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Campus Cools
Down,
Election Heats
Up

Want to be
a published author?
Since 1992, the Carolina Review has published as the lone voice of conservative
and libertarian thought at the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. To no one’s
surprise, as the rest of the publications at UNC have gotten ‘woker,’ more profane, less
trustworthy, and generally more monolithically left-leaning, we have remained the only
voice of reason at UNC.
Our writers emeriti have gone on to work and publish in such prominent organizations as The Washington Examiner, The American Spectator, The Daily Caller,
The Daily Signal, The Dispatch and The Washington Free Beacon. Some have even
published in said organizations while still students at the University. CR alumni have
attended top law schools and worked in some of the most reputable organizations in
America; places like the U.S. House of Representatives, a U.S. District Court, the
North Carolina Supreme Court, the John William Pope Foundation, and the American Enterprise Institute (AEI), to name a few.
The Review is a publication based in the true, old-school intellectual spirit of academia; bucking the orthodoxy with a lively, and often controversial, profession of ideas.
We challenge the ever-tightening norms of campus debates as many seek to silence free
speech by policing ‘problematic’ language and thoughts.
Whether you’re too right-leaning for Trump, a hardcore center-left liberterian, a
monarchist, or just really despise how progressivism and woke culture has tarnished our
country and our campus, we invite you to join our team of free-thinking writers. Our
publication offers a club steeped in enlightenment philosophy, American history, Chapel
Hill lore, and political expertise, all while reaching an audience of over 19,000 undergraduates as our magazines are placed in University Library racks, plus our long-established social media presences and alumni network. We are seeking writers, journalists,
web designers, cartoonists, graphic editors, social media gurus, and aspiring financial
managers. To apply, please email Editor-in-Chief Bryson Piscitelli at
spiscit@live.unc.edu,or carolinareviewonline@gmail.com.
P.S. We take anonymous submissions.
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Dear Readers,
In the month-and-a-half since our last publication, much has transpired. The
most important Presidential election in American history is now only days away, and
the country is on edge. UNC students trudge further into their first almost all-online
semester in the University’s history, and the student body is undeniably showing
signs of fatigue.
But there is good news, as much as the 24-hour news cycle contradicts that.
COVID is better understood and Carolina is leading the way in research. Though
this is somehow already old news, a short time ago President Trump contracted and
rapidly recovered from the virus. Best of all: the Carolina Review continues to grow.
We’ve added four fantastic new writers— Morgan Chapman, Alex Kelly, Adam
Skrzecz, and Maha Butt. Maha is joining us as a dedicated news editor, Adam (who
is a UNC Law student) as a law columnist, and Alex & Morgan as staff writers.
Alex’s inaugural article is featured in this edition, and the other writers’ work will
show up in our upcoming Election Edition and on our website.
In this September-October edition, we have both artistic (courtesy of our
cartoon artist, Nicole Divers) and textual (Alex Kelly’s article Amy Coney Barrett)
discussion of the passing of late Supreme Court Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg and her
replacement nominee. We discuss the Cal Cunningham sexting scandal and Trump’s
personal conduct. Devin Lynch argues for Campus Carry to help stop sexual assault,
and two anonymous submitters consider the state of masculinity and the film Our
Man Flint. Finally, we are proud to present an exclusive interview with NC Supreme
Court Justice Paul Newby, the lone Republican on the Court, as he is running for
Chief Justice. As is our custom, this magazine a bit of a motley collection of the very
best academic and political thoughts UNC’s conservative community has to offer.
As usual, if you’re not a conservative and somehow picked up our magazine,
give us a try. College is supposed to be about considering different worldviews than
one’s own. And to the campus conservative that is pleasantly surprised to find our little flickering right-wing candle in the terrifying monsoon of UNC’s left-wing society,
join us!
Lux Libertas,
Bryson Piscitelli
Editor-in-Chief

Dear Readers
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“RBG’s Dying Wish.” Nicole Divers, 2020.

Cartoon of the Month
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Decency Doesn’t Matter
BRYSON SCOTT
PISCITELLI

Editor-in-Chief
Sophomore
Contemporary European
Studies & PWAD Major
from Raleigh, NC

Cal’s heart was racing. His
fingers trembled in excitement
as he gripped his phone, totally
immersed in the chat. He knew
it would end his career if it ever
got out… but wasn’t that the most
thrilling part?
3:02 PM, a message from
her. “Almost time for my afternoon nap,” he thought, “but I’ve
got time for a little fun before I
have to go home and see my kids.”
When can I see you?
I want to kiss you

