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Dear Readers
 

Every two years, the United States again embarks on the greatest experiment the world 
has ever seen.  That experiment is the practice of self-governance, the recognition that 
government is derived from the will of the people.  This November, we will again take to 
the ballot boxes to elect representatives of the people to guide this great nation through an 
increasingly chaotic world in our Midterm Elections.  The Mighty Midterm, while often 
viewed as less important than Presidential Elections, has far reaching impacts on the nature 
of our government and the future of our people.  
After years of gridlock and far-left policies influencing the hallowed halls of our government, 
we face the chance during this election season to begin anew.  This Midterm has been 
described by many as the most important election of our lives, and it very well may be.  With 
the increased threat of terrorism abroad and failed healthcare, economic, and immigration 
policies at home, citizens across this nation have the chance to elect new leaders who will 
better represent them and lead this nation back onto a prosperous path. Yet, out of all 
the Midterm Elections taking place this November, perhaps the most important is the 
upcoming election for the United States Senate here in North Carolina.  Voters have the 
choice between Kay Hagan, a strong ally of President Obama, Speaker Thom Tillis, a 
conservative stalwart who, for the last two years, has led the North Carolina Legislature, and 
libertarian maverick Sean Haugh, an unlikely, but persistent Libertarian party candidate. 
In this issue, the Staff at the Carolina Review will give you a comprehensive overview of the 
Senate Election, breaking down the issues and scouring the candidates’ records.  From the 
handling of ISIS to education policy within the state, no issue will be left untouched.  So, 
without further ado, please enjoy our October issue, the Mighty Midterm, and remember 
to get out and vote this November! 

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-
YLHZ#XQF�HGX�WR�ÀQG�RXW�PRUH�DERXW�RXU�QH[W�VWDII �PHHWLQJ�
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 PressC
on

ta
ct

 U
s



TABLE OF CONTENTS                 3

Contents
All Hail the Mighty Midterm!
Nathan Cole

David Ortiz

Alex Montgomery

Hagan’s Hypocrisy
Richard Wheeler

5
6
8

10
12
14
16

18

Editor-in-Chief: Frank Pray / Design Editor: Alex Brusko / Associate Editors: Mauricio Barreto, Courtney Jacobs, Jackson Valentine / 
CRDaily Editor: Lea Palmer / Treasurer: Joshua Chen / Media and Visual Content Editor: Alexander House Thomas / Staff  Writers: 
Nathan Cole, David Ortiz, Mauricio Barreto,  Lea Palmer, Aisha Anwar, Courtney Jacobs, Jackson Valentine, Ian Richardson, Timothy 
Bame, Richard Wheeler, Colin Russel, Daniel Sifredo, Alex Montgomery, Anna Dallara, Catherine Wellen, Kyle Werner / Editors Emeriti: 
Charlton Allen, founder; Nathan Byerly, Bill Heeden III, Scott Rubush, James Bailey, Steve Russell, Matt Rubush, Deb McCown, Adam 
Herring, Fitz E. Barringer, Brian Sopp, Taylor Stanford, Ashley Wall, Bryan Weynand, Nash Keune, Chase McDonough, Kelsey Rupp, and 
David Ortiz.

Special thanks to Collegiate Network & Dr. Phyllis Lotchin

/(*$/��&DUROLQD�5HYLHZ�LV�D�UHFRJQL]HG�VWXGHQW�JURXS�DW�WKH�8QLYHUVLW\�RI �1RUWK�&DUROLQD�DW�&KDSHO�+LOO��DQG�D�����F������QRQSURÀW��QRQSDUWLVDQ�RUJDQL]DWLRQ��7KLV�LVVXH�
was paid for, at least in part, by student activity fees. All inquiries, letters, and donations should be mailed to 282 Frank Porter Graham Student Union, UNC-CH Campus Box 
5210, Chapel Hill North Carolina 27599-5210. Please email carolinareview@unc.edu for more information. First issue is free. All other issues are $2.50 each.



Cheers and JeersJ

This month, the Carolina Review has a few outstanding achievements to recognize.  First, we 
would like to congratulate Jackson Valentine on his selection to attend the Collegiate Network Editor’s 
Conference with our Editor, Frank Pray.  Only a sophomore, Jackson has shown immense skill in his 
writing and a determined commitment to the continued excellence of the Carolina Review as one of 
our Associate Editors. 

 Second, we would like to recognize Alex Montgomery as Staff Writer of the Month.  Although 
he has only been writing for us for two months, he has already published 5 articles on CRDaily and in 
our print issues, one of which has been featured in the Campus Caller, the Collegiate Edition of the 
Daily Caller. 

 Third, we would like to congratulate Alex Thomas, our Content and Visual Media Editor, for 
his leadership in launching a new podcast series that will be coming to CRDaily this Fall. 

 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.  With a Staff as great as ours, we look forward to continued success 
throughout the rest of the academic year. 

Cheers Y’all,

Frank Pray

Editor-In-Chief
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Every seventh and eighth week 
of  the new semester, the 

Almighty University bestows upon 
us the first of  two semesterly trials. 
This trial is a gift, yet also a curse 
– an enemy, yet also a friend. Many 
of  us find ourselves overwhelmed 
with the power of  this trial, finding 
ourselves passed out in Davis 
Library with no memory of  the 
past few hours, or stumbling out 
of  study rooms in a daze while 
clutching laptops, study guides, and 
poorly-written essays. 
However, after the trial, 
we come out with a sense 
of  euphoria, a feeling 
of  absolute and utter 
rapturous relief. I speak 
of  course, of  the phenomenon 
known as Midterms.

Midterms are one of  the most 
baffling events of  the college 
semester given to us by the 
Almighty University. Few truly 
understand why they exist; are they 
to torture us, or merely to give 
us a tumultuous respite from the 
monotonous drag of  normal classes 
and carefree campus life? Some 
say the Carolina gods grow angry 
at our carefree frolics through the 
quad and our raucous weekends, 
so they send Midterms to end the 
revelry. Others say, the Midterm is 
a blessing, a way to boost our grade 
after all of  our unfinished busy 
work and failed quizzes have left us 
in the “I need to make this course 
a Pass-Fail” zone. I however, 
contend that the university gods 
have given us Midterms as both a 

All Hail the Mighty Midterm!

How to Appease the Midterm Gods

blessing for our GPAs and a curse 
for our merriment.

Midterms can boost your grade 
or they can lower it. Do you have a 
low grade in a class that is mostly 
busy work? Simply study for three 
weeks straight and the Midterm 
gods will smile upon you, giving 
you a high or at least passing grade 
on your midterm exam. However, if  
you have a high grade in a relatively 
bearable class, watch out. Midterms 

always, and I mean ALWAYS, 
lower a high grade. Never bother 
how long and how effectively you 
study, if  you have above a B+, 
that sucker is going down, down, 
down. It NEVER happens any 
other way. A high grade before the 
midterm ALWAYS means you’ll 
be failing after the midterm, while 
a low grade before the midterm 
ALWAYS means you’ll be acing the 
class. Just don’t ask what happens 
during finals.

