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There are varioustrends at work in Americathat defy my understand-ing, further cementing mygrowing belief that ra-tional life is disappearing,either within America ormy aging mind—your pick.Here are a few of those dis-turbing trends. First….TIK TOK: I read thatthere’s this 17-year-oldgirl, Charli D’Amello, whorecently started postingdancing moves to popularsongs (usually rap) on thevideo sharing platform TIKTOK. She’s become verypopular now having 131million TIK TOK, 45 mil-lion Instagram, and 9.6million You Tube follow-ers.Which currently rankssecond to the podcast:“Tuscola: Yesterday, Todayand Tomorrow—TheDance Version.”Last year she made$17.5 million from hervideos, which is more thanthe CEOs of Exxon Mobile,McDonald’s, Starbucks andDelta Air Lines made. ButI’ve watched those CEOsdance videos and theystink.Charli got her older sis-ter, Dixie, dancing aroundand just goofing off untilshe made $10 million.They make money by serv-ing as “Influencers” for thebusinesses sponsoring adsor products on their short

little videos. As I under-stand the term, an Influ-encer is someone whoinfluences another personinto buying something. Ithink we used to call thesefolks a “salesman,” then“salesperson,” then“whatchamacallit” but nowinfluencer.TIK TOK is owned bythe Chinese company ByteDance and boasts a follow-ing of over 1 billion users.It is a controversial com-pany, accused of causingaddiction, using pornogra-phy, promoting excessivedancing, engaging in dataharvesting by an enemynation, and, did I mention,praising our Tuscola pod-cast—the dance version?Its main subscribers aregeneration Z youngsters,being our last generationsince Z is the last letter inthe alphabet. Are we done?Then there’s…POLITICAL CORRECT-NESS: I’ve been criticizingthe emergence of politicalcorrectness or PC for fourdecades in my articles. Theterm’s not new. “PoliticalCorrectness” was first foundin the Marxist-Leninist vo-cabulary following the Russ-ian Revolution of 1917, andreferred to faithful adher-ence to the CommunistManifesto. If you didn’t ad-here to the communist cate-chism, well, you werecanceled. Literally.

Today, conservatives usethe term PC to criticize thefree speech control effortsof woke liberals who uselanguage to gain and con-trol power. As George Or-well prophesied in hisnovel “1984,” whoevercontrols language controlspower. This power politicslesson has not been lost onwoke movements trying tochange our culture, ourthinking, our attitudes andbeliefs, by using whatevermeans are available tothem—from shaming,blaming and shunning, tobeing fired, canceled, evenprosecuted—to controlwhat words, terms andconcepts can and cannotbe used.It’s deadly seriousstuff—just ask those Rus-sians protestors of the warwith Ukraine. Putin haseven banned the word“war” from describing his“special military exercise”in the Ukraine. Commiesfrom Russia to China reallyhave this PC word andthought control stuff downpat.

Sometimes, the extensionof PC thought control getsdownright silly like the Uni-versity of California’s new“Inclusive Language Guide”which recommends avoid-ing “metaphors” whichoften “introduce unneededbaggage.”Here’s an example theygave. Don’t say “I’m killingtwo birds with one stone”because this metaphor is a“hurtful image” that might“trigger” anxiety and fearin sensitive souls. Instead,say “I’m feeding two birdswith one scone.” (I’m notmaking this up.) Thenthere’s…VIRTUAL REALITY: Itseems the line betweenreal reality and unreal vir-tual reality is blurring. Tothe point, SpaceX chiefElon Musk recently arguedthat he thinks all of life is adigital computer simula-tion—we’re characterstrapped inside some spacealien’s video game.Musk’s logic is basedupon the rate of improve-ment in digital technol-ogy—from Pong or PAC