Sat 3:02 PM

Good Lord! He almost couldn’t
contain himself. His heart
throbbed. And that she was a
disabled veteran’s wife made it
ten times more exciting… the guy
5

was contemplating killing himself
because his wife was cheating on
him with ‘the politician,’ too, and
that was the real maraschino cherry on top of the adultery sundae.
A little nugget of conscience bit at
him from in the back of his mind,
telling him that it was wrong, but
it was swept up into a current of
lustful, digital intoxication. He
knew he had to think of a reply
that was as ‘historically sexy’ as
his mistress.
Cal racked his brain
through the thesaurus of lexical
knowledge he had picked up in
JAG school. He knew just what to
say, and his fingers flew across the
touchscreen.
And I kiss back
A lot

Sat 3:02 PM

He hit send. “You’ve still got it
Cal!” He said aloud. “That old
Cunning Ham charm!”
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What you’ve just read is a slightly
dramatized, yes, but we know from
Senate-hopeful Cal Cunningham’s
own public admission that all the
information related to the adultery scandal is completely factual.
Not ‘former Senate candidate Cal
Cunningham,’ but still running,
and supposedly still leading in the
polls, candidate for Senate James
Calvin Cunningham III.
How can this be? In most
of American history, an adultery
scandal was enough to take down
even the mightiest political giants,
and an immediate disqualifier for
comparatively puny hopefuls like
Cunningham. Alexander Hamilton,
author of the Federalist Papers,
Revolutionary War hero and father
of the National Treasury, saw
his prospects for the presidency
vanish the moment he admitted to
having a secret affair. Bill Clinton
became only the third President of
the United States to be impeached
after an affair was revealed with
White House staffer Monica Lew-

insky. And who can forget Cal’s
idol, NC Senator John Edwards,
whose 2008 presidential run was
destroyed after he admitted to fathering a child in an affair to escape
his cancer-afflicted wife?
Since the 2010s, but especially since 2015, this rule has
seemingly evaporated. The most
obvious maverick to buck the
requirements of marital fidelity was
Donald Trump, current President of
the United States. Remember that
when Trump’s idol Ronald Reagan was running for President in
1980, it was scandalous that he had
even been divorced! Trump’s three
wives and countless accusers made
that a trifle. In the same trend, 2017
Alabama Senate candidate Roy
Moore only received 1.7% less of
the vote than his opponent, Democrat Doug Jones, even after a series
of sexual accusations led to most
all of the Republican Party withdrawing their support.
The reason is as simple as it
is reflective of our national polarization: for the political world of
2020, decency doesn’t matter.
Consider what would
happen if Joe Biden was caught on
tape molesting a child— most of
UNC’s student body would turn a
blind eye. This is not unbelievable
considering that Biden’s own son
has done worse while under Joe’s
protective wing, yet the student
body (and most of urban America) remains nearly unanimous in
its milquetoast social-democratic
voting habits. The same is true of
Donald Trump; we all remember
how certain tapes about ‘grabbing,’
and a stripper named Stormy,
were ultimately inconsequential in
Trump’s election performance.
In the so-called #MeToo
era, (though we are really in the
#BeKind #WearAMask #BLM era

now), one would expect admitting
to sexual misconduct would be a
swift end to any man’s federal election campaign. Yet if the polls are
right, in a few weeks Mr. Cunningham will be elected as one of North
Carolina’s two U.S. Senators.
I dislike the word ‘polarization’ because it implies that the
electorate is coalescing around two
poles; crowding the bow and the
stern of the same ship that is the
American political spectrum. The
truth is more that the country has
boarded two very different ships—
like the old frigate that is the USS
Constitution versus a free-love
nudist cruise ship perhaps— with
very different courses and even different manifests, different nautical
slang, and different laws of the sea.
This concept is explained
brilliantly in New York Times
columnist Christopher Caldwell’s
new book The Age of Entitlement:
America Since the Sixties, where
he asserts that instead of polarization, America has two segments
of the population adhering to two
different constitutions. The right
generally reveres the actual U.S.
Constitution and is in the same
continuum of aesthetics and historical values originating in the
founding era, while the left follows
a revolutionary set of values, texts
and norms that find basis in the
various progressive social revolutions of the 20th century. Where
the right has the Constitution, the
left has the Civil Rights Act, Voting
Rights Act, Obergefell v. Hodges
and Roe v. Wade. Where we have
the Federealist Papers, they have
The Feminine Mystique.
These two moral structures
(not necessarily the laws themselves) are irreconcilable, particularly because the left ultimately
regards the basis of American soci-

