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Reflections of a Soon to Be
Graduate
Will Rierson

T

he other day I spoke
with a person who said
that I was brainwashed
because I attended a liberal
school. When I replied that I
had actually served as chairman of the College Republicans at UNC and that couldn’t
be further from the truth,
I was told that I must have
been brainwashed unknowingly. I think that person had
a legitimate political concern,
but was severely misguided.
As I approach the end of my
undergraduate career, I have
taken time to reflect on the
choices I made in college.
One thing I am proud of is
that I wasn’t afraid to stand
up for what I believed, and I
hope that every student can
say the same.
Being an open conservative
on a liberal college campus
is not easy. It can certainly
narrow your choice of friends
and make it difficult to get
through classes. I still think
though, that plenty of people will respect you if your
views are well-informed and
you treat others with respect.
Through my political science
and public relations classes,
I have made a host of friends
who understand I have strong
political opinions. So do they,
often of the liberal persuasion, but they respect me just
the same.

be a scary task. As a college
student, you typically want to
go along to get along and not
stick out from the crowd in
a way that could be deemed
awkward or embarrassing.
But sometimes sticking out
for a cause can be very important.

even greater emphasis on my
schoolwork, and engage those
who disagreed with me in an
intelligent and respectful
manner. There are numerous
reasons for those rules, but
they include the fact that I
went to college to earn a degree and get a job. Activism is
an important part of citizenI have handed out fliers for ship, but unrestrained politi“controversial”
speakers, cal behavior can easily doom
participated in a congressio- a young person before they
nal campaign announcement start their career.
photoshoot, and sat at a table festooned with Republi- Grassroots political involvecan Party memorabilia in the ment can be time-consummiddle of my busy campus. I ing and uncomfortable, but
probably looked a little weird it plays an important role
while doing those activities, in a democracy. College is a
but my friends and I were great time in a person’s life to
able to add to our universi- learn and debate new ideas,
ty’s marketplace of ideas and and support causes one beshow that it was safe for con- lieves in, which makes it a
servative college students to great season for activism. I
express themselves.
am proud of the time I spent
forwarding the conservative
It was not a rare occurrence movement at UNC, and hope
for me to disagree with a that more students will fight
prevailing liberal opinion in for whatever they believe in
classroom discussions and as well.
then have students come up
to me after class and say that
they thought the same as me
and were happy that I spoke.
Nor was it uncommon to help
host an event and find that
hundreds of students were
interested in learning about
conservatism because they
never heard about it from
their professors.

Two rules that I always kept
Speaking up in class or when working as an activstanding in a courtyard can ist in college were to put an
3
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The Libertarianism of J. Cole
Alec Dent

T

he internet is abuzz
with talk of the unexpectedly
anti-liberal
and even at times conservative messages from rappers as
of late. It started two month s
agowith Cardi B’s Instagram
rant on the misuse of her tax
dollars, in which she called
for “receipts” to see how her
money is being spent. Then
just last month, Kanye sent
out a spate of right to altright leaning tweets. Naturally, this didn’t go over well
and Kanye was put through
the online equivalent of a
tar and feath-ering. But it
doesn’t end there. Seemingly in response to the Kanye
controversy—the Kanyetroversy?—, Chance the Rapper
tweeted “Black people don’t
have to be democrats,” and
the Twitter conversation/debate/hatefest continued, with
tweeters now also extending
their hate or praise to Chance.
But while all of this has been
playing out over social media,
another prominent rapper
has slipped under the radar
with some right-wingery of
his own: J. Cole.
Cole released a new album on
April 20th—gee, I wonder why
he chose that specific date?—
called KOD, short for Kids on
Drugs, King Overdosed, and
Kill Our Demons. To be honest, I haven’t listened to most
of it. I’ve maintained a mild
interest in his career because
we happened to grow up in
the same area of North Carolina, but his work has never
really been my cup of tea. But
I happened to hear one of his
songs, “Brackets,” as I was

