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DEAR 

Dear Readers,

The U.S. government wasn’t the only organization to see an exchange of power this year. 
As the presidency exchanged hands in January, so did the editorship of the Carolina Review, 
with our longtime editor-in-chief, Frank Pray, handing over the reins to me. The presidency 
metaphor is admittedly an imperfect one. Frank is leaving behind a much more positive legacy 
as editor than Obama is as president, and I like to think I have better hair than Trump. Frank has 
acocmplished a lot in his three years at the helm of the Carolina Review, and he will be sorely 
missed when he graudates this spring. Fortunately, he’ll still be around this semester to help out, 
write the occasional article, and offer a few words of wisdom to me as I try to prove myself a 
worthy successor. 

With Trump as our new president, I know the Review will have plenty to say about him in the 
coming four years. So this February, the Carolina Review staff decided to table the Trump talk 
for a moment, and take one last look at what we’ve left behind. This issue is dedicated to Barack 
Obama, filled with our musing and memories of his eight years. We thought it was especially 
important to revisit the Obama presidency. After all, he was the president during the formative 
years of our lives. Perhaps that’s why we’re conservative. 

Lux et Libertas,

Alec M. Dent
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

Cheers to Chancellor Folt, who took a stand for free speech this semester following the 
appearance of flyers on campus that advocated violence against Trump supporters. 

Jeers to The Daily Tar Heel, which continues to lower the bar for journalism. They published an 
op-ed that was simply “I hate Donald Trump,” repeated over and over, an editorial that advocated 
a “guilty until proven innocent” attitude in regards to sexual assault, and claimed moderate 
conservatives weren’t more vocal because extreme conservatives—not, say a radically Left 
school paper—on campus were silencing them. All within the first half of the spring semester!

Cheers to our own Will Rierson who was elected chair of UNC’s chapter of College Republicans 
and treasurer of the statewide organization. 

Jeers to Professor Melissa Zimdar of Merrimack College, who created a list of “fake news” 
outlets that included many reputable conservative news sites. Here at Carolina Review we’re 
slightly offended we weren’t included…

Cheers to Frank Pray, who became the conservative at UNC during his four years. In addition 
to serving as editor-in-chief of the Review, Frank was in charge of College Republicans and 
Christians United for Israel. He was the bane of Chapel Hill liberals’ existence, and we’re happy 
to see he’ll be sticking around for another few years at UNC’s law school. 
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IN MEMORIAM
ANDJEERS



IN MEMORIAM                

IN MEMORIAM

Despite initiating over 7000 individual strikes on Syria, dropping over 
26,171 bombs in 2016 alone, and initiating military force in numerous 

other nations, President Barack Obama could do no wrong in the 
eyes of our friends on the left. Fast forward a few months, and those 
same friends are incensed that President Trump would dare send 59 

Tomahawk missiles as a shiny new birthday present to Bashar al-Assad. 
(Did I mention that those Tomahawk missiles are racist?) We are sad to 
see the passing of our pro-war leftist friends, but we must note that it is 
refreshing to see the Bush-era left resurrected from the dead. Until the 

next Democrat is elected, see you at the perpetual protests. 

Liberals Who are OK With War
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Now that the election season 
is over and the reality of 

a freshly-inaugurated President 
Trump begins to set in, college 
students across the country owe it 
to themselves to take a step back 
and reflect on how they fared 
under the previous president. In 
other words, “What did Barack 
Obama do for me?” Allow me to 
take you on a trip down memory 
lane and highlight how life for 
the average college student has 
been affected over the past 8 
years.

Student Debt

It’s no secret that the rise 
in tuition costs has put a huge 
burden on working class 
families, the very families that 
seek out loans to help cover 
the costs of having kids in 
college. These loans turn into 
debt that the student inherits 
upon graduation—sometimes 
with significant interest—which 
automatically puts them at a 
disadvantage when they are 
integrating into the American 
economy. As part of his strategy 
to appeal to the youth of the 
country, President Obama made 
many a campaign promise 
to lower the cost of college 
education and alleviate the large 
amounts the debt that freshly 
graduated college students were 
taking on. So, did he deliver on 
these promises? Well… sort of. 
While the rate of increase in 
tuition and fees for college has 
gone from 5.2% to 1.85% over 
the past five years according 
to College Board, we’re not on 

What Did Obama Do For YOU?

A Look at What the 44th President 
did for Average College Students

track to reach Obama’s goal of 
cutting tuition in half in 10 years. 
In other words, progress is being 
made, but not as much as the 
former president had hoped.