ety and government as illegitimate.
America’s original sin— foundation by slaveowning white patriarchs— can be used to declare void
practically any moral, aesthetic, or
political value originating in the era
before 1963.
Thus the reason for the
modern electorate’s disregard for
infidelity is obvious. The two great
political tribes of America consider
their own success, i.e. their own
power, as more important than the
conduct of their leaders. And because the two tribes have disparate
moral compasses, they regard their
opposite’s victory as a triumph
of infidels. From this we see why
the two sides are more interested
in outpopulating their opponents
(facilitating foreign migration to
urban areas where immigrants vote
overwhelmingly Democratic, or the
‘Conservative Moving Service’ that
hopes to bring Californian refugees to keep Texas red in the face
of Hispanic settlement). In other
words, hoping for bipartisanship
is about as unrealistic as hoping
for the Crusaders and Saracens to
jointly write the laws of Jerusalem.
So what can we expect of
this situation? In the same way
that the Tsarists and the Bolsheviks didn’t exactly sit down and
negotiate a Compromise of 1850,
(their negotiations looked more like
Sharpsburg) I personally believe
this fundamental rift is going to
reach a head at some point, probably after the election on November
3rd. But for the time being, politicians are off their usual leash.

Nervous about the next 100 days!!
Understandable!
Featured Article
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UNC
Needs
Campus Carry
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DEVIN LYNCH

Staff Writer
Junior
Computer Science Major
from Charlotte, NC

In October of 2019, the University
of North Carolina at Chapel Hill
conducted a prevalence survey on
campus sexual harrassment, with
disturbing findings — 50% of
female seniors reported experiencing some form of outright sexual
assault during their time here at
UNC, and 50% of all respondents
of all genders and class years experienced sexual harrassment.
In April of that year, a former student opened fire in a classroom at
UNC Charlotte, killing two people
and injuring six. While the survey
and the shooting are unconnected,
the UNC System’s response to
both was nearly identical. UNC
Charlotte petitioned for a task force
to “study and educate students on
preventing gun violence,” while
Chapel Hill’s student government
created the Red Zone Initiative to
“educate students on affirmative
consent and how not to perpetrate.”
That’s right. UNC’s response to a
tragic shooting and egregious rates
of sexual assault on campus was
to teach students how not to rape
people and how not to shoot up
their school.
These are simply feel-good measures designed to virtue signal and
pretend to reassure students that
they’ll be safe on their campus.
Today, I’d like to propose a much
bolder (and more controversial)
solution: Campus Carry, which
the National Conference of State
Legislatures defines as “allowing
students and faculty members at

public universities to carry firearms
on campus in accordance with their
state’s laws.” First, I’ll explain
how campus carry will prevent
violence, then cite examples from
states with campus carry to demonstrate its effectiveness.
Regarding campus violence, current laws put the most vulnerable
students at risk. UNC’s prevalence
survey found that 20% of female
freshmen reported being the victim of sexual assault involving
physical force. Meanwhile, the
Rape, Abuse, and Incest National
Network reports that 90% of sexual
assaults are committed by men
against women. In these cases,
physical height and weight differences often prevent victims of
assault (physical or sexual) from
defending themselves.
But wouldn’t that power imbalance be substantially reduced if the
would-be victim was packing heat?
There’s an adage that “God created
men and women, but Samuel Colt
made them equal.” Regardless of
gender, you shouldn’t have to be
a bodybuilder to defend yourself.
Unfortunately, current NC law
effectively makes this the case. No
matter how fast police response
times are, they’ll never be instant,
and campus carry will prevent
assaults in the first place instead of
simply prosecuting them after they
happen.
More importantly, the knowledge
that some students are carrying has
a ripple effect on campus. Civilian
firearm owners prevent over 7,000
crimes every day, and most of the
time, the gun is never even fired.
Even a person of malicious intent
will think twice before trying to
harm someone once their victim

pulls out a gun. This effect is amplified by the presence of concealed
firearms. Most states with campus carry allow students to carry
concealed weapons (provided they
have the proper permits) which
makes it nearly impossible to know
who’s carrying and who isn’t. So
while a firearm is only present in
about 18% of college classrooms
in Texas, a would-be shooter is far
less likely to follow through since
they know their victims might
shoot back.
So, this all sounds great, but does
it actually work? Well, the campus
crime rate in Kansas is down 13%
since they passed campus carry,
and Texas, which just introduced
the same law, is in a similar region
of the country and will likely see
similar results. The main challenge
comes in convincing (generally
left-leaning) faculty members.
Several KU professors announced
their departure after campus carry
was enacted, and the measure is
still unpopular among many faculty
members there.
Fortunately, the benefits don’t depend on public support. The fact is
that campus carry protects the most
vulnerable students, and the UNC
system utterly failed to protect its
own students last year. Sure, there
are likely other effective solutions
to campus violence, but so far
nobody has proposed anything
tangible. So until that happens, I’ll
continue to advocate for the rights
of students to defend themselves on
campus.

