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1. Is it a reasonable progression based on the Court's analysis to require a warrant before the government places a GPS on a vehicle? Why or why not?
Yes. The case discussed above give a rational headway, leading to demanding a authorization for the government intervention to put a global positioning system (GPS) tracking device on the van. The Court gave a rational thought regarding vehicles in the 4th amendment held in Carroll v. U.S. This indicated that a warrant was necessary if the government was sure and believed that the criminal activity was happening (Gray 2016). The warrant helps to avoid unreasonable searches and protects the rights of individuals. A warrant is supported by an oath or the affirmation from the Court that indicates a particular place needed to be searched, not any house of property of a person. Warrants are not permitted to search private properties unless it is used for unlawful purposes. For example, suppose any of the commissioners or inspector of the law discovers that a particular individual is in the act of transporting the illegal staff in their vehicle or aircraft. In that case, the Court will order to arrest the suspected and destroy all the intoxicating liquors. As per section 6, any officers in the US found searching any private dwelling without a searching warrant will be found guilty of a misdemeanor and will be prisoned or fined $1000. 

2. Based on the Court's interpretation of the right to privacy under the 4th Amendment, should a warrant be required to place a GPS? Why or why not?
The case of whether a warrant is required to place a GPS on the person's vehicle, house, or premises is still unclear. It is clear that many individuals need privacy and find it uncomfortable being tracked without their knowledge. Sometimes, putting a global positioning system (GPS) on a personal van or premises without an authorization will help the officers gather the information or the evidence they need from the person without talking to them but similarly is against the individual’s rights. in 2012, the Supreme Court of United States distributed an innovative decision in the United States v. Jones. As the Court ruled answers to the GPS questions under the 4th amendment, there is still debate on whether GPS tracking by the officers requires a warrant. A GPS tracker was placed in a Katzin vehicle in 2010 without a warrant. According to (Gershman 2009), the device showed the results after few days. Using the data, they were able to locate the vehicle. When the vehicle was stopped, they recovered the stolen merchandise, and the three brothers were inside the van. The third circuit rules in favor of privacy. It was clear that this GPS was for the search, but due to some complications of the Court's opinion on whether the search required a warrant. The Court favored them by saying that the search required a warrant, thus making the evidence against the Katzin van not used as a criminal trial.
3. Assuming that a warrant is required, what are the exceptions to this requirement that might apply when the government legally places a GPS on a vehicle?
The Superlative Court governed in U.S v. Jones that the law execution must acquire a searching warranty before connecting a tracking global positioning system on a van. However, according to (Kaenel 2012), there were exceptions to this ruling. They included the following.
· Consent exception. Consent is one of the standard exceptions. It appears to both the owner or any other person as long as they validate a joint contact over the van and offer permission to law enforcement to connect a tracking global positioning system on the van. Again, criminal activity or reasonable suspicion is not necessary for this kind of consent.
· Another exception is given to those vehicles or tracks entering the United States at the docks of entrance laterally the transitional boundary. Centralized representatives or locals officers are allowed to place a tracking GPS on the vehicles that just entered the United States from a different country like Canada and are also allowed to screen the van for forty-eight hours lacking a warranty. When the tracking GPS goes past 48hours, it is suggested that the case agents require to attain the search warrant. 
· Public safety exception.  This exception is applied when the officers can make eloquent a grave menace to life or the overall civic. Vehicle stalking is very important to watch contrary to the menace; then, a searching warrant is not compulsory to install the GPS. This exception only accepts a reasonable suspicion. 
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