riding in a friend’s car the day
it came out, and between the
N-words and F-bombs and
other assorted not-so-niceties that comprise a sizable
portion of the lyrics—one of
the least execrative parts of
the song is a sample from a
Richard Pyror stand-up routine, which given Pryor’s penchant for profanity should
really tell you something—, I
noticed something rather unexpected. “Brackets” is pretty
conservative.
In the song, Cole expresses
frustration with how much
he’s paying in taxes, but what
little impact his tax dollars
seem to have, especially in
helping lower class AfricanAmericans. The reason, he
seems to believe, is that where
his money goes and what it’s
spent on is decided by people
who are too far away from
suffering
communities—
“wack congressman I’ve never
seen”— to truly understand
the problems they’re facing.
Maybe the word “federalism”
was left out because it didn’t
fit the rhyme scheme he was
going for, but that does seem
to be the logi-cal endpoint of
what Cole is articulating, that
issues are best dealt with at
the most local level possible,
by community members who
have a strong understanding
of them rather than by a distant D.C. bureaucrat trying
to come up with a one-sizefits-all solution.

ey goes and suggests, “Let me
pick the things I’m funding
from an app on my screen.”
That line could have been
ripped straight from a Cato
Journal article, and, in fact,
the idea he’s expressing was
written about by the executive vice president of the Cato
Institute in an article for The
Washington Post. The concept
is called tax choice, and it’s…
well interesting. Under this
plan, taxpayers still pay the
same amount of money, but
they have control over which
programs it goes to fund. All
of that sounds very appealing
to the free market conservative in me, though I have reservations about whether it
can withstand the selfish nature of humanity. But, hey,
I’m not going to fault a rap
song for not getting too in the
weeds on tax policy, I’m just
excited to see it being talked
about in such an unusual forum.

I’m still not a fan of J. Cole.
His music is pretty crass, as
the rap genre in general tends
to be. But then again, William F. Buckley contributed
to Playboy every once and
awhile—quipping it was the
fastest way to communicate
with his teenage son. Unsavory vehicles can sometimes
be used to promote conservative messages. We don’t have
to embrace the vehicles, and
shouldn’t, but it’s certainly
encouraging to see conservatism make its way into a new
But Cole doesn’t stop there. part of our culture.
He goes full libertarian, and
questions why he doesn’t
have a say in where his mon4

The Importance of
Local Elections
Recognizing officials, whether president or mayor

Alexis Berg

B

ad people are elected by
good people who don’t
vote… or don’t vote wisely. Democracies worldwide
are facing the rising problem
of an under-voting populace.
To fight back against this crisis, here in North Carolina
precinct polls are open for
early voting for roughly two
weeks prior to Election Day,
during both primary and general election seasons, in order
to allow people ample time to
perform their civic duty of
voting. This has helped bring
more people out to vote, but
it has done nothing to remedy
the issue of voters’ lack of civic awareness. Even those who
do head to the polls are not always adequate voters because
they are uneducated concerning their local political leaders. In North Carolina, the
straight ticket vote was recently abrogated, in part, to
discourage voters from disregarding local elections. Vot-

day, the local politician is just
as, if not more, imperative to
American democracy.
Local officials are, in general,
self-reliant and sedulous residents monetarily supporting
their own campaigns. They
are their own activists and
campaigners, as parties do
not ordinarily promote local
races. Rather, the local politician typically runs in a primary against their own party
members before supporting
themselves in the general
election. While voters rarely
notice the lengths to which
their local officials go, they
do encounter the effects of
their local official’s choices
and should, therefore, spend
the same amount of time considering their local, state,
and national officials. For
three notable reasons, local
officials should be perceived
as the important lawmakers
they are.

official” is a broad term describing numerous positions
including those of judges,
school board, county commissioners, mayors, and sheriffs.
These officials initiate local
taxes, interpret and enforce
the rule of law, administer
school codes, employ and
supervise
superintendents
and principals, manage law
enforcement, affect safety,
and influence multiple other components of daily life.
When enrolling children
in school, who holds their
teachers and administrators
accountable? When a breakin occurs, who pursues the
culprits? When a criminal is
apprehended, who presides
over the case? When a local
crisis ensues, who works tirelessly to evaluate the issues?
Local politicians and office
holders are constantly ensuring the safety and function of
our communities so that state
and national officials have a

“No matter where in the United States you may find yourself, the
everyday impact of local officials encompasses your town and county.”
ers bear preconceived notions
that national and state offices
are more prominent because
they appear to hold more influence, but at the end of the
5
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No matter where in the United States you may find yourself, the everyday impact of
local officials encompasses
your town and county. “Local

country to oversee.
At the state and federal level,
politicians manage various
issues and rely on their par-

