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DEAR 

Dear Readers,

It is with both pride and sorrow that I bring you this special issue of the Carolina Review, 
America’s Silent Majority Rises. I say pride because, as we have done for 20 years, the Carolina 
Review will provide in these pages great pieces of conservative thought, this issue on Donald 
Trump’s historic victory and what it means for America. I say sorrow because this will be the last 
issue I present to you, our readers, as Editor-in-Chief. While my time with the review has been 
meaningful and joyous, it is time to pass the reigns on to new leadership. 

Inside this special issue, you will hear from newly appointed Editor-in-Chief Alec Dent on 
why the Daily Tar Heel failed our campus in its electoral coverage, outgoing Editor-in-Chief 
Frank Pray on the road Trump should take to truly lead us back to greatness, Associate Editor 
Ana Delgado on the Left’s increasing propensity for division and violence, Staff Writer Jackson 
Valentine on the election’s repercussions for Chapel Hill and the student body, and much more. 

It is our goal in this issue to provide our readers with a brief and informative look at President 
Donald Trump’s victory, the paths we hope he takes, and the effects he has already had on the 
nation. We hope that you enjoy reading this issue of the Review, and go forth with a passion for 
defending liberty and freedom in a new American era. 

For the last time-

Lux et Libertas,

Francis C. Pray, III
Editor-in-Chief 

Donations & Subscriptions
To become a subscriber to Carolina Review, give a gift, or 
change your subscription address, contact us at carolinare-
viewonline@gmail.com
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 
suggestions. Letters to the Editor should be submitted via email 
to carolinareviewonline@gmail.com or mailed to our perma-

nent 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 caro-
linareviewonline@gmail.com to find out more about our next 
staff meeting and how you can become a part of the Review. 
The Review is currently looking for Staff Writers and visual 
media associates. 
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CHEERS

We would like to extend cheers to Alec M. Dent for his selection as the next Editor-in-Chief of 
the Carolina Review. Alec has served as an Associate Editor with distinction, and the entire staff 
looks forward to what he will accomplish during his tenure at the helm of our publication. 

We would also like to cheer President Donald J. Trump, 45th President of the United States. 
Against all odds, fighting not only the Democratic Party, but also the media and parts of his own 
party, he created a movement and coalition capable of taking the White House. While we have 
reservations about some of his policies, we wish him, his administration, and Republicans in 
Congress luck and wisdom in leading our nation towards a more prosperous tomorrow. We truly 
hope he makes America great again. 

We would like to jeer the many leftists and anarchists who seem to wish for the failure of the 
President, and consequently our country. Exercising your First Amendment rights is a wonderful 
thing, using those rights to denigrate the legitimacy of a fair election, and then going beyond your 
rights to destroy property and harrass others is behavior worthy of contempt. 
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IN MEMORIAM
ANDJEERS
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IN MEMORIAM

“Mark my words, Donald Trump will never be President.”
--Hillary Clinton

Secretary Hillary Clinton rode her husband’s presidential coattails to 
election as a Senator from New York and stint as Secretary of State 

under President Barack Obama. In those positions, she accomplished 
something, presumabely, although when asked what precisely she did a 
former assistant of hers told us that she had typed up a list in an email 
that was promptly deleted. Like that email and others, her political ca-
reer was deleted last November when a reality tv star and professional 
oompa loompa impersonator crashed her coronation and stole the elec-
tion by winning the Electoral College, which was unfair or something. 
To the Secretary, we say thank you for your service, and we will pray 

for the repose of the soul of your career, integrity, and dignity. 

HILLARY CLINTON
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After staying up until nearly 
3 in the morning to watch 

the election returns, I slept in a 
bit later than usual the morning of 
November 9th. As such, I was run-
ning late for my 10 o’clock state 
politics class, and felt certain I 
would have difficulty finding a 
seat in the normally full lecture 
hall. My worry turned out to be 
unnecessary, as I walked in, near-
ly 10 minutes late, to a half empty 
classroom. Those who were pres-
ent looked dejected.

I left class, and as I walked 
around campus that day I saw more 
of the same. Downcast looks, tears 
and hugs, and a general feeling of 
sadness. From the start of his can-
didacy in the primaries I opposed 
Trump, and continued to do so 
through the general election, writ-
ing in Mitt Romney instead of bit-
ing the bullet. I was by no means 
elated by the Trump victory, but I 
also wasn’t wailing about the fu-
ture. “How could this many of my 
classmates,” I asked myself, “re-
spond to the outcome in such an 

Make The Daily Tar Heel Great Again

How the DTH Has Failed In Its Ob-
ligations to Carolina Students

immature manner?” They are, af-
ter all, legally adults even if their 
behavior didn’t reflect it. Sadness 
at the prospect of seeing Trump 
win I could understand. A peace-
ful protest I could understand. But 
adults aren’t supposed to face their 
problems with unceasing tears. At 
some point, you have to stop, put 
on your big-boy (or girl) britches, 
and face the problem head on. In 
this case, that means reflecting on 
why America overwhelmingly re-
jected your ideology this election 
cycle. Fortunately, The Daily Tar 
Heel, bastion of fairness and lev-
elheadedness, was there to remind 
everyone to respect the opinions 
of others, and ran a truly remark-
able editorial on recognizing the 
nuances of Trump voters and how 
we as a nation can move forward 
from here. 

Not.

Their post-election editorial 
page continued the immature 
strain of the student body, fea-
turing an enormous cartoon of 

Trump with, in large print, an 
expletive that we at Carolina Re-
view still recognize as unprint-
able (it started with an “F”). Their 
“Quick Hits” section attacked Pat 
McCrory, referred to Trump as the 
Evangelical Right’s new “savior,” 
and called Jesus “a peace-loving 
hippie,” in no particular order. It 
was meant to be humorous, but 
really just came off as snarky 
and obnoxious, though the Quick 
Hits usually are. Four years ago, 
the DTH may have endorsed Pat 
McCrory, but today it’s so far left 
the editorial page is usually only 
bearable if you pretend it’s satire. 
Only in one rare case have I seen 
a conservative view expressed in 
the DTH. Just recently, when dis-
cussing whether or not to endorse 
Hillary Clinton, there was only 
one member of the editorial board 
who didn’t wish to do so. To their 
credit, the DTH allowed this hero 
to write an op-ed expressing his 
reasons for not supporting Hill-
ary, a rare triumph for conserva-
tism. Aside from that, it’s usually 
all the same. 

