New JerS’ey v. T.

“You-are in a school locker room

with your friend who has. thrown the
cigarette into a wastebasket. The
. teacher accuses both of you of smok-
~ing and takes you to the principal’s
“office. The principal demands that
“-you empty your pockets to prove you
~ were ‘not smoking. [s this fair? More
- important, is it legal?
. - Should school officials be required to.have a war-
~.rantto search a sludent's property in a-public school?

In-1985, the Supreme Court confronted this question
of the_constitutional protection against search and

" geizure, guarantead by the Fourth Amendment. That

. year It heard a case’ involving the search of a girl's

In 1980, a teacher caught two 14-year-old girls
smoking in a washroom at Piscataway High School in
New Jersey. It was.against school rules for students
1o smoke on school grounds. The principal talked to
both girls. One admitted smoking, the other said she
never smoked.

Searching Her Purse

The principal took the second girl to his office,
Because she was a minor, the girl was referred to as
T. L, O. — her initials — to keep her Identity secret.
The principal searched T. L. O's purse. He found
clgarette rolling papers. The principal thought that
having cigarette-rolling papers might Indlcate use of
marijuana. Searching further, he found a small
amount of marijuana, a plpe and several emply plas-
tic bags. Other information in T, L. O's purse revealed
that she might have been selling drugs to students.

_The police and T. L. O.s mother were notified. The
police took T. L. O. and the evidence to police head-
quarters where she confessed to selling marijuana to
other students. In‘juvenile court T. L. O. was declared
a delinguent on the evidence found in her purse and




her confession, She received a year's probat:on ora
suspended sentence, as punishmant:

T. L.O. appealed her case to the Superior Court
of New Jersey. Her lawyer argued that the contents of
T, L. O’s purse should not have been presented as
evidence in court, He cited the Fourth Amendment to
the U. S. Constitution, which states that a warrant

must be obtained before-gearching an Individual’s.
property. The principal had not. obtained-such a. war-

rant before he searched.T, L.Ols purse,

Appealing to the U.S, Supreme Court

The Superior Court of New Jersey upheld the
lower court’s declsion to admit the evidence. T. L. O,
then appealed to the Supreme Court of New Jersey,
which reversed the lower court ruling. The New

Jersey Supreme Court ruled that the evidence should.

not have been admitted because T. L. O's Fourth
Amendment rights: had been-violated; the evidence.
had been found illegally. The State of New Jersey
then appsaled to the U.S. Supreme Court,

Raview the following. evidence and arguments
presented to the U.S. Supreme Courl:

New Jersey's Arguments in Favor of
Admitting the Evidence

1. Schoo! ofticials are nol the police. They should not
have to operate under.the same restraints as police.
2. Teachers and principals are acting for the parents
of the students. Parents do not need a warrant to
search their children.

3. Schools must make the school environment one

in which young people can learn. School officlais
need broad powers of discipline and action to do this.

4, The teacher caught the students in the

‘a.school rule. When he found the man]uana pa

T L O s Lawyers Arguments Against

_have been used. agalnsl her.. e
“2. The teachrs and the:principal wer&go_emment_

_ They are not-acting as the student’s parents ‘who' do

“majority of the Supreme Court: Justices in‘this!

breaking a school rule. One girl admitled ‘breaking:
rule. T. L.O. was suspected of breaking the same il
so the principal was [ustified In searching her pOsse

slohs. Hehad good reason to suspect that she: broke

he also had good' reason o suspect that she ha
ken a'law.

Admitting the Evidence

1. Students are entltied to the. protectlon of the U S:
Constitution. Since-the. principal did not have a war-
rant to search T. L0, the evidence found shou!d not_

agents and employeas:of the' State of New Y.

have the right to.search the students:
3. Students have aright to personal privacy in
school. '
4, The prlncapal did not ‘have ‘a. -good. reason to
search T. L. O, so anything he found should ot have
been used agalnst her.

Justice Byron White wrote" the. opinlon for. the L
e. .
Suppose you were Justice White. What constitytional
and legal lssues are raised by this case? Suppose
you were writing the Court's ‘opinion. In whose favor -
would you decide? T. L. Os or the State of New
Jersey's? Write your Supreme Court decision In the
space below, keeping In mind the Issues you have
identified.
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