CAROLINA REVIEW · August 2022 1

August 2022 | carolinareviewonline.org | Vol. XXIX · No. I

The FRESHMAN
Guide to UNC:
CLASS OF 2026
Edition
Greek Life Map | Campus
Organizations | CR Commentary |
Social Media | Campus Life

2

CAROLINA REVIEW · August 2022

Carolina Review is the journal of
conservative and libertarian thought
published at the University of North
Carolina. Since 1993, we have been the
only published voice of conservatism on
campus. Each article expresses the view
of the author, not the publication or staff
as a whole.
EDITOR-IN-CHIEF
Nathan Gibson (‘23)
EDITORIAL BOARD
Elliot Gualano (‘24), Mng. Editor & Treasurer
Erik Hanson (‘25), Editor Emeritus
Russell Warren (‘24), Opinion Editor
Victor Foster (‘24), Web Editor
LAW
Weston Barker (UNC Law ‘24)
Alexander Dowdy (UNC Law ‘23)
SPORTS
Tupshin Zhu (’24)
STAFF WRITERS
Ian Dollar (‘23), Justin Evangelisto (‘23),
Krista Lang (‘25), Grant Lefelar (‘24),
Kristen Snyder (’24)
PHOTOGRAPHY
Tany Pacchioni (‘25)
EDITORS EMERITI
Charlton Allen, Founder
Nathan Byerly, Bill Heeden III, Scott
Rubush, James Baley, Steve Russell, Matt
Rubush, Deb McCown, Adam Herring, Fitz
E. Barringer, Brian Sopp, Taylor Stanford,
Ashley Wall, Bryan Weynand, Nash Keune,
Zach Dexter, Anthony Dent, Alex Macey,
Chase McDonough, Kelsey Rupp, David
Ortiz, Frank Pray, Alec Dent,
Jesse B. Oliver, Bryson Piscitelli, Erik
Hanson
ONLINE
carolinareviewonline.org
AFFILIATE
The Carolina Review is a member of the
Collegiate Network, an affiliate
organization of the Intercollegiate Studies
Institute.
LEGAL
Carolina Review is a recognized student
group at the University of North Carolina
at Chapel Hill. This issue was paid for, at
least in part, by student activity fees. All
inquiries, letters, and donations should
be mailed to 282 Frank Porter Graham
Student Union, UNC-CH Campus Box
5210, Chapel Hill North Carolina 275995210. Please email
carolinareviewonline@gmail.com for more
information.
Copyright 2022 Carolina Review. All
rights reserved. Printed in La Courneuve,
France.

Want to discover archived and
exclusive content? Find us online
at: carolinareviewonline.org

Nathan Gibson

Conservatives on Campus

Editor-in-Chief
Senior
Political Science & Government
Southbury, CT

Dear Reader,
Hi there! Welcome to the
first edition of Carolina Review
for the 2022-2023 school year and
welcome, Class of 2026. Carolina
Review is excited to continue
our mission of representing the
conservative and libertarian
community at UNC. We strive
to produce nuanced discourse
on campus with opinions
which are outnumbered and
underrepresented by the general
student body. Particularly for
freshmen who may not align
perfectly with the liberal majority,
it can be daunting to speak your
mind authentically. Nonetheless,
we have a responsibility to
encourage a free and open
exchange of ideas with our fellow
students, no matter what.
Released in May of this
year, a study by UNC professors
provides some insight into the
status of free expression on
campus. While there’s both good
and unfortunate news, our mission
remains the same—understanding
the obstacles which we face
informs us how to best address
them.
We’ll start with the
unfortunate (albeit predictable)
news, then outline what we
can do. First and foremost,
it is evident that UNC-CH
conservative students (and all
schools surveyed for that matter)
do face unique pressures and
challenges. Despite being a state
with a near even political divide,
self-identified liberals outnumber
self-identified conservatives on
campus almost 4 to 1; moderates
and “undefined” students also
account for 24% of the university.
No big surprise there. Rather
than fearing this imbalance,
we must view this as a crucial
opportunity and understand it as
an exciting opportunity. The fact
that we comprise the minority of
students affirms the fact that it
is of paramount importance we
make our voices heard. Higher
education should aim for balanced
discourse, and we must play our
role in ensuring such.
Conservative students selfcensor more, however. Seventyfour percent of conservative
students at UNC-CH worry
about the opinions of fellow
students when speaking, and 41%
report self-censoring more than
once– over 4 times the number
of liberal students who have
repeatedly self-censored. The
study notes that conservatives
are more concerned about free
expression at UNC as compared
to other schools. This is not
likely coincidental. Institutions
with high political asymmetry
in which “liberal students most
substantially outnumber selfdescribed conservatives” yield

similar findings.
Despite what some may
rebut, extremist or bigoted ideas
are not the cause self-censorship
and fear of student backlash. In
fact, the study found “no evidence
that the views students hold back
run afoul of university policies.”
There was very little evidence
that the self-censored opinions
of conservative and moderate are
“bigoted or discriminatory.” In
reality, these underrepresented
viewpoints “have the potential to
contribute to a vigorous classroom
discussion.” Ultimately, students
do not self-censor because
they hold bigoted or widely
objectionable views.
Do not be dissuaded by lies
that your mainstream conservative
opinions are inherently bigotred
and intolerable, for it is often a
vocal minority of closed-minded
students who will try to convince
you so. Do not be bullied into
silence. A general trepidation
accompanies conservative students
in particular during political
discussions– recognizing this
as statistically true allows us to
realize the importance of defying
our fears. If not, won’t the state
of campus affairs worsen? If you
won’t speak up, who will?
The leading concern of
self-censoring students is a fear
of student backlash. Students
fear being ostracized from the
community for holding an opinion
deemed unsavory. Naturally, the
most politically active students
tend to be the perpetrators of
this toxic culture; the study also
found that “the most engaged
students tend to be those who
are less open-minded, less adept
at perspective taking,” and
“more likely to harbor negative
stereotypes.” While these students
may be the ones who initially
respond to your viewpoints, they
do not represent all who listen to
them. Do not let a disgruntled
and politically radical minority
deter you from contributing to our
campus. Campus needs you!
Although it may initially
appear to be a bleak landscape
of self-censorship and skewed
proportions, it was also found that
“students’ appetite for constructive
political discussion is strong.”
Indeed, the previous study
conducted in 2019 also found that
all students “sought exposure to
a wider range of views.” Despite
what the most vocal (and often,
the least open-minded) students
have to say, there is an appetite for
polite and constructive discourse.
There is only one way
to break the status quo of
disproportionate self-censorship
and help nurture this appetite.
Although there are vocal students
who will disavow those who
support mainstream and moderate

