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Elonis v. United States case sheds light on issues regarding the usage of social media platforms primarily in the United States of America. The case is all about Anthony Elonis who was arrested on the 8th of December, 2010 and charged with five counts violating United States statute  18 U.S.C. § 875(c) (Quek, 2016). Generally, Elonis was charged with the counts of threatening his ex-wife, the local police, an FBI agent, co-workers, and a kindergarten class. He had written statements on his Facebook page that seem to be threatening his ex-wife and other people in his life. Before posting these statements on social media, Elonis's wife and family members had abandoned him and had been sacked at job in an amusement park. Just after all these misfortunes in his life, Elonis posted these statements on his Facebook account hence were interpreted as threats (Quek, 2016).
During his trial, Elonis requested the court to dismiss these charges, claiming that the statements on his Facebook page were not real threats. Elonis argued that he had recently dwelled into music and therefore the comments were part of his expression as an artist. Also, he said that the comments were a therapeutic release that could help him deal with the misfortunes that had happened in his life. To convince the court that his comments were not real threats, he posted links to YouTube videos that he parodied and claimed that a popular rap artist uses the same language in his lyrics. He also wrote a disclaimer stating "This is not a threat." Elonis argued that he could not be convicted for making these comments and they were not intended to threaten anyone despite his ex-wife and other people in his life perceiving them as threats (Quek, 2016). Generally, he argued that he didn't mean what he said in his postings literally. In proper understanding, he claimed that he did not have a subjective intent to cause panic in the above-mentioned people. 
The court majority denied Elonis's motion to dismiss the case.  The court ruled that the proper legal test for determining whether an individual made a threat is an objective one: whether reasonable people hearing the comment would perceive the comments to be a threat. The court argued that threats are not protected speech and the United States government has a compelling interest in protecting citizens from threats. Elonis was later convicted to four of the five counts. Elonis was sentenced under a federal law that regards it a crime to communicate "any threat to injure the person of another." The court sentenced Elonis to 44 months in prison and another three years of supervised release. The outcome Elonis v. the United States case could affect First Amendment touching the rights of free speech, and the rights of people feel unsafe because of threats. The Supreme Court argued that "true threats" have not been protected by the First Amendment, but it is not clear in the United States Constitution of what counts to be a threat to an individual (Roark, 2015). However, several states have adopted the applicable law stating that "it is a federal crime to transmit in interstate or foreign commerce and communication containing…any threat to injure the person of another, 18 U.S.C. § 875(c).
The case of Elonis v. the United States, therefore, sheds light into the rights of using social media platforms as a platform for expression. It is right to say that the federal government has tried in its efforts to draft laws protecting the citizens from threats. Therefore, if I were a Supreme Court justice, I would have convicted Elonis to the accounts leveled against him in court. Social media needs to be a platform where promotes good morals in society rather than promoting rot. Protecting the life of its citizens has always been the priority of the United States government (Roark, 2015). Therefore, threatening the lives of people should not be accepted. The court needs to access the postings of the victim and act according to the law. Besides, the United States needs to give clear direction as to follow in accessing the legality of posts on social media to define what is right and wrong to post on social media platforms.   
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