“Ultimately, we can all be better voters by choosing to be educated
about our officials.”
ties to help maintain support
in the local constituencies.
These politicians fully recognize the necessity of holding close relations with local
officials and are frequently
heavily linked to local politicians. In return for endorsements and campaigning, local
officials maintain friendships
and connections in higherup offices which could one
day benefit them in swaying
public policy at the state or
national level. Voters must
realize the influence these local officials have with representatives. Dissatisfied voters
should speak to local officials
to gain knowledge and understanding and to voice their
concerns regarding state and
federal officials. Local politicians are in themselves agents
of the people undertaking the
representation and instruction of the community.
However, local officials are
equally as imperfect as any
other politician and must
be policed by their constituents. Regardless of the office,
fraudulent politicians should
never be in power. Local
sheriffs are responsible for
the safety of the community
via their deputy sheriffs, and
it is up to them to be tough on
crime. The sheriff establishes
the tone of his department,
the men and women sworn to
protect us. Should a sheriff
not perform their duties, it is
the obligation of the people
to elect a new sheriff. Every
office must be equally monitored by voters, as the laws
and funding choices these officials decide impact the community and its future. From
judges to mayors to clerks of
court, officials can be bought;
therefore, it is the obligation

of voters to know their local officials and recognize
how policies are affecting the
community.
Once voters realize the imperative roles local officials
play in the development of
policies, local safety, and daily life, it is yet another step
to become educated about
these people. Although media watch dogs are not necessarily present at a local level,
it is relatively easy to become
more locally aware. A manageable way to meet candidates and understand their
positions is to attend open
forums and listen to contenders explain their views and
ideas for their desired office.
A reputable candidate will
additionally attend every possible local event, whether a
parade, a church dinner, or
a cultural festival, to inform
voters. Less active or motivated candidates could signal
less desirable contenders for
public office. Another way
to learn about local officials
is to research them via news
articles and social media accounts. Records of policies,
court decisions, crime rates,
and other public materials
reflect on an incumbent’s
achievements. For all candidates, the events and posts a
politician promotes, as well
as their relevance and sincerity, advises voters about the
candidate’s true positions.
The social profile of a candidate sheds light on the issues
considered important by the
candidate as well as their political views.

before you cast your ballot.
Polling sites always have dozens of campaigners lined up
with stacks of cards and flyers ready to bombard voters.
These poll workers are often
accompanied by the candidates themselves, and are
perhaps even local officials
themselves helping out a contender. They have taken off a
day of work or school to hand
out cards to reluctant constituents, but they are working
the polls because they want
voters to be educated about
their candidates. Be willing
to listen to their short blurbs
before consider everything
you know and have been
told. Read the brochures and
handouts. After recognizing
your preferred candidates,
you can effectively vote at all
levels.
Ultimately, we can all be better voters by choosing to be
educated about our officials.
Local politics matter. Locally elected officials shape our
communities and influence
the policies of our state and
federal officials. They are our
friends, neighbors, and coworkers determined to make
a difference, and as American
citizens, we are duty bound
to remain knowledgeable and
committed to electing candidates for the betterment of
our communities. At the local
level the preservation of our
freedoms and our democracy
begins.

Beyond researching or attending candidates’ events,
the easiest way to understand
a local candidate comes right
6

You Can Thank
Progressives for Rape Culture
Nicole Divers

M

ake American Great
Again. This is a phrase
that elicits feelings
of both hatred and hope depending on who it is said to.
While it is open for interpretation as to what era and
aspect of society it may refer
to, for many Americans it implies a return to a time where
our culture was rooted in a

inists, we live in a society in
which misogyny is so deeply
ingrained that it conditions
young men to rape. But, for
starters, the rape culture that
these feminists are describing
does not exist in the United
States. No one is raising their
kids to believe that rape is
okay, films do not glamorize
it, and nowhere in the Unit-

ups. They push these progressive, new wave ideals and
then question why rape is still
occurring.
Their solution to the problem? Superficial campaigns
like the Me Too movement.
At its heart, Me Too has a respectable goal—to fight back
against rape and support its

“No one is raising their kids to believe that rape is okay, films do not
glamorize it, and nowhere in the United States is it considered acceptable to
rape someone.”
set of values that seem to be
lacking today. A time where
a traditional family structure
was seen as being integral to
a child’s upbringing. Where
people were encouraged to
act morally and modestly.
And where young boys were
raised to be chivalrous men.
Today’s modern society hardly embraces these principles.
Modesty is being overridden
by modern fashion trends,
well-founded
relationships
have been replaced by hookup
culture, and if a man opens a
door for a woman he is reinforcing patriarchal oppression. In a culture that embraces such customs, is it any
wonder that rape is a prevailing issue? The irony of it all is
that the same group of people
who are advocating for the
rejection of traditional values are the ones complaining
about “rape culture.”

ed States is it considered acceptable to rape someone. I
challenge you to find anyone
who actually identifies as being pro-rape. You’d be hard
pressed to do so because we,
as a society, condemn rape.
And yet many progressives
still claim that we live in in a
rape culture.