MAN to today’s 3-D virtualreality headsets. Musk ar-gues that eventually vir-tual reality will beindistinguishable from re-ality.Of course, Musk mightsimply be high in hashheaven as he’s no strangerto toking on Whackytabacky.But, disturbingly, othervisionaries, such as popu-lar astrophysicist Neil de-Grasse Tyson, argue thereis “better than 50-50 odds”that a “simulation hypoth-esis is correct. He finds theconcept that we’re alltrapped in a digital matrixa “creepy concept” butcan’t summon a strong ar-gument against the simu-lation hypothesis.But I can. I cling toWoody Allen’s observationthat reality’s not much, butit’s still the best place toget a steak. That’s mystrong argument againstthe simulation hypothesisand will remain so untilsuch time that I can put onsome computer headgearand sense I’m eating agreat steak when I’m reallyjust chomping my gums onair. And there’s our…MODERN MILITARY:Under President Biden’smandate to focus on eq-uity, inclusion and diver-sity, our modernmilitary— according tocritics—is more concerned

about social issues thanprotecting us through pro-jecting brute skill andlethal power.Given our disastrouswithdrawal fromAfghanistan, our relativeimpotence in the face ofChina’s military-muscle-flexing in the Pacific Rimand limited response toRussia’s aggression againstUkraine, many fans of theAmerica as the defender offreedom and democracy—the “shining city on thehill”—are concerned.Me too. So I recently in-terviewed Brigadier Gen-eral Jack D. Ripper,Commander of BurpelsonAir Base, a Strategic AirCommand, asking if thisconcern was justified.“General, is our fixation onthe social goals of diver-sity, inclusion and equitydiverting attention fromour military’s sole missionof national safety throughprojecting lethal power?”General Ripper, took along draw on his cigar,gave me a weird little grin,rubbed the .30 caliber ma-chine gun he had cradledon his desk, and answeredthat “yes,” he thought wecould simultaneously en-gage in social engineeringand killing efficiency.“Just think of it as feed-ing two birds with onescone” he said.
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I finally made it into the fakeFacebook club. Somebody stolemy profile picture and set up anew account using my name.They then sent friend requeststo my friends.I read that last year, in just afew months, Facebook shutdown more than a billion fakeaccounts. There are reportedly35,000 people globally whowork for Facebook to combatthis problem, and they shutdown millions of accountsevery week.I'm not sure how I feelabout this. Billions of peoplehave had their names and pho-tos used for fake accounts andthey're just now gettingaround to me? That's like start-ing with dinosaurs and thenmoving on to elephants andwhales. Eventually, they get tohorses and zebras and lionsand monkeys. After that, theymake their way to dogs andcats before moving on to squir-rels, possums, rats and mice.

After a billion tries, all they'releft with are maggots, lice andcockroaches. That's where Iam on the priority list of peo-ple to fake.For those who make thesefake accounts, there are a bil-lion other people they wouldrather be than to be me.After a few friends messagedme to let me know that my ac-count got cloned, I searched forthe new me. I found the accountand checked it out.Turns out, the guy looks justlike me. And, incredibly, his

wife looks exactly like my wife.It's uncanny.I checked out his friend listand it only had six names, allpeople I know. Really, folks? I ap-pear to make a new Facebookaccount and only six peoplewant to be my friend? These sixare now my new best friends.Of course, a lot of Facebookusers are wise to the game andknow not to accept a friend re-quest from someone they're al-ready friends with. If you getsuch a request and you're un-sure whether it's legit, send the

person a private message andask them.So why do people make fakeaccounts? While I'd like tothink that they're just enviousand want to be me, we knowthat isn't true. Nobody wantsto be me. Unless they see a pic-ture of my wife. Then whowouldn't want to be me?Some fake accounts try toscam your friends. They mightask for money or try to sell aproduct. Some are pushing dubi-ous websites, and they thinkyou're more likely to click on alink if it comes from someoneyou know and trust. Cloning myprofile assumes a lot about thetrust my friends have in me.Some fake accounts are setup to push fake news and po-litical points of view. They'reused to spread political misin-formation. That makes me aprime target for cloning be-cause my friends are alreadyconditioned to be skeptical ofanything I post.

