a system 
which not only thrives upon the 
sorts of  strategies they all found 
deplorable when utilized by the 
Capital – the use, for example, of  
propaganda to inculcate within 
supporters certain political themes 
and motives – but also one which 
appears aesthetically similar to 
communism, the “president” of  
District 13 presiding over a mass 
of  similarly-dressed automatons, 
speaking truth to power with 
arms upraised. At that moment, 
one gets the sense that the rebel-
lion has essentially morphed into 
an enterprise of  collectivism that 
acts with strictness as a solitary 
unit irrespective of  its members’ 
needs – the exact opposite of  the 
sorts of  liberal ideals that they are 

all fighting to protect against the 
tyranny of  the Capital. 

The result, it would seem, is 
that rebellion as a political entity 
can be highly problematic, even 
if  it is carried out by the same 
virtuous people who were willing 
to defy their oppressors in prior, 
courageous moments. Mockingjay 
is, in some sense, a sophisticated 
movie because it explains such 
a perverse reality: In order for 
rebellious movements to gain suc-
cess, they must proceed in a spirit 
that triumphs collectivism over 
individualism as a way of  beating 
the challenging obstacles that are 
thrown in their path. To do so, 
however, is inherently risky, for it 
compromises the ardor of  the ini-
tial ideals of  the insurrection and 
often ends in a place that is darker 
than what came before it. 

And thus we arrive at the 

realization that while some rebel-
lions end with the military leader’s 
refusal to assume kingship – and 
with, several years later, a consti-
tutional convention out of  which 
comes the most brilliant founding 
document in history – others end 
in widespread bloodshed, despite 
the statues to reason they hastily 
erect. As such, the ultimate suc-
cess of  revolution is rare, and it 
takes politics to understand why – 
“greater-good” rhetoric, influential 
propaganda, and the suppression 
of  the individual are necessary, 
but almost impossible to handle 
in such a way as to revert back to 
enlightenment ideals once military 
success is realized: As viewers, we 
can only hope that Katniss will 
once again triumph in the next 
movie in bringing about both the 
end of  the Capital’s reign of  ter-
ror and the fruition of  her family’s 
happiness and liberty. CR 
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The machinations 
of  college are not 

secretive: one usually 
attends classes and par-
ties, engages in a bit of  
studying, and sometimes 
drinks more than is ap-
propriate. As parents 
are gone and sexual peer 
pressure abounds, ter-
rible things often happen 
during nights that will 
haunt victims for the rest 
of  their lives. As a result, 
universities have taken 
new action where police have not, 
attempting to prevent such disas-
trous instances of  sexual assault 
from happening as much in the fu-
ture. Unfortunately, many of  these 
current reforms sacrifice logic and 
fair justice in order to quell the 
strong emotions we all feel about 
the issue.  

Admittedly, it is difficult to 
talk about sexual 
assault without 
being emotional, 
but we must admit 
that sometimes our 
discussions mask 
the minds of  good 
people, making their 
logical thoughts am-
biguous and vague 
in a sea of  passion and hate. I cer-
tainly don’t blame them: When my 
high school friend was sexually as-
saulted, I ardently desired justice, 
but I also realized that our actions 
should, above all else, strive to aid 
survivors, protect society from 

Throw the Rapists in Jail!

future injustices, and avoid harm-
ing innocent people.

In short, the collegiate reaction 
to the shortcomings of  police fail 
at these objectives. For one, the 
university simply does not have 

the means to justly punish a rapist, 
the worst sanction it can impose 
on “code infringers” being that 
of  expulsion from the campus. In 
other words, a school’s promise 
of  justice does not even isolate a 
dangerous individual for a night 
behind bars, allowing rapists 
found guilty at school to still walk 
the streets, hit the bars, and pose 
clear threats to everyone else in 
the community.

Secondly, collegiate action de-
ters police from taking real, pre-
ventative measures against college 
rapists. If  universities continue 
to foster the illusion of  bring-
ing justice to the issue of  rape, 
police departments will continue 

to receive less scrutiny for not 
fulfilling their role of  keeping the 
community safe to a sufficient and 
laudable degree.

This is not to mention that 
university policy rejects the cher-
ished judicial traditions of  trial 

by jury and the notion 
of  being innocent until 
proven guilty. In the place 
of  a standard hearing with 
an honest judge, impartial 
jury, and trained lawyers, 
colleges have now as-
signed officials from the 
Title IV office in Wash-
ington to act as judge, 
jury, and prosecution. Can 
we credibly believe that 
they will act without bias? 
At Chapel Hill, the strict 
standard of  using proof  

beyond a reasonable doubt to con-
vict a criminal has been replaced 
by the idea of  a preponderance 
of  evidence, while in California, 
the burden of  proof  now rests 
with the accused after the passage 
of  the “Yes-means-Yes” law. The 
University of  Virginia placed sanc-
tions on the entire Greek commu-
nity after Rolling Stone magazine 
published a discredited article 

about an alleged 
gang rape at one 
fraternity. Indeed, it 
would seem that new 
policy not only fails 
to punish true rap-
ists, but also unin-
tentionally harms 
innocent men.