They are right, in part. There
does exist a rape culture in
America, however it is not
the rape culture that they
describe. Modern feminists
blame toxic masculinity and
its supposed grip on society
for sexual assault and harassment, but never stop to consider their own contribution
to the crisis. They encourage
women to dress immodestly
for the sake of “female empowerment” yet when men
approach them, they are outraged at being objectified.
They are advocates for casual
sex but are the first ones to
According to progressive fem- cry rape after drunken hook7
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victims. The problem is that it
has been taken over by elites
in Hollywood, a cesspool for
the very principles that make
movements like Me Too necessary. These are a group of
people who have the world
at their fingertips. They are
well connected, wealthy, and
have the ability to influence
hundreds of thousands, even
millions of people. So what
do they choose do with this
power? They make a stand
by wearing black dresses
and then expect to be heralded as great humanitarians.
They get up on stage and talk
about toxic rape culture but
do nothing to actually fight
back against it and, if anything, contribute to it.
It would be one thing if rape
were a new or underrepresented issue. But it isn’t.
Rape has been occurring in
the United States for years. It
is illegal and there have been
great efforts made, especially

on college campuses, to prevent it. It is however, a very
high-profile issue and therefore appealing to elites. Because the general population
agrees that rape is bad, there
is no risk for celebrities to
show support for movements
against it, in fact, doing so
will almost guarantee their
popularity among fans will
increase. People will point
to them as shining examples
of Good Samaritans for doing the absolute minimum. If
Hollywood elites, some of the
richest people in the United
States, actually wanted to
make a difference they would
perhaps donate their time
or money to help victims of
rape cope with the trauma
they have been through. Or
they would use their influence to promote values and
practices that are opposed to
rape, like modesty and forming real relationships instead
of just hooking up. But they
don’t, because such actions
are not as celebrated as wearing black in support of a superficial movement.
The rape culture that exists
in the United States is not a
result of patriarchal oppression or the glamorization of
sexual violence but rather of
the rejection of traditional
morals and values. To all the
progressive feminists and
Hollywood elites I say this: if
you really want to fight back
against rape stop blaming the
issue on the rest of society
and instead reflect on your
own actions. If you want to
prevent rape we need to instill the right ideals in young
men and women. We need to
stop movements like Free the
Nipple that are antithetical
movements like Me Too. We
need to return to traditional
customs of chivalry and civility. We need to Make America
Great Again.

The Enemy
Within
Putin Seeks to Accelerate American Divisions

William Marshall

A

nger and vitriol are
omnipresent in today’s
America. Political affiliation, race, gender, and
sexual orientation are mere
fragments to a much larger
issue masked by these labels.
Americans are increasingly
angry in nature. Sure, there
are many causes for the growing discords, but it is how we
respond to these causes that
restricts us from properly
solving the issues that mar
America’s greatness. According to Mark Twain, “Anger
is an acid that can do more
harm to the vessel in which it
is stored than to anything on
which it is poured.” Much like
contempt for the bully in the
school yard, societal anger
emboldens America’s adversaries. It is this inner weakness that has allowed Vladimir Putin’s Russia to make us
question our own democratic
process.
Ever since the tempest of the
Mueller investigation struck
Washington, both sides’ ideological fringe continues to
fling partisan attacks about
who is responsible for Russia’s interference in the 2016
election. The main talking
point of the Democrats is that
Trump colluded with Russia
to tip the scales in his favor
and defeat the indispensable
candidate, Hillary Clinton.
On the Republican side, the