On the subject of debt, Obama 
also receives mixed marks. 
He urged Congress to pass the 
Financial Aid Simplification 
and Transparency Act (FAST 
Act), which would have helped 
families unfamiliar with the 
process understand exactly how 
the financial aid process worked, 
explaining grants and loans and 
how much interest would accrue, 
among other things. Knowing 
exactly how much you will owe 
and why is essential to students 
having manageable debt, as 
opposed to a mountain of debt 
that your parents don’t tell you 
about until you have a killer 
hangover on graduation Sunday. 
Unfortunately, this bipartisan 
bill was never brought up for 
a vote and thus Obama’s plans 
for tackling student loan debt 
ground to a halt. The misguided 
temporary fix of appropriating 
money to “forgive” loans—which 
was actually just restructuring 
loans with the government 
covering the interest—did 
nothing for long-term change in 
our system and only served to 
appease college graduates for the 
time being. So while some of us 
may see temporary benefits from 
Obama’s forgiveness program, 
by and large the system remains 
the same, and many of us are 
still buying bulk Ramen from 
Walgreens for dinner.

Healthcare

President Obama’s other 
major campaign promise was to 
reform healthcare, the proverbial 
holy grail of public policy. As 
it relates to students, you could 
look at the results of Obama’s 
Affordable Care Act in a few 
different ways. A key change 
under the ACA was the provision 
to change the age in which 
kids could be on their parent’s 
insurance plan from nineteen 
to twenty-six. This seems 
like a positive change for us 
considering that’s one less thing 
to worry about after finishing 
school. However, changing 
the age-out year to twenty-six 
was only intended to provide a 
fallback plan for young adults 
in case they are having trouble 
finding a job upon graduation; it 
was not intended to become the 
norm in a working class family. 
Currently 3.1 million Americans 
between the age of nineteen and 
twenty-six are taking advantage 
of the new provision, and the 
number is rising. Not only is this 
encouraging young people to 
remain ignorant of how insurance 
works, it could also persuade 
insurance companies to set higher 
premiums. Some companies 
have hinted at moving towards 
a system where each dependent 
claimed costs extra. How you 
interpret this depends on whether 
or not you care about the price 
of your parents’ health insurance 
premium. If it’s not a big deal for 
your family now, then this rule 
change means less to worry about 
for you as a student. 

Jackson Valentine
Senior
Music Performance, Political 
Science
Nashville, NC
jvalent@live.unc.edu
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As a side note, if you are brave 
enough to journey into graduate 
studies, the ACA changes your 
status from student to employee 
and you’re unlikely to be covered 
under your school’s healthcare 
plan. You’ll have to face the fact 
that graduate school means either 
convincing your parents to let 
you hang on to their plan for a 
couple more years, or wandering 
into the scary world of private 
health insurance companies. 
Either way, the Affordable Care 
Act, as it stands now, is not 
kind to graduate students at all. 
Overall, Obama didn’t really help 
or hurt college undergrads when 
it comes to healthcare; he more 
or less did what most presidents 
do: bandaged it up for someone 
else to fix. 

Job Prospects

In the 2016 elections, 
Republicans spoke frequently of 
President Obama’s inability to 
get the economy back on track 
after the recession of 2008-09. 
Citing “real” unemployment 
numbers, GDP growth, and 
quantitative easing, many pundits 
on the right were convinced 
that young people coming into 

the American workforce faced 
more dismal prospects that they 
did 8 years ago. Did President 
Obama improve and expand the 
workforce for up-and-coming 
college graduates? Technically 
yes, but the real answer lies not 
in how numbers compare to what 
they were eight years ago, but 
where they should be now.

For instance, if you compare 
the unemployment rate from 
2008 to 2016, it has indeed 
decreased from 10% to 4.9% 
according to the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics. While this sounds 
good for our post college job 
prospects, the information is 
misleading. The Labor Force 
Participation Rate has moved 
from 65.7% to 62.8% under 
Obama’s watch, meaning that 
fewer Americans are looking for 
work, something that will not 
show up in the unemployment 
rate. For this to truly be 
considered a recovery we need 
more people looking for work 
and more work to be available.

 Economic recovery is best 
measured by annualized GDP 
growth, and our GDP growth 
from quarter to quarter has been 

lackluster to say the least. Under 
the Obama administration, GDP 
growth has remained between 
1.5% and 2.6% per year, making 
him the only president in history 
to not preside over at least one 
year of 3% GDP growth. In some 
quarters, the GDP growth nearly 
stalled, with growth hovering 
around .5%. 

 These facts do not 
bode well for college students 
preparing themselves for the 
workforce. The economy has 
been struggling to get back to 
acceptable GDP levels, true 
unemployment hovers around 
6%, and the average college 
senior will have $30,000 in 
student loans to pay off upon 
graduation.