Bell Tower. Photography by Tany Pacchioni, Carolina Review.
conservative, this is not the
entirety of campus. In fact, most
students want more nuance in
campus discourse. As a minority
of students, we must step up and
unabashedly speak our mind.
Interacting with the substantial
number of UNC students who
want free and open discourse is
an important goal. College is
a place for rigorous debate and
thorough examination of beliefs.
All sides must be active in this
process, even if comparatively
underrepresented.
Ultimately, reforming
campus discourse and promoting
greater acceptance of varied
viewpoints is not, nor will be, an
organic process. We must actively
take measures to construct the
community we wish to see. With
the findings of the study and some
extrapolation, here are the key
conclusions I contend we should
draw.
Though outnumbered,
those with opinions which differ
from the status quo at UNC must
share their viewpoints. Precisely
because conservatives are
outnumbered it is of paramount
importance that we share our
opinions. Other students should
be exposed to views different
from their own, and you should
have to grapple with their views
as well. Perhaps the most
crucial component of ideological
development and maturation is
critical examination. A rigorous
examination of one’s ideas
unequivocally necessary—after
all, this is the purpose of college.
If you never share your opinions,
this great opportunity to grow is
forgone and you will resign to
your stunted and underdeveloped
ideological frameworks. Speaking
up not only will benefit campus
culture writ large, but benefit
yourself as well.
When sharing these
viewpoints, we must not be
dissuaded by the most vocal
students—unfortunately, they’re
often the least open-minded.

While you may feel as though the
response to your ideas is harsh,
overly critical, and sometimes
just downright mean, this reaction
does not represent the campus writ
large. After all, this study found
that clear majorities of students
see “too few opportunities for
constructive engagement.” The
ones who will berate you for
disagreeing with their orthodoxy
are unlikely to be the same
ones who want constructive
engagement. Do not cow-tow to
those who aim to stifle dissent, for
then the students who genuinely
want to engage will never have the
opportunity.
We have a duty to give
underrepresented ideologies at
UNC the best face possible. It
may not be easy to rise above
slander and insults, but we must
treat our fellow students with
respect, even when disrespected.
Who would we be to call for
toleration if we cannot exhibit
it in all circumstances? Anger
towards outgroups does not build
constructive dialogue—it starts
wars. Offering the understanding
and kindness to others which we
ask for must remain a constant.
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Why Andrew Tate is an Obstruction
in the Conservative Movement
Zora Andrews
Staff Writer
Sophomore
Political Science
Pittsboro, NC

If you’ve spent more than five
minutes on Tik Tok over this past summer,
you’ve most definitely heard or seen the
words of the newfound internet sensation
Andrew Tate. Emory Andrew Tate III has
acquired an online presence over the past
several months through his controversial
videos that have gone viral and sparked
widespread conversation surrounding
masculinity. He is especially well-known
among America’s youth population. There
was a noticeable spike in Tate’s popularity
after he was included as a guest on the
popular podcast and YouTube web show
series known as BFFs starring Dave
Portnoy (founder and CEO of Barstool
Sports) and Josh Richards (a popular Tik
Tok influencer).
So, how did Tate come to have
an online presence in the first place? Tate
is a former British-American kickboxer
and later participated in the television
reality show Big Brother for a brief
period in 2017. Tate began to gain an
online following by making controversial
comments on Twitter surrounding Harvey
Weinstein’s sexual abuse allegations. He
was subsequently banned from the social
media app. As a result, Tate enlists other
content creators to talk with him and post
content, also utilizing fans and burner
accounts to post videos on his behalf.
My purpose in speaking about
Andrew Tate comes from a place of
concern. Let me be clear; I am a strong
proponent of free speech. This is why I
choose to associate myself with libertarian
philosophies and right-leaning thinkers in
the first place. Andrew Tate is welcome
to continue to share his personal opinion
so long as it is not directly slanderous
or threatening in nature. However, just
because someone has the right to speak
doesn’t mean they should be listened to.
He may spew his nonsensical
viewpoints as much as he pleases.
However, I encourage the readers of the
Carolina Review to tread lightly, to take
his more rational views with a grain of
salt, and to understand that his extreme
views are not beneficial to the growth of
the conservative movement. In fact, they

lead the wider public to believe that the
right in general is an army of Andrew Tate
like-minded voters.
The conservative movement
should be inclusive to all types of people.
To destigmatize our ideology, we must
evolve away from the truthful aspects
of the stereotypes placed upon us by the
acceptance of this unfettered misogyny
by some in our movement. While

“Andrew Tate is a clear

example of a performative,
ultra-controversial and
narcissistic public figure
who must be condemned
by conservatives if they
hope to have any chance of
gaining validity within the
socio-political discourse.
some conservative figures are unjustly
associated with this discourse, others
have earned it. Andrew Tate is a clear
example of a performative and narcissistic
public figure who must be condemned
by conservatives if they hope to have
any chance of gaining validity within
the socio-political discourse. There is no
reason to associate ourselves with these
sorts of popular figures if they do not
actually help to further the goals of the
party.
I would like to note that the
purpose of this article is not simply
to hop on the Andrew Tate hate-train.
If you spend a significant amount of
time watching his content, you will
undoubtedly hear something you may
agree with. When speaking on his idea
of freedom, Tate noted, “What they do
first is they restrict your speech, because
if they restrict your speech then they can
start to restrict your thoughts. If you’re
not allowed to ever say it, then you’re
probably not going to think it so often.” In

Andrew Tate. Source: MediaReferee
recent years, free speech advocates have
steadily highlighted instances of speech
restriction occurring in the wider online
community such as unreasonable social
media bans and “anti-misinformation”
campaigns. I would like to note that the
Review is not in favor of limiting free
speech.
On a related note, I am personally a
huge fan of comedy and satirical political
commentary. I often find myself getting a
good laugh out of Andrew Tate’s videos
and interviews. Unfortunately, I do not
believe that Tate’s intention is to be funny,
but rather for his content to be taken
seriously. Tate has made statements such
as, “I don’t believe in depression. Don’t
message me about depression because
I don’t believe in it,” and “here’s a test:
when you meet a b*tch for the first time,
say, ‘what are you doing next week?’
Correct answer: ‘oh nothing, just home…
’—Attractive. That’s what I want to hear.
You ain’t been nowhere. You don’t go
nowhere. Just home.” He further explains
his idea of an “incorrect” answer: “‘What
are you doing next week?’ ‘…we’re going

to this party’; if she starts giving you
this busy schedule - Hoe. Slut. Shut up.”
Comments like these are unquestionably
misogynistic and indicative of Tate’s
mindset writ large.
Tate was once asked by a female
interviewer, “What would you do if I
wanted to start an OnlyFans?” Tate’s
response: “I don’t think there’s anything
intrinsically wrong with women doing
OnlyFans as long as I had influence and
control over it.” Interviewer: “What do
you mean? Doing a bit of photography
to get the angles, yeah?” Tate: “No no,
I’m not doing any real work, just taking
all the money.” Now, the traditional
and, in my opinion, rational viewpoint
on this hypothetical would be that any
woman (or man) in a loyal, monogamous,
healthy, relationship would choose not to
sell pornographic content on OnlyFans
simply out of respect for his or her partner.
Statements like these indicate that Tate is
not a true advocate of modesty or tradition,
but rather control.