Alec Dent
Sophomore 
Journalism
Lumberton, NC
alecmdent@gmail.com
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I genuinely do not believe the 
DTH ever means to offend any-
one. They just happen to be in an 
echo chamber, so unused to hear-
ing other ideas it never occurs to 
them other intelligent human be-
ings might disagree, or even be 
offended by what they have to 
say. But as a newspaper and not 
a political publication, they must 
take opposing views into account.

Part of the reason the DTH is so 
one-sided is a lack of conservative 
writers. Most conservatives I’ve 
spoken to who worked at the DTH 
left because they felt unwelcome. 
The occasional conservative stays 
on, but keeps their head down 
and writes on generally apolitical 
topics. Those who leave and still 
want to write come to us. In the 
past the Carolina Review list of 
staffers actually overlapped with 
DTH list of staffers, though sadly, 
this hasn’t been the case in some 
time. It’s not our fault though. As 
a journalism major I would love 
to contribute to the DTH, and 
even looked into it when I first ar-
rived here at Carolina. However, 
I’m not allowed to. The Daily Tar 
Heel conflict of interest policy 
contains the following segment: 

“Staff members are prohibited 
from working for a publication 
that has a stated political agenda, 
e.g. The Carolina Review.” 

The stated reason for includ-
ing this is to maintain objectivity, 
though in practice it serves only 
to prevent dedicated conservative 
writers from joining their staff. 
This is, from what I’ve gathered, 
a fairly new rule, as in the past 
our two publications actually got 
along relatively well—while we 
may have disagreed ideologically, 
we certainly never forbade our 
writers from contributing to each 
other. 

The true pity is how great the 
DTH used to be. Sure, it may have 
leaned a bit to the Left, but for the 
most part it was balanced, well-
respected, and read by conserva-
tives and liberals alike. It won 
award after award, and churned 
out high quality journalists. To-
day it simply rides on the coat-
tails of past greatness, and draws 
closer and closer to making The 
Workers’ Vanguard obsolete. Ed-
win Yoder, former DTH editor-
in-chief, routinely writes letters 
to the editor expressing his sad-
ness with the current state of his 
beloved paper. As someone who 
used to run the paper, his words 
should carry weight. Even more 
so considering he won a Pulitzer 
Prize. 

As the campus paper, the DTH 
has a great deal of power. At a time 
when tensions are high, it can, and 
should, use that power to ensure 

all voices on campus, liberal and 
conservative, are heard. After all, 
the DTH represents the student 
body as a whole, and while we 
conservatives may be the political 
minority here on campus, it really 
isn’t by much. North Carolina is a 
pretty red state, and around 80% 
of students here are in-state. The 
Daily Tar Heel can set an example 
for the campus on what discussion 
at a liberal arts university looks 
like, and can inspire actual, civil 
dialogue between groups. And I 
hope it learns to. CR.

“The Daily Tar Heel can set an ex-
ample for the campus on what 

discussion at a liberal arts universi-
ty looks like, and can inspire actual, 

civil dialogue between groups.”
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With the election of President-
Elect Trump, it would be 

rather naive to suggest that the status 
quo will remain in Washington. Per-
haps one of the most controversial 
and important forthcoming changes 
will pertain to the Supreme Court and 
subsequent Trump appointments to 
the chamber. It should not be a sur-
prise that President Obama’s appoint-
ment of Merrick Garland came and 
went with the presidency. Trump has 
instead chosen Neil Gorsuch to fill the 
seat left empty by Scalia.

Gorsuch now seems a shoe in, but 
he is likely not the last justice Trump 
will apoint, with Ginsburg and even 
Kennedy nearing an age where they 
might vacate the bench. Given Presi-
dent Trump’s list of twenty-one peo-
ple he was considering during the 
campaign. I have compiled a short 
list of who I believe could be a likely 
choice for future appointments. This 
list may be incomplete, and by no 
means does this assume any particu-
lar result. In any case, here are some 
choices from President-elect Trump’s 
list that I believe could be seen as 
worthy nominations:

Diane Sykes: Judge Sykes is cur-
rently serving on the Federal Court 
of Appeals on the 7th circuit, which 
serves parts of Wisconsin, Indiana, 
and Illinois. She was appointed in 
2004 by then-President Bush. Prior to 
her service with the Court of Appeals, 
she served as a justice with the Wis-
consin Supreme Court. A Sykes ap-
pointment would bring about obvious 
conservative views and likely staunch 
opinions on 2nd Amendment rights 
in particular, given her decision on a 
2011 ruling in Chicago that deemed a 
firing range ban unconstitutional.

William ‘Bill’ Pryor: Judge Pryor 

Supreme Court of the Future

How President Trump Will Shape 
the Court for the Next Generation

holds a seat on the Federal Court of 
Appeals on the 11th circuit, serving 
portions of Florida, Georgia, and Ala-
bama. He also is a commissioner with 
the United States Sentencing Com-
mission, a part of the federal judicial 
branch that communicates sentencing 
guidelines. Pryor was also nominated 
to the Court of Appeals in 2004 by 
President Bush. He was appointment 
to the US Sentencing Commission 
by President Obama in 2013. Before 
serving federally, Judge Pryor served 
for fourteen years as the Attorney 
General for the state of Alabama. A 
Pryor appointment would bring sub-
stantive prior judicial experience to 
the court, especially for a relatively 
young justice, being that Judge Pryor 
is only 54 years old. 