It’s hard to say Obama 
improved the lives of college 
students, but the conservative 
policies that Americans voted 
for will improve your outlook as 
a college student, and I promise 
that we will drag you kicking and 
screaming to a more prosperous 
economy and a better overall 
country whether you like it or 
not. CR.
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Obama’s “Legacy”

The Divisive Narrative
of the Left

WYATT MCNAMARA
Sophomore
Communications
wyattmc@live.unc.edu

Former President Barack 
Obama failed. For nearly 

half of my life, President Obama 
was the man behind the curtains 
in Washington D.C. Seeing him 
finally depart is doubtlessly a 
long-awaited relief to millions of 
Americans. However, the journey 
for the Republican Party does 
not end with President Trump’s 
victory. Obama may be no longer 
be exercising his “change” on the 
United States but his legacy—as 
I hesitate to call it— is far from 
forgotten.  He continues to live 
in infamy through his dangerous 
rhetoric under which this nation 
saw the rise of “PC culture” and 
the slow erosion of free speech.    

While Obama’s landmark 
victory marked him as the first 
African American president, he 
put forth no effort in improving 
the tense race relations in the 
United States. Arguably, he has 
done nothing but worsen the 
issues by jumping to conclusions 
in controversial cases including 
the death of Trayvon Martin and 
the shooting in Ferguson. For 
instance, here’s what Obama had to 
say about the Black Lives Matter 
movement: “It’s important for us 
to also understand that the phrase 
‘Black Lives Matter’ simply refers 
to the notion that there’s a specific 
vulnerability for African Americans 
that needs to be addressed. It’s not 
meant to suggest that other lives 
don’t matter. It’s to suggest that 
other folks aren’t experiencing 
this particular vulnerability.” 
Statistically speaking, the only 
thing that African Americans are 
more vulnerable to than the rest of 
the population is in fact gun violence 

from other African Americans. 
Regardless, Obama chose not to 
take the route of truth but instead 
ushered forth statements clearly 
aimed at structuring dissidence and 
dispute in the American populace. 
By continually perpetuating the 
myth of African Americans as 
victims of white aggression, 
Obama exacerbated the wrongful 
assumptions about the state of 
racism in the nation. In a country 
now too easily triggered to even 
hear a differing opinion —looking 
at you UC Berkeley—, Obama has 
only served to inflame this issue by 
placing the idea that any dissenting 
opinion outside the liberal bubble 
is something to be condemned, 
something to be labeled as hate 
speech, something worthy of 
riot, something almost akin to a 
physical attack and, thus, worthy 
of retaliation. 

This issue, and Obama’s 
rhetoric, extends far beyond just 
race relations. Obama consistently 
enforced a liberal agenda not just 
in his economic policy, but also 
in his social commentary the 
likes of which has helped to form 
your friendly neighborhood—
or likely not so friendly—
social justice warriors. To put it 
briefly, Obama was possibly the 
most accomplished president in 
the practice of mainstreaming 
delusion. Take for instance what 
Obama has to say about feminism: 
“At the same time, there’s still a lot 
of work we need to do to improve 
the prospects of women and girls 
here and around the world.” To 
start, I think that we can all agree 
that around the world there is 
certainly work to be done in the 

field of women’s rights. Take for 
instance the Middle East: a region 
where honor killing and actual 
rape culture oppresses the millions 
of women who live in the various 
nations. Obama and I disagree on 
what work needs to be done on this 
issue here in the States. Frankly, 
women could hardly have it better 
than they do in 2017. You may be 
shouting, “But what about the wage 
gap?” In short, the wage gap is a 
myth. Women are favored 2:1 for 
job placement in STEM fields, rape 
culture is not a realistic complaint 
in the West and finally, statistics 
revolving around sexual assault—
particularly the 1 in 5 statement—
are vastly misrepresented.

Fighting the culture of political 
correctness is an issue predicated 
on misinformation and one that we 
cannot combat with legislation. In 
an odd and contorted sense of self, 
the Left consistently—with the help 
of Obama’s words to the nation—
paints itself as the continual victim 
of male, white, heterosexual, and 
cis gendered oppression. Sadly, 
Obama has not created a national 
view of unity under the common 
title of “Americans” but instead has 
lulled America into the language 
of the Left. With arms wide open, 
millennials have swallowed 
the concepts of patriarchal and 
systematic oppression without 
seeing that the true practice they 
have so eagerly embraced is better 
known as ghost hunting. This… is 
Obama’s “legacy.”  CR.
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The Obama Conservative Revolution

How Obama won one for the
 Gipper…and another one and...

ALEC DENT
Sophomore
Journalism
Lumberton, NC
alecmdent@gmail.com

As January 2017 rolled 
around, liberals started 

playing revisionist historian with 
Obama’s legacy, ignoring major 
failures of his presidency and 
choosing to focus on certain issues 
they considered “highlights,” all 
with the intent of proving that 
Obama belongs somewhere on 
the “greatest” end of the spectrum 
of presidents. Liberals have been 
making the argument that Obama 
is one of the best presidents in 
American history since he first 
stepped in to the Oval Office. One 
prominent liberal ranked Obama’s 
accomplishments among those 
of Lyndon Johnson, Franklin 
Roosevelt, and Abraham Lincoln, 
before he’d even finished his first 
term. That person was Obama 
himself—surprise, surprise. 
Obama has never shied away from 
comparing himself to great leaders 
of the past, even occasionally 
comparing himself to Ronald 
Reagan, a curious choice for such a 
liberal president. After all, Reagan 
is a Republican icon, and most 
conservatives would consider the 
comparison downright heretical. 
But, Obama’s not entirely wrong. 
He and Reagan do have similar 
legacies.