Interested in working for Carolina Review? Join UNC’s
only conservative and libertarian publication as a staff writer,
cartoonist, reporter, photographer, or copy editor. Email
carolinareviewoline@gmail.com for info. We are in high demand
for newspaper layout editors! To become a layout editor,
knowledge of Adobe InDesign is preferred.
est. 1993
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Misconceptions
about Greek Life
Frats are Racist, Sexist, and
Homophobic.
There are students who speak more callously than others, and indeed, you are more likely to find such people among irreverent fraternity
men than at a Campus Y event. So if the prospect of hearing an insensitive joke concerns you, a fraternity house may not be the place for you. But
even this is not universally true; each fraternity has its own subculture, and for some, this includes political correctness.
Beyond the occasional offhanded remark in private, most fraternities at UNC are actively trying to combat stereotypes of bigotry. Minority
status never detracts from your chances of receiving a bid, and can even help in certain cases. UNC requires students in Greek Life to undergo
additional training modules, and the Interfraternity Council, which is self-governed by fraternity members, also invites speakers on sensitive topics.
And despite the popular stereotype of the rampantly misogynistic frat bro whose top priority is getting laid at all costs, attitudes towards women are
as diverse as in the general student body.

Going Greek Means Paying
for Friends.
For how inaccurate this statement is, it is truly baffling how many times I’ve heard it repeated. Yes, it costs a considerable sum to be in a
fraternity or sorority. No, you are not paying to have friends. Let’s investigate where greek dues actually go. Dues (not including housing) generally
range from the mid-1000s to 4000+ dollars per semester. This may seem like a lot, but Greek Life can actually save you money depending on the
organization you join. For example, dues at my fraternity were close to $2100 last semester. This included a 10-meal per week meal plan. Over
an 18-week semester, this comes out to about 180 meals. Compare this to the Block 160 meal plan, which costs $1936, and being in a fraternity
is practically free. Fraternity and sorority housing also tends to be much cheaper than dorms or swanky downtown apartments, though living
arrangements (especially in sororities) can be notoriously crowded.
But regardless of cost, the idea that Greek life is paying for friends is fundamentally incorrect. In principle, dues are merely a formalized
version of a group of friends chipping in toward a common purpose, and that is to benefit your friends collectively.

The Greek System Encourages
Sexual Assault.
This is a delicate subject that deserves frank discussion. We have all heard the horrific stories of sexual assault experienced in Chapel Hill, a
depressing reality of any college town in this country. If there ever was a time when Greek Life actively facilitated this disgusting practice, though,
those days ended long before we arrived at UNC.
Greek Life organizations deplore sexual assault as a behavior completely unacceptable for their members, and expel those caught engaged in
nonconsensual sex at risk of losing University affiliation or national charters. The reason for expulsion is twofold: for one, because most fraternity
brothers are decent people who find rape repugnant and would be sickened by continuing brotherhood with a rapist, but also because fraternities
have a vested interest in counterracting sexual assault to preserve their reputation and charters. Sororities will not associate with fraternities that
harbor known rapists.  
There are bad men who enjoy the power trip they derive from non-consensual sexual advances—but these men must lurk in the shadows of
fraternity parties just as they must lurk in the shadows of society at large.

All Fraternities Haze.
UNC fraternities fall into two groups: those that haze, and those that don’t. The ones that do haze generally shy away from alcohol and
physical abuse, opting more towards psychological harassment. The ones that don’t haze often still haze under the widest definition of hazing (also
the one adopted by most national organizations), which is requiring any activity not required of full members. This usually includes setting up for
events, cleaning, and demonstrating basic knowledge of fraternity history. Some fraternities don’t even require the above. While you should not
expect complete transparency during rush, the right questions should allow you to gauge the category into which a fraternity falls. During my rush,
I remember a sophomore telling me something along the lines of, “last year was hell and I’m so glad it’s over, but it was totally worth it.” This means
a fraternity hazes. If someone tells you “You’ll have to do things, but we don’t really haze,” the fraternity probably falls in the second category. With
all that’s befallen the UNC Greek community of late (drug ring, Covid busts, anti-hazing crusades etc.), you can probably expect even less hazing in
coming years.

Joining a Top-Tier Fraternity/
Sorority Guarantees Popularity.
This one is for the incoming freshmen who think their entire worth will be determined by who extends them a bid in the first three weeks of
school. There are certain advantages to being in a higher-tier fraternity: better houses, more alumni support, more mixers with “better” sororities,
and higher social status in some circles.
However, by the time you’re twenty-one (or begin illicitly frequenting the Chapel Hill bar scene), you probably aren’t going to care what
fraternity you’re in, or what fraternity anyone else is in. But what if you can’t go to bars? In the old days, your Fraternity or Sorority might have
determined your access to companionship with the other sex. But with the advent of Tinder, Bumble and Hinge, there is really no limit to whom
you can meet. The fact is if you are decently attractive and sociable, you’ll do fine regardless of your letters, and if you are lacking in both of these
qualities (one is usually enough), not even an accidental bid from your favorite fraternity or sorority will avail you. Popularity really only boils down
to your ability to strengthen the impression that you give off to people, and while Greek Life helps refine those skills and boost your confidence down
the line, don’t trust that to carry you solely based off the letters outside of your house.
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Tips for surviving
Carolina
Get Out of Your Dorm
Room. Seriously.
Many of us did not have the luxury of being able to get out and socialize with our peers due to COVID (I myself spent the better part of a year
trudging through Zoom classes), but you as freshmen have an enormous opportunity on your hands to connect with people at such a crucial time in
your college experience. Do not waste away your time studying for hours on end and then clocking out to do nothing else with your time outside of
class. Join clubs, get involved, go to parties, and do literally anything else you can to make your dorm room pretty much just a place where you sleep
when you are not inviting people over.
You are ultimately at college to obtain your degree, but the other half is making vital connections that will do you massive favors for your
confidence, social life, and professional success. For employers, it’s frankly a major red flag if you have academic prowess with a high GPA but no
development outside of your studies. So, get out and enjoy the things outside of your dorm, because that is the real college experience.

Get Involved and Meet LikeMinded People
So you have a problem connecting with your suitemates? It’s a tale as old as time - many of us can recount at least one person in our suite
who would never step foot out of their dorm room save for food or a shower, and they got left behind. The very simple solution to this is to join clubs
and find your people with a baseline common interest. Athletics are a great place to start, but basically any interest group is always a good idea if
you’re passionate about the cause. There is no silver bullet solution, but there’s a little bit of everything for everyone.
For conservative groups on campus, look into College Republicans, Young Americans for Liberty, and Students for Life, to name a few. If you
feel disconnected from your classes and your professors already because of the politics casually injected into many of your classes, then this is a good
sign that you should get plugged in as soon as possible. This idea, however, expands far beyond political groups, and you should make every effort to
join something that aligns with your passions, because a proper work-social balance is precisely how you will survive at Carolina.

