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Carpenter V. United States
	The Carpenter v. United States Case was riddled with ethical issues that infringe on the privacy and the security of individuals. In light with the digital era, the government needs to take proactive measures that aim at protecting the rights of its citizens. It is unsurprising that the court ruled against the United States (US) government reiterating that it needed a warrant before obtaining information on phone locations. The ruling was a significant milestone in the pursuit of digital privacy. The Supreme Court’s decision reflects on the social contract theory that stipulates that individuals and governments are tied to agreements that regulate their activities. In this regard, the paper will examine ethical issues related to the case based on the social contract theory.
           A society without rules is bound to be chaotic; therefore, alluding to the social contract theory, the government is supposed to reinforce the law. However, it is unethical for the government to enforce rules at the expense of the rights of the ruled. The government violated Timothy Carpenter’s rights protected under the Fourth Amendment when they obtained the records of his records without a warrant. The Amendment aims at safeguarding the confidentiality of individuals from arbitrary intrusions from government officers (Epic.org, n. d). In general, the law is crucial to protecting persons against absolute power. Even though Carpenter was a suspect, the government needed not to use advanced surveillance tools to monitor sensitive information such as location. The government officials required a warrant to examine the contents of his mobile phone as Judge Roberts stated. The usage of more significant forms of telemonitoring that entails the placement of GPS devices on suspects’ vehicles was an absolute infringement of their rights. The FBI was able to monitor the movements of the suspects without their knowledge. 
           Also, the Amendment draws a thin line between individuals’ information that they keep private and what they choose to share. Even though persons have no legitimate expectation that security is guaranteed for information that they share with third parties, the government ought to be the gatekeepers of private data (Matsakis, 2018). It is unethical that the law expects persons to speculate that third parties such as police officers will access their data voluntarily in cases of surveillance. Tracking the suspects’ cellphones presented wider privacy concerns since it involves instructing the third party to hand over information to be used in the investigation. It is evident that the government is misusing its position of power to violate the rights of the suspects. The government is required to provide particular information showing that they have reasonable grounds to access a person’s mobile records. The order for disclosure disregarded the requirement and highlighted that the police officers were only interested in incriminating the suspects.
[bookmark: _GoBack]           Moreover, the Fourth Amendment is a type of social contract that protects citizens against unreasonable searches. There must be pre-existing conditions such as probable cause that ascertain whether the alleged crimes are committed. In this case, police officers arrested four men that were connected with the T-Mobile and RadioShack stores in Ohio and Michigan (Global Freedom of Expression, 2018). The law enforcement officers used the confessions of these men to monitor the locations of their accomplices. It was unethical for the officers to defy the stipulation of “probable cause” when investigating the crimes since they ended up infringing on the privacy of the suspects.
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