long-held contempt for the
Obama administration continues to spawn allegations
of a larger conspiracy that
Mueller’s special counsel is
running a witch hunt planned
by the Clinton machine to
impeach a constitutionally
elected president.
As far as evidence uncovered
by the probe goes, there has
been nothing that points toward collusion in the Trump
camp. Rather, all evidence
points to Russian hackers
and media magnates trying to
spread misinformation to rile
up the extremist partisans
of both parties. The House
Select Committee on Intelligence recently declared that
their probe uncovered no collusion between Russia and the
Trump campaign. Yet, members of both political parties
continue to push competing
narratives lacking substance
and accuracy.
America will never know precisely how many votes Russian interference cost Hillary
Clinton’s presidential bid in
2016, even though exorbitant
estimates are continuously
proclaimed by Clinton, her
supporters, and campaign
staffers—whatever comforts
them, I guess. There is nothing constructive debating
about what could or should
have been. It is commonplace
8

that candidates and their
supporters should have the
greater interests of the nation
in mind and leave election results where they belong: in
the past. In any case, societal
anger is a much larger issue
that Americans are ignoring
in its entirety.
It is not hard to see what Putin’s aims really were for interfering in our election. He
intended to exploit our divisions in such a way to tear
apart the cultural fabric that
holds this great nation together. It doesn’t take a massive cooperative of Russian
hackers and operatives to discover the long held divisions
tearing apart American culture—they have been brewing
for several decades and there
seems to be no end in sight.
Nor is it hard for Russians
to manipulate the issues that
are easiest in triggering the
desired response from everyday Americans. In late September 2017, CNN reported
that a social media campaign
calling itself “Blacktivist”—
whose intent was to amplify
racial tensions during the
2016 election—was linked to
the Russian government. Just
as racial and ethnic tensions
plagued the former Soviet
Union, these same issues are
the easiest exploits to force us
into destructive factions.
After his 2016 meddling, Putin received a major return
investment on accelerating
anger and divisive factions
in America. Partisan bickering aside, spreading anger
is the ultimate goal of Putin
and our other adversaries
that are intent on sabotaging
our democratic process. How
do we stop them from being
victorious in their aims? One
major step is to get behind
our leaders, for we should assume, unless otherwise noted with evidence, that they
have the best interests of the
9
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American people in mind.
Enough with these outlandish claims that George W.
Bush lied to invade Iraq for
oil, that Barack Obama was
secretly a Kenyan hellbent
on destroying America from
within, or that Donald Trump
is a puppet of Vladimir Putin.
Such conspiracies, whether
Democratic or Republican,
are a key contribution to the
anger-driven
polarization
that inhibits our ability to
properly govern and address
the most pressing issues of
our time.
If we, the American people,
are to outlast and overcome
these threats, we must come
together for something larger
than ourselves, our identities, and our political affiliations. Something for which
our forefathers and so many
before us have found worthy
of giving their final measure
of devotion. Something that
we strive for in our aims toward progress and a greater
tomorrow… a unified nation
governed by the right to life,
liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness.

Four Years as
a Carolina
Conservative
Chris Antonello

I

t’s true what they say.
Your four years in college
are the fastest ever. It feels
as though just a few weeks
ago I was aimlessly walking
through the Pit, a wide-eyed
but timid freshman, suddenly discovering that College Republicans were active
and engaged at UNC. Becoming a CR led me to Carolina
Review, where I found that I
could use a platform to share
my opinions with our readers.
More valuable than my opinions, I think, has been my ad-

vice. I’m big on sharing my
experiences and subsequent
revelations on how the world
around me works. I’d like to
sum up my experiences into
three major takeaways.
1.

You’re not alone.

No college freshman arrives
on campus feeling at home.
They have new roommates,
classmates, professors, lunch
ladies, teammates, and more
to familiarize themselves
with. Some find their niche
by joining a Greek organization, an activist group, a
club or intramural sports, or
some combination of groups.
It’s easier for some than for
others. If you’re a vocal prochoice, anti-gun, anti-Silent
Sam chartreuse-haired activist, you’ll probably find your
friends on every corner of
campus. But if you’re a conservative/libertarian, it might
not be as easy. There’s no
doubt that the conservative
movement is alive on campus.
The problem is that conservatives generally restrain themselves from viciously growling
their beliefs any time they
come into contact with someone who disagrees with them.
The best chance to find fellow
conservatives on campus is to
speak up. When you have the
opportunity to engage in a
civil debate, or when you get
to share your own opinion
in class, or even when you’re
having a casual conversation
with friends at lunchtime,
speak. You’ll probably find
someone who agrees with you
and, more importantly, wants
their voice heard, as well.
2.
What you say—and
how you say it—matters.
“I never thought of it that
way before.” If I had a nickel every time I heard this.
Therein lies the real issue
with contemporary political