Party Hard, but Keep Your
Head Level
Generally, nearly half of all college students engage in binge drinking on a regular basis, and if you’re in Greek Life, that number goes much
higher. Case and point, the freedom that you receive by being on your own in college provokes a desire to express your independence. As a general
rule, if you know that you can’t control yourself with drinking and stay on top of your obligations to school or to work, it’s better to avoid it entirely.
College promotes risky behavior of all kinds, as this is the first time for many students where they have lived on their own for any period of time
longer than a summer camp. Needless to say, it can be quite easy to let yourself go.
All of that said, much of college social life during weekends revolves mostly on party life, and it’s probably inevitable that you are going to be
invited out. It’s a crucial part of getting to know people, and if you do it responsibly, it will all go well for you. FOMO absolutely exists, but part of
college is knowing your limits with time commitments and work, so be sure to prioritize and you’ll thank your self later on.

Actively Develop Your
Future Career
If there is one piece of advice worth imparting onto anyone who is looking to go into Kenan-Flagler or Hussman, be sure to join clubs directly
related to your major. That can be a professional fraternity, a finance club, a publication (many of our writers have gone on to be very successful
students at Hussman), or anything that relates to what you seek to do after you graduate. It’s common sense, really, but often times it is overlooked
during many freshmen that are seeking to acclimate to campus life, and that professional development can often take a backseat.
Whatever you need to do, make that a stark priority for yourself, because not only can you have something to show over two or four years
that indicates sustained interest to employers, but you will make invaluable connections with people that are similar in your interests and will almost
assuredly boost your GPA. After all, in many cases you are taking many of the same classes as the people that you interact with, and, if allowed by
your professor, will be a very reliable source of collaboration and assistance that other people frankly would not have.

Never Lose Sight of What
You Are Here For
Through all of this, remember that you are predominately at college for your degree. UNC, however, is special in that we churn out
remarkably strong graduates that go on to enjoy massive success in their professional careers, and half of the battle of college that all of these people
recognized is fostering and growing your connections to land you a strong entry-level job when you graduate or continue on to graduate studies.
Many industries, academia especially, are like guilds; if you are wanted anywhere, they will move mountains to make sure that you are taken in to
their firm or institution. Otherwise, you will definitely be stuck sending in hundreds of job applications hoping that one sticks.
If you are intentional with your studies and with what you want to do, even if you change your major late into your sophomore year, that will
not happen to you. All of this said, many opportunities will come to you if you take some initiative, and your personal well-being will dramatically
increase if you are plugged in and motivated. So relax, enjoy your time at Carolina, and keep moving forward.
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Carolina’s Conceivable COVID
Connection
Grant Lefelar
Staff Writer
Junior
Political Science & History
Clemmons, NC

When fingers started
pointing at the potential cause of
the SARS-CoV-2 virus, there was
an initial mad rush of the world’s
leading epidemiologists who
stated that the cause was rather
simple: bats in a wet market. The
Wuhan, China wet market in
question had the weight of the
international scientific community
come down upon it in the early
months of 2020, just as thousands
of individuals worldwide were
becoming exposed and infected
with COVID-19. On February
19th, 2020, a group of prominent
scientists published an open
letter in the highly respected
medical journal The Lancet.
While published under the
rather benign title of “Statement
in support of the scientists,
public health professionals, and
medical professionals of China
combatting COVID-19,” the
letter instead was a full-fledged
endorsement of the virus’
supposed “natural origin” and
condemned “conspiracy theories”
stating anything otherwise. The
sentiment expressed in the letter
became the simple explanation
for the pandemic: virus-laden
bats were sent to China’s ninth
most populous city where they
infected wet market customers
and other civilians. However, as
the pandemic steamrolled its way
across the globe, a new belief was
slowly creeping its way into the
mainstream: maybe, just maybe,
the virus’ origins were not so
straightforward.
By the spring and summer
of 2021, the once described
“conspiracy theory” of the Wuhan
lab leak theory, which states that
the SARS-CoV-2 virus was likely
engineered and accidentally
escaped from the Wuhan
Institute of Virology, reached a
fever pitch of interest among the
scientifically-inclined. In the pages
of leading scientific publications,
heads were beginning to be
scratched. The Lancet did
some minor backtracking by
publishing another open letter
stating that the Wuhan lab leak
theory was “plausible” and should
be investigated appropriately.
Meanwhile, another letter
was published in the similarly
respected journal Science
advocating for the same kind of
inquiry into the matter. Out of
the eighteen scientists who signed
the Science letter, one was Dr.
Ralph S. Baric, a well respected
epidemiologist employed at UNC
Chapel Hill. Baric, long considered

within his field as being one of
the world’s leading researchers
studying coronaviruses, has
been one of America’s most
consistent supporters of gainof-function research, a method
where viruses are manipulated
to see whether they can become
more transmissible. While Baric’s
endorsement of the possibility
of the lab leak theory may seem
like another example of a scientist
looking for the facts behind
COVID’s origin, Baric has played
an expressed role in the lab leak
theory. According to the generally
accepted timeline which many lab
leak theory believers adhere to, the
risky gain-of-function techniques
developed by Baric played an
essential role in virus research at
the Wuhan Institute of Virology.
Baric, whilst an advocate for an
investigation into the COVID-19
pandemic, ironically may have
provided scientists with methods
that accidentally caused the
pandemic in the first place.
According to lab leak
theory canon, the story begins
with Dr. Shi Zhengli, a head
researcher at the Wuhan Institute
of Virology, nicknamed in
the press as the “bat woman”
for her devotion to studying
coronaviruses found in cave bats.
In studying coronaviruses and
the possibility of transmission to
humans, Shi collaborated with an
American counterpart, UNC’s Dr.
Baric. In November of 2015, the
two published a paper in Nature
Medicine, stating that manipulated
viruses the duo created were able
to infect cells similar to those of
humans. The technique used in
order to create these new viruses
made from parts of other viruses
is known as “gain-of-function”
or “GOF.” While there is an
ongoing debate on what kinds
of research are considered to be
“gain-of-function”, the end goal
of the method is to see if newly
engineered viruses, created in
high-safety lab settings, can infect
other organisms. Baric, during his
research alongside Shi, taught the
“bat woman” a number of GOF
techniques with the expressed goal
to build viruses and test them on
the cells of organisms.
Taking Baric’s techniques back to
the Wuhan Institute of Virology,
Shi and researchers at the Institute
began to experiment with GOF
methods in order to collect data
meant to fight future outbreaks of
bat coronaviruses among humans.
According to science writer
Nicholas Wade, Shi expressed in

a research grant, funded by the
U.S. federal government, that
she wanted to create the most
contagious viruses possible for
research purposes. One such
GOF method used in order to
reach Shi’s goal was a technique
developed by Baric known as
“no-see-um”, which, according to
former New York Times science
reporter Donald McNeil, made
traces of virus manipulation nearly
impossible to see.
Circumstantial evidence
of potentially risky virus
manipulation is not only seen
in the research that Shi and her