After the Midterm season is 
finished, the University gods have 
one more gift for you. The feeling 
of  relief, that sense of  euphoria 
and accomplishment, it is the 
gift of  the midterm gods to you. 
It doesn’t matter how well you 
did on your exam, the University 
gods seek to make you happy 
about finishing midterm season 

no matter what. The relief  itself  is 
the true spirit of  Midterms. That 
truly is the reason for Midterms: 
the University gods are giving you a 
chance to experience the happiness 
that Midterms bring…once they’re 
over with.

 Appease the Midterm gods. 
Sacrifice a freshman. Just kidding, 
please don’t do that. However, do 
find a freshman, preferably one 
who is sobbing at their table on 

the second floor of  Davis 
library, because let’s be 
honest, that’s where they 
all go to cry. Walk up to 
them, lean in close, look 
them straight in the eye, 

and whisper, “You’ve got three 
more years of  this.” Trust me, it’ll 
make them feel a whole lot better 
about their midterms when they 
just look at the big picture. After 
that, you can sit and cry in the 
corner about your midterms. But 
remember to say a prayer to the 
Midterm gods of  the University 
thanking them for the blessed curse 
they have given you. CR

by NATHAN COLE
Sophomore
History
Wake Forest, NC
nrcole@live.unc.edu

Midterms can boost your grade or they 
can lower it
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Recently, I overheard two of  my 
friends - both senior education 

majors - discussing their prospects 
of  employment after graduation. 
One of  them stated that North 
Carolina ranks 51st out of  all 
fifty states and D.C. in terms of  
employment conditions 
for teachers. 

Indeed, a recent 
WalletHub survey, 
drawing from the National 
Center for Education 
statistics and other sources, 
revealed the truly acute situation 
for education in our state: 47th for 
teacher compensation; 43rd for 
teacher wage disparity; 48th for 
expenditure on K-12 students. The 
list goes on. 

Education has long been 
recognized as a cornerstone of  
success: yet, North Carolina finds 
itself  in crisis. The race between 
Thom Tillis and Kay Hagan has 
reflected this situation through 
a vigorous debate 
over funding allotted 
to education. In early 
September, Hagan’s 
campaign and its liberal 
allies poured millions into 
attacking Tillis’ record 
on education, a move 
that put Hagan ahead 
in the polls. One theme 
that ran throughout the ads was 
that Tillis had cut $500 million in 
funding from education, a message 
conveyed by either children or 
parents with children. 

So, did Tillis actually cut $500 
million from the education budget? 

The Tillis Campaign website 
claims that “Thom’s leadership 
as Speaker resulted in the passage 
of  balanced budget that provides 

teachers with a historic 7 percent 
average salary increase, moving 
North Carolina from 46th to 
32nd in the national rankings.” 
Furthermore, Tillis has backed 
charter schools and “established an 
opportunity scholarship program 
for lower income students.” 

 The numbers reveal that 
Tillis’ tenure as Speaker increased 
education funding by $660 million. 
In 2010-2011, for example, prior 
to Tillis’ election to Speaker, $2.5 

million was spent on textbooks. In 
2013-2014, by contrast, funding 
had increased to $23.1 million – a 
nine-fold increase. 

According to some analysts, 
these increases are not enough to 
keep pace with a rising population. 
It is clear, however, that Tillis, 
despite claims to the contrary, 
has increased state spending on 
education. 

What of  the numerous 
attack ads accusing Tillis 
of  slashing $500 million 
from the education 
budget? The outpour 
of  such ads in early 

September caused considerable 
political damage to Tillis, yet, as 
a Washington Post article in mid-
September detailed, very little of  
the accusation was based in reality. 
The often-repeated claim Tillis cut 
$500 million conveniently does 
not mention that the bill was a 
projected baseline budget; that this 
included all education in the state, 
not only K-12 education; and that 
Tillis raised average salaries around 
7% for North Carolina teachers. 
The take-away: only by twisting 

facts can one argue 
Tillis cut $500 million 
from North Carolina’s 
education budget. 

The ferocity of  the 
race between the two 
candidates has, as is 
often the case in politics, 
distorted what should be 

clear – the numbers, statistics, and 
verifiable facts. Sheer complexity, 
of  course, is partially to blame. 
A deeper, and perhaps more 
influential, factor however lies in 

What the Hagan vs. Tillis Race 
Teaches Us About Politics

'HFRQVWUXFWLQJ�WKH�'HÀQLWLRQ�RI �
Social Justice

Education has long been recognized 
DV�D�FRUQHUVWRQH�RI �VXFFHVV��\HW��1RUWK�

&DUROLQD�ÀQGV�LWVHOI �LQ�FULVLV��

7KH�IHURFLW\�RI �WKH�UDFH�EHWZHHQ�WKH�WZR�
FDQGLGDWHV�KDV��DV�LV�RIWHQ�WKH�FDVH�LQ�
politics, distorted what should be clear 
²�WKH�QXPEHUV��VWDWLVWLFV��DQG�YHULÀDEOH�

IDFWV��

by DAVID ORTIZ 
Senior
Classics & English
Gaithersburg, MD
jerome.davidortiz@gmail.com
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the nature of  our current political 
discourse. 

The American political system is 
predicated upon two fundamental 
assumptions: that the vast majority 
of  people are not capable of  acting 
rationally as a group, and that 
elected leadership is determined 
by contests of  both ability and 
ambition. I wonder what we sacrifice 
– what we risk – if  we allow the 
second group of  men and women, 
ambitious for power, to 
mislead and confuse the 
first group with an array 
of  contradictory, slanted, 
and dense claims. 

Despite the numerous 
online platforms that seek 
to clarify politics, Hagan’s 
misleading attacks upon Tillis on 
the issue of  education have taken 
their toll on the latter in the polls. 
Yet very little of  those attacks were 
substantial. If  the state of  our 
political discourse has descended to 
the point at which such misleading 
attacks can so effectively shift a 
race, then it seems inevitable that 
confusion is the only possible 
result. 

Nor is the American public 
ignorant of  the profoundly 
negative consequences of  such 
self-aggrandizing rhetorical 
tactics. Politicians are commonly 
stereotyped as liars, manipulators, 
golden-tongued smooth-talkers 
who can charm their way into 
anyone’s wallets. And still we 
elect them to lead our nation 
and control trillions of  dollars. 
Approval of  Congress is at an all-
time low, and across conservative 

circles candidates garner popularity 
by distancing themselves from 
Washington. And still, we elect 
men and women who so often 
resort to twisted truths and 
emotional manipulation to win 
their popularity. 

The deepest problem is that our 
system of  political election now 
mistakes self-aggrandizement, 
ambition, charisma, and above all, 

economic knowledge for virtue. 
The authors of  the Federalist 
Papers argued – in the vein of  
numerous thinkers from centuries 
past – that virtue was the bedrock 
of  civil society (virtue, not 
freedom). Among what they meant 
by virtue was practical wisdom: the 
sense to know what was good to do 
and how to do it. Yet, that practical 
wisdom was seen as aspiring to be 
in accordance with a higher good. 