I’m not equating Reagan’s 
accomplishments with Obama’s, 
but instead focusing on one pretty 
major result of what they both did 
in office. Both ushered in a new era 
of conservative popularity. Heck, 
Obama arguably did a better job at 
it than Reagan. 

Just look at the numbers from 
this most recent general election. 
Republicans gained a majority in 
the House of Representatives and 

the Senate, won the presidency, 
and pretty much everything else. 
Thirty-three states currently have 
Republican governors and thirty-
two have Republican majorities 
in both chambers of congress. 
Twenty-five states are under 
complete Republican control, 
with a Republican majority in 
both chambers and a Republican 
governor. Democrats only have such 
control in five states. All totaled, 
from the beginning to the end of 
the Obama presidency Democrats 
lost over 1,030 legislative seats 
around the nation, leading to an 
unprecedented level of Republican 
control. Even during the Reagan 
presidency Democrats controlled 
the majority of governorships. 

But the conservative revival goes 
deeper than just wining political 
offices. With Obama’s general 
popularity with Millennials, it may 
seem unlikely that he’s inspired a 
new generation of conservatives 
like Reagan. But, despite winning 
the hearts and minds of Millennials 
and Generation Xers, Obama turned 
the following generation—those 
born after 2000—into conservatives 
at a rate that hasn’t been seen in 
over fifty years. Studies of the 
post-2000 generation, Generation 
Z, found that those who grew up 
during the Obama presidency 
are the most conservative 
youngsters since World War II, 
both socially and fiscally. Fifty-
nine percent of Generation Zers 
describe themselves as moderate 
or conservative when it comes to 
gay marriage, transgender rights, 
and marijuana legalization. In 
comparison, eighty-five percent of 
Millennials admit to being “very 

liberal” on these same subjects. 
Generation Z members also 
preferred Donald Trump to Hillary 
Clinton, thirty-four percent to 
twenty percent. A shocking eighty-
four percent describe themselves as 
fiscal conservatives or moderates. 
When looking at these numbers 
you should also keep in mind 
that people tend to become more 
conservative as they age. 

These past eight years haven’t 
been great for the nation, but 
they have had the unintended 
consequence of turning the nation 
toward conservatism and inspiring 
a new crop of conservatives.  

Thanks Obama. CR.
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When it came to foreign 
policy, the Obama 

administration took a particular 
interest in Cuba. Unfortunately, 
their decisions were in favor of the 
Castros’ tyrannical regime instead 
of the freedom and welfare of 
millions of Cubans. 

During the 2008 presidential 
election, Barack Obama said 
that the United States needed to 
“pursue direct diplomacy” with 
Cuba. The administration had 
several initiatives and policy 
changes toward Cuba during the 
Obama presidency, including eased 

Obama’s Oppressive Legacy

Foreign Policy that Safeguarded 
Communism

restrictions on trade and travel. 
Some of the most notable Obama 
alterations in American foreign 
policy toward Cuba are the lifting 
of the embargo and the repeal of 
“wet-foot, dry-foot.”

Cubans have been fleeing a tyran-
nical regime in Cuba for decades, 

but since the lifting of the embargo, 
there has been an explosive surge 
in the amount of migrants fleeing 
to the US. This decision has Cuban 
citizens believing that the Castro 
regime is here to stay and has been 
accepted by the United States. 

In 1966, Congress passed the 

Cuban Adjustment Act (CAA) in 
order to tackle the massive amount 
of Cubans fleeing to the US af-
ter Fidel Castro came to power in 
early 1959. It stated that any native 
or citizen of Cuba who had been 
inspected and admitted or paroled 
into the United States and had been 

physically present for at least one 
year was able to immigrate to the 
United States as a permanent resi-
dent. The legislation was the result 
of the Cold War—back when the 
American government was fer-
vently opposed to recognizing any 
Communist government. 