Amul Thapar: Judge Thapar cur-
rently serves on the US District Court 
in Kentucky, having been appointed 
by President Bush in 2008. Prior to his 
federal judicial service, Thapar was a 
US Attorney for five years, serving in 
Ohio and Kentucky. Based on prior 
rulings, it seems that Justice Thapar 
would be a stalwart for constitution-
al rights and rulings. In addition, the 
appointment of Judge Thapar would 

leave a lengthy Trump legacy on the 
court, being that Thapar is only 47 
years old. Being Indian-American, he 
would also be the first justice of Asian 
descent to take seat in the chamber. 

Although I have only compiled 
three potential choices, they are all 
extremely qualified and would make 
honorable judges (no pun intended). 
No matter the ultimate choice, it is 
fairly agreed upon that President-elect 
Trump will have to appoint conserva-
tive-leaning justices that can serve for 
many years to come in order to please 
Senate Republicans, who have risked 
career and reputation on blocking a 
third Obama appointment and sup-
porting Trump throughout his contro-
versial run. 

I, like many others, believe the 
country will see switch to a very 
conservative leaning Supreme Court 
throughout Trump’s presidency. No 
matter the future decisions made, the 
face of the highest court in the United 
States will likely be changed for de-
cades to come. CR.

HINTON CARTER
Junior
Business Administration
Powellsville, NC
hintonc@live.unc.edu
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On January 20th, the impos-
sible happened. A man who 

the entire world media establishment 
spent months denigrating, repeat-
ing how impossible it was for him 
to triumph, was sworn in as the 45th 
President of the United States. Don-
ald Trump proved the entire establish-
ment wrong, riding a wave of popu-
lism, optimism for a better future, and 
anger at eight years of failed policies 
into the White House. 

Almost a year ago, I anonymously 
wrote an article for this publication ur-
gently warning that Donald Trump 
needed to be promptly defeated. 
In the article, I discussed how his 
downfall was necessary to ensure 
the future of American conserva-
tism in a fusionist mold. Many con-
servatives, even many with national 
recognition, shared that viewpoint. 
Some still do. I, however, do not. 
I was wrong, and I came to realize 
that I was wrong shortly after Presi-
dent Trump gave his Republican 
National Convention Speech. 

In it, he outlined the many ways 
he sought to make America great 
again. While at first I was skeptical of 
that slogan, knowing that America is 
already great, throughout that speech 
I quickly began to fully understand 
what Trump, and many of his fol-
lowers meant. While the conservative 
movement was busy fighting battles 
in DC, quite successfully, we had 
shared in our liberal friends’ complete 
lack of attention to the plight of many 
hundreds of thousands of working 
class Americans. While we were busy 
talking about free market economics 
and free trade, we forgot to personal-
ize those discussions with the faces 
of Americans who were hurting with 
lost jobs, destroyed family lives, and, 
often, crushing drug addictions. We 

let America down. Trump saw that, 
and he addressed it head on. He spoke 
directly to the American worker in 
terms those workers could understand 
on a personal level. It paid off, and he 
is now President of the United States. 

As President, Trump has already 
initiated numerous policies that keep 
his campaign promises and begin to 
work toward his stated goal of restor-
ing the American dream and Ameri-
can global leadership. Some of these 
policies have been incredibly benefi-
cial, while a few others have seemed 

too much like the imperialistic poli-
cies implemented by his predecessor, 
recklessly abusing the power of the 
Presidency. These reckless policies, 
such as tenuously interpreting exist-
ing legislation to cover the building 
of a border wall and banning all im-
migration from seven foreign na-
tions, have been ill thought out and 
stretched the bounds of what execu-
tive orders can legally do. If President 
Trump truly wants to make America 
great again, and ensure a conservative 
governing coalition for the next de-
cade to cement his legacy, he should 
immediately begin working with 
Congress to reform three key policy 
areas with new, modern conservative 

policies. I call these three policy areas 
the conservative roadmap to success, 
and they have a surprisingly large 
impact on every American, down to 
each and every college student. 
Conservative Roadmap to Success

Immigration Reform: President 
Trump has already signed numer-
ous executive orders on immigration 
reform, but these orders are short 
sighted, and not nearly revolutionary 
enough to bring about true change. 
Instead of creating true beneficial 
policies that are enshrined in law, 

Trump has instead promoted quick 
fixes on gaps in the vetting process 
for refugees that are fundamentally 
unjust and will end with greater 
resentment of our nation abroad. 
Instead of working with Congress 
to provide a revolutionary change 
in border security and the immigra-
tion system, he has encouraged a 
shoddily thought up strategy to use 
existing funds to build a wall that 
will cost more than is available. In 
order to secure America, reduce 
costs to our education systems, and 
promote the unity of Americans as 

a whole, Trump should encourage 
Congress to pass legislation that over-
hauls our immigration system, creates 
a new vetting process for immigrants 
and refugees, funds greater border 
security, and provides a solution to 
the millions of illegal immigrants al-
ready in the United States. This can 
be accomplished through policies 
conservatives have been advocating 
for years. First, Trump should require 
that any legislation on immigration 
reform mandate that a wall be built 
on the southern border, more Border 
Patrol agents be hired, and continued 
funding for maintenance and security 
be guaranteed as a prerequisite for 
any immigration reforms within a bill 

On The Road To American Greatness

How President Trump Can Make 
American Great Again

FRANK PRAY
Senior
Political Science
Charlotte, NC
fcp2034@live.unc.edu
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to take place. This will finally se-
cure the southern border and pro-
vide a way to build his promised 
wall without using funds intended 
for other areas of border and immi-
gration security. Second, President 
Trump should work with Repub-
licans in Congress to develop an 
overhaul of the immigration sys-
tem. No longer should immigra-
tion be tied to just familial status. 
Instead, it should favor those with 
talents and skills that would be ben-
eficial to the US economy. In addi-
tion, it should increase the overall 
numbers allowed to legally come 
each year and provide established 
routes to citizenship to these legal 
immigrants. Any legislation en-
acted should also include a stipula-
tion that all immigrants coming to 
the United States learn English to 
sufficiently engage in government 
business. Third, Trump should 
ensure a comprehensive immigra-
tion reform bill includes a path to 
citizenship or legal status for those 
illegal immigrants already here 
who have not committed any vio-
lent crimes, but simply wanted to 
live better lives. Yes, they broke 
the law. No, it should not go un-
punished, but as Trump will soon 
realize, it is highly unfeasible to 
deport that many people. Allow-
ing them to continue contributing 
to our economy, and giving them a 
legal status that forces them to pay 
the same taxes as any citizen, will 
be a benefit to the nation. Finally, 

Trump should ensure that any im-
migration bill overhauls the vet-
ting process for refugees and im-
migrants with a permanent fix to 
that system, something his current 
executive orders cannot provide. 
This fix should include ideologi-
cal questions and behavioral analy-
sis to ensure those coming to the 
United States do not hold views 
hostile to democracy, freedom, 
and liberty. These fixes would ce-
ment Trump as the first president in 
American history to truly embrace 
immigration reform, and in doing 
so, to strengthen our national secu-
rity and promote a just system that 
recognizes the humanity of those 
wishing to come here as well as our 
need for stability and prosperity. 