How does this tangent 
relate to the Tillis-Hagan 
debate over education? 
Because that debate 
– its half-truths and 
blurring accusations – 
makes vividly clear in 
what kind of  a political 
system we find ourselves 

today. Namely, one in which the 
contests deciding who gets power 
are predicated not upon virtue, 
not upon higher good, but upon 
charisma, ambition, and economic 
know-how. These are, in some 
cases, good things: but they do not 
make a man or woman virtuous.  
CR

$SSURYDO�RI �&RQJUHVV�LV�DW�DQ�DOO�
time low, and across conservative 

circles candidates garner popularity by 
GLVWDQFLQJ�WKHPVHOYHV�IURP�:DVKLQJWRQ�
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In recent months the overall political 
mindset of  the American people 

VHHPV�WR�KDYH�À[DWHG�RQ�LVVXHV�UHODWLQJ�
to foreign policy. The barbarous ISIS 
militants with the destruction of  
Western ideas and institutions foremost 
in their thoughts, and the confusing 
excursions of  Vladimir Putin, have 
PDGH� LW� GLIÀFXOW� QRW� WR� FDVW� D� OHHULQJ�
look overseas. Indeed, for the midterm 
elections, the implications of  these 
events are far more certain than they are 
for the United States’ national security 
interests – most obviously, an increased 
focus on President Obama’s handling 
of  the unfolding foreign scene. But 
how, exactly, ought candidates such 
as Senator Kay Hagan and Thom 
Tillis – each vying for an increasingly 
important seat in the Senate – address 
such embattling issues? Regardless of  
the particulars, as November looms 
here in North Carolina, Thom Tillis 
PXVW�ÀJKW�IRU�WKH�KHDUWV�DQG�PLQGV�RI �
voters by convincing the public that 
Kay Hagan’s attitudes are lackluster and 
tactless. 

One can only assume that the most 
advantageous strategy for Tillis involves 
FRQÁDWLQJ� 6HQDWRU� +DJDQ·V� YLHZV�
with those of  the President. After all, 
when you have an administration that 
so pitifully trails public opinion and 
naively promises military personnel that 
WKH\�ZRQ·W�EH� VHQW� WR�ÀJKW� ,6,6� HYHQ�
though experts recognize the need for 
DQ�HYROYLQJ�VWUDWHJ\��LW�LVQ·W�GLIÀFXOW�WR�
inspire revulsion among voters. 

As evidenced by an advertisement 
he released in September, Tillis 
understands this notion. “While 
ISIS grew, Obama kept waiting and 

Restoring American Pride

Why Thom Tillis’ Foreign Policy 
Supersedes Kay Hagan’s 
Unconvincing Approach

Kay Hagan kept quiet,” the narrator 
comments, proliferating the idea that 
an underlying thread connects the two 
SROLWLFLDQV�� ,W� LV� D� WKUHDG� GHÀQHG� E\�
willful ignorance regarding the potency 
of  radical Islamism, as well as the 
apparent inability to assume leadership 
in the face of  political uncertainty. And, 
I would add, one need only witness 
the President’s blatant blaming of  the 
intelligence community to see the truth 
of  Tillis’ claim – it makes me wonder 
ZKHWKHU� WKH� ÀUVW� DFWLRQ� 3UHVLGHQW�
2EDPD�WRRN�XSRQ�HQWHULQJ�RIÀFH�ZDV�
to burn Truman’s “The Buck Stops 
Here” sign, knowing how impertinent 
such a philosophy would be to his 
presidency. 

Politically speaking, President 
Obama’s presence is toxic; not just 
because Americans disagree with his 
halfhearted indictment of  jihadist 
ideology, but also because his leadership 
has been generally uninspiring. 
According to a CBS News/New York 
Times poll released in mid-September, 
57 percent of  Americans don’t think 
President Obama is being tough 
enough in dealing with ISIS militants. 
And who can blame them? There is 
nothing more unconvincing than the 
President’s false sense of  sincerity 
and commiseration when he golfs at 
Martha’s Vineyard ten minutes after 
a press conference on James Foley’s 
beheading. He disingenuously assures 
us that “ISIL is not Islamic,” but fails to 
realize that political correctness won’t 
prevent the establishment of  a caliphate 
– yes, one that is, indeed, Islamic. This 
is a president whose trust has been 
obliterated; a man who has thoroughly 
embarrassed the United States on the 
world stage as American citizens are left 

to long for an unapologetic, assertive 
and transparent leader. 

In basic terms, Kay Hagan’s record 
indicates that she is, indeed, an Obama-
lite – someone whose political tiptoeing 
has come at the expense of  a direct and 
FRQÀGHQW�FRQIURQWDWLRQ�RI �,6,6��:KHQ�
Tillis’ website indicates that “Sen. 
Hagan [did nothing even with] the 
resources and the platform to raise the 
public’s awareness about ISIS,” it isn’t 
just alluding to her disconcerting lack 
of  action, but also to a general defect of  
her policy approach; namely, “serious 
concerns over Hagan’s ineffectiveness 
and failure to lead.” I would argue 
that this isn’t the sort of  senatorial 
representation North Carolinian voters 
are looking for; we would much prefer 
a senator capable of  carrying out the 
SK\VLFDO�DQG�LGHRORJLFDO�ÀJKW�QHFHVVDU\�
to quell those who wish to send us into 
oblivion. Hagan, as the Tillis campaign 
points out, is the chairwoman of  the 
Armed Services Subcommittee on 
Emerging Threats and Capabilities, 
and yet she has continuously shown 
herself  incapable of  relinquishing her 
underlying vagueness and hesitancy 
as a public servant. As a result, “Sen. 
Kay Hagan has inexplicably failed to 
hold a single hearing to address ISIS 
despite chairing a subcommittee that 
GHDOV�VSHFLÀFDOO\�ZLWK�WHUURULVW�WKUHDWV�µ�
Unless you expect the jihadist threat 
to vanish over the next six years, this 
neglect doesn’t bode well for United 
States’ interests. 

One might assume that it is 
GLIÀFXOW�WR�GHIHQG�VXFK�LQGLVFULPLQDWH�
behavior; I mean, for a supporter of  
an administration that has consistently 

by ALEX MONTGOMERY
Sophomore
Political Science & English
Asheville, NC
asmontgo@live.unc.edu
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underestimated foreign threats, fumbled 
leadership duties and mishandled the 
conveyance of  strategic approaches to 
foreign issues, mustn’t the explanatory 
task be arduous? In usual circumstances, 
yes, but not necessarily for a candidate 
whose most celebrated quality is, 
presumably, her moderate ideological 
regard – chalking up the absence of  
an active and informative voice to a 
supposedly equivocal mind. Although 
there is nothing intrinsically wrong 
with moderation in politics, the foreign 
scene demands confrontation that is, 
by its very nature, direct – whether 
airstrikes are employed, or ground 
WURRSV�DUH�VHQW�WR�ÀJKW��WKH�FRQVLVWHQF\�
and strength of  our message must 
transcend the mindset with which 
Hagan is familiar. Her campaign may 
portray her center-left approach as a 
refreshing accolade in a city in which 
ÀHUFH�SDUWLVDQVKLS�GRPLQDWHV��EXW�WKLV�
is simply not the case in the realm of  
foreign policy, especially when its major 
implications include forestalled action. 