Featured Article
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Trump Nominates Judge A.C. Barrett.
Character Attacks Follow.
ALEX
KELLY

Staff Writer
Freshman
Philosophy &
Public Policy Major
from King’s Mountain, NC

On November 27th, 2020,
Judge Amy Coney Barrett succeeded the late Ruth Bader Ginsburg as an Associate Justice of the
Supreme Court. From the time
of her nomination by President
Trump to the completely partisan
confirmation vote, however, a
colossal battle raged in the Senate,
all in the midst of this Presidential
Election year.
President Trump and Judge
Amy Coney Barrett took time to
pay homage to Justice Ruth Bader
Ginsburg at Barrett’s first press
conference, with the president saying, “Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg
was a legal giant and a pioneer for
women,” and “her extraordinary
life and legacy will inspire Americans for generations to come”.
Judge Barrett honored the late
Justice in her remarks; “The flag
of the United States is still flying
at half-staff in memory of Justice
Ruth Bader Ginsburg to mark the
end of a great American life. Justice Ginsburg began her career at a
time when women were not welcome in the legal profession, but
she not only broke glass ceilings,
she smashed them”.
Amy Coney Barrett truly is
a remarkable woman with credentials second to none. A graduate
of Rhodes College and the Law
School of Notre Dame, where she
earned a full academic scholarship,
9

served as the executive editor of
the law review, graduated first in
her class, and was honored with
the law schools award for best
record of scholarship. Following
graduation from law school, she
served as a clerk on the Supreme
Court for Justice Antonin Scalia.
To the excitement of many on the
right, Barrett is often viewed as
the heir to the conservative superstar Antonin Scalia, who she has
previously stated to share a similar
interpretation of the Constitution
with, saying “his judicial philosophy is mine, too.” Before nomination to the 7th Circuit United
States Court of Appeals in 2017,
Barrett spent over 15 years as a
professor at the Notre Dame Law
School earning the title distinguished professor of the year three
times. Noah Feldman, Harvard
Law Professor and Democrat Impeachment Witness, captured her
best in an Op-ed for Bloomberg
in which he wrote “Regardless
of what you or I may think of the
circumstances of this nomination,
Barrett is highly qualified to serve
on the Supreme Court. I disagree
with much of her judicial philosophy and expect to disagree with
many, maybe even most of her
future votes and opinions. Yet
despite this disagreement, I know
her to be a brilliant and conscientious lawyer who will analyze and
decide cases in good faith, applying the jurisprudential principles to
which she is committed. Those are
the basic criteria for being a good
justice. Barrett meets and exceeds
them”. Barrett is also awe-inspir-
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ing outside of her profession as a
devoted mother of seven. Among
her seven kids includes two children from Haiti who she graciously opened her home to and a
youngest child with special needs.
She is a devout Roman Catholic
and has affiliation with the religious group People of Praise,
which somehow became a point of
scrutiny during the looming Senate
hearings. Only in our current
political climate could religious
scruples be a source of contempt,
it seems.
Despite the integrity, merit,
and genuineness shown by Barrett,
the ‘woke’ Left wasted no time
before launching character assassinations on the nominee. Among
reasons for the attacks on Barrett
includes her willingness to accept
the nomination under “these” circumstances, her faith, her family,
her relationship with the Vatican,
and her views, which they say are
extreme. Is this not the same Left
that attacked and attempted to cancel leftist JK Rowling for saying
“If sex isn’t real, the lived reality
of women globally is erased”—
essentially saying sex is real and
men who transition to women
cannot menstruate. Really controversial stuff, right?
In a 2017 hearing for the
Catholic nominee Senator Diane
Feinstein launched an ideological
attack on her faith saying, “The
dogma lives loudly in you,” after
learning that Barrett is a faithful
Catholic and that her faith is not
just a ploy to win over a coalition
of voters. Bill Maher, liberal talk

show host, later echoed similar
sentiments when he said “well,
we’ll be saying this name a lot I’m
sure because she’s a f***ing nut...
[she’s] Catholic, really Catholic, I
mean really, really Catholic, like
speaking in tongues. Like she
doesn’t believe in condoms.” They
can’t seem to grasp the idea that
some people believe this whole
Jesus thing. This showing of religious bigotry laid the groundwork
for what we saw run rampant in
the media and across social media
following her nomination.
Ibram Kendi, author and
critical race theory vanguard, took
to Twitter to accuse Barrett of
colonialization. You read that right,
colonialization. Shortly before the
announcement of Trump’s nomination, Ibram Kendi wrote “Some
White colonizers ‘adopted’ Black
children. They ‘civilized’ these
‘savage’ children in the ‘superior’
ways of White people, while using
them as props in their lifelong
pictures of denial, while cutting the
biological parents of these children
out of the picture of humanity”.
This in an attempt to frame Amy
Coney Barrett, who legally adopted
two children from Haiti following a
devastating earthquake, as a white
supremacist who uses her two
black children props for her plot to
propel the white race. I don’t know,
but just maybe race is irrelevant
when it comes to the adoption
and love of another human being.
Historian Ruth Ben-Ghiat later
chimed in on Kendi’s tweet, writing “Trump takes migrant kids
for adoption by Evangelicals”.
Ben-Ghiat unsurprisingly failed
to provide any evidence for this
claim.
Among all the attacks on
her family, one has been particularly repulsive. Journalist Christine