School Choice Reform: In addi-
tion to Immigration reform, Presi-
dent Trump should make school 
choice a priority. With his selec-
tion of Betsy DeVos as Educa-
tion Secretary, Trump has already 
shown a commitment to school 
choice, but he, nor she, has offered 
any specifics as to what the fed-
eral government might do to actu-
ally implement pro-choice policies 
in education. If he truly wants to 
make America great again, Trump 
must recognize that a commit-
ment to education is key to realiz-
ing that dream. Many of our worst 
problems, from gang violence to 
poverty, have been shown to sta-
tistically correlate with our failing 

education system. Trump should 
push Congress to enact legislation 
on a national level that bans edu-
cation funding in the form of fed-
eral grants and loans to institutions 
and state school systems in any 
state that actively opposes school 
choice. In addition, he should push 
Congress to commission a nation-
wide, intensive study of various 
school choice models, from educa-
tional savings accounts, to school 
vouchers, to charter schools, that 
reports on the progress each model 
achieves in student attainment and 
enrollment. Finally, he should in-
struct Secretary DeVos and the Ed-
ucation Department to initiate pro-
grams that help states and school 
districts implement school choice 
by providing support and advice 
in crafting legislation and policies 
on a local level. These reforms will 
change years of policy at the feder-
al level that had favored increased 
centralization and decreased local 
and parental control over educa-
tion, thus promoting diversity in 
our education system that will al-
low all children to find a learning 
environment that helps them suc-
ceed. 

Tax, Welfare, and Regulatory 
Reform: A key plank of Trump’s 
vision for an economically pros-
perous America has been econom-
ic reform across a broad range of 
categories. Unfortunately, he has 
included in this vision a hostility 
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to free trade, a tendency that will 
hurt our economy if put into poli-
cy. The data is clear on free trade, 
and it has overwhelmingly bene-
fited American citizens with lower 
prices and an abundance of goods 
and services. If President Trump 
truly wishes to reform our econo-
my and make America prosperous 
again, he should instead focus on 
domestic economic policies that 
have been destroying economic in-
centives for many years. These in-
clude chiefly the tax structure, the 
welfare system, and our regulatory 
environment. For decades, Con-
gress has avoided any real progress 
on regulatory reform. Tax reform, 
while attempted every few years, 
has also failed to produce the fun-
damental reformation of a tax sys-
tem better suited to the early 20th 
century than to the 21st century 
of computers and modernization. 

Regulatory reform has often 
been talked about by Repub-

lican Presidents and Congress-
men, but no real progress has 
taken hold. That has already 
changed. In the first few days of 
his Presidency, Trump signed an 
executive order mandating that 
any new regulations coming from 
executive agencies within the fed-
eral government require the strik-
ing of two other previously adopt-
ed federal regulations. Years ago, 
Senator Rand Paul and Senator 
Mike Lee initially called for an ex-
ecutive policy exactly like that, and 
now it finally has become a reality. 
In a nation where the federal regis-
ter grew by over 6000 regulations 
during Obama’s Presidency alone, 
adopting a regulatory limit like 
Trump’s new policy will simplify 
the complex minefield of regula-
tions American small businesses 
and citizens must cope with, freeing 
up their resources and energy for 
job creation and product creation 
rather than regulatory navigation. 
In addition to this new policy, the 
President should work with Con-
gress to pass legislation mandat-
ing Congressional approval for any 
regulation that will have significant 
monetary impacts on American 
citizens and businesses. These two 

policies will completely overhaul 
our regulatory environment, mak-
ing it far more growth oriented, 
and reintroducing competitiveness 
into the American economy. Af-
ter tackling this, President Trump 
should quickly pivot towards tax 
reform. The current tax structure is 
an outdated relic of a bygone era, 
riddled with confusing and contra-
dictory policies. The structure of 
the income tax, for instance, has 
provided strong disincentives for 
earning more income and work-
ing harder, punishing those Ameri-
cans who find great success while 
allowing nearly half the nation to 
contribute next to nothing in funds 
for running the government. Presi-
dent Trump can work with Con-
gress to fix this. While many plans 
have been floated by conservative 
thinkers and economists for doing 
that over the years, the best seems 

to be recent proposals by the Heri-
tage Foundation’s Steven Moore.  
This proposal would collapse the 
number of federal income brackets 
to two, cut rates for both brackets, 
and streamline deductions and ex-
ceptions. To truly revolutionize the 
tax system, President Trump should 
take that plan, combine it with a 
deduction in the corporate tax rate, 
and push Congress to pass it as a 
large tax reform bill. This would 
provide a near instant kick start to 
the US economy, simplifying tax 
law, reducing tax burden on most 
Americans, and providing real in-
centives for earning more income. 
Finally, Trump should solidify his 
reputation as an economic policy 
innovator by pushing true welfare 
reform. For decades, Congress and 
past presidents have been almost 
completely unwilling to touch re-
forms for social security, Medicare 
and Medicaid, and the vast web of 
over 75 federal welfare programs. 
President Trump should promote a 

comprehensive review of welfare 
policy, making a commitment to 
make social security sustainable in 
the long term while increasing the 
quality and decreasing the cost of 
Medicare and Medicaid. Various 
plans have been floated to do that, 
and which plan might be better re-
mains to be seen. However, Trump 
would gain respect from many 
liberals and conservatives alike 
just from a serious commitment 
to finding a solution and pushing 
Congress to enact real reform. In 
addition to the big three of wel-
fare, Trump should push Congress 
to review the web of entitlements 
and welfare programs that make 
up the full welfare system and con-
solidate and cut programs where 
deemed best. Within the current 
system, there are eight different 
agencies that deal with food secu-
rity alone. There are three that deal 

with specifically children. Hav-
ing such similar programs run 
separately increases overhead 
costs and creates redundancy 
within the system. Consolidat-
ing and streamlining would 
not only provide better welfare 
service to those Americans that 

truly need it, but would also save 
the federal government money. It’s 
just sensible policy. 