“

[UNC epidemiologist]
Baric, whilst an
advocate for an
investigation into the
COVID-19 pandemic,
ironically may have
provided scientists
with methods that
accidentally caused the
pandemic in the first
place.
associates were doing, but where
the research was taking place. In
many instances of coronavirus
research at the Institute,
viruses were being viewed and
manipulated in Biological Safety
Levels Two (BSL-2) labs, a severe
safety risk as viewing infectious
viruses should be done in BSL3 or BSL-4 environments. Also,
Shi herself was worried that a
lab leak was possible, according
to an interview with Scientific
American, stating that she “had
not slept a wink for days” once the
virus first emerged, before finally
convincing herself that was not
the case. Taking all of these facts
into account, a convincing yet
incomplete account of what may
have happened in Wuhan during
the late months of 2019 begin to
emerge.
However, to examine why
the lab leak theory is possible,
one must look at the purpose
of GOF. According to author
Nicholson Baker, the goal of GOF
research is to establish what is an
international “bug to drug” system
where vaccines are automatically
able to treat recently emerged
viruses. This purpose behind GOF

research into coronaviruses is
shared by both NIAID Director
Dr. Anthony Fauci and Baric as
Fauci was able to provide Baric
with federal funding for research
purposes. Unfortunately, Baric was
unable or unwilling to respond
to our request for an interview
regarding his research.
While many claim the
questionable techniques utilized
by Baric and Shi are examples of
“gain-of-function” research, Baric
and other scientists disagree with
the use of the term. According
to Donald McNeil, leading
virologists and epidemiologists,
such as Fauci and Baric consider
GOF research to only cover
manipulated viruses previously
identified by researchers.
Through that definition, the study
and manipulation of recently
discovered viruses found in
natural settings, like cave bats
in China, do not count as GOF.
Nonetheless, the supposedly
correct use of the term “gain-offunction” is only a sideshow when
speaking about a scientific field
that undertakes risks in order
to enhance and study viruses.
Baric, of course, knows of the
risks of his brand of research into
coronaviruses, as he stated in his
joint paper with Shi that while he
understood that GOF research
may be “too risky to pursue,” he
instead argued that the “value of
the data generated by the studies’’
outweighed the risks.
Former President Obama’s
White House was fully aware of
these risks as an Executive ban
of further federal funding for
GOF research was imposed in
2014, only to be lifted in 2017.
Reasoning given behind the
temporary moratorium was a
lack of government regulations
concerning potentially dangerous
experiments following a number
of laboratory close calls. However,
Baric was not pleased with the
federal government’s interference,
stating in a 2014 interview by NPR
that GOF coronavirus research
was generally only dangerous to
lab test mice, not humans. Yet,
when speaking in 2021 to Rowan
Jacobsen of MIT Technology
Review, Baric lamented the lack
of international guidelines on lab
safety, especially regarding BSL-2
labs.
Also, when examining what Baric
claims to be the “value of the
data generated by [GOF] studies,”
there has been only minor
progress on the utopian goal of
having a ready-to-go supply of

coronavirus vaccines. While plenty
of discoveries of importance have
been made by researchers utilizing
the techniques, GOF has done
little to stop worldwide pandemics.
This was proven with the ongoing
COVID-19 pandemic as it took
nearly a year for COVID-19
vaccines to be developed and
shipped out to the masses.
Despite Baric’s obvious
professionalism regarding GOF
research, the research conducted
by Baric may prove to be an
example of “the road to hell is
paved with good intentions.”
Whilst stating that lab safety needs
to be improved internationally,
Baric publicly opposed the federal
government’s pause on GOF
research over lab safety concerns.
Furthermore, as he calls for an
investigation into COVID-19’s
origins, Baric is instead asking for
examination of the very methods
he developed and gave to other
scientists. Though Baric wants a
world free of coronavirus diseases
by way of stockpiled vaccines,
Baric’s research did nothing to
stop the pandemic and ironically,
may have even accidentally caused
it. Dr. Ralph S. Baric, a respected
Tar Heel, may be a man of science,
he is also a man of great ironies. A
man who hoped to save millions
of lives, may have contributed,
indirectly, to a leakage in a Wuhan
lab that ended the lives of millions.
Sources and links to information
gathered within this article
can be found online at
carolinareviewonline.org under
the web version of this article.
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American Church Music, 60’s
Counterculture, and Pie
Erik Hanson
Editor Emeritus
Sophomore
Classics Major
Asheville, NC

Since its release in 1971, Don
McLean’s hit song “American
Pie” has garnered much attention
for its enigmatic allusions to
landmark American musical and
cultural events. Although McLean
himself has revealed some of the
meanings hidden within the song,
many of the lyrics remain subject
to speculation. Nonetheless, a
careful analysis of McLean’s
“American Pie” reveals the story
of how America, transitioning
out of the 1950’s, lost its sense
of identity and struggled through
the 1960’s. In his song, McLean
documents the secularization and
degeneration of American life that
took place within those years. He
begins as follows.
(Note: for the sake of brevity,
rather than print McLean’s
entire song, I have only given
the quotations relevant to this
commentary. The internet will
satiate any desire for complete
lyrics.)
Verse One: A long, long time ago
/ I can still remember how that
music used to make me smile
But February made me shiver /
With every paper I’d deliver
I can’t remember if I cried / When
I read about his widowed bride /
But something touched me deep
inside / The day the music died
The music here refers to that of
Buddy Holly, who passed away
in a plane crash when McLean
was only a thirteen-year-old boy
delivering newspapers. However,
as later lyrics will affirm, the
music also references church
music, and thereby Christianity.
The dual meaning of “music”
works here because Holly’s plane
crash occurred in 1959, one year
before the 60’s when, as he will
tell, McLean saw Christianity
depart from American life. “His
widowed bride” references John F.
Kennedy’s assassination in 1961,
but the death of the president was
not what so upsetted McLean.
Rather, the death of the music is
the main focus of “American Pie.”