By contrast, Thom Tillis’ positions 
on a variety of  foreign policy 
topics illustrate a candidate who is 
ideologically principled, but equally 
keen and practical. While Senator 
Hagan has persistently argued for the 
arming of  Syrian rebels purportedly 
ZLOOLQJ�WR�ÀJKW�,6,6��7LOOLV�GHÀQHV�VXFK�
a strategy as frivolous and believes, 
instead, in continuing airstrikes while 
leaving all options on the table with 
regard to sending American troops. 
Wisely, this directly contradicts the 
President’s naiveté in refusing to admit 
the possible need for ground forces 
in the future. In addition, Tillis has 
demonstrated his support of  Israel and 
its right to defend itself  against Hamas 
terrorists whose actions against Israelis 
mirror the ferocity of  their violent, 
radical, anti-Semitic rhetoric. 

In reference to defense spending, 
Tillis holds that austerity measures and 
reduced funding are irrespective of  the 
extent to which the United States needs 
to remain strong in times of  widespread 
foreign threats. Like most Republicans 
in Congress, he argues that cuts are 
far more essential when considering 
entitlement spending and domestic 

programming than when measuring 
the sanctity of  future national security. 
Tillis continues to demonstrate his 
deep understanding of  the intersection 
RI � ÀQDQFH� DQG� IRUHLJQ� SROLF\� ZKHQ�
KH� GLVFXVVHV� WKH� FRQÁLFW� EHWZHHQ�
Russia and Ukraine – reemphasizing 
President Obama’s failure in handling a 
roguish Putin. While the imposition of  
devastating economic sanctions signals 
a positive reaction to Putin’s reckless 
map-changing, Tillis has shown that 
through expedited gas exports the 
United States is able to further reduce 
Russia’s economic sting by decreasing 
Europe’s dependence on Russian oil. 

I must say, this is the type of  well-
incorporated thinking on foreign policy 
that the complexity of  these issues 
merits and that North Carolinians 
hoping to see a more tactful policy 
approach ought to demand. Not only 
has President Obama’s handling of  an 
LQFUHDVLQJO\� FRQÁLFWXDO� IRUHLJQ� VFHQH�
been proven vain, but Kay Hagan, 
too, with a diminished voice in crucial 
areas of  responsibility, has failed to 
demonstrate improvement upon his 

nearsighted leadership. 

The importance of  the upcoming 
election in November thus lies in that 
fact; it lies in the realization that unless 
we elect members of  Congress who are 
willing to do what it takes to reverse the 
disparaging effects of  the President’s 
haplessness, we risk continued decline. 
Essentially, the clairvoyance of  a 
candidate like Thom Tillis is the major 
VWDNH�RI �1RUWK�&DUROLQD·V�HOHFWRUDO�ÀJKW�
– will voters continue to allow strategic 
emptiness and confused direction to 
dominate an already dull confrontation 
of  pernicious, anti-western forces? 
Or will they elect a candidate who’s 
displayed the gall to oppose the 
Obama Administration’s agenda? 
From a foreign policy perspective, the 
bottom line is that we need another 
conservative like Tillis in the Senate 
in order to counterbalance the liberal 
daftness President Obama and Kay 
Hagan have jointly illustrated.  CR
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Let’s play the word association 
game. I say war you say: Isis? Iraq? 

Syria? You play that game with Sean 
Haugh the Libertarian candidate for 
Senate in North Carolina and he’ll 
give you a very scary but 
truthful answer: The war 
on American Citizens. 
This is at the core of  his 
beliefs and platform and 
should be considered more 
of  a threat to American 
life than terrorist groups 
thousands of  miles away. 
In one of  his famous 
platform-setting YouTube 
videos he states: “Living in 
a state of  constant war has affected 
how we think and we are always 
looking for people with whom 
to be at war with, and now we are 
constantly at war with each other.” 
This has been at the heart of  several 
tragic developments in recent years 
whether it is what has happened in 
Ferguson, Missouri the past couple 
of  months or the war on drugs 
that has had a terrible effect on the 
African American community and 
our prison population.

Sean Haugh

The Soldier Fighting Against the 
War on our Freedoms

 Sean Haugh believes our progress 
as a country depends on our right to 
practice our freedoms and liberties, 
which is exactly what these wars are 
trying to eliminate. He promises to 

be assertive and aggressive as soon 
DV� KH� VWHSV� RQWR� WKH� 6HQDWH� ÁRRU��
He demands a privacy amendment 
to the constitution that clearly 
and eloquently states that the 
government has no right to look 
into our personal lives and Internet 
use. He demands that the NSA 
cease to exist as an organization 
and the information they kept be 
destroyed. He also looks at the 
culture war as a major problem in 
the American political discourse in 

the 21st century. In an America that 
is as diverse as ever, everyone should 
have a right to speak up no matter 
what you think. He states that we 
VKRXOGQ·W� GHÀQH� YLHZV� DQG� SHRSOH�

as good or evil but right 
and wrong. We should 
learn from our mistakes 
and not have our views 
completely obliterated by 
those who have the power 
to determine good or evil.  
The American people 
should decide what is 
good and what is evil, we 
are a democracy after all. 

Opponents of  Mr. Haugh will talk 
about how he is irrelevant candidate 
with no experience and works as a 
pizza deliveryman. But, we live in 
a democratic and representative 
government and who better to 
represent the people than a man of  
the people who actually knows the 
struggle it takes to pay the bills and 
who’s family mirrors that of  middle 
class America. His opponents will 
be quick to point out his profession 

/LYLQJ�LQ�D�VWDWH�RI �FRQVWDQW�ZDU�KDV�
DIIHFWHG�KRZ�ZH�WKLQN�DQG�ZH�DUH�DOZD\V�
ORRNLQJ�IRU�SHRSOH�ZLWK�ZKRP�WR�EH�DW�
war, and now we are constantly at war 

with each other.

by DANIEL SIFREDO 
Freshman
Journalism & Economics
Miami, FL
VLI��#OLYH�XQF�HGX
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delivering pizza but they won’t tell 
you he holds a degree from Tufts 
University. They’ll constantly and 
repetitively point out his lack of  
experience but they won’t tell you 
about his experience going 
door to door all around 
Durham delivering pizza and 
getting to know the great 
people of  North Carolina. 
The Constituent service he 
will be able to provide will 
be unparalleled to any other 
politician in Washington. 
Representation is basically 
someone that can take 
your place and have your 
voice heard. When it comes 
down to that, who do you 
want representing you? Fancy 
lawyers, who are more focused on 
campaigning than representing, or 
a man that spends his time actually 
talking and making friends with the 
people of  North Carolina?  So when 
Thom Tillis or Kay Hagan tells you 
that Sean Haugh has no experience, 
ask them what experience do they 
have in meeting the people they 
represent? The only experience they 

have had with the people of  North 
Carolina is nothing more than 
several handshakes. 