There is no doubt that rape 
is a serious crime, but it isn’t an 
academic violation, so universi-
ties ought to cease kicking accused 
men out of  school and instead 
commit to sending rapists away 
from society and into jail. CR
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It is difficult to talk about sexual 
assault without being emotional, but 
we must admit that sometimes our 

discussions mask the minds of  good 
people, making their logical thoughts 

ambiguous and vague in a sea of  
passion and hate.

The university simply does not have the means 
to justly punish a rapist, the worst sanction it 
can impose on “code infringers” being that of  

expulsion from the campus.
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conservatism.  Like the majority 
of  conservatives, Tillis realizes the 
importance of  protecting the values 
that our country is built on and 
plans to continue defending these 
values.  Tillis’ efforts to maintain 
these values included supporting 
pieces of  legislature that reverse 
pro-abortion policies in North 
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of  the 2nd Amendment, as well as 
a strong judicial system to process 
those who commit crime.

A major focus in the midterm 
election campaigns has been the 
Affordable Care Act, widely known 
as “Obamacare”.  Tillis understands 
the harmful effects that Obamacare 
has on many Americans, from 

increased premiums to losses 
of  coverage.  He plans to work 

towards not only repealing the law, 
but also replacing it with policy 
that allows private sector solutions 

that will better serve Americans.  
Tillis, like other conservatives, 
understands that there are certain 
limits to government mandates.

Although Kay Hagan may 
say otherwise, Tillis has shown 
a commitment to the future of  
education in North Carolina.  A 
teacher pay raise under Tillis’ tenure 
averaged 7 percent, and is sustainable 
with the current state budget.  Tillis 
advocated making part of  the teacher 
pay grade based on performance 
rather than tenure, which will help 
to reward effective teachers and 
motivate underperforming teachers 
to improve.  This business-like 
mentality of  rewarding effective 
teachers encourages them to stay 
up-to-date and concerned with 
their students needs. In addition 
to providing higher salaries for our 
educators, Speaker Tillis has also 
shown a direct commitment to 
North Carolina students. In 2010, 
the Democratic Legislature had 
gutted textbook funding in North 
Carolina to only $2.5 million.  Under 
Speaker Tillis, funding for textbooks 
increased to $23.1 million. With 
commitments like that, Speaker 
Tillis has shown his ability to truly 
help the students of  North Carolina. 

North Carolinians will play a 
deciding factor in the effectiveness 
of  Congress for the next 2 years. 
It is critical for Republicans and 
other lovers of  free enterprise to 
take a stand at the voting polls 
this November.  The Senate needs 
OHDGHUV� WR�EHJLQ�À[LQJ� LVVXHV� LQ� WKH�
FRXQWU\�ZKLOH�2EDPD�LV�VWLOO�LQ�RIÀFH�
and Tillis has proven himself  as one 
of  those leaders. 

Fellow Tar Heels, consider the 
impact that the upcoming election 
can have on our economic future.  
Make the effort to vote for Speaker 
Thom Tillis for U.S. Senate on 
November 4th. Together, we can 
mobilize support and let fellow 
students know why they should care 
about this election. We can make 
a difference by sharing the truth 
of  how Thom Tillis’ presence in 
&RQJUHVV� ZRXOG� EHQHÀW� RXU� VWDWH�
and country, far more than the do-
nothing tenure of  Kay Hagan. CR
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MISSION 
STATEMENT
Carolina Review is a journal of conservative thought and opinion published at the 
University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, founded by a group of graduate and 
undergraduate students in 1993. Carolina Review has been the most visible and 
consistent voice of conservatism on campus, providing students with an alternative 
to the left-wing orthodoxy promoted by other student publications, professors, and 
student groups.
Our purpose is to show students that a political philosophy of conservatism, free 
thought, and individual liberty is an intelligent way of looking at the 
world—contrary to what they may hear in the classrooms and on campus.
We believe the University should be a forum for rational and informed 
debate--instead of the current climate in which ideological dogma, political 
correctness, fashion, and mob mentality interfere with academic pursuit.

We believe any attempt to establish utopia is bound to meet with failure and, 
more often than not, disaster.

We believe free enterprise and economic growth, especially at the local level, 
provide the basis for a sound society.

We believe the University is an important battleground in the “war of ideas” 
and the outcomes of political battles of the future are, to a great degree, being 
determined on campuses today.

We believe a code of honor, integrity and rationality are the fundamental 
characteristics of individual success. There is no excuse for lack of individual 
initiative.

We emphatically oppose totalitarianism and its apologists.