This chorus occurs many times
throughout the song. McLean
singing bye bye to “Miss
American Pie” reflects his
perception that the values and
cultural traditions of American life
have evaporated. His line about
the Chevy and the levee references
a 50’s commercial inviting
Americans to buy a Chevy and
drive it to a levee. Symbolizing a
dying America, the levees have all
dried up. The chorus is repeated in
between each verse.
Verse Two: Did you write the book
of love / And do you have faith in
God above / If the Bible tells you
so? / Now do you believe in rock
and roll? / Can music save your
mortal soul? / And can you teach
me how to dance real slow?
Fast forward (from the first
stanza) to when McLean is in
high school. He is (as you will
see) asking a girl these questions
about God and about faith, and
he again references church music,
which is the music that can save
a “mortal soul.” He has asked the
girl to teach him how to dance,
and continues:
Verse Two (continued): Well, I
know that you’re in love with him
/ ‘Cause I saw you dancin’ in the
gym … You both kicked off your
shoes / Man, I dig those rhythm
and blues … But I knew I was out
of luck / The day the music died
Unfortunately, the girl whom
McLean was interested in has
chosen a different man. McLean
alludes to Marty Robbins’ song
“A White Sport Coat (And a
Pink Carnation),” a song about
being alone at prom, to give his
illustration. The girl’s choice
to dance with another man
symbolizes America’s decision
at the end of the 50’s to choose a
cultural path which diverges from
Christain faith and values. The
music had died, and McLean was
out of luck.
Verse Three: Now for ten years
we’ve been on our own / And
moss grows fat on a rollin’ stone
/ But that’s not how it used to be /
When the jester sang for the king
and queen / In a coat he borrowed
from James Dean / And a voice
that came from you and me

Chorus: So bye, bye, Miss
American Pie / Drove my Chevy
to the levee but the levee was dry
/ And them good ole boys were
drinking whiskey ‘n rye / Singin’
this’ll be the day that I die / This’ll Oh, and while the king was
be the day that I die
looking down / The jester stole his
thorny crown

Ten years after “the day the music
died” sets this stanza in 1969.
The music industry has changed.
Since by now Bob Dylan has
released his song “Like a Rolling
Stone,” and since in the cover of
his 1963 album “The Freewheelin’
Bob Dylan” he wears a jacket
similar to one James Dean wears
in a poster for the movie “Rebel
without A Cause,” and since
Dylan was known as “the voice of
his generation,” (i.e. “a voice that
came from you and me”) we can
assume he is the jester.
Elvis Presley was known as
the “king” of rock and roll, and
McLean is singing about how Bob
Dylan took up Elvis’s mantle of
popularity and influence. McLean,
alluding to the Gospels, calls this
fame a “thorny crown.” McLean’s
description of Dylan as a jester
with a thorny crown implies a
distaste for Dylan’s culturally
subversive and rebellious lyrics.
Verse Three (continued): And
while Lennon read a book on
Marx / The quartet practiced in
the park / And we sang dirges in
the dark / The day the music died
McLean turns to other musical
talents, recalling how John
Lennon, a member of the Beatles,
held radical leftist beliefs. This
set of stanzas reviews how the
leaders of the music industry have
changed for the worse since “the
day the music died.” Here again,
“music” has a double meaning.
The music quality itself—in
McLean’s opinion—has declined
since the death of Buddy Holly,
but so too has the culture which
produces that music decayed as
Christian values have left. The
next two verses address end-ofthe-decade, turning point events.
Verse Four: Helter skelter in a
summer swelter / The birds flew
off with a fallout shelter / Eight
miles high and falling fast / It
landed foul on the grass / The
players tried for a forward pass
/ With the jester on the sidelines
in a cast / Now the halftime air
was sweet perfume / While the
sergeants played a marching tune
“Helter Skelter” was the name
of a Beatles song which, due to
a belief that the song contained
apocalyptic messaging,
inadvertently precipitated the
Manson murders, a series of
macabre and satanic-esque

killings which jarred America and
halted much of the counterculture
movement. “Eight Miles High”
was a song by The Byrds which
helped pioneer the psychedelic
rock genre, but it “fell fast” when
it was banned from U.S. radio
shortly after its release for its
insinuations about drug use. The
“jester on the sidelines in a cast”
is a reference to Bob Dylan’s mid60’s motorcycle accident which
took him out of the music scene
for many years. He is “on the
sidelines” now. “The sergeants”
may be another Beatles reference,
but McLean could also be alluding
to the ongoing war in Vietnam.
Regardless, all the problems
documented in the lyrics above
were becoming apparent upon the
death of the “music.” And matters
only got worse.
Verse Five: Oh, and there we were
all in one place / A generation
lost in space / With no time left to
start again / So come on, Jack be
nimble, Jack be quick / Jack Flash
sat on a candlestick / ‘Cause fire
is the devil’s only friend
Oh, and as I watched him on the
stage / My hands were clenched
in fists of rage / No angel born in
Hell / Could break that Satan’s
spell
And as the flames climbed high
into the night / To light the
sacrificial rite / I saw Satan
laughing with delight / The day
the music died
The decade is up, but where
is everyone? Gathered at
Altamont Speedway Festival, a
counterculture rock concert with
over 300,000 attendees. Present
were drugs, alcohol, and a security
force made up of members of
Hells Angels, an outlaw biker
gang. The Jack Flash reference
is to The Rolling Stones’ song
“Jumpin’ Jack Flash,” and the
devil is Mick Jagger (additionally
an allusion to his other hit song,
“Sympathy for the Devil”). There
were multiple deaths that night,
some by accident, but McLean is
singing about the Hells Angels’
stabbing of a man who had pulled
out a revolver, a “sacrificial rite
to Satan laughing with delight.”
Nothing could “break that Satan’s
spell,” however, and McJagger
played on. The Altamont Freeway
disaster was everything. It was
a sort of climax and a sort of
dying breath for the confused

and chaotic 60’s. But in the end,
everything failed. The music had
died for nothing.
Verse Six: I went down to the
sacred store / Where I’d heard the
music years before / But the man
there said the music wouldn’t play
But not a word was spoken / The
church bells all were broken
And the three men I admire most
/ The Father, Son and the Holy
Ghost / They caught the last train
for the coast / The day the music
died
Verse six sees a change in the
song’s rhythm and tone. McLean’s
voice and the song’s instrumentals
switch from quick and lively
to slow and melancholy. The
“sacred store” is a church, and
that McLean once heard “the
music” at the “sacred store” is
how we know that “music” in this
song symbolizes Christianity in
addition to Buddy Holly’s music.
Both types of music are gone,
and not even the church bells ring
anymore. The Father, Son, and
the Holy Ghost leave. McLean
somberly concludes his last verse.
Although McLean did once write
a more optimistic ending, he saw
no reason to include it. In his eyes,
America was only continuing to
spiral out of control.
The last words are the chorus.
“Bye, bye, Miss American Pie.”
The song is McLean’s account
of how America lost its way and
began to decline. Since verses
about Christianity and verses with
Christian imagery fill the song,
we know that McLean thought
the loss of Christian values
was at the heart of America’s
troubles. Perhaps McLean’s work
is overly nostalgic for the 50’s
and doesn’t give due credit to
the bright spots within the 60’s,
such as the passing of the Civil
Rights Act or other political and
cultural developments that in
many ways gave a proper answer
to the cultural traditionalism of
50’s. Nonetheless, “American
Pie” does an expert job telling
the cultural degeneration and
moral bankruptcy which began
to flourish in America during the
60’s. It sheds light on the chaos
and madness that spread when
America lost its music.
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2022 Football Preview
Russell Warren
Opinion Editor
Junior
Political Science & Economics
Columbia, SC