If  all you want is a handshake and 
a couple of  hellos for the people 
of  North Carolina, then you know 
who to vote for, but, if  you want 
VRPHERG\� WKDW� ZLOO� ÀJKW� IRU� \RXU�
OLEHUW\��ÀJKW� IRU� \RXU� FRQVWLWXWLRQDO�
ULJKWV�� DQG�ÀJKW� IRU� \RX� �YRWH�6HDQ�
Haugh. We need someone who will 
shape the 114th U.S congress to help 
the great people of  North Carolina. 
If  you want North Carolina’s 

unemployment rate to be 12th 
highest in the nation among states 
you know who to vote for. If  you 
want job creation, less government, 
and less taxes on small businesses 

so they can actually prosper 
and drive the North Carolina 
economy vote Sean Haugh. 
In an interview with The 
Carolina Review, Sean Haugh 
said, “The main thing is if  
you’re voting for either the 
Democrat or the Republican, 
even though there are 
differences between the 
two, you are also voting for 
more war and more debt. It’s 
time that we send a message 
to the Democrats and the 

Republicans that we want something 
different.” Let’s end all war, let’s 
focus on our economy, and let’s vote 
Sean Haugh for U.S Senate. CR

We live in a democratic and repre�
sentative government and who better 
to represent the people than a man 
RI �WKH�SHRSOH�ZKR�DFWXDOO\�NQRZV�

the struggle it takes to pay the bills 
DQG�ZKR·V�IDPLO\�PLUURUV�WKDW�RI �

middle class America
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The upcoming Senate midterm 
election is of  utmost importance 

in determining whether Republicans 
or Democrats will control the Senate 
LQ�3UHVLGHQW�2EDPD·V�ÀQDO�WZR�\HDUV�
LQ� RIÀFH�� �1RUWK�&DUROLQD�ZLOO� SOD\�
a deciding factor in determining 
which party receives the U.S. Senate 
majority as Senator Thom Tillis runs 
for reelection. 

Tillis, age 54, has been in state 
politics for less than a decade, but 
his accomplishments in the North 
Carolina House of  Representatives 
are a result of  his work ethic 
and motivation to serve North 
Carolinians.  After spending years 
as a management consultant for 
IBM and PricewaterhouseCoopers, 
Tillis was elected to the House of  
Representatives in 2006, and became 
Speaker of  the House in 2011.  Tillis 
worked to mobilize support for 
Republicans across the state, which 
resulted in the General Assembly 
being able to pass legislation that 
EHQHÀW�1RUWK�&DUROLQLDQV�QRZ�DQG�
in the future. 

As a longtime businessman, Tillis 
is experienced in making decisions 

Thom Tillis

7KH�5LJKW�&KRLFH�IRU�
North Carolina

that matter.  Tillis led a tax code 
reform in North Carolina, and 
he plans to work towards a fair 
DQG� VLPSOLÀHG� WD[� FRGH� LQ� WKH�8�6��
Senate.  Through cutting corporate 
and income taxes across the board in 
North Carolina, Tillis has decreased 
the tax burden of  individuals across 
the state.  The corporate tax rate 
cut from 6.9% to 5% will attract 
more businesses to North Carolina 
and provide more jobs to citizens 
ranging from small businesses to 
large corporations.  Under Tillis, the 
NC estate tax has been eliminated, 
a decision that could allow more 
family businesses to continue 
operating without serious setbacks.  
In the U.S. Senate, Tillis continues to 
work towards creating policies that 
DUH�EHQHÀFLDO�IRU�EXVLQHVVHV�DQG�WKH�
American workforce.

Instead of  imposing new 
regulations or amplifying current 
ones, Tillis hopes to cut federal red 
tape and taxes to allow for private 
sector businesses and employees 
to prosper.  Tillis understands 
the negative effects that severely 
increasing the federal minimum 
wage would have on businesses and 

their ability to hire in many places, 
and he is committed to allowing 
states to make the decision on 
minimum wages.

Tillis’ business experience 
ZDV� LQÁXHQWLDO� LQ� GHYHORSLQJ� KLV�
pragmatism and reasoning of  ideas 
with clarity and conciseness. Tillis 
recognizes that, like a business or 
household, the country is not able to 
continuously operate well in the long 
run while accumulating debt that is 
not paid off.  During Tillis’ tenure 
as Speaker of  the House, North 
Carolina has passed a balanced 
budget each year.  Tillis acknowledges 
the threat of  the 17+ trillion dollar 
national debt on the future of  the 
United States’ economic status 
and plans on working for effective 
policy to spend and tax responsibly.  
Tillis supports a balanced budget 
amendment that would encourage 
our politicians to appropriate funds 
responsibly and stop the growth of  
the national debt.

While Tillis is well known for 
KLV� ÀVFDOO\� FRQVHUYDWLYH� DQG� SUR�
business strategies, his beliefs and 
values are also in line with social 

Campus Debates
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by TANNER BRITTAIN
Freshman
Business Adminustration
Connelly Springs, NC
WDQQHUBEULWWDLQ#NHQDQ�ÁDJOHU�XQF�HGX
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7KH�5LJKW�&KRLFH�IRU�
North Carolina

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 
&DUROLQD�� 7LOOLV� LV� D� ÀUP� VXSSRUWHU�
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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On September 15th, the United 
States Senate failed to pass 

yet another piece of  legislation, 
the Paycheck Fairness Act. The act 
would have punished employers for 
retaliating against workers who share 
wage information, and would have 
created a program designed to help 
train women on wage negotiation 
skills.

The measure was put on the table to 
help address the supposed 
need to close the so-called 
gender wage gap, or the 
difference between what a 
full-time male worker earns 
and what a full-time female 
worker earns for doing 
the same act. The most 
commonly used statistic 
comes from the US Census 
Bureau, which states the 
working American woman 
earns only 77 cents for every 
dollar a man earns. 

To pass, the legislation needed 
60 votes. However, due to forty 
Republican senators, which included 
four women, voting against this act 
and eight other senators abstaining 
from voting, the bill fell short of  its 
needed goal. 

Those on the right argued that these 
Republicans, both male and female, 
voted against this legislation due to 
the fear of  the harm it may cause. 
Senator Susan Collins (R-Maine) even 
said that legislation like this “would 
impose a real burden, particularly on 
small businesses.” 

Others in the political sphere, 
however, were quick to assume the 
worst and resort to the ever so popular 

It Isn’t Just Money That Matters

While The Gender Wage Gap Dominates 
Employment Debates, Other Issues Are 

Failing to be Addressed

game of  claiming their party as the 
better one.

“While Republicans refuse to 
stand up for women, Democrats 
will keep fighting for fairness and 
equal treatment for women across 
the country,” Senate Majority Leader 
Harry Reid (D-Nev.) said.

Senator Chuck Schumer (D-N.Y.) 
added, “Republicans have once again 

told women across the country that 
they don’t deserve a fair shot at earning 
equal pay for equal work.”

