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Introduction
Timothy Ivory Carpenter V. United States of America is regarded as one of the most serious cases that the United States Supreme Court has solved as far as far as the privacy of cell-phones usage and their respective locations are concerned. According to Blanke (2018), ‘‘Injustice anywhere is a threat to justice everywhere’’. The case was ruled by Justice Roberts who was a chief in the court. He asserted that the government violated the Fourth Amendment as spelled by the constitution. In addition, the government accessed historical records that contained details on locations of cell phones failing to obtain a warrant. This case was critical since it shaped the entire relationship that consumers have with their wireless devices and the services they use every day. Per one person in every five people, smart phones are used as the sole source of internet services as they are used in many places and locations. The legal outcome and decision of the court in the mentioned case will be reviewed critically in this essay.
Legal Outcomes
The case regarding Carpenter and the United States resulted to fundamental legal outcomes. The Supreme Court stipulated that the “acquisition of Carpenter’s cell phone location by the government should have been obtained through a warrant in order to promote and ensure privacy”. According to Barrett (2018), the Supreme Court came up with this conclusion which was based on the Fourth Amendment and as Blanke & Hiller, (2018) argues, justice delayed is justice denied. Moreover, another legal outcome is evident in the third-party doctrine. Through it, the court asserted that the government should not engage in activities that may violate the public’s privacy or eavesdrop on a call both personal or from the public booth. Hence, all the numbers an individual has used on their phone can be obtained without search warrants. In addition, the majority of the Supreme Court determined that government officials should follow all procedures before seeking a warrant that may access historical cell phone records. 
Another legal outcome is the strengthening of the federal law known as the Stored Communications Act. This act is critical because it ensures that some limits are imposed in regards to the government’s access to certain information in Smartphone records. The act was strengthened as a result of the ruling of the case hence demanding the government to have appropriate and sufficient justifications before accessing and revealing data (Blanke & Hiller, 2018).As a result, the government’s was granted the power to access the public’s information and data in case it wishes to investigate a case was reduced. 
Decisions of the Court
As noted, the public safety was greatly improved from the decision made from Carpenter and the United States case. According to Kerr (2016), Chief Roberts opinion was backed by the fact that he acknowledged that the amendment’s importance was to defend the confidentiality of individuals against subjective invasions from government officials. He also noted that “technological development and advancement  forced the court to come up with ways to safeguard privacy from the government and its agencies even though surveillance tools have enabled the government to access information from areas that are highly protected” (Blanke & Hiller, 2018). Through this ruling, the public safety was greatly improved since critical information was restricted from being shared to third parties. 
Concerning the opinion for the majority, Chief Roberts and Associates such as Ginsburg, Breyer, Sotomayor and Kagan ruled the case with one opinion. They all agreed that the government and its officials had to obtain a warrant to be able to access historical telephone records. Furthermore, Chief Justice Robert said that “technology has managed law administration as a very strong and new tool that may enable it carry out its important responsibilities...’’ (Blanke & Hiller, 2018). Therefore, the public were allowed to comfortably use phones without having to fear that their communication and locations might be stalked or eavesdropped by the government officials investigating cases. Again, Chief Justice Roberts held the fact that a warrant must be included as far as the cell-site location information (CSLI) is concerned. It was also noted that an order that may be presented in the section 2703 (d) is not a guaranteed tool for retrieving and determining records based on the historical era. Another judgment in regards to the situation was backed by the Fourth Amendment. Chief Justice Roberts wrote for the court thus discussing the entire history concerning this Amendment. He explained that ‘‘the Supreme Court is allowed... to make sure the development of science does not violate the Fourth Amendment Protections’’ (Blanke, 2018).
The case was ruled basing its facts under the good faith doctrine. As Kerr (2016) argues, “the faith doctrine asserts that evidence cannot be inhibited at trial as long as the law implementation depends on a court order which is followed by the moral good which is defective”. Concerning the case, the inhibition remedy was not present to the defendant. As such, the case was remanded to the Sixth Circuit although this decision is likely not to have a huge effect on the Carpenter’s convictions (Kerr, 2016).Before a disintegrated jury ruled that a warrant was not needed, there was need to take the petition for further assessment by the Supreme Court to seek justice. For that reason, the Supreme Court agreed to listen to the case in June 2007. 



Conclusion.
In summation, the legal outcome and decision of the court in the case shows its impact as the public’s use of information is concerned.  As Blanke & Hiller, (2018), argue, “the case of Carpenter and the United States was critical because it set a standard for expectations of digital privacy”. This allowed both consumers and the government to control how information is accessed and controlled. Through the Stored Communications Act (SCA), the service providers compelled service providers to hand over records of the electronically stored communications to government without a warrant requirement. This was possible as long as there was some evidence for the information’s importance in case there is an ongoing investigation. In addition, the consumer privacy plays a fundamental part of the data economy. Through this, encouragement of safe and secure use of online services is guaranteed without fear that influential government officials might stalk and access the public’s information and data. Therefore, the Supreme Court decision was fundamental since it made a critical step to safeguard consumers’ data in the United States and beyond hence providing freedom as far as communication is concerned. 
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