Last season was a disappointing one for the Tar Heels.
After beginning the year ranked number ten in the AP
Coaches poll, UNC’s defense struggled much more than
expected, and the team finished with a subpar 6-7 record.
The Carolina defense ranked 105th in opponents’ points
per game, giving up an average of 32.1 points, and failed
to hold seven of its thirteen opponents under 35 points.
The underperformance led Mack Brown to replace
Defensive Coordinator Jay Bateman with Gene Chizik
who previously coached at UNC before stepping away
in 2017. Chizik brings an unorthodox defensive scheme
that incorporates two new “hybrid” positions: the “Jack,”
named for its jack-of-all-trades responsibilities, and the
“Star,” named for its role as the defense’s centerpiece.
With these changes, Chizik hopes to reinvigorate a defense
that failed to keep pace with its high-powered counterpart.
Led by Sam Howell, the Tar Heel offense shined, finishing
the season ranked tenth overall and scoring 35 points per
game. Howell’s dual-threat capabilities enabled him to
lead both the rushing and passing game. However, the
standout QB has since entered the NFL, meaning the Heels
must now find a new X-factor on the offensive side of the
ball. As Mack Brown enters a critical season in the fourth
year of his second stint as UNC head coach, let’s take a
look at the key players and positions he will look to for
production.
Quarterback
So far, Coach Brown has kept his cards close to his
chest regarding the raging quarterback battle between
sophomore Jacolby Criswell and redshirt freshman Drake
Maye. Brown has previously endorsed systems with
alternating quarterbacks, and that situation could occur
next season. However, he has also shown that he is
comfortable with an inexperienced signal caller receiving
sole control over the offense. At the ACC Kickoff event,
Brown stated, “We’ve started Sam Howell when he didn’t
have any experience the year before, so we’re really really
excited about our offense, and we think we have a chance
to be good.”
Jacolby Criswell, a 6-foot–one 225-sophomore, came to
UNC in 2020 as the Arkansas player of the year. He is a
proven passer, tossing almost 30 touchdowns in his final
year of high school and one 47-yeard bomb during last
season’s Georgia State game. Criswell can also run the
ball, a skill the Heels are looking for after losing several
backfield threats from last season. His stocky build enables
him to withstand pressure in the pocket and break tackles
downfield. He puts an impressive amount of zip on his
passes, allowing him to locate balls into tight windows.
Criswell’s great scrambling ability and remarkable arm
strength make him a fitting replacement for Sam Howell,
but his injury history raises questions about his reliability.
Drake Maye, a redshirt freshman from Charlotte,
presents Mack Brown with another formidable option at
quarterback. In 2020, 247 Sports named Maye the number
one recruit from North Carolina after he threw fifty
touchdowns and only two interceptions in his final high
school football season. This year, Maye has been placed on
247’s “Redshirt Freshmen to Watch For” list, suggesting
the quarterback may be on the verge of becoming a
national breakout star. Like Criswell, he came into college
with a strong frame, but, unlike his competition, he is more
of a pure passer who prefers to remain in the pocket. His
strong, downfield arm is reminiscent of Sam Howell—in
fact, his accuracy may even represent an improvement
from the former quarterback.
Drake’s family has a long history with UNC athletics.
His father was the starting quarterback for Carolina in the
mid-1980s and his brother Luke played a crucial role in
bringing the 2015-2016 NCAA Basketball Championship
to Chapel Hill. Depending on Coach Brown’s depth chart

UNC playing against Duke during the 2021 season. Source: The News and Observer
decisions, this could be the year Drake gets to live up to
his family name. Nonetheless, UNC will be in good hands
no matter which quarterback becomes the starter.
Running Back
Ty Chandler, a transfer from Tennessee, led last year’s
rushing attack, totaling 1,092 yards on the ground. Howell
followed close behind with 828 yards from scrimmage,
providing the Tarheel with an effective two-headed
backfield. Unfortunately, both these players have taken
their talents to the NFL, meaning the offense will be in
dire need of some new playmakers. Coach Mack Brown
has utilized multiple running back systems in the past and
will likely endorse that practice this season as the offense
attempts to move past the Sam Howell, dual-threat QB era.
Senior British Brooks and junior D.J. Jones will serve as
the team’s two feature running backs. In last season’s loss
against NC State, Brooks ran for 124 yards, exhibiting
the potential he holds for the future. His speed and
explosiveness provide a much-needed boost to the
rebuilding offense. Jones has struggled with injuries, but
if he can remain healthy, he will help take pressure off of
Brooks and provide depth for Carolina’s power running
game. His ability to catch passes out of the backfield
will also prove beneficial. UNC lost a wealth of talent at
running back after last season, but the team is poised to
recover with the help of Brooks and Jones.
Wide Receiver
Following a record-breaking season, Josh Downs is ready
to lead the Tar Heel receiving core once again. Downs
tallied 101 receptions in his sophomore campaign, which
led the ACC and set a single-season program record. His
1,335 receiving yards were also a UNC record. Although
Downs spent most of the 2021 season in the slot, the
coaching staff has expressed a desire to position him on
the outside more often, enabling the star player to accrue
more touches.
Downs will undoubtedly serve as the primary target for
UNC’s quarterback, whoever it may be, but the question
remains who will step up behind him. Antoine Green
finished with 31 receptions last year, making him the
second most productive receiver on the team. Early reports

from training camp have lauded his improvement from
last year, suggesting that he will take on a more significant
role in this year’s offense and possibly act as Carolina’s
primary deep ball threat. Sophomore J.J. Jones and redshirt
freshman Kobe Paysour will also be in the mix, but the
coaching staff has yet to determine who will serve as
every-down receivers. As the Tar Heels look to win ten
games for the first time since Mack Brown’s return, they
will need outstanding production from Josh Downs and the
rest of the receiving core.
Defensive Line
After losing linebacker Tomon Fox to the NFL, the Tar
Heels will need more out of their defensive front. Junior
lineman Myles Murphy will be expected to lead the
defense, but he will not have to do it alone. Desmond
Evans, the top-ranked defensive end coming out of high
school, has been moved back to the defensive line after
playing the previous two seasons at outside linebacker.
The position change will provide the Tar Heels with some
necessary speed and agility upfront, helping to enhance
their abysmal sack numbers from last season. Raymond
Vohasek is also returning for his final year at UNC after
notching 38 tackles last year. With his return, he brings
veteran leadership that will help mentor new arrivals like
five-star recruit Travis Shaw. With ample experience and
impressive depth, the defensive line is ready to perform
this season.
Despite losing its captain Sam Howell, UNC football has
retooled on both the offensive and defensive sides of the
ball. Coach Brown has something to prove this year, so
do not be surprised if we see the Tar Heels in the ACC
Championship.
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My Summer Foray Into Gender
Studies