discourse; very few on the left
have actually heard the arguments of those from the right.
It was this exact point that
Dennis Prager made at the
Civitas Institute’s Conservative Leadership Conference.
The most common response
of a liberal after watching a
PragerU video is that they
had never heard from that
perspective before. We’re in
college to do the same thing
for our peers that the guest
lecturers of PragerU do for
millions of Americans every
day: present facts. You might
take it as common knowledge that top climatologists
around the world denounce
the hysteria surrounding the
science of climate change,
but many people our age simply did not know that. Present facts in order to start a
real discussion.
I say this hoping that you will
create an atmosphere for civil discourse. Do not engage
in name-calling, shouting or
ignorant one-liners. Understand where your peers are
coming from, and from there
you can present your position
in a respectful manner.
3.

Listen.

The worst trap to fall into as
a free political thinker is to
dismiss others as ignorant or
a lost cause. That’s what leftists do. Remember that just
because a leftist says something doesn’t mean it’s incorrect, and the same goes for
anyone on the right. When
you open your mind to, at
the very least, understand
why someone might come to
the conclusions they arrive
at, you’ll start to understand
how to articulate your arguments in a more compelling
way. And you’ll figure out
that almost all of us want the
same thing: The best for our
nation, our community, and
ourselves.

Form an Opinon
Skylar Teague

I

n our highly polarized society, it is surprising to me
how many people—both
students and professors—will
say, “I don’t have an opinion”
when asked about a subject
that comes up in the news,
in the classroom, or on social
media. I have often wondered,
is that because they truly do
not have an opinion? Or is
it because of another reason? It’s hard to imagine that
people don’t have an opinion
when they are bombarded by
sources of information in the
form of the internet, television, and social media every
single day. The “echo chambers” many people spend
most of their time in surely
provides them with enough
information to form an opinion. We need more discourse
not less. So what are some
reasons they say this?
One reason is that they may
see themselves as being in the
minority on the issue, and are
afraid to express their view
knowing that it is unpopular.
Being one of a relatively small
number of people who sees
things a certain way requires
a level of courage that many
people do not have. Another
possibility is that people are
afraid of being proven wrong.
Fearing to look weak or unintelligent, they choose instead
to keep their mouths shut and
their heads down. A third,
but often overlooked reason,
is that many conflicts are societally divided into only two
sides with each side’s arguments being neatly defined
in black and white terms. If a
person’s opinion does not en-

tirely align with either of the
two sides specifically, they can
often feel that they shouldn’t
voice an opinion—especially
if their opinion conflicts with
other opinions their “group”
has. For example, someone
might be in favor of strong
immigration reform but not
in favor of building a border
wall. So, whose side are they
on? While each of these reactions are valid, they shouldn’t
act as barriers towards engaging in political discourse.
Each of the previously cited
reasons was related to a person who had an opinion but
then did not share it due to
the circumstances surrounding them. It is possible that
some people truly do not feel
that they have an opinion developed because they do not
know every facet of the topic.
Clearly, many people do not
want to take a strong stand
without first having all the
facts necessary to make an
informed decision. But I want
to suggest that this shouldn’t
stop people from sharing
their thoughts on a topic.
Even if you truly haven’t
made up your mind on something, you can and should
share your beliefs and experiences that will impact your
opinion. For example, if the
question is, “Should small
businesses be exempted from
many of the environmental
rules that larger companies
must follow?” You might say
to someone, “I’m not sure of
my opinion yet, but I am very
much in favor of doing whatever it takes to help small
businesses to succeed because
10