Grimaldi accused Barret of using
her child with Down syndrome to
score political points in a move that
was applauded by many on the Left
throughout social media, saying
“[Amy Coney Barrett] ... using her
child with Down syndrome to score
political points isn’t surprising, but
it’s no less appalling.” This is a
point that would not resonate well
with many voters outside of the hyper partisans. United States mothers abort nearly seventy percent
of pregnancies following a Down
syndrome diagnosis. A woman who
raises and loves her child the same
despite their differences should be
lauded for their character and left
out of the mouth of political hacks
attempting to score points.
Newsweek, The New
Yorker, and Reuters, three journalistic beauties, ran articles falsely
claiming that Amy Coney Barrett’s
Catholicism and affiliation with
People of Praise were the inspiration for The Handmaid’s Tale, a
dystopian novel written for ultra-progressive feminist about the
subjection of women in a totalitarian state. The author of the novel,
Margaret Atwood, later confirmed
the book was not about the group
People of Praise, saying “It wasn’t
them.” I have not read the novel,
but if it’s about an incredibly successful woman who graduated top
of her class in law school, earned
clerkships with the great Justice
Antonin Scalia, become a highlyrespected law professor and judge,
and then packs her seven children
into a minivan to drive them to a
ceremony where she will be nominated to the highest court in the
land, I will definitely be picking it
up next time I pass a Books-A-Million.
Ultimately, the Left’s reaction to Amy Coney Barrett should

remind each of us of the treatments
of many other conservative icons,
including Governor Sarah Palin,
President Ronald Reagan, and
Supreme Court Justice Clarence
Thomas, who dared to serve as fundamental threats to liberal orthodoxy.
		
In the coming week,
we are going to be in the fight of
our lives to preserve conservatism
and the values that hold us together.
This month has been characterized
by tight election races, consequential battles in the Senate, presidential debates, and hyper-partisan
election-year politics. Republicans
in Congress and the White House
find themselves in a situation that
the Republican establishment has
feared for the last thirty years, and
the conservative voters have been
desperate for.
As a final point, I want to
remind the new Justice’s detractors
that Ruth Bader Ginsburg, the legal
giant Barrett is replacing, was a
proud member of the Jewish faith
and publicly stated that her religion guided her as a justice. Why
should we view the faith of Barrett
any differently? Attacking Amy
Coney Barrett on her faith as some
disqualifying factor when nearly seventy percent of Americans
self-identify as Christians seems
counterintuitive. Senate Democrats
were hardly careful in the hearings
and seemed to enjoy alienating
potential voters with their religious intolerance. But who knows,
maybe they were listening to Joe
Biden when he said, “We can only
re-elect Donald Trump.”

Featured Article
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Film Review: Our Man Flint
CHARLIE STUART

1600 – 1649
Political Science Major
from Dunfermline, Scotland

Once in a while, a campy
old flick comes forth that was
never intended to be taken all that
seriously; yet the parallels betwixt
one’s own time and said camp are
too obvious to be ignored. Indeed,
one cannot help but to be amused
by how positively pertinent “Our
Man Flint” is to the condition of
the 21st century. In this thrilling
James Bond parody, James Coburn
takes on the role of Derek Flint, a
secret American agent pulled from
a cozy retirement by Lee J. Cobb’s
Cramden and, tasked with saving
the world from a destructive, albeit
well-meaning, cadre of scientists.
(Sound familiar?) Three distinguished experts, with the aid of legions of henchmen, including Gila
Golan’s femme-fatale-turned-heroine Gila and Edward Mulhare’s
Malcolm Rodney, have discovered
the ability to control the weather,
volcanoes, and other mechanisms
for creating natural disasters. With
this power and a touch of mind
control, they seek to extort world
leaders into swearing off nuclear
technology and most conventional
weapons so that they can create
a utopia for all mankind. Yes, in
their brave new world only two
kinds of people are permitted to
exist: simple pleasure-seekers and
their minders, the heady all-powerful scientist class. Flint, extraordinary as he is, is a man of common
sense and dignity who will have
none of it. With essentially superhuman cognition, extensive experience as a well-traveled gentleman,