While not a complete list of all 
policies President Trump should 
push, or a list of those he should 
avoid, tackling the big three poli-
cies outlined would not only pro-
vide a conservative roadmap for 
accomplishing his stated goals, but 
also push the nation toward a better 
and brighter future. It would mod-
ernize the federal government, save 
money currently being wasted, and 
truly unleash the American econ-
omy to provide growth and create 
jobs. Remembering these policies, 
and constantly pushing them on 
the local and state level, will help 
President Trump and Republicans 
in Congress accomplish these lofty 
goals. With a roadmap such as this, 
President Trump can truly make 
America safe, prosperous, just, and 
great again. CR.

“President Trump can 
truly make America safe, 

prosperous, just, and great 
again.”
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So many Christians look at the 
state of our nation with bewil-

derment, unsure of what has hap-
pened. A country that was founded 
on Christian principles and was once 
a city atop a hill is now a country that 
celebrates what is wrong and mocks 
what is right. Those who stand for 
Biblical truth are re-
ferred to as intoler-
ant, old-fashioned, 
and narrow-minded. 
The United States is 
deeply divided; hate 
and animosity poison 
the hearts of count-
less people. We look 
to politicians, blam-
ing these individuals 
for the problems that 
we are facing as a na-
tion. “If only he did 
this…” and “If only 
she would change 
this…” are thoughts 
that pervade our minds. But what 
if we, as Christians, stopped blam-
ing our problems on politicians and 
started to examine ourselves? WE 
have failed the American people. 
WE have become far too comfort-
able. WE have begun to remove 
ourselves from the world and retreat 
to the comfortable safety of our 
churches and Christian circles. WE, 
as believers, take refuge in the fact 
that this world is not our home, so 
we begin to disengage with the peo-

Be The Hands and Feet of Christ

Change the World to How 
You See It

ple that do not yet have this hope.

But didn’t Jesus go into the most 
dark and Godless parts of society? 
Didn’t He share a meal with sin-
ners? Didn’t He spend His time 
speaking to prostitutes and lepers 
and tax collectors, the ones that 

people believed that they should not 
associate themselves with? Jesus 
had the courage to go where no one 
else would dare to go. We, as the 
body of Christ, are likewise called 
to go to the uncomfortable places. 
We are called to “be the light of the 
world” (Matthew 5:14) and to take 
the Gospel to the ends of the earth. 

Many Christians look at what 
is happening in the political world 

with disgust, but do not show up 
to vote. They are repulsed by the 
dark, worldly state of the nation, 
but do not make it a priority to get 
involved in their communities and 
make a change. They complain 
about the schools that their children 
attend, but do not go to the school 
board meetings and are not active-

ly pursuing a solu-
tion. They are scared 
about the direction 
that their communi-
ties are heading, but 
are too busy to attend 
town hall meetings. 
They do not know 
the name of their 
representative. They 
do not go to commit-
tee meetings at their 
state capitol to en-
sure that their voices 
are heard. They do 
not put much thought 
into who they will 

vote for to be their senators—if they 
even vote at all—and they would 
never dare to run for office them-
selves.

Why are we surprised when we 
see our country turning its back on 
biblical principles? Why are we sur-
prised when we see God removed 
from our schools and communities? 
We should not be surprised at all. 
How can we blame those who do 

SAMI SNELLINGS
Freshman
Undecided
Highlands Ranch, Colorado
samielle@live.unc.edu
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not know Jesus Christ for relying on 
their own wisdom and on what the 
world says is right? We are the light 
of the world. We know the King 
above all kings, the Creator.  The 
disciples felt strongly that the “end 
is near” 2,000 years ago; yet they 
did something that has had an ever-
lasting effect on this world. “Near” 
may still be a relative term. We, as 
God’s hands and feet, need to con-
tinue to heed his command and be 
present in this fallen world. If we 
do not do something, change what 
we think must be changed, we can-
not be surprised when others around 
us continue to fall away from the 
Church, to lose themselves to the 
tide of secu-
larism. 

So, do not 
feel like the 
battle has 
been won if 
you voted 
for Donald 
Trump, and 
do not feel 
like the bat-
tle has been 
lost if you 
voted for 
Hillary Clinton. “For our struggle 
is not against flesh and blood, but 
against the rulers, against the au-
thorities, against the powers of this 
dark world and against the spiri-
tual forces of evil in the heavenly 
realms” (Ephesians 6:12). Both of 
these individuals are deeply flawed, 
just as we are. We live in a fallen 
world that is in desperate need of 
the hope of the Gospel. All of us 
could likely better display the fruits 
of the Spirit which come with the 
transformational power of knowing 
Jesus Christ, including this and ev-
ery subsequent President.  Our hope 
is not found in a politician or a po-
litical party, but in Jesus. Let’s make 
Jesus famous.

God designed each person with 
specific traits and talents. He could 
have created any person, but He cre-
ated you just as you are. God has a 
divine and distinct purpose just for 
you.  Romans 12:4-5 describes the 
body of Christ, saying that although 
these people belong to Jesus, they 
do not all have the same function 
and the same gifts. Not everyone 
was created to be a politician, and 
not everyone is called to run for of-
fice. But some are. If you feel that 
call on your heart, stop ignoring 
it and leave behind the comfort of 
your well-paid, reliable job in order 
to be a light for Jesus in the secular 
and often dark political arena. 