Indeed, as Schumer stated, men 
and women deserve to be paid equally 
for performing the same job. If  an 
employer purposely underpays a 
group of  employees because of  a 
physical difference, such as race or 
gender, it should be looked at as a 
morally wrong and disgusting act. We, 
as consumers, should not tolerate this 
discrimination, and refuse to purchase 
goods from that business until a 
change is made. In that sense, many 
in the Democratic Party are correct 
in wanting all employees to be equally 
paid.

There is just one problem in the 
current debate: the gender wage gap 

claim is overblown and its statistics fail 
to take into consideration a multitude 
of  factors, such as the amount of  
hours worked. 

Oops.

That’s right, the idea that there is 
a substantial wage gap between men 
and women is utter nonsense, mainly 
because of  poor statistics and even 
poorer understanding of  the original 

research. Unfortunately, 
many individuals, both on 
the right and left, fail to fully 
research a majority of  what 
they believe in, and instead 
of  admitting that they are 
wrong and move on, stick to 
ideas that address a societal 
evil. 

Yet, by doing this, they 
are creating a debate that 
does not need to exist, thus 

wasting both their and our time. Time 
that instead could be focused on more 
important issues, such as addressing 
the national debt or concerns over 
privacy.

But back to the wage gap debate. 
First of  all, the 77 cents claim, while in 
essence true, fails to take a fair amount 
of  information into consideration. 
This claim comes from the difference 
between the average earnings of  all 
men and all women working full-time 
throughout their entire working career. 
In addition, Christina Hoff  Sommers, 
a resident scholar at the American 
Enterprise Institute, noted in a 
February 3rd piece for The Daily Beast 
that these numbers fail to account for 
“differences in occupations, positions, 
education, job tenure or hours worked 
per week.” 

8QIRUWXQDWHO\��PDQ\�LQGLYLGXDOV��ERWK�
RQ�WKH�ULJKW�DQG�OHIW��IDLO�WR�IXOO\�UHVHDUFK�
D�PDMRULW\�RI �ZKDW�WKH\�EHOLHYH�LQ��DQG�
LQVWHDG�RI �DGPLWWLQJ�WKDW�WKH\�DUH�ZURQJ�
and move on, stick to ideas that address 

a societal evil

by ALEX THOMAS 
Junior
Political Science & Broadcast Journalism
Weddinton, NC
alexht@live.unc.edu
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Once these factors are taken into 
effect, the gap dwindles to five cents, 
which is a big difference compared 
to the 23 cents difference most 
commonly touted. Even the five 
cents difference isn’t a solid estimate. 
Sommers also notes in her piece that 
“no one knows if  the five cents is a 
result of  discrimination or some other 
subtle, hard-to-measure difference 
between male and female workers.”

So, if  sexual discrimination does 
not create a wage gap, what does? For 
starters, there is a substantial 
difference in the amount of  
hours each gender works. 
Men work over 31 paid 
hours of  work per week, 
while women only work 21 
paid hours. This difference 
relies heavily on one factor: 
children.

When it comes to starting 
families, most, if  not close 
to all, women take time off  
to deal with childbirth and 
new motherhood, while 
only 13 percent of  men are offered 
paid paternity leave. 

In addition, mothers are more likely 
to experience career interruptions in 
order to take care of  a child or family 
member. An April 2014 poll from the 
Pew Research Center found that 42 
percent of  women reduced work hours 
compared to 28 percent of  men. 39 
percent of  women took a significant 
amount of  time off  compared to only 
24 percent of  men. But the real kicker 
is that 27 percent of  women quit their 
job if  an important family issue comes 
up compared to only 10 percent of  
men.

This not only means fewer hours 
in the workforce for women, but 
also brings up an important question. 
Why isn’t there some sort of  balance 
between the hours men and women 
work? Well, part of  the reason might 
rely on the career choices both sexes 
make.

Men tend to strive for STEM 
careers, which are careers dealing with 
science, technology, engineering or 
math. These careers tend to be higher 

paying, and involve furthering their 
education through Master’s programs.

Women, on the other hand, 
typically work in “pink-collar” jobs, 
which are personal-service oriented. 
These include jobs in education and 
social work, which are typically lower 
paying jobs and require less time at 
universities than STEM associated 
careers. 

We can see this trend at UNC. 
According to data compiled by 

The Daily Tar Heel, only nine men 
are part of  the 128 undergraduate 
education majors at the UNC School 
of  Education, which is just above 
seven percent. Meanwhile, according 
to statistics collected by Bloomberg 
Businessweek, 59 percent of  the 
676 people of  UNC Kenan-Flagler 
Business School are men.

Because of  these career choices, 
as well as wage differences, it would 
financially make more sense that men 
would be the ones who make career 
moves in the upward direction, while 
women who are stuck at their “pink-
collar” jobs are more willing, if  not 
expected, to make a sacrifice for the 
sake of  the family.

While I do not have a direct 
solution to this massive disproportion, 
there should be a familial effort to 
encourage their children to, well, 
follow their dreams. Whether it is 
cultural stigma or societal expectations 
pushing the current employment 
trends, we should strive to make sure 
our sons and daughters are really 
pursuing the careers they want while 
also striving to be the best they can be. 

Our generation, “the millennials,” see 
the latter quite well. 

In an October 2013 poll conducted 
by the Pew Research Center, three 
generations of  people were asked 
if  they would like to be a boss or 
top manager one day. 61 percent of  
millennial women (who are between 
the ages of  18 and 32) said yes. Those 
women of  Generation X (between the 
ages of  33 and 48) responded with 41 
percent yes, and 21 percent of  working 
women of  the baby boomer generation 

(between the ages of  49 and 
67) responded yes.

Women in the United 
States today are now the 
most educated women in 
history, and have more 
opportunities available 
to them today than any 
generation before them 
ever had. Many women who 
are entering the workforce 
now believe they can be as 
good if  not better off  than 
their mothers The world 

could truly be a better place only if  
we, as a society, push both men and 
women towards understanding what 
opportunities are available to them.

But, we cannot do the right thing 
if  we are stupid enough to fall for 
arduous claims based in social justice 
hysteria. The gender wage gap beliefs 
of  individuals like Senator Reid and 
Senator Schumer are based on a 
foundation of  sand and fail to take into 
account a multitude of  factors. There 
should be more female engineers and 
more male teachers, but no legislation 
on earth can or will properly address 
that need.

The change that is needed cannot 
come from Washington, DC, but 
rather can come from us. We cannot 
allow a faux issue to stand in the way 
of  solving a larger problem. CR

Women in the United States today are 
now the most educated women in history, 
and have more opportunities available 
WR�WKHP�WRGD\�WKDQ�DQ\�JHQHUDWLRQ�EHIRUH�
them ever had. Many women who are 
HQWHULQJ�WKH�ZRUNIRUFH�QRZ�EHOLHYH�WKH\�
FDQ�EH�DV�JRRG�LI �QRW�EHWWHU�RII �WKDQ�

their mothers are.
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One of  the most pressing issues in 
current American foreign affairs 

is undoubtedly the serious threat 
posed by the Islamic State (ISIS). This 
ever growing organization continues 
to produce brash videos detailing 
their opposition of  American 
support of  Israel and calling for an 
end to airstrikes in Iraq. Included in 
many of  these videos is the barbaric 
and gruesome beheading of  western 
captives, such as American journalists 
James Foley and Steven Sotloff  and 
British aid worker David Haines. 