a minor collection of gadgetry, and
a disobedient streak, he sashays
his way through his enemies with
the sort of glamor 007 (or is it
0008?) could only dream of. In
humorous fashion, Flint reminds
us that no matter what brilliant
plans our alleged betters have for
us, one should always feel free to
be a classy connoisseur and not a
hyper-rational hedonist. Visually,
this film has the kind of colorful
spectacle you might expect from
any lighthearted 60’s adventure,
and on the technical side it derives
a great deal of splendor by virtue
of being one of the last films shot
in CinemaScope. The soundtrack,
like the film itself, is a great deal
of fun. Though the script is not
exactly of Shakespearian quality,
Coburn and the supporting cast
play well enough on-screen to
overcome some of the cheesier
lines, and most of the time they
seem to be enjoying themselves.
Every moment has something
amusing to offer, and it shifts
between the oeuvre of espionage
film, action, and absurdity with
ease. This movie seems to operate
off the Mencken-adjacent principle
that moviegoers know what they
want and deserve to get it good
and hard. In “Our Man Flint,” you
won’t find a cleverly crafted Hercule Poirot mystery, nor will you
find a slapstick farce. Instead, the
viewer is entreated to a heavy and
fulfilling dose of the 60’s spy craze
that’s pure fun all the way.
(4 scones out of 5)
Similar Recommendations: “In
Like Flint” (1967, the even-campier sequel, especially recommended
to feminists), “Casino Royale”
(1967, Bond spoof loosely based

on the first Bond book, tons of fun
and a truly great soundtrack), “The
Silencers” (1966, this and the three
succeeding Matt Helm spy spoofs
starring Dean Martin are pure
delight)
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The State of Masculinity
HERMANN
THE CHERUSCAN
18 BC – 21 AD
PWAD &
Roman History Major
from Magna Germania

It is tempting to begin with
the lofty claim that masculinity is
in its dying throes, both in civilized society and particularly on
college campuses. Contrast the
archetypal man of 1945 with the
man of today, and it doesn’t take
expertise in critical gender theory
to notice an all-round degeneration of the masculine; venture
even further back in time, and the
differences are only amplified. Our
founding fathers were willing to
contend death for their honor (see:
Hamilton, Burr), while the average 21st century collegiate male’s
most daunting adventures include
late-night runs to McDonalds and
Waffle House among less-thancouth townies. But does this mean
that masculinity is dead or dying?
Far from it.
I may have already alienated certain readers by referring to
masculinity as something real and
definable, as something more than
a social construct rooted in oppression. Although I will make this
concession only once, I admit that
masculinity is a social construct, as
is every generalized term we use to
describe the human psyche. As an
archetype, masculinity is neither
inherently virtuous, nor universally
attributable to men. Yet, much to
the chagrin of those who consider
the human mind a tabula rasa, this
does not change the reality that
men and women are as different
as the sun and the moon; both may
be spheres, both may rise and set,
13

illuminate the sky with varying
intensity, and even merge during
the sporadic eclipse, but no less
are they distinct solar bodies.
I define masculinity as the
natural inclinations of the male
as distinguished from the natural
inclinations of the female. While I
consider literature and introspection to be far more useful in studying human behavior, I present a
formula for the more scientifically
minded: masculine traits are those
which are more common in men
than women beyond the margin of
error, which would still manifest
(even if less markedly so) without
variance in nurture.
To pinpoint such masculine
traits is perhaps a greater challenge, but here I resort to a heuristic, courtesy of Harvard Professor
Harvey Mansfield: “Manliness
seeks and welcomes drama and
prefers times of war, conflict, and
risk. Manliness brings change or
restores order at moments when
routine is not enough, when the
plan fails, when the whole idea of
rational control by modern science
develops leaks. Manliness is the
next-to-last resort, before resignation and prayer.” In Manliness,
Mansfield distinguishes manliness
from masculinity as a higher form
of masculine tendencies, although
not necessarily virtuous.
Returning from the necessary digression into masculinity
itself, let us examine the state of
masculinity among the denizens of
Chapel Hill. It doesn’t take much
to discern that the men here are
softer and weaker, both physically and mentally, than likely ever
before: to be in good shape is no
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longer the norm, and thanks to
grade inflation (the average GPA
has increased from a 2.49 in 1967
to a 3.21 in 2008), standards of
excellence are lower than ever.
At UNC, women are in leadership
positions far more than men, not
necessarily because they are more
talented, but because so many men
have lost their lust for tangible
achievement and power. Instead, a
large number of UNC men fall into
one of two categories: the socially
inept worker bees (largely STEM
majors), who work feverishly for
the sake of “succeeding” without
a metaphysical understanding
of why they seek success, and
the thrill-seeking partiers who
seize every opportunity to drown
thoughts of the long-term in booze
and sex. Among the latter, academics are relegated to a necessary
evil to precede celebration, and
success is measured through social
aptitude, sexual conquest, and in
the absence of those, victories in
Fortnite and Call of Duty Warzone.
Even more concerning is the
emergence of a new class of nerd,
a man who enjoys all the pastimes
of the archetypal nerd, but fails to
exhibit any academic superiority
to his peers. Instead of focusing on
academics to the exclusion of socializing, this type of man finishes
his work only to free time where
he can live vicariously through
video games, anime, Reddit…
Ironically, the type of man most
sorely wanting on the streets of
Chapel Hill is precisely the type
of man a liberal arts institution is
meant to mold: a man well-versed
in history and literature not to
check off a list of prerequisites, but