“If your gift is prophesying, then 
prophesy in accordance with your 
faith; if it is serving, then serve; if it 
is teaching, then teach; if it is to en-
courage, then give encouragement; 
if it is giving, then give generously; 
if it is to lead, do it diligently; if it 
is to show mercy, do it cheerfully.” 
(Romans 12:6-8). 

I challenge each person reading 
this to get involved in some way. 
Serve your country, but above all, 
serve Jesus. Raise up your leaders 
in fervent prayer. Pray that there 
would be a revelation in this na-
tion and that our leaders would seek 
wisdom from God, not from the 
world. Volunteer at your children’s 

schools. Become involved in the 
school board and seek to raise up 
children that will stand on truth. Go 
to your town hall meetings. Encour-
age your friends to run for office that 
have been gifted with leadership or 
seek a position yourself. Let voices 
that are informed by God’s word 
be heard in the conversation. Get 
to know your representative. Write 
to him or her expressing your con-
cerns. Bring to their attention the 
issues that are hurting your commu-
nity. Pour into them. Make yourself 
aware of the issues on the ballot. 
Think deeply about each one, ask-
ing God to convict you on the issues 
and lead you to make a decision that 

is honoring 
to Him. 

We, as 
Christians, 
are in a bat-
tle each and 
every day. 
The battle 
does not 
end when 
a Repub-
lican or a 
Democrat is 
sworn into 

office or the candidate that we sup-
ported wins the election. The battle 
ends when Jesus Christ returns and 
brings us home. Until then, we must 
continue to fight. Fight to be the 
light of the world and display the 
fruits of the spirit. Fight to inspire 
others with our right living. Fight 
to glorify Jesus Christ and proclaim 
His name to every person that we 
come across. Fight to stand up for 
what is Godly and right and true. 
If you do not stand up for what is 
right and are not willing to go to the 
darkest place of our society where 
people are in desperate need of 
healing, who will?  If not you, then 
who? CR.
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The 2016 presidential elec-
tion was a real nail biter. 

It was emotional and mobilized 
millions of Americans. Secretary 
Hillary Clinton and now Presi-
dent-elect Donald Trump had very 
different platforms, which created 
a divide among American voters. 
In this unique election cycle, each 
of these camps had supporters 
who were not fond of the candi-
date they were rooting for— they 
were just either #NeverTrump or 
#NeverHillary. With the 
election just recently 
behind us, it is neces-
sary to assess the results 
and implications of such 
a close, emotionally-
charged race to the White 
House. 

 While one can 
only speculate what 
would have occurred had 
Secretary Clinton won, 
it seems like a probable 
assumption that protests 
would not be popping 
up across America. For 
a campaign whose motto 
was “Stronger Togeth-
er,” Clinton supporters have been 
causing an uproar on social media 
and in person nationwide. 

 Most protests against 
Trump occurred in large cities 
with Democratic bases, as well 
as in college towns. Thousands of 
people have taken to the streets 
to riot. In one example, the citi-
zens of Portland, Oregon became 
violent, resulting in smashed win-

Stronger Together

Unless Trump Wins

dows, a dumpster fire, and van-
dalized buildings. In Chicago and 
New York, thousands of protestors 
showed up at Trump buildings, 
shouting “Not My President.” 
These are just a few examples of 
this post-election reality.

 What are the reasoning be-
hind and implications of these re-
volts? There are two sides to this 
coin. 

First, the negative: ironically, 
the “Stronger Together” move-
ment has rejected and shunned the 
roughly 50% of American voters 
who elected Donald Trump. Ob-
viously, it is unfair to say every 
Clinton supporter is engaged in 
violent protests. That is not true 
at all. However, this widespread 
“Not My President” movement 
is quite clearly going against the 
ideal that Secretary Clinton pro-

moted: America is stronger when 
we are together. 

 Those who have adopted 
the “Not My President” mantra 
justify it in a few different ways. 
First, there is the common argu-
ment that Republicans did the 
same in 2008 and 2012, claim-
ing President Obama was “Not 
[Their] President.” Quite frankly, 
it was wrong then and it is wrong 
now. Simple as that. Two wrongs 

do not make a right and 
resentment only polar-
izes a country that is al-
ready so deeply divided. 
No one is asking Demo-
crats, Clinton supporters, 
or third party voters like 
myself to love the guy—
but a certain respect and 
regard for the American 
Executive Office and for 
our democratic process 
must be unwavering de-
spite who gets elected. 

 Even President 
Obama and Secretary 
Clinton seem to agree. 
President Obama had 

a very unifying post-election 
speech, saying, “Everybody is sad 
when their side loses an election. 
But the day after, we have to re-
member that we’re actually all on 
one team. This is an intramural 
scrimmage. We are not Democrats 
first; we are not Republicans first. 
We are Americans first. We are 
patriots first. We all want what’s 
best for this country.” In her con-
cession speech, Secretary Clinton 

“While one can only 
speculate what would 

have occurred had 
Secretary Clinton 

won, it seems like a 
probably assumption 
that protests would 
not be popping up 
across America.”

Ana Delgado
Junior 
Peace, War, and Defense
Charlote, NC 
agdh@live.unc.edu
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added, “Our campaign was never 
about one person, or even one 
election. It was about the country 
we love and building an America 
that is hopeful, inclusive, and big-
hearted. We have seen that our na-
tion is more deeply divided than 
we thought. But I still believe in 
America, and I always will. And 
if you do, then we must accept 
this result and then look to the fu-
ture.”

Another justification protestors 
have used is that their riots are in 
response to the violent outbursts 
that have come from Trump sup-
porters. Many accounts of racism, 
xenophobia, sexism, homopho-
bia, bigotry, and hate have been 
reported since the Trump victory. 
These acts have infuriated and 
alarmed minorities across Ameri-
ca. This is understandable. While 
some may disagree, I reject the 
notion that anyone has the abil-
ity to tell others how to feel. The 
violent acts by empowered hate 

groups are wrong and un-Ameri-
can. However, as much as I under-
stand the desire to act out, I be-
lieve it is counterproductive. Hate 
fuels hate, and with it, a divided 
nation is born.