Political
Correctness is
Hindering Our
Democracy

my parents owned a small
business for 30 years that put
food on our table and paid for
me to go to school.” No one
can argue with your experience since it’s 100% true, and
it explains why you view situations as you do. It makes for
better conversation when you
understand where someone is
coming from. It’s much more
powerful to share your own
perspective that your opinion
is/will be based off of rather
than it being “just because
Colbert/Rush Limbaugh/etc.
said it.”
When it comes to opinions, it
is important not only to have
one but also to share it. It is
true that sharing an opinion
can open you up to ridicule
or cause you to find out that
your reasoning isn’t sound.
But this shouldn’t stop you
from having a conversation,
from educating others on
what you believe and learning from those who disagree
with you. These do not have
to be formalized arguments,
but simply a sense of what the
topic means to you based on
your philosophies, core beliefs, and ideologies. I am not
suggesting that you should
not try to learn all of the
facts involved and weigh the
pros and cons as you develop
your opinion, but rather you
should not be afraid to share
your thoughts, even while
still developing an opinion.
It is crucial that we share
opinions about the world
around us. If we fail to do so,
we restrict our ability to help
make change in a world that
is in great need of it. No matter where we fall on the political or societal spectrum,
it is our duty to share our
opinions; the nation’s future
could depend on it.

11 CAROLINA REVIEW • MAY 2018

Jesse Oliver

P

olitical correctness has
been a weapon used
mainly by the left to
stifle free speech and enforce
the silencing of ideas one may
find “offensive”. This despite
the Constitution and that silly
thing it promises called free
speech. Political correctness
is a tool used to rid America
of one of the most important
necessary of our democracy
and ensure that only one side
is heard. The side that somehow has moral authority over
what everyone in this country
can or cannot say. Political
correctness’ main victim in
my opinion has been colleges
across America.
I’ve already discussed in a
previous article how often
conservative speakers are ostracized on college campuses.
That article, titled “Speech
for all, except some” focused
on political correctness being
used to drive speakers who
don’t have a hateful bone in
their body off of college campuses because the morally
superior college kids on the
left whined enough for the
schools to eventually just cancel many planned events and
speeches hosted by conservatives. But it isn’t just college campuses where political

correctness and the thought
police have shut down many
people’s right to free speech.
Political correctness has, unfortunately, also permeated
many sectors of America outside of college campuses.
The first question anyone
who believes in the right
to free speech probably
asks these politically correct thought police is “what
gives you the right to determine what is and isn’t okay to

say?” Why do people believe
they have the right to determine what is “offensive?” We
are all free and equal beings
in a society, why would you
want to take that away from
anyone? The times in history
where one side of a political
spectrum has been shut down
are the times when inequality and hate were most rampant in society. This results
not only in the death of ideas,
but in many cases throughout history, the deaths of individuals in order to create
a society that only accepts a
certain strain of thought with
absolutely no room for debate. These are not the values

America and many countries
fought against for centuries.
Everyone’s opinions should
matter and they should all
hold an equal amount of
weight based on you being a
human being, not on whether you were born this way or
that or because you belong
to whatever group. To take
away certain groups’ rights
in order to make the world
equal is a contradiction in
itself.
Treating
everyone
as equal is how we achieve
equality in the world. It really isn’t that complicated. A
company shouldn’t be forced
to be unequal in their hiring
techniques as a way to somehow make their company
more equal. Any sports team
wouldn’t be successful if they
had to have a certain amount
of each social group on their
team. Businesses work the
same way. This not only takes
away from certain peoples
hard work throughout their
lives, but also leaves people
wondering whether they got a
job because they deserved it,
or because an employer had
to hire someone of their race
or sexual orientation because
of a quota.

cause they are placed low on
a made up rankings list based
on how oppressed they were
or were not in the past. How
about moving on from the past
and focusing on everyone being equal now? There’s never
an excuse for using anything
other than merit to determine if someone is fit or unfit for something in life. Not
doing so only creates a never
ending cycle of anger coming
from one marginalized group
directed toward whatever
group is being shown preferential treatment. Let’s realize
that we are all people and that
we should focus on equality
in ideas, speech, and life. If
you don’t like something, use
an argument to shut it down,
not a made up list on who is
or isn’t allowed to have free
speech based on what political group they identify with.

Political correctness will always result in a certain group
of people being ostracized be-

America was founded on and
it’s this intolerance of intellectual debate that removes
your rights, little by little,
and if history is an example,
could take many lives as well.
The plague of political correctness doesn’t just stop at
speech in America. Political correctness impacts people’s careers, as well as their
lives by giving them a moral
ranking based on traits they
were born with… something
12