to acquire the tools for social poise;
a man who learns philosophy not
to dismantle every allegedly problematic aspect of his society, but to
provide a philosophical underpinning for his mission; a man whose
intelligence contributes to his masculinity, not detracts from it.
These ideals apply similarly to
women, but women are already
better at achieving a balance of
social and intellectual aptitude—
while my male friends play Call
of Duty, my female friends watch
Love Island; these pastimes may
be equally intellectually vapid, but
the latter is certainly more conducive to social awareness. Women
also tend to value their looks more
than men, all of which leads to the
current dating scene—the average
woman rightfully unwilling to
compromise for the average man
while complaining of the lack of
dateable men, and the average man
lamenting his luck with women.
Simply, the average woman at
UNC is superior to the average
man, both academically and socially.
But why is this the case?
The answer lies in the perversion
of masculinity, or more specifically
the manifestation of masculinity
in a 21st century environment.
Among other things, men are more
prone to risky behavior, competitiveness, apathy, and extremeness.
Let us examine how each of these
contributes to the decline of men
on college campuses.
Heavy drinking is risky
behavior, and both men and women
have done stupid things under the
influence. But men are more likely
to be alcoholics, more likely to
drive drunk, more likely to drink
on a Wednesday night. Whereas
fraternities were once fashioned
to promote the status of their men,

many are now glorified drinking
clubs—sorority houses, on the
other hand, are still technically dry.
This is not to say sorority women
don’t drink copiously, because they
obviously do, but fraternity men
do it far more often. Needless to
say, this degrades academic performance and contributes to their
ever-growing beer bellies.
With increased competitiveness, one would expect better
performance in the classroom.
But for better or worse, at least at
UNC, the academic culture is more
cooperative than it is competitive.
Moreover, overvaluing academics
is considered uncool, and discussions outside the classroom rarely
revolve around academic performance, at least in more masculine
circles. Bragging about the victories of sports teams (another form
of vicarious fulfillment), video
games, and if done subtly, sexual
conquests, is acceptable. Bragging
about an A on a paper? For many
men, out of the question. And even
with worse grades, men find it
easier to apathetic, be that during
classroom discussions or on homework assignments.
On top of that, men are less
likely to conform, and more likely
to live extremely. It is predominantly men who partake in extreme sports, spend every idle hour
playing video games, and shoot
up schools because they couldn’t
get laid. It is also predominantly
men who are workaholics, but this
comprises a minuscule portion of
men, and is still a less-than-ideal
manifestation of masculinity.
Add on top of this the
suppression of masculine virtue,
and we are left with the current
predicament. Academic Terry
Kupers describes toxic masculinity
as including aspects of “hegemon-

ic masculinity” that are socially
destructive, “such as… greed, and
violent domination.” Reduced
only a slight degree in severity,
Kupers’s grievances with masculinity amount to a Nietzchean will
to power. Even if some men do
not possess these instincts, others
do—and it is their suppression that
results in the current disgraceful
manifestation of masculinity.
Men are in shambles precisely because masculinity is
far from dead (for, I argue, it is
intrinsic). Men are forced to exercise their masculinity vicariously
through video games, football
Sundays, etc., or behind closed
doors. And closed doors can lead
to uncontrollable consequences,
arguably contributing to the prevalence of sexual assault on college
campuses.
The solution to this is far
from simple. But I implore readers,
especially men, if nothing else,
to undergo some introspection.
Don’t be more of a man because
your father or I told you so, but
consider yourself from the third
person. Would you respect the man
you are? Do you have successes in
which you can take enduring pride?
Are you content with the shape of
your body? Can you express yourself clearly, if not with eloquence?
Why would the person you desire
want you back? If you are not
content with the answer to these
questions, stop trying to experience
fulfillment through drugs, booze,
and technology, and impose your
masculinity on the world unapologetically.
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A Carolina Review Exclusive Interview with