The second side to coin makes 
me more optimistic. As a millen-
nial, it was refreshing to see apa-
thy among usual non-voters drop. 
It is refreshing to see my peers 
caring about politics, policy, and 
the nation’s future. In her con-
cession speech, Secretary Clin-
ton said, “And I still believe, as 
deeply as I ever have, that if we 
stand together and work together 
with respect for our differences, 
strengthen our convictions, and 
love for this nation, our best days 
are still ahead of us.” During the 
protests, President Trump tweet-
ed, “Love the fact that the small 
groups of protesters last night 
have passion for our great coun-
try. We will all come together and 
be proud!” 

The election season and the 
late hours of November 8th were 
long and tumultuous. Now, they 
are both over. Emotions are in-
tense, but the #NeverTrump camp 
must get past their stage of denial 
and begin to accept that Presi-
dent Donald Trump is going to 
be around for four years. As with 
any close election, one side will 
always be unhappy. But it is im-
portant to accept the democratic 
system’s results even when they 
are not what you wanted, what 
you hoped for, or what you were 
promised by the liberal media. In 
January, we will have a new presi-
dent and a more politically aware 
America. And that is something to 
be optimistic about. CR. 
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Local Elections

One of the most pressing things 
on our ballot as Orange County 
voters was the bond referenda 
proposed by the Orange County 
Board of Commissioners. These 
sneaky bonds are never much 
more than a tax hike cloaked in 
emotional terms like “childcare” 
and “safety” to make the elite 
liberals of Orange County feel 
good about themselves because 
they voted for the children. The 
school bond designates $120 mil-
lion of taxpayer money to school 
improvement and the low income 
housing bond designates $5 mil-
lion of taxpayer money to build 
1,000 low-income housing units.  
This will require an estimated 
4.67-cent increase to the property 
tax rate in a county that already 
has one of the highest rates in the 
state.  Those elite liberals I men-
tioned earlier can expect to pay 
$2,261 per year on their $250,000 
dollar homes and jack up the rent 
on students that they rent their 
slumlord houses out to, who are 
already stretched thin. The school 
bond passed 75% to 25% and the 
low income housing bond passed 
65% to 34%... just keep spending 
yourself into the ground, Orange 
County, I probably won’t be here 
to see it financially implode any-
way.

How Did We Do?

State Elections

Further up the ballot, the re-
sults are unfortunately more of 
the same. Both NC House seats 
that represent Orange County 
(district 50 and 56) remain in con-
trol of Democrats as well as our 
representation in the NC Senate 
(district 23). Nationally, Orange 
County overwhelmingly contrib-
uted to the victory of 14-term 
Democratic Congressman David 
Price in the US House of Repre-
sentatives over his opponent Sue 
Googe. It doesn’t look like the 
GOP will be getting a voice in Or-
ange County anytime soon.

In state-wide elections, around 
70% of Orange County voted blue 
in every single race, contributing 
to the victories of Elaine Marshall 
for Secretary of State, Beth Wood 
for Auditor, Josh Stein for Attor-
ney General, and Roy Cooper for 
Governor. Fortunately, Repub-
licans actually picked up a few 
Council of State seats that were 
previously under Democrat con-
trol, including Insurance Com-
missioner, State Superintendent, 
and State Treasurer.

Thoughts

Obviously, North Carolina is 
not a blue state seeing that we vot-
ed for Trump, and our legislature 
has maintained a veto proof 3/5 
majority (sorry Roy). Therefore, 
fret not campus conservatives, 
for we are still in control even if 
things seem dark (or should I say 
blue) all around you. 

An interesting thing about this 
election is how racially diverse 
many of our Republican candi-
dates were. The Republican for 
Orange County’s state senate seat 
was Hispanic, the Republican pri-
mary for our U.S. House repre-
sentative featured a black preach-
er and a Chinese immigrant, and 
our country’s Republican primary 
gave us two Hispanic men, a black 
man, and an Indian man. Since 
the Left insists that we break ev-
erything down by race, I’ll take 
you up on that. Which party had 
a more racially diverse group of 
candidates? Certainly not the par-
ty of racist, xenophobic, women 
haters, right?

The time has come for Republi-
cans to show the world what con-
servative principles can actually 
do for the nation, something they 
have already begun to do. Let’s 
make America great again! CR.

Electoral Outcomes for a 
Chapel Hill Conservative

Jackson Valentine
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Nashville, NC

jlvalent@gmail.com

On November 9th, everyone at Carolina woke up, did what most millennials do and unplugged their 
phone to check Facebook, and probably found a torrent of hateful rhetoric and talk of doomsday in Amer-
ica following the election of Donald Trump as president. “He’s not MY president” and “If you voted for 
Trump, please do me a favor and unfriend me” are a few of my favorites. Everyone has a lot to say about 
how our country voted and analyses of “The Trump Effect” are already in full force, so I would probably 
be wasting your time as a reader providing my youthful insight on national politics. However, what I can 
do is briefly provide a rundown of how this election has impacted us as conservatives at UNC Chapel Hill.
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Quote of the Month

“On January 21st of 2017, the day after 
I take the oath of office, Americans will 

finally wake up in a country where the laws 
of the United States are enforced. We are 

going to be considerate and compassionate 
to everyone. But my greatest compassion 
will be for our own struggling citizens.”

