Three’s Company: The Obsolescence of
BOSTON the Third Party Doctrine

UNIVERSITY

John Czubek

Abstract Figure 1 The Percent of Americans that Believe There
, Is a Reasonable Expectation of Privacy from the
The Supreme Court has consistently Government by Data Type

maintained that the Fourth Amendment protects

. . Email History 75.7%
not only property interests, but also certain :

. . ] Bank Records 72.2%
expectations of privacy. In Katz v. United States :

(1967), the Court held that when one “seeks to

Cellphone Location  71.9%

Nest Data 82.1%

preserve something as private,” and his :
Google Searches = 72.9%

expectation of privacy i1s “one that society 1s :
Call Log s 73.4%

prepared to recognize as reasonable,” authorities

50% 60% 10% 80%
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question the Doctrine’s validity.



