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THE MATERIAL IN THIS DOCUMENT CONSISTS OF 
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT AND SHOULD NOT BE 
DISSEMINATED OUTSIDE THE DEPARTMENT OF 
JUSTICE. 

In United States v. Jones, 132 S. Ct. 945 (2012), the Supreme Court 
affirmed the suppression of location data generated by a GPS tracking device 
surreptitiously affixed to a car without court authorization and monitored 
continuously over a 28-day period. 
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I. THE DECISION 

a. In United States v. Jones, 132 S. Ct. 945 (2012), the Supreme Court 
held "that the Government's installation of a GPS device on a target's vehicle, 
and its use of 





person's movements, and its ability to "reveal private aspects of identity." Id. at 
956. 

Justice Sotomayor concluded by expressing a view that would extend the 
Fourth Amendment's protections beyond what either the Court's opinion or 
Justice Alito's concurrence envisioned: "More fundamentally, it may be 
necessary to reconsider the premise that an individual has no reasonable 
expectation of privacy in information voluntarily disclosed to third parties." 
Jones, 132 S. Ct. at 957. She "would not assume that all information voluntarily 
disclosed to some member of the pl!-blic for a limited purpose is, for that reason 
alone, disentitled to Fourth Amendment protection." Id. (citing Smith v. 
Maryland, 442 U.S. 735, 749 (1979) (Marshall, J., dissenting». 
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