
You are only ever six clicks away from the most extremist viewpoint. 
Facebook can polarize you within 30 minutes.  Twitter can do even better.  Is it 
surprising that social media has been the subject of revolutions?  In the Arab Spring 
of 2011, when the majority of the Arab world was participating in uprisings or 
revolutions, social media played a big role in mobilizing people to the extent of 
overthrowing governments.  Social media linked protestors, gave a sense of “I am 
not alone” to the people, and enabled them to communicate in the way required for 
any large-scale uprising.  Without social media, the few protests that did become a 
public matter would be violently repressed.  With social media, those few protests 
pressured everyone to fight the corrupt political elite. 

But when those in power see a weapon being used against them, their first 
thought is “How can I exploit that?”  The dictators started their own digital 
campaigns, and organizations to further their goals such as the Syrian Electronic 
Army against the Syrian revolution.  This helped end most of the revolutions, and not 
in favor of the common people.  Only Tunisia has a fully democratic government, but 
Arabic politics mutated forever. Social media’s entire job is giving you extremist 
opinions, giving you crueler world views.  In a world where the politics of 
compromise are ever more important, social media removes our ability to 
compromise.   

Social media hasn’t only changed politics in the Arab world.  It has become a 
method for expression of everything, from presidential fits to business intentions. 
Take the tweet from Elon Musk, founder of Tesla, publicising his intentions to take 
Tesla private at $420 a share.  After that tweet, the share price jumped.  At this 
moment, the Securities and Exchanges Commission is investigating Elon Musk for 
share manipulation.   

Take Trump.  He has been called the “tweeter-in-chief”.  He is manipulated by 
what is shown on Fox News.  Many of his biggest tirades and law-making rampages 
have been sparked by issues portrayed slightly negatively on TV.  The current party 
in power has formed themselves around an old man who may be senile.  Pretty 
much because of his power to gain Twitter followers. 

We have chained our ability to have unbiased “free speech”.  We have 
chained ourselves to the word of those few lucky people in power, instead of having 
a decentralized, democratic decision-making process.  We took the chains off the 
minorities, off the Negros, and put them on our mouths.  Twitter and other social 
media have chained us to the whims of few important men, locked us into a tight 
opinionated step together. 



Is this really what we want?  Do we really want a government ruled by “he 
who has the most twitter followers?”  Do we really want a government ruled by 
those who can game the system?  Is a government ruled by the criminal elite  truly 
what we, the people, need to live healthy lives?  This is not what we really want. The 
social media politics are those of inflammatory extremism, those of crushing the 
opposition, physically, financially and mentally.  The Negros escaped the bonds of 
slavery – do we really want to find another group, and reuse those chains? 