In an interview with David 
Remnick published in 
the January 27, 2014 
issue of  the New Yorker, 
President Obama ignored 
the growing threat posed 
by the terrorist group, 
ÁLSSDQWO\� ODEHOLQJ� WKH�
organization as a “jayvee 
team.” The President’s 
remarks have recently 
resurfaced in the face of  
the threat posed by ISIS to 
neighboring countries and 
the United States, drawing serious 
criticism from both outside and inside 
of  his own party. With the Senate 
election looming, many Democrat 
senators locked in tight races have 
recently taken stances in opposition 
to President Obama’s retroactive 
and clearly ineffective foreign policy. 
Kay Hagan is one of  those senators, 
stating, “The President should have 
weaponized the moderate Syrian 
UHEHOV� HDUOLHU�µ� LQ� WKH� ÀUVW� GHEDWH�
with her challenger Thom Tillis. She 
asserts, “Without doing that, it has 
allowed ISIS to grow.” 

Hagan’s Hypocrisy

,QDFWLRQ�LQ�&RQIURQWLQJ�,6,6

This newfound criticism of  the 
President comes as a surprise to 
many, considering the Congressional 
Quarterly reports Kay Hagan voting 
with President Obama 96 percent of  
the time. In an interview with CBS 
on October 18, 2008, Kay Hagan 
commented on Senator Dole’s voting 
record, claiming that she “votes with 
Bush 92 percent of  the time. And 
that’s not working for people in North 
Carolina.” Why then, if  voting down 
party lines does not work for North 
Carolina, would Senator Hagan 
vote with President Obama even 

more than Senator Dole voted with 
President Bush? Nonetheless, she has 
recently stepped out in opposition to 
the President’s handling of  the ISIS 
situation. 

Kay Hagan’s criticism certainly 
seems out of  place. Is it simply 
unfounded political rhetoric in 
the face of  a strong challenger, or 
is it legitimate opposition to her 
apparent political idol, President 
Obama? An analysis of  her action 
on terrorism throughout her Senate 
career can help to shed light on the 
sincerity of  her remarks, as mere 

words in the political realm are often 
inconsequential, while political action 
FRPHV�ZLWK�FRQFUHWH�UDPLÀFDWLRQV��

This task is made considerably 
easier by the fact that Kay Hagan is 
the appointed chair of  the Senate 
Armed Services Emerging Threats 
subcommittee. Or is it? Senator 
Hagan actually neglected to attend 13 
of  22 full Armed Services Committee 
hearings in 2013. As the chair of  
the committee, her absence from 
these important hearings to discuss 
potential threats to our nation’s 
security can hardly be described 

as anything but neglect. 
In a time when ISIS was 
augmenting their power 
and resources, Senator 
Hagan, much like President 
Obama, was neglecting to 
pay attention to the growing 
threat to the American 
public. 

While Senator Hagan 
did not attend nearly half  

of  her meetings, the question still 
remains, was ISIS a priority when she 
was in attendance, or was she simply 
following in the footsteps of  neglect 
ÀUVW�WUHDG�E\�WKH�3UHVLGHQW"�$FFRUGLQJ�
to the list of  hearings documented on 
the Senate Armed Services Emerging 
Threats Subcommittee website, 
Senator Hagan never convened a 
meeting of  her subcommittee with 
a particular spotlight on ISIS. While 
Senator Hagan undoubtedly had 
access to the knowledge surrounding 
the growing threat of  ISIS, a search 
through the public transcripts of  

by RICHARD WHEELER
Freshman
Political Science
Wake Forest, NC
richwhee@live.unc.edu

While Senator Hagan did not attend 
QHDUO\�KDOI �RI �KHU�PHHWLQJV��WKH�TXHVWLRQ�
still remains, was ISIS a priority when 
she was in attendance, or was she simply 
IROORZLQJ�LQ�WKH�IRRWVWHSV�RI �QHJOHFW�ÀUVW�

tread by the President?
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subcommittee hearings reveals that 
the strongest stance Hagan took on 
ISIS was a simple question. In an April 
2013 hearing she posed the question, 
“Do you agree that the United States 
should provide additional support to 
elements in Syria that share our views 
and interests?” The public records 
plainly show that Hagan has taken 
a weak stance on subject of  ISIS, 
either avoiding the topic 
altogether, or bringing it up 
in tentative question form. 

Other Senators have 
taken stronger stances 
on the threat of  ISIS 
for several years. As 
early as 2012, prominent 
republican senators have 
been taking a clear stance 
on the growing threat 
of  ISIS. In February of  that year, 
Senators John McCain and Lindsay 
Graham held a press conference in 
Kabul, Afghanistan urging President 
Obama to take action. Their plan was 
to arm the moderate Syrian rebels, 
who shared the same stances on ISIS 
as the United States. It is strangely 
ironic how Senator Hagan espoused 
WKH�H[DFW�VDPH�SODQ�LQ�KHU�ÀUVW�GHEDWH�
against Speaker Tillis, yet neglected to 
take action when the time was right 

two years ago. 
Later in February of  2014, 

during a full meeting of  the Senate 
Armed Services Emerging Threats 
Subcommittee, Senator Graham 
raised the issue again. She was 
aided by testimonies from National 
Intelligence Director James Clapper 
and Defense Intelligence Agency 
Director Lieutenant Michael Flynn. 

However Senator Hagan was, once 
again, absent. 

Through examination of  Senator 
Hagan’s record as chair of  the 
Senate Armed Services Emerging 
Threats Subcommittee, it can be 
reasonably concluded that her attack 
on President Obama’s bumbling 
policies towards the development 
of  ISIS is unfounded, hypocritical 
political rhetoric aimed at distancing 

herself  from the unpopular foreign 
policy. Senator Hagan has refused to 
attend nearly half  of  the hearings of  
her subcommittee, and has imitated 
the President by letting other take 
the lead in the charge to stunt the 
growth of  ISIS. Her refusal to act on 
the pressing issue of  ISIS is simply a 
silent agreement with the President’s 
failed foreign policy. Senator Hagan 

offers up a meaningless 
dissenting opinion on ISIS 
only after the President’s 
policy has blatantly failed. 

The failure to act by 
both President Obama and 
Senator Hagan has been 
paid for by the lives of  
two American journalists, a 
British foreign aid worker, 
and countless others. It is 

time for the people of  North Carolina 
to elect a senator who is willing to 
stand up to President Obama and his 
failed foreign policy. CR

7KH�IDLOXUH�WR�DFW�E\�ERWK�3UHVLGHQW�
Obama and Senator Hagan has been 
SDLG�IRU�E\�WKH�OLYHV�RI �WZR�$PHULFDQ�
MRXUQDOLVWV��D�%ULWLVK�IRUHLJQ�DLG�ZRUNHU��

and countless others
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Without a doubt, one of  the 
most important and volatile 

political issues over the past year 
has been that of  immigration and 
border security. With 11.7 million 
illegal immigrants now living in 
the United States, any decision on 
the question of  amnesty for these 
individuals would have a huge 
impact on our our economy, and 
our politics. In addition, there are 
major concerns about the security 
of  our border. This 
is more than just an 
issue of  people simply 
searching for a better 
life by crossing into the 
United States. It is a 
national security issue 
due to the very real 
concerns of  drugs and 
weapons smuggling as 
well as the possibility for terrorists 
to cross our border unmolested.

