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Katz – a guy was speaking on a public phone and they tapped it without a warrant. The police listened only to his side. There was an indictment, and there was an appeal based on the exclusionary rule and 4th amendment. The appeal was upheld, and there was a requirement to get a warrant.

What was the interest the cops hurt in the global sense? The right to privacy. 

According to Katz, the expectation of privacy is based on what your expectation of privacy.

In California V. Greenwood, they’re talking about trash. Someone has a successful illegal business. He knows someone is watching him. He shreds every document and throws it outside. An officer sees the garbage, follows it, flashes her badge and pastes it all together. 

What is expectation of privacy? When does it end? When do you cross the border to where you can’t expect privacy? 

In Agular and Spinelli, there were requests for search warrants. The affidavit gives the reasons for the requests. They always stay sealed. The warrant says where you can search. An officer has to give reasons. If the officer says, and anonymous friend told me, that’s not enough. Can the officer say: “it’s a reliable source”?

Usually it’s enough. In Agular and Spinelli it was thrown out. Some states keep both, some don’t. 

There is an exigenty exception – emergency when you can’t ask the judge. Usually acceptable. 

