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Carpenter V. the United States
Ethics involves the theories and concepts of right and wrong behavior (Fieser, n.d). According to FindLaw's team of legal writers and editors (2019), the fourth amendment protects individual privacy and the citizen's right to have freedom from unreasonable interference by authorities in their households, companies, and possessions whether done to citizens on the road, apprehensions, or quests of their home. The fourth amendment can only be affected by minimum and specific circumstances. In the case of Carpenter vs. the United States, Carpenter had presented his case in court that the government had violated his fourth amendment by accessing hid cell-site location information without a warranty.
According to the deontological theories, persons ought to follow their responsibilities and duties to participate in decision making. If ethics are in place, a person will perform their duties to other people or the community because honoring our commitment is what is labeled as ethically correct (Larry Chonko, 2012). Deontological ethics helps people identify their responsibilities and act accordingly. According to this case, the officers who accessed the information violated the carpenters' freedom from unauthorized access to private information. Although the data retrieved was for the greater good, it was ethically wrong to violate the owner's privacy. It would have been right if the security personnel had acquired a warranty. This would not be breaking the fourth amendment.
  It was unethical for the communication company to offer private information concerning a client. It went against the communication laws, which manage the confidentiality of online communications in the U.S. The laws safeguard the confidential information that is kept by communication companies. These laws prevent these service providers from knowledgeably revealing the contents of the client's private communications and transactions to another person. However, the provider must disclose the information to security agents or the FBI when they provide the rules to produce a warrant. It was unethical of the FBI to disregard the Carpenter's right to privacy. Moreover, the government failed to respect the communication act. 
When the government accessed Carpenter's cell-site location information, it attacks their normal belief of privacy in his freedom of movement. The U.S attained the data from the service providers rather than from the owner, made it unethical hence violating the fourth amendment protection. People have a right to move, and tracking a person's location without his knowledge is an invasion of privacy. The FBI accessed Carpenter's cell-site location information without having the warranty to do so. Even if they had the right motives, it is only ethical to follow the court's required procedures to obtain information. Sometimes the law enforces acts out of ignorance and ignores the fact that.
The judgment delivered on Carpenter V. U.S, by the Supreme Court declaring that for a law enforcement agency to access cell site location information from any communication company, they must have a warrant (McCubbin, 2018). The verdict is fair for the protection of the privacy of every person.  All that was needed was just a warrant that would have made the information gathered to be ethically collected. Carpenter would have no cause of filling for an appeal because there would have been no fourth amendment violation. It is an important lesson to learn that even if the security uses its scrutiny technology to access the CSLI, the history and individual whereabouts as taken should have a genuine guarantee of confidentiality.
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