The joke's on these spam-mers because they obviouslydon't know my level of influ-ence. My friends are less likelyto believe something if I post it.They know I only post thetruth even if I have to make itup as I go.There are obvious issueswith fake Facebook accounts,but one oft-overlooked prob-lem is the authenticity of Face-book's reach. There arereportedly 3.9 billion Facebookaccounts and around 2.9 bil-lion active users. How many ofthose are fake?According to The New YorkTimes, Facebook says about 5percent of its accounts arefake. How do they know? Whatif it's more like 10 percent or20 percent?There are real conse-quences to fake accounts andthe fake news they spread. I re-call a comment thread last yearfrom a friend that made someugly statements that cracked

relationships. Turns out, it wasa fake account driving a wedgebetween real people. It makesyou wonder how much of thepolitical divide in this countrywas created by bad actorsusing fake social media ac-counts.It's good to be skeptical anddo a little research on yourown. Especially if you see it onmy account, real or not.In all seriousness, I don't tryto lead people astray. But I'mnot responsible for what youbelieve even if you believesomething I told you. Peopleneed to take responsibility fortheir own beliefs. That's moreimportant knowing that thereare millions, perhaps a billion,fake accounts out there vyingfor your attention.
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David Porter who can be
reached at porter@ramblin-
man.us. Now if only I could
get the fake me to do my real
work.

Ramblin’ Man
By David Porter
porter@ramblinman.us

Facebook’s fake me looks just like me

Better politics, smarter government: Honoring exceptional Illinois leadership

Feeding two birds with one scone

TUSCOLA REVIEW EDITORIAL BOARD:
— Email: publisher@tuscolareview.comDavid Porter,Jennie Porter, Mike Carroll,Bill Englehardt

By John T. ShawIt is often dispiriting to fol-low national and internationalnews. There is the seeminglyendless pandemic, war ragingin Ukraine, soaring inflation inAmerica, fierce partisan battlesin Washington, and the still-smoldering embers from theattempted insurrection lastyear that could have upendedour democracy.Without ignoring the turbu-lence disrupting the country andthe world, it is important to ap-preciate positive things that arehappening in our communitiesand to celebrate the leaders whoare striving mightily — althoughsometimes quietly — to advance

the public good.Last year, the Paul SimonPublic Policy Institute and for-mer Illinois Gov. Jim Edgarlaunched the Simon-EdgarStatesmanship Award to honorexceptional leadership in Illi-nois by state and local govern-ment officials. The award ispresented annually to leaderswho display unusual vision,courage, compassion, civility,effectiveness and bipartisan-ship in their work for theircommunities and for Illinois.The nomination process forthis year’s Simon-Edgar Awardopened on April 1 and we are ac-cepting nominations until June1. To nominate a candidate or

candidates, please write a briefletter describing how the personhas displayed the qualities ofstatesmanship outlined above.Please send an email to PaulSi-monInstitute@siu.edu or sendyour letter to Paul Simon PublicPolicy Institute, Southern IllinoisUniversity, Mail Code 4429, 1231Lincoln Drive, Carbondale, IL,62901-4304. The recipient ofthe 2022 Simon-Edgar Awardwill be announced in early Au-gust.Gov. Edgar and I are eager toreceive and review nominationsabout inspiring leaders in Illi-nois — mayors who are craftingimaginative plans for their citiesand making hard decisions to re-

alize their aspirations, city coun-cil members who are preparingconstructive long-term strate-gies for their communities, andstate legislators and constitu-tional officers who are willing tobreak from party orthodoxy toadvance solutions that improvethe lives of fellow Illinoisans.For our inaugural award lastyear, we selected 11 Republi-can members of the IllinoisGeneral Assembly who sup-ported a critical budget pack-age in July 2017, breaking fromtheir party in the interest of fis-cal solvency for Illinois. Thatbudget ended a two-year fiscalstalemate that tarnished Illi-nois’ reputation, damaged

schools, battered the state’scredit rating, and led to about$15 billion in unpaid bills. Thebudget that emerged allowedIllinois to avoid further down-grading of its debt. It also en-sured that Illinois stategovernment would resumeregular operations. The 2017budget paved the way for sub-sequent fiscal progress in thestate as reflected in upgradesto Illinois’ credit by several rat-ing agencies.Last year, political, academicand business leaders, as wellas interested Illinoisians, sub-mitted dozens of nominationsof mayors, city and county offi-cials and state legislators for

the inaugural Simon-EdgarAward.These nominations were in-spiring and confirm thatstatesmanship is alive and wellin the Prairie State. I am confi-dent that the nominations wereceive this year will identifyexceptional leaders who areimproving Illinois and give usall reason to be hopeful aboutthe future.
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