ANA DELGADO 
Junior
Political Science & Peace, 
War and Defense
Charlotte, NC
agdh@live.unc.edu

“While the United States moved to normalize relations 
with Cuba, the repression implemented by the Castro 

government didn’t change. In fact, it is only getting worse.”
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But in 1996, the Clinton admin-
istration came to an agreement 
with Cuba. The Cuban government 
was unhappy that America was ad-
mitting Cuban migrants intercept-
ed in U.S. waters, and as a result 
the CAA was revised. Thus came 
about the “wet-foot, dry-foot” poli-
cy, which says that a Cuban caught 
on water between the two nations 
would be sent home, while a Cu-
ban caught on American soil would 
be allowed to remain in the US and 
later qualify for an expedited green 
card. Under the 1996 Illegal Immi-
grant Reform and Immigrant Re-
sponsibility Act, the CAA was set 

to conclude, “once Cuba becomes 
a democracy.”
In fiscal year 2007, 7,759 Cu-

bans came into the US. In 2013, 
that number was 24,278. 2015 
witnessed a 78% increase from 
2013—43,159 Cubans entered the 
US. The amount of Cuban migrants 
seeking asylum at American ports 
of entry has escalated six-fold since 
President Obama took office. The 
number alone doubled from 2014 
to 2015. 2016 broke that record. 

What are people running from?

The answer is simple: the au-
thoritarian and dictatorial govern-
ment that they live under. While 
the United States moved to normal-
ize relations with Cuba, the repres-
sion implemented by the Castro 
government didn’t change. In fact, 
it is only getting worse. 

The Cuban government re-
presses dissent and public opinion. 
Peaceful protests and the talk of 
politics are seen as vehement acts 
of treason. Punishments for non-
conformists include prison sen-
tences under inhumane conditions, 
individual and family persecution, 
beatings, and murders. The Cuban 

Commission for Human Rights and 
National Reconciliation received 
over 7,188 reports of arbitrary de-
tentions from January through Au-
gust 2014, a severe increase from 
the 2,900 in 2013 and 1,100 in 
2010 during those same months. 

A Communist regime fueled by 
oppressive tactics is something 
to fear and flee. Since President 
Obama reinstated diplomatic rela-
tions with Cuba in late 2014, there 
was a panic among the Cuban peo-
ple that Congress would change 
the migration laws pertinent to Cu-
bans. 

President Obama validated those 
fears as he repealed “wet-foot, dry-
foot” just days before leaving of-
fice this year.

When interviewed in the 
summer of 2016, dissident and 
regime victim Sirley Avila Leon, 
said, “I think what the government 
of the United States has done, and 
President Obama specifically, is 
give oxygen to the dictatorship. I 
think he’s acted very badly from 
a humanitarian point of view, 
thinking of business and profit, 
and not of the Cuban people.” She 
added, “What I’d most like the 
world to know about is the state 
of terror under which the Cuban 
people live which has led to an 
explosion in emigration like never 
before.”

Those in agreement with Presi-
dent Obama’s foreign policy to-
ward Cuba and in particular with 
treating Cuban migrants as regular 
immigrants argue that the United 
States wrongfully treats Cubans 
as refugees. They dispute that Cu-
ban migrants often visit Cuba after 
they have achieved residency in the 
US and that no one who had “ac-
tually been persecuted” previously 
would return voluntarily. This ar-
gument is based on the assumption 
that Cubans migrate for economic 

and not political reasons. Arguing 
that these individuals who fought 
to reach freedom only did so for 
better economic opportunity is too 
simplistic. Yes, they migrated for 
better economic opportunity, but 
they mainly fled the island due to 
the lack of liberty. Repression in 
Cuba is alive, and no one should be 
punished for pursuing a better life.

There are few things more natu-
ral than the human instinct to run 
from danger. Migration from dic-
tatorial regimes is just another ex-
ample. Recent spikes in migration 
from Venezuela, China, and Cuba 

prove this. The Obama administra-
tion’s decisions to lift the embargo 
and repeal the CAA were not steps 
in the right direction. The Castro 
regime is alive and despotic as 
ever. Failing to recognize that fact 
and ignoring the pleas of an entire 
community risking their lives to 
reach freedom was un-American 
and distressing and one can only 
hope that the new administration 
takes a different, more humanitar-
ian approach to Cuba. CR.

“A Communist regime fueled by oppressive tactics is 
something to fear and flee.”
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As the first black president, 
race will undoubtedly be 

a major part of Barack Obama’s 
legacy. It was anticipated by 
many that Obama would bring 
about an easing of racial tensions 
in America. After all, if a 
predominately white America can 
trust the leadership of the nation 
to a black man for the first time in 
our history, race relations should 
be improved.  Unfortunately, 
sixty percent of Americans now 
believe race relations significantly 
worsened during Obama’s eight 
years as President. Shouldn’t the 
opposite have occurred? Barack 
Obama was living proof that as 
a black person in America, you 
could become anything that you 
set your mind to, and that America 
had finally grown trusting of 
African Americans. Sadly, 
Obama managed to completely 
prevent what should have been 
an era of extremely low racial 
tensions in America by forcing 
a false narrative of institutional 
and systemic racism against 
minorities, especially blacks.