After the disappointment of  
the Republican-controlled House 
refusing to ratify the Gang of  Eight 
bill passed by the Senate in 2013, 
President Obama announced that 
he would take executive action to 
grant amnesty to millions of  illegal 
immigrants, bypassing Congress 
altogether. Congress responded by 
passing legislation in September to 
try to block this order. It was backed, 
along with the Republicans, by five 
Democrats including Kay Hagan. 
These senators begged Obama to 
wait to take action until after the 
election so that their chances of  
victory would not be tarnished.

Hagan vs. Tillis on 
Immigration

It is for this reason that the 
senatorial election here in North 
Carolina is so important. While 
the issue has been sidelined at least 
for the time being, Obama and the 
Democrats have certainly not given 
up on pushing for because they 
see it as a civil rights issue.  The 
problem is that this is not a civil 
rights issue.  Throughout the 20th 
century, our African American 
neighbors struggled for equality.  

That was a civil rights issue.  Our 
fellow citizens were being treated 
differently because of  the color of  
their skin.  The defining difference 
between the two situations is that 
black Americans were citizens 
of  our nation; illegal immigrants 
are not. As non-citizens, they 
do not have the same civil rights 
protections guaranteed by our 
Constitution to our citizens. 
Therefore, the Democrats 
characterization of  immigration 
reform as some sort of  civil 
rights issue is simply an erroneous 
comparison. When you couple this 
with the fact that the Democrats 
are clearly taking up this issue 
for the sole purpose of  garnering 
unwavering support among the 
Hispanic community, we find that 

their claim of  sympathy for illegal 
immigrants falls flat.  They don’t 
view them as individuals yearning 
to be citizens, they view them as 
potential Democratic voters. 

This year, Republicans have a real 
opportunity to take control of  the 
Senate. If  Republicans also retain 
control of  the House as expected, 
Obama will find it nearly impossible 
to pass his plan for amnesty first. 

The Republicans will then 
either pass a plan more 
focused on border security 
that will be more agreeable 
to them which President 
Obama is unlikely to 
support, or they will more 
likely shelf  the issue in 
hope of  a Republican 
president being elected in 

2016. If  Obama does try to take 
executive action again, he will most 
likely be faced with strong legal 
challenges. If  Democrats retain 
control of  the Senate, we are likely 
to see no progress made in any 
direction, as gridlock will continue 
to seize up the legislative channels. 

This is the scenario we are 
faced with, one where the only 
hope of  progress comes with 
one party taking all branches 
of  the government, and North 
Carolina is right in the middle of  
the battle. Incumbent Democrat 
Kay Hagan’s campaign has largely 
remained silent about the issue. 
Hagan’s website does not mention 
immigration and with her vote 
denouncing President Obama’s 
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crossing into the United States. It is a 
national security issue…
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executive action, it appears that 
she considers this an issue she is 
quite vulnerable on. It is difficult 
to discern where she actually 
stands. On the other hand, Speaker 
Tillis has been very upfront that 
he opposes passing legislation 
granting universal amnesty, arguing 
that Congress must first secure 
the border.  Then, after we know 
who is coming into our nation, 
we can focus on reforming the 
immigration system to allow more 
of  the right people to enter our 
country legally. 

The Tillis campaign has further 
attacked Hagan for a statement her 
2008 campaign issued 
when she was running 
against Republican 
Senator Elizabeth Dole. 
In the statement, she 
attacked Dole and the 
Bush Administration 
for failing to secure the 
border, noting that 5 
million illegals had crossed the 
border since 2000. Furthermore, 
the statement calls the situation 
“an economic and national security 
crisis” and concludes by saying 
“Like Senator Dole, Kay Hagan 
opposes amnesty in any form. She 
also believes Washington must 
take immediate steps to secure the 
border, enforce the rule of  law 
and crack down on employers who 
knowingly hire illegal immigrants.” 

Despite this stance, Hagan voted 
for the Gang of  Eight bill in 2013. 
In response to the criticism Hagan 
responded that the bill would have 
increased security by hiring 20,000 
border agents and adding 700 
miles of  fence while mandating 
that immigrants would have to 
learn English, pass a criminal 
background check, pay taxes and 
a fine, and be forced to wait in 
line. She is taking the stance that 
she was making a compromise. 
Tillis of  course counters that her 
vote was nevertheless a vote for 
amnesty. The Tillis campaign has 
also noted that she voted against 
a number of  amendments in the 
bill that would have added more 
fencing to stretches of  the border 

that are currently totally unsecured. 

In conclusion, the issue of  
immigration and border security 
has never been more important or 
complex than it is today. Whoever 
wins control of  the Senate, which 
may very well depend on the 
outcome of  the Senate election in 
North Carolina, will decide whether 
or not any form of  immigration 
reform occurs in the next two 
years. Therefore, this is an issue 
in the election that must not be 
overshadowed by the race’s other 
issues such as the weak economy, 
Obamacare, or failed foreign policy.

Speaker Thom Tillis is clearly 
the better candidate for the 
immigration issue. While it is 
absolutely true that legislators must 
compromise in certain situations, 
Hagan mislead the public when 
she said she would not support any 
form of  amnesty and then voted 
for the Gang of  Eight bill. As far as 
the Gang of  Eight bill goes, it does 
not promise any results in securing 
the border while still granting 
amnesty to millions. But don’t take 
my word for it.  There is historical 
precedence that shows that a Gang 
of  Eight style bill simply does not 
work.  In 1986, Congress passed the 
Immigration Reform and Control 
Act of  1986 with the support of  
President Ronald Reagan.  Amnesty 
was granted and money was placed 
aside to increase border security, 
but there was no mandate to 
actually spend that money, so the 
border was never actually secured. 
With the passage of  the bill, it was 
promised that we would never have 
to deal with this issue again.  Well, 
here we are, about 30 years later, 
and we have to deal with the same 
problem, on a larger scale, again. 

Judging from that precedent, 

Tillis seems to have his priorities 
in order. The first course of  
action must be the securing of  the 
southern border. It is vital for our 
economy and our national security 
that this occurs. Once this happens, 
we can then immediately address 
how we can create a pathway to 
citizenship for those already in the 
country and reform the system 
as a whole to make entrance into 
our nation far simpler for those 
we want to be here. While there 
is intense political pressure from 
those wanting amnesty, we must 
do what is right for the entire 
country and make sure we have 
control of  our borders first. That 

is why Speaker Thom 
Tillis is the best candidate 
for addressing the 
immigration and border 
issue in this election. CR
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security has never been more important 

than it is right now.
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