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Tweets          
1. Social media is a free speech platform.
2. The fact that Bret Stephens, a free speech author, can raise a job dismissal request for a ‘real’ free speech individual is absurd. 
3. I never expected a spat between two ‘free speech advocates’ to be international news.
4. Bret Stephens lacks a sense of joke.
5. Bret Stephens should learn to stand by what he writes in the Op-Ed columns.
6. I believe that everybody is subject to criticism, Stephens Bret is no exception.
7. By deleting his twitter account; does Stephens mean to denounce all he once made people believe?
8. People should start respecting other opinions, even if they disagree with them.
9. Free speech is two-way, can be hate speech or true news, Stephens should stop his hypocrisy.
10. The professor was right; Stephens Bret is a bedbug, cursing emoji. 
Tweet Reflection
Anyone can misinterpret the tweets to be advocating for hate speech in social media channels; on the contrary, am just shocked by Stephen Bret reaction on a free speech, simply because of his position in the New York Times. I would not expect such a response from a person who has a daily Op-Ed column in one of the most read papers, New York Times. Column writers are among the individuals who have the biggest space for airing their opinions, but this does not render them immune to criticism. In its purest form, free speech is an exercise achieved when an individual airs what he feels is right. Similarly, a dissenting individual is allowed to present his/her opposing perspective. In other words, free speech is two way, and no one should be limited to present his views on any subject, unless it is lawfully wrong. Stephens Bret, on the contrary, believes his social status gives him the freedom to free speech and protects him from being criticized. The freedom of speech is a fundamental right, and no one should be deprived of this right. Therefore, according to me, the fact that a ‘free-speech' author can flinch from a different view, of which he did not see, is devastating and should know that free speech can never be limited on the grounds of social class.