Before delving into Obama’s 
track record on race relations, 
people need to understand exactly 
why Obama wanted this extreme 
racial tension in America. The 
simple and obvious answer is 
because he wants to prevent 
the minority vote from ever 
going leaving the Democrats in 
upcoming elections by pitting all 
minority groups of Americans 
against “white America” and 

False Narratives are Tearing
 America Apart

How and Why Barack Obama
Crippled Race Relations

forcing a false narrative that 
America is more racist than it truly 
is. Without the fear-mongering 
and false narratives set forth 
by the media and the President 
himself, the Democratic party 
would have to rely on their dismal 
performance record. They would 
surely lose so much of their voter 
base that the Democrats would 
perform extremely poorly in 
elections. Much of the Democrats’ 
false narrative is based on cherry-
picked statistics. If we actually do 
some analyzing, it’s quite clear 
that the widespread institutional 
racial discrimination that Obama 
and the Democrats espouse does 
not exist today.

After less than a year in office, 
Obama attempted to stir up racial 
tensions and commented on the 
arrest of Henry Louis Gates in 
2009. After returning from a trip 
to China, Gates returned home 
and found that his front door was 
jammed. Deciding to force his way 
in through the back, his neighbors 
called the police because they 
were worried Gates was a 
trespasser trying to break into 
the home. The police arrived and 
arrested Gates for his belligerent 
behavior towards the police, who 
were only there to protect Mr. 
Gates’ home. The charges against 
Mr. Gates were dropped five 
days after the incident. Obama 
decided to weigh-in on the subject 
immediately after charges were 
dropped and used this incident 
to begin his false narrative by 

calling the police officers’ actions 
“stupid” and saying that African 
Americans and Latinos are “being 
stopped by law enforcement 
disproportionately” when 
compared to whites. This statistic 
is true, but a closer look into those 
statistics tells us why: In 2013 
murder was committed by African 
Americans at a rate of six times 
that of any other race The number 
of interracial murders committed 
by African Americans is twelve 
times higher than the number of 
interracial murders where African 
Americans are the victims. These 
statistics tell us that we need to 
combat the problem of violence in 
the black community, not castigate 
police officers for trying to keep 
us safe. I believe that if President 
Obama had used his position as a 
beacon of what can be achieved 
in America instead of as a pulpit 
spreading the divisive rhetoric that 
minorities are being held back in 
America, he actually could have 
been one of the greatest presidents 
in modern history. 

As President of the United 
States, Obama understood that his 
words meant a lot to Americans. 
This was especially true in the 
African American community. 
When Trayvon Martin was shot 
and killed by George Zimmerman 
in 2012, America’s justice system 
was questioned again. Obama 
had another chance to try and 
bring Americans together as 
a nation. Sadly, he decided to 
take this opportunity to incite an 
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extreme emotional response in 
the African American community 
by saying “if I had a son, he’d 
look like Trayvon.” No matter 
which side you believe or what 
you think happened that night, the 
President should not choose such 
irresponsible things to say about 
what was an extremely racially 
sensitive incident.

Two years later in 2014, 
Michael Brown was shot and 
killed in Ferguson, Missouri. 
President Obama made sure to 
use the incident to incite racial 
tensions. A story surfaced that 
Michael Brown had his hands up 
and was yelling “don’t shoot.” 
This was proven false by several 
witnesses and it was quickly 
determined that Michael Brown 
actually charged the officer that 
shot him. President Obama, either 
being ignorant of what really 
happened or just refusing to let 
the facts get in the way, decided to 
use this incident to call the justice 
system racist, saying that it stains 
the hearts of black children. Again, 
there was no evidence that pointed 
to a racist justice system. This, 
however, did not stop President 

Obama from turning Ferguson into 
another “us versus them” moment. 
This led to riots and destruction 
of property and heightened racial 
tensions, which is exactly the 
outcome that Democrats wanted. 
What Democrats don’t want you 
to know is that the riots led to the 
destruction of over twenty-five 
businesses including Walgreens, 
Little Caesars, O’Reilly Auto 
Parts, Public Storage, and many 
more. How many people lost jobs 
and how many people are now 
without the basic needs provided 
by those businesses, all because 
Obama and the Democrats wanted 
to create racial tensions and 
discord?

If we, the American people, 
can come together as a nation and 
understand that our individual 
destinies truly are up to each 
of us, we can destroy this false 
narrative that America is a racist 
country, or that institutional 
racism is a dire and lingering 
problem. The African American 
community under Obama was 
force-fed the asinine claim that 
they were preyed on by white 
Americans who, for some reason, 

were out to discriminate against 
them. The facts paint a different 
picture. Although far from perfect, 
America has been moving in the 
right direction for the past fifty 
years, and race relations had 
continued to improve year after 
year until Obama decided to force 
a false narrative on the American 
people, a narrative that I hope will 
begin to fade in the coming years. 
CR.
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An unfortunate consequence 
of the Obama presidency 

has been the regression of race 
relations in the United States. 
While Obama may not be directly 
at fault for this, his inability to 
facilitate the rhetoric regarding 
the racial issues and tensions 
during his presidency certainly 
exacerbated the problem.  In 
September, Charlotte was thrown 
into chaos because a black cop shot 
a black man.  Protesters justified 
their actions by challenging the 
“racist police.” Again, the cop was 
black and so was the man shot.  If 
we were to assess this logically, 
there was nothing racial about 
this unfortunate incident — yet 
somehow the rhetoric was spun 
to make police everywhere look 
racist, and Obama did nothing.  
Even at UNC our discussion of 
race relations has fallen prey to 
such ridiculous reactions. 