It’s Time to Defund
Higher Ed
Zach Kosnitzky

A

s midterm elections approach in North Carolina, debates surrounding various public education
issues will heat up. Democrats
will push for price-control of
textbooks, more funding for
diversity programs, and a return to the “preponderance
of evidence” standard for sexual misconduct cases. Republicans, it seems, will be on the
defense. I do not expect them
to push for reforms of their
own but to blockade attempts
by the left and preserve the
status quo. But, no Republican politician has publicly
considered making drastic
changes to the funding of
our public educational system. I propose a radical new
platform for NC Republicans:
defund all NC educational institutions by half. They have
abandoned the ideals of the
Academy itself and no longer
serve the people of our state.
UNC has a culture zealously
devoted to leftist orthodoxy.
The bias among faculty is astounding. Alec Dent, class of
2019, agrees. In collaboration
with The College Fix, Dent
compared the party affiliation of all UNC faculty using
the State Board of Election’s
online voter registration database. He found that Democratic professors outnumber
their Republican counterparts by a nearly 12:1 ratio.
Seventeen entire undergraduate departments did not
employ a single registered
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Republican in 2016. Those
departments are: “AfricanAmerican Studies, American
Studies, Anthropology, Art,
Asian Studies, Biology, Classics, Communications, English, Environmental Science,
Genetics, Geology, History,
Linguistics, Marine Sciences,
Public Policy, and Women’s
Studies” (Dent). Unfortunately, this trend is not abnormal. Certain departments
are extremely skewed toward
the left. These are generally
the “soft sciences” and various Ethnic/Women’s Studies
departments. Voter registration research over the last
two decades have uncovered
the extent of the rot. In Sociology departments across
California, Democratic faculty outnumbered Republican
faculty by a ratio of roughly
44:1 (Cardiff & Klein).
This ideological homogeneity
should concern you regardless of whether you’re a Republican or a Democrat. It
should be easy to agree that
the purpose of a public education system should be to
educate our people and create a more enlightened citizenry. Diversity of thought is
the backbone of any intellectually honest academic pursuit. It’s how we, as academics, come closer to the truth.
In order to avoid a strawman
attack on leftist principles
here, it should suffice to say
that zealous orthodoxy cannot be the path to truth and

reason. We must encourage heterodoxy in order to
educate people. The modern
Academy is painfully lacking
in this respect.
In the tradition of their forefathers of the sixties, leftist
academics encourage students to engage in activism
and resistance to the status
quo. I implore you to read
through papers published by
tenure-track professors in
Ethnic/ Women’s Studies departments. You will find that
many fully endorse revolutionary principles. They seek
to “dismantle” the status quo
which they describe as “patriarchy” or “whiteness.”
Some faculty physically demonstrate their commitment
to violent extremism. Asian
Studies professor Dwayne
Dixon was apparently arrested last summer for two
misdemeanors during his
involvement at a protest in
Durham: “having a weapon
at a public assembly or rally”
and “going armed to the terror of people.” The Herald Sun
quoted Major Paul Martin of
the Durham County Police
Department as saying that
Dixon had brought multiple
magazines of ammunition.
Dixon was also present and
armed with a semiautomatic
rifle at the protest in Charlottesville and is a member of
the Antifa branch, Redneck
Revolt, which describes itself
as an “anti-racist, anti-fascist

community defense firearms
[project].”
The Campus Y is the most
egregious example of revolutionary leftist philosophy
as it has extended to the student body. Part of their mission statement is a resolution
to “commit to honest, communicative, horizontal, and
inclusive relationships.” The
word “horizontal” here is the
most important. A “horizontal” relationship is one that
is non-hierarchical. The use
of this word is important because it is consistent with the
idea that society is an oppressive and unjust hierarchy.
Straight, white men sit at the
top and seek to protect their
position. It is the responsibility of the “underprivileged”
classes to form a coalition in
revolution against the status
quo. This revolutionary egalitarianism reeks of Marx and
students of history will tell
you where that philosophy
has led humanity over the
past 118 years: to the death of
almost 100 million people.
Revolutionary ideologues and
the academics who support
them plague our universities. They are not useful to
the state. If funding for these
institutions were reduced by
half, it would force schools to
only retain what they believe
to be the most important
departments for educating
North Carolinians. A massive
pay cut may invoke a return to
standard principles of intellectual honesty for academics. It might allow students to
actually try to sort themselves
out before they are encouraged to criticized the world.
What we are sponsoring right
now is beyond education. It is
indoctrination. It is revolution.

Carolina Review
Class of 2018

Will Rierson

Chris Antonello

Paige Roberts

Matt McCullers

Good luck grads, and thanks
for everything you’ve done
for the Review!
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