Paul M. Newby
Associate Justice, NC Supreme Court

Candidate for Chief Justice

On October 24th 2020, Carolina Review Editor-in-Chief Bryson

Piscitelli was honored to receive an exclusive interview with Paul
Newby, an Associate Justice of the North Carolina Supreme Court
running for Chief Justice. Newby is the lone Republican on the
Court. On November 3rd 2020, Newby will face Democrat Chief
Justice Cheri Beasley.
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PISCITELLI: What is at stake
with this election?
NEWBY: Judicial philosophies
matter. Currently I’m the only justice on the Court with the judicial
philosophy of being a Constitutional conservative. A Constitutionalist believes our State and
national Constitutions should be

applied as intended by the drafters.
Conservative simply means that
I believe in judicial self-restraint.
Courts ought not to be making policy; that’s the General Assembly’s
job. I think courts simply apply the
law as intended. After all, the law
is for everybody, not just judges
and lawyers.
The court is 1-6; I’m the only
Republican with six Democrats.
It could be 0-7. Having different
perspectives leads to a greater
development of whatever ideas
are being discussed. People that
understand separation of powers
and believe that the judicial branch
is there to decide cases, and not
to enact policies, deserve to have
their viewpoint represented.
PISCITELLI: If elected Chief
Justice of the NC Supreme
Court, what will be the top
priority of your tenure?
NEWBY: Article I, Section 18 of
the North Carolina Constitution
says clearly that the courts are to
be open and justice is to be done
without favor, denial, or delay.
Right now justice is being delayed;
justice delayed is justice denied.
We have to empower all the local
stakeholders in the judicial branch
across North Carolina to get the
court system to operate fully.
I support equal justice for all. In
my sixteen years on the Court I
have fairly, consistently, and predictably applied the Law. The law
needs to be predictable for lawyers
to do their jobs.
PISCITELLI: How do you give
back to the community of
North Carolina as a public
servant, or in your private
life?
NEWBY: I take very seriously
my role of being a mentor. I was

the Scoutmaster of Boy Scout
Troop 11 and still volunteer with
Scouting. I mentor young lawyers
through my internship program
and by teaching at Campbell
Law. I provide civic education to schools and community
groups, often telling the story of
my leading the undercover sting
operation in 2003 which recovered
NC’s original copy of the Bill of
Rights—stolen in 1865 by a Union
soldier. It is vital for older lawyers
to invest in the generations of new
lawyers. We must leave our justice
system better than we found it.
PISCITELLI: What would you
say to a young first-time voter, who doesn’t really know a
lot about the judicial system,
doesn’t really know who you
are, and is trying to fill out
that ballot and determine
how they’re going to vote for
the justices?
NEWBY: The question I have
for those voters is: what do you
expect from a judge? If you expect a judge to simply follow the
law as its written, and allow the
legislative branch to do its job,
the executive branch to do its job;
if you want a judge to stay in the
judicial lane and simply, fairly,
impartially decide the cases that
come before them, then I’ve got a
16-year record of doing that.
Think about a 0-7 court with
only one judicial philosophy. It is
important to have some balance of
judicial philosophies. That balance
is very important for the Court
to accurately and fairly consider
issues that come before it.
Newby is running for Chief
Justice of the NC Supreme
Court against incumbent
Democrat Cheri Beasley.
Exclusive Interview: Justice Paul Newby
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Interview

BRYSON S PISCITELLI: Justice Newby, please introduce
yourself. Who are you and
why are you running to be
Chief Justice of the North
Carolina Supreme Court?
PAUL M NEWBY: I’m the Senior
Associate Justice of the NC Supreme Court, being the longest
serving member. I was first elected
in 2004. I’m the only current Justice to have been elected twice by
the People.
I’m the first lawyer in my family. In fact I met my first lawyer
through my scout troop when I
was on the path to getting my
Eagle Scout. I went to UNC law
school, where I met my wonderful
wife. In 1985 I was asked to be an
Assistant U.S. Attorney during the
Reagan Administration.
I’ve been a lawyer for 40 years,
and taught at Campbell Law
School since 2008. I’m the only
Justice to have five years experience as a transactional attorney
representing small businesses and
buyers and sellers of homes, and
then for 20 years to be a litigator
doing both civil and criminal. I’m
co-author of the only book on the
NC Constitution. I’ve received the
N.C. Bar Association Constitutional Rights Award and the Citizen
Lawyer Award. I’m running for
Chief Justice to use my more than
40 years of experience in the justice system to fulfill the promise of
equal justice for all.
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Mission
Statement
Carolina Review stands as a journal to champion Enlightenment
thinking the ideals in which our University and our Republic
have long stood to represent.
We strive to be the most visible and consistent voice of conservative and libertarian thought in publication at the University of
North Carolina at Chapel Hill.
Our purpose is to promote a political philosophy of free thought
and individual liberty as an intelligent way of viewing the world.
We believe one’s time at university should be comprised of rational and informed discussion and debate. We believe a code of
honor, integrity, and rationality is fundamental to individual success.
We oppose an environment in which ideological dogma, political
correctness, or tribalism interfere with academic pursuits.
We unequivocally oppose totalitarianism and its apologists.
Lux Libertas