It should come as no surprise 
that such misconstrued rhetoric 
has aggressively made its way 
onto our campus over the past few 
years.  It has poisoned the way we 
look at racial issues of both past 
and present. Quite recently, the 
Confederate Soldier Memorial 
that stands on McCorkle Place, 
more commonly known as 
Silent Sam, has been the subject 
of controversy as students are 
suddenly beginning to call for 
its removal.  The strongest case 
for removal is the accusation 
that Silent Sam is a symbol of 
white supremacy because he is a 
Confederate soldier.  Interestingly, 
some also think he is a symbol of 
the KKK, as someone recently 
spray-painted on the monument.  
Sadly, these people don’t 
understand history.  

Obama’s Mark on How We 
Approach American History 

The KKK was formed after 
the Civil War, so there is no way 
that Silent Sam could have been 
the distinguished member of the 
KKK that people make him out to 
be.  There is a difference between 
the Confederacy and Southern 
white supremacist racism.  Truth 
be told, your average Confederate 
soldier did not own slaves, much 
less care about the issue of race—
most soldiers were yeoman 
farmers or poorer.  Their views 
on race differed very little, if at 
all, from those of their Northern 
counterparts who we now 
celebrate. 

Knowing the facts, the 
arguments for the removal of 
Silent Sam sound a little more 
unreasonable.  The monument is 
not intended to be a symbol of 
anything except the great sacrifice 
that our fellow Tar Heels made 
during troubling times in our 
nation’s history.  But the rhetoric 
brought about by those who want 
the monument removed have 
twisted the way we should view 
Silent Sam and our history.  Simply 
calling Silent Sam “racist” doesn’t 
tell us anything.  Protestors make 
illogical associations between a 
Confederate soldier and the KKK.  
The “Real Silent Sam Coalition”—
the anti-Silent Sam movement on 
campus—claims to seek dialogue 
and preserve the past, yet they 
willingly protest Silent Sam and 
were instrumental in changing the 
name of Saunders Hall.  And the 
large question behind all of this 
is, “Why?”  Why is there suddenly 
this large movement to remove 
historical monuments?  Why is 
there so much concern over the 
past?

I believe the answer is that 
racial tensions are increasing in 
America.  Instead of trying to fix 
these issues that our society faces 
and trying to find an answer, many 
Americans mistakenly look to the 
past.  Those who are agitated, 
whether rightly so or not, find a 
scapegoat in our nation’s history.  
They place the blame on historical 
monuments which they wrongly 
believe have reinforced a legacy 
of racism in white America. 
These are dangerous times we 
are living in.  If people can find 
the cause to remove a memorial 
for an ambiguous Confederate 
soldier, they can find the cause 
to rewrite and remove other 
important aspects of our nation’s 
history, aspects that must not be 
ignored no matter how one feels 
about it.  Ten years ago, when 
race relations were not nearly 
as tense as they are now, no one 
thought this was an issue.  There 
were no causes for the removal 
of historical monuments then.  
But since Obama’s tenure, this 
has become a dangerous, though 
preventable, reality.  Obama could 
have facilitated dialogue about 
the racial history of the United 
States and how to preserve the 
past without honoring some of the 
blemishes on our nation’s legacy. 
As an African-American, he had 
a great advantage and numerous 
opportunities to help the American 
people approach these difficult 
issues rationally and focus on the 
issues at hand rather than what 
had happened in the past.  Yet, 
he never did so. Because of his 
failure to do so, irrational rhetoric 
from organizations like Black 
Lives Matter have become the 
norm, thus horribly twisting the 
way we should view our past. CR.  
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As we bid the forty-fourth 
president farewell, let’s 

take a trip down memory lane 
and review his most memorable, 
patronizing and untruthful sound 
bites.

1. Fifty-seven states. During 
his 2008 presidential campaign, 
then-Senator Barack Obama 
made a stop in an Oregon town. 
He must have reached the end of 
his rope and deprived himself of 
a ton of sleep because he over-
counted the number of states in 

Make No Mistake...

the Union. “I’ve now been in 
57 states,” said the senator. “I 
think one left to go.” No, the 
candidate was not referring to 
the “57 Islamic states,” but the 
fact that the exhaustion from 
running a campaign had caught 
up with him—before he was 
even nominated—foreshadowed 
his inability to fully commit to 
anything he hoped to represent 
over the past eight years.