-- President Donald Trump
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You probably don’t know 
me, but once I told you I 

was a Republican, you’d quickly 
form some assumptions. You’d 
immediately think I’m your typi-
cal cis, khaki wearing, lanyard 
brandishing, white boy and, in 
this case, you are, in fact, par-
tially correct. In the last few elec-
tions, this assumption has increas-
ingly become an issue within the 
Republican Party endangering 
future success in building win-
ning coalitions among the voting 
population. White men are con-
sistently the largest demographic 
of Republican voters, while sup-
port from minorities, particularly 

You Can’t Think Black

blacks, lags behind far behind. It’s 
not that conservative principles 
don’t appeal to minorities—the 
issue is an irrational and reflexive 
support of the Democrat party re-
gardless of any actual attributable 
progress. For over the last 100 
years, the black population has 
voted overwhelmingly blue de-
spite the evidence that it is Demo-
crats, not Republicans, who have 
prevented the economic revival of 
the inner cities, impacting large 
portions of the black population. 
For instance, despite Trump’s vic-
tory in the recent election, he gar-
nered a piddling 8% of the black 
vote. Given, this is up from the 

6% that Romney earned in 2012, 
but it is still extremely concerning 
for the party that no Republican 
since 1956 has topped Eisenhow-
er’s 39%. 

So, what is the root of this is-
sue? Why has an undoubtedly 
politically diverse population of 
millions voted so consistently 
unilaterally? The answer to this 
lies partly in historical records. 
Back in 1926, when official par-
ty positions on civil rights did 
not differ extremely, the NAACP 
stated “Our political salvation 
and our social survival lie in our 
absolute independence of party 

Race is Not Tied to Ideology
Wyatt McNamara
Junior
Political Science
Charlotte, NC
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allegiance in politics …” By the 
30’s and 40’s, civil rights issues 
were increasingly brought to the 
foreground, and as Democratic 
programs like the New Deal and 
desegregation of the armed forc-
es were implemented, blacks in-
creasingly aligned the Left with 
prospective social progress. By 
the 1960’s, Republican Presiden-
tial nominee Barry Goldwater’s 
vote against the Civil Rights Act 
certainly did not help improve re-
lations with the black community. 
Thus, slowly but surely, voting 
for the Democratic party became 
part of a cultural identity, a sort 
of communal ideology embody-
ing the idea that what’s best for 
Democrats is best for blacks. This 
is, ironically, the worst type of 
racism in existence. The Left has 
come to assume that, simply be-
cause of skin color, blacks will 
renounce all individual political 
opinion in blind support to dem-
onstrate racial solidarity. Evi-
dence of this at work can be seen 
as recently as 2012, when a poll 
showed that even though 45% of 
blacks actually identified as polit-
ically conservative on individual 
policy issues, 93% cast their lot 
with Obama that November. 

Despite the view of Democrats 
as the sole martyr for the black 
cause, little has actually been ac-
complished on behalf of Black 
Americans. The average net worth 
of black families was $19,000 in 
2007 and only $11,000 in 2013 
despite a black Democratic presi-
dent during nearly all of these 
years. Black youths today are 
twice as likely to not finish high 
school; 13% of the population is 
now responsible for 50% of the 
murders; and finally, single moth-
erhood has skyrocketed in the 
black community, now reaching 
regularly above 71%. In 1965 this 
rate was only 25%. Regardless of 
the declining socioeconomic sta-
tus of blacks throughout the last 
half-century, their uncondition-
al support of the Left, who has 
maintained a near stranglehold on 
political power in Black commu-
nities, has remained unwavering.  

Combatting this requires a stra-
tegic issue-based focus from the 
Right. First, conservatives must 
dispel the myth that “racial op-
pression” is keeping the black 
community in a state of perpetual 
economic handicap. From dawn 
till dusk, liberals will blame his-
tory for current disadvantage, but 
in reality, black kids today are not 
dropping out of high school be-
cause Grandpa didn’t get a GI bill. 
In actuality, blacks have suffered 
the most from Democrat policies 
dating back to Lyndon Johnson’s 
model cities and the institution-
alization of the modern welfare 
state. Instead of encouraging 
productive work, marriage, and 
schooling, Johnson inspired an 
era of marrying the state. Simply 
dumping money into the inner city, 
which roughly 70% of the black 
population inhabits, is a proven 
non-solution to the problem. Take 
Detroit, one of the richest cities 
in the nation in the 1950’s, which 
was later crippled by the welfare 
that was increasingly pumped 
into black families. The corrosive 
crime, which is based in societal 
and cultural issues initiated by the 
Left, is what is truly preventing 
economic mobility. Despite what 
the Black Lives Matter “move-
ment” might have to say on this 
matter, increased policing is the 
only way to solve this problem. 
Black communities are in dire 
need of jobs and business in order 
to keep youth out of unlawful ac-
tivity, but small business will not 
now, or ever, be inspired to invest 
in locations where crime will un-
dermine profit. Tactics to inspire 
small business investment and si-
multaneously clean up crime were 
pursued particularly well in the 
early 90’s with Rudy Giuliani’s 
stop and frisk in New York City. 
This wildly successful crime plan 
essentially single-handedly ac-
counted for the drop in violent 
crime seen during the Clinton ad-
ministration. Classically, this pol-
icy was later hanged and publicly 
persecuted by—that’s right you 
guessed it—“liberals”. 

The issue with stop and frisk 

was that many wrongly believed 
and maintained the accusation 
that this policy was a prime ex-
ample of racist and targeted po-
licing. Often statistics were cited 
that blacks were 53 percent of 
stops while representing only 23 
percent of the entire population. 
Spoiler alert: the problem is that 
this is only half the story. To be 
accurate, it’s also worth mention-
ing that: “Blacks are 66 percent 
of all violent-crime suspects, ac-
cording to the victims of and wit-
nesses to those crimes. Blacks 
commit around 70 percent of all 
robberies and about 80 percent of 
all shootings in the city.” (New 
York Post) Of course the Left will 
never tell you this.

While many would prefer to sit 
around ghost hunting while in-
termittently shouting “systematic 
oppression” and “implicit bias,” 
you would do well to remember 
that, as soon as the election is 
over, nothing will be done. Unless 
conservatives quickly take action 
to gain black trust, more money 
will systematically and aimlessly 
be thrown in the direction of the 
inner city, long speeches will be 
given further alienating police 
from crime-ridden communities, 
and, in the end, the Left will sleep 
soundly knowing that they’ve 
captured the real enemy to black 
prosperity: the white man.  Too 
bad all too many Black Ameri-
cans will still go to bed poor or 
have loved ones taken too soon by 
violence. At least the Left can feel 
good about themselves. CR.