Elijah Parish

Staff Writer
Sophomore
Philosophy & Psychology
Durham, NC

This summer I took my first, and with any luck,
last gender studies class, and, like the proverbial canary in
the coal mines, I’m here to warn you of the noxious gasses
I inhaled within.
Lest I seem unfair, I want first to recognize some
of the things I liked about the class. First and foremost, the
professor teaching the class was very good. A reasonable
proportion of the readings encouraged me to consider
topics more deeply. The class was well-structured, and
a majority of my classmates seemed to enjoy it. The
first week or so was valuable in and of itself, although
the novelty quickly wore off. At least as a sociological
case study, I found the experience to be rather valuable.
Even if the class did not fulfill a graduation requirement
I’d probably take it again, if only out of a masochistic
curiosity and a commitment to the vague principle of
intellectual openness.
I don’t have a six point manifesto on what a
humanities education ought to do, but cultivating a love
of truth seems like a good place to start. However, the gist
of gender studies inherently clashes with the truth– the
jury is still out regarding love. Quoting from our very
first reading of the semester, “sex under male supremacy
might well be ‘so gender marked that it carries dominance
and submission with it, no matter the gender of its
participants.’” It’s often said that the opposite of love isn’t
hatred but indifference, and it is this proud indifference
to truth that I want to focus on. Some in my class

announced their relativism proudly, others less explicitly
yet equally brazenly, and a few even seemed to join me
in the mistaken belief that we all were trying to pursue
something true. Regardless of the position of various
individuals, the spirit of the discipline was clear: there is
no truth but power.
Never was this more clear than on the day that the
subject of abortion came up on the first week. Three times
I asked someone to explain why they believed in abortion.
They responded with a hollow slogan and completely
dismissed me each time, saying that a philosophical
defense for abortion was unneccessary. Rather, the
class discussion should be focused towards political
action. I responded twice by pointing out the obvious
corollary: if you can’t philosophically defend the basis
of your positions, how can you convince others to hold
them? Furthermore, if you can’t use rational discourse to
convince others, then your only remaining political option
is sheer tyranny of the will. Neither time did anyone seem
even remotely bothered by this proposition. I was stunned.
Was no one bothered by the prospect of being a tyrant?
Then again, why should they be? If logic, reason, and
discourse are all masks for oppression, why should one be
bothered in casting them to the wayside?
This theme, that relativism is a mask for tyranny,
was all-pervasive throughout the class moving forward.
It was particularly disturbing when, given the context, in
almost every class someone would say something about

America’s Classical Statesman
Erik Hanson
Editor Emeritus
Sophomore
Classics Major
Asheville, NC

The influences of Ancient Greece and Rome
exist all throughout American politics, everywhere
from the architecture of the U.S. Capitol building to the
system of government outlined in the Constitution. But
to the extent that the classical world features in modern
American governance, so too was it once essential
to America’s founding. In one of the most profound
episodes of history, George Washington found inspiration
in the actions of a borderline-mythological two thousandyear-old Roman dictator.
Back in 458 BC, Cincinnatus was humbly
farming when the people of the Roman Republic,
threatened by the Aequi tribe, elected him dictator to
save Rome. Cincinnatus quickly defeated the Aequi
and relinquished his dictatorship after only the first
fifteen days of his six-month appointment. Years later,
when the Romans suspected that Spurius Maelius,
a Roman citizen, was exploiting a grain crisis in an
effort to become a monarch, Cincinnatus, acting with
another lawful dictatorial appointment, again rescued
the Republic. Once more, Cincinnatus retired back to his
farm long before his term as dictator expired.
More than two millennia later, George

Washington, the Commander-in-Chief of the Continental
Army, had just won the war for American independence.
But rather than consolidate his power and exploit
his great authority, Washington instead retired to
Mount Vernon, his estate. It took much persuasion for
Washington to come out of retirement and preside over
the Constitutional Convention of 1787 and even more
for him to serve two terms as President. Washington
was following in the footsteps of Cincinnatus; he
served at the behest of others and willingly relinquished
any power he acquired. He returned to power only to
serve the people. By modeling his actions on those of
the legendary Cincinnatus, Washington allowed the
American dream of freedom to come into fruition.
People like Washington and Cincinnatus, both
leaders who did not succumb to the addiction of power,
are exceedingly rare. Next time you vote, meditate on
this question: will your candidate lead as Cincinnatus and
Washington did?
For more wisdom from the classical world, visit
my website at ConsultTheClassics.com

how people “need to be more educated.” Setting aside the
irony that about half the class was functionally illiterate
or couldn’t go two sentences without a meaningless
buzzword, no, you’re not allowed to say people need to be
educated. You already said you don’t believe in objective
truth or rational discourse. How could “education”
possibly refer to anything other than indoctrination.
Furthermore, indoctrination into what? Not a centuries
long dialogical process of uncovering truth—you don’t
believe in dialogue or truth. No. Indoctrination into the
historically contingent, unquestioned beliefs I just so
happen to have been given and have chosen to take as
gospel. The hubris was nauseating.
Never before have I felt more confident that no
self-respecting academic institution should harbor such a
discipline. There is no room in the university for a socalled discipline which has no interest in truth. I have
no doubt that it is valuable to analyze the relationship
between gender and society, and I’m even willing to
believe that some valuable scholarship is coming out of
the field. Let whatever serious knowledge that’s actually
being produced be subsumed into sociology or some other
department. As for the rest, it all must go.
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The Last
Word
“The fear of the LORD is the
beginning of knowledge: but
fools despise wisdom and
instruction.”
Proverbs 1:7
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Want to be a
published author?
Since 1993, Carolina Review has published as the lone voice of conservative and
libertarian thought at the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. Breaking from
other publications, we are fundamentally against the increasingly stifling imposition of
ideological dogma and the wanton disregard of the notions of academic freedom and the
freedom to exchange ideas without, in many instances, threats to person and property.
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, The American Conservative, 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. Congress, the
U.S. District Court system, the North Carolina Supreme Court, the North Carolina
State Legislature, 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 unashamed profession of our ideas
in the pursuit of inquiry and challenge to the status quo. We combat the ever-tightening
norms of campus debates as many seek to silence free speech by policing ‘problematic’
language and thought.
If you believe that the University should be a forum for rational and informed debate, and
if you recognize that many of our politcal battles of the future are being determined on
our campus today, we invite you to join our team of free-thinking writers. Our publication
offers a club steeped in integrity, rationality, American history, Chapel Hill lore, and
political expertise, all while reaching an audience of over 19,000 undergraduates as
our magazines are placed in our dedicated news boxes, 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 Nathan Gibson at
carolinareviewonline@gmail.com.
P.S. We take anonymous submissions.