2. The apology.  The United 
States has “a very large Christian 

population,” said the President 
during his first visit to Turkey, 
“but we do not consider 
ourselves a Christian nation or 
a Jewish nation or a Muslim 
nation…. We consider ourselves 
a nation of citizens.” Obama was 
right, in a sense, but why did he 
have to say it? In calling us “a 
nation of citizens,” the president 
overlooked the moral foundations 
upon which the United States 
was built. Like it or not, without 
our Judeo-Christian background, 
there would be no America. And 

Obama’s Road of Blunders
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there would be no President 
Obama.

3. The repeated lie. It seemed 
that every chance he had to 
go public, President Obama 
touted the imminent passage 
and enactment of the Affordable 
Care Act as one of the greatest 
pieces of legislation in history. 
If you were a doubter, there was 
no need to worry because “If 
you like your doctor, you will 
be able to keep your doctor. 
Period,” he said on multiple 
occasions. “You’ll be able to 
keep your health care plan. 
Period.” What a lie that turned 
out to be. Obamacare proved to 
have more costs than benefits 
for the average American. Now 
you have to jump through hoops 
to do something as simple as 
visiting the dentist. And ask any 
North Carolinian about their Blue 
Cross/Blue Shield premiums 
under the new system. They’re 
higher. Health care is still 
broken. Period.

4. Putting down a group. Aside 
from the traditional conservatives 
that he bashed on a daily basis, 
Obama once jokingly associated 
his bowling skills with “Special 
Olympics.” Granted, he could 
have said worse, and he was on 
a talk show. But what’s irritating 
about that comment is the fact 
that if, say, George W. Bush or 
Mitt Romney or Donald Trump 
had said such a thing, it would 
have dominated the news cycle 
for a week, and people would 
always have associated that 
Republican with that distasteful 
remark. But Obama is above the 
rules of most political figures. 
He’s “special” like that.

5. Doing fine. Less than two 
years after the greatest stock 
market crash since the Great 
Depression, Obama told the 
press that, since the economy had 
improved, “the private sector is 
doing fine.” This remark showed 
just how out-of-touch this man 
was with the everyday American. 
Here’s the reality: Fewer people 

in 2016 are actively looking for 
work than they were in 2008. The 
economy is doing better than it 
was in 2008 because there was 
nowhere for it to go but up. But 
the fact remains that economic 
growth is basically non-existent. 
So, maybe the private sector is 
doing “fine,” but why not aim to 
make it thrive?

6. “You didn’t build that.” 
This one should have made it 
clear that the Democrats were 
losing their grip on the working 
class—and reality. “If you’ve 
got a business… you didn’t 
build that. Somebody else made 
that happen,” said the arrogant 
president running for a second 
term. He’s right, nobody makes 
it totally alone. But he could 
never recognize that successful 
Americans are exceptional 
people. He doesn’t believe in 
American exceptionalism, and he 
confused the great individualism-
inspired American dream with 
isolationism. To be a successful 
individual is not to be some 
sort of holier-than-thou elitist 
who refuses to acknowledge the 
support and inspiration received 
from friends, family, teachers and 
leaders.

7. Qualified. Yes, at the 
2016 Democratic National 
Convention, the President of the 
United States told the crowd—
and the world—that Hillary 
Clinton was the most qualified 
person to ever run for president. 
Okay, let’s think of a few who 
were more qualified. George 
Washington, who not only made 
tough decisions, but actually 
executed them himself and 
contributed to the victory that 
led to the creation of the greatest 
society on Earth. How about 
Abraham Lincoln, who lived 
the life of a poor Midwestern 
American and worked tirelessly 
and aggressively to win the 
presidency and save the Union. 
Even Jimmy Carter was more 
qualified than Hillary; he 
has actually governed. And 
who is Obama to talk about 

qualifications for office? Take a 
look at 44’s resume. He taught 
constitutional law, became a 
community organizer and served 
in the Senate for less than a full 
term. If we’re setting the bar that 
low, then it sounds like Kanye 
West really is a serious contender 
for the 2020 race.

8. Okey doke. If you ever 
doubted that Obama relied too 
heavily on his teleprompter, 
search no further than his speech 
denouncing Donald Trump last 
summer. Watch the outgoing 
president stumble over his own 
words as he tries to explain how 
the Republican presidential 
nominee does exactly what 
Obama has been doing for the 
past eight years: dividing. Much 
of the former president’s rhetoric 
included an “us and them” tone. 
So just how different are those 
two politicians? The fact that he 
could only call Trump’s rhetoric 
“a bunch of okey doke” shows 
that he really had little to work 
with in regards to a divisive 
attitude.

Thank you, Mr. President, for 
two terms of lies, put-downs and 
“bone-headed moves.” CR.




