Pottawatomie v. Earls

ANSWER KEY

The expansion of the definition of
reasonableness and the increasing
invasion of privacy.

Document I: Because of the school’s
need to maintain discipline, health and
safety. 2. Extra-curricular activities may
require off-campus travel and communal
undress. Further, these clubs have their
own rules that don’t apply to the school
as a whole.

Document J: By alleviating peer pressure.

Document K: In Vernonia, the drug
culture was led by athletes, was
pervasive, and drug testing was limited
to athletes, who face particular risk from
drugs; in Pottawatomie, the drug problem
was not major, and all participants in
extracurricular activities had to submit to
drug tests.

Document L: They have very little.

Document A: Unreasonable searches. Document M: The ruling will allow

Document B: It is a national crisis worthy
of the First Lady’s attention, and parents

communities to drug test public school
students as a way to combat drug
problems.

have a role in combating it.

Document C: 1. They do not need them.
2. That searches be reasonable.

Document D: 1. They are searches. 2.
Adults.

Document E: 1. The war on drugs does
not justify ignoring the probable cause
requirement. 2. Yes, because this case
is about the definition of reasonable
searches in the war on drugs.

Document F: Athletes were leaders of the
school drug culture; they have lowered
expectations of privacy; their risk of
injury is great; deterring drug use is a
substantial state interest.

Document G: 1. In general, drug tests are
common. 2. Government action versus
private action. The Fourth Amendment
does not apply to private actors.

Document H: 1. Students in all extra
curricular activities do not face the
same injury risk as do athletes. 2.
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