








solve or prevent a drug problem? Ir
should be nored rhar the Universiry of
Maryland, rhe college Len [lias w as or
rending when he died from cocaine,
was doing drug resring.

Now, a resolution has been presenred
ro rhe board of trustees rhor would re
quire rhe orhleres or L-SCC ro submir ro 0

drug resr. Follow ing are mrerviews wirh
some of rhe key figures involved on our
campus.

TESTI
The issue of drug resring has raised

many legal and erhical quesrions. The
public c1imore rewords resring may sway
rhe courrs inro supparring irs legaliry . [lur
rhere are many snags in screening the
public for drug use.

ASide from legal and erhical grounds,
rhe inaccuracy of rests shows an ugly
porenriol for error. The Norional Center
for Diseose Conrrol found rhor as much
as 66% of rhe samples rested gave a
false positive. A resr rhor is 95% correct is
considered unusuallygood . Ar rhar rore 1
in 20 people w ould be falsely accused of
using drugs, while rhe real users have
merhods ro camou flage rhe drugs in
their sysrem, allowing their drug use ro

go underecred. Already , there have
been rwo suirs filed by employees w ho
claim rheir resr results show ed a false
poslrlve .

Severol consrirurionalissueshave been
raised againsr drug resrmq. Same claim
rhor resring waul d violore a person'srighr
ro privacy. Also, concerns over a per
son's righr ro refuse ro incriminore himself
would be violored. Ir is also argued rhar
mal~ing a person submir ro a drug resr
wirhour reasonable suspicion of guilr
wauld consrlrure unreasonable search
and seizure.

Aside from legal, erhkol, and occoro
cy problems, effectiveness should be
considered. Can mandorory drug resring

Naiad: How do you feel rhis praposal
will be occepred by rhe srudenr body?
Dr. Allen : I image rhey w ill reacr very
similarly ro our faculry . There w ill be
some rhor will undersrand rhe reason
why ir's being done, and others will be
quire (Spposed ro ir on rhe basis of viola
rion of privacy, of individual righrs, and I
respect rhor principle. lr's a very uncom
forroble posmon w e' re in ro have ro roke
such orosnc steps.
Naiad: Are there any concerns abour
lawsuirs?
Dr. Allen : I guess you always know rhor
a person can bring suir if he feelshisrighrs
have been violored. I rh in l~ ir would de
pend on whor was done as a resulr of
rhe resring as ro whether there were
grounds for a lawsuir.
Naiad: Do you feel rhor ir would be
disrespecrful ro osk a person ro prove his
innocence?

Dr. Dixie Jean Allen
Dean of Srudenrs and of Learning I
f\esources . I

I

I
DRLegal?

Necessary?

Erhical?
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Dr. Allen: I don 'T know thor iT'S disre
spectful . . . noT if The person has gone
OUT for The Team I~nowing Thor he was
going TO follow Training rules and rhor This
was going TO be porr of iT. I Thinl~ he
would have occepred Thor tocr .
Naiad: Do you see This spilling over inro
The sruceor body and foculrv?
Dr. Allen: Absolutely nor.
Naiad : If drug resrloq w ere im posed on
The orbleres, w hor good do you think iT
would do?
Dr. Allen: I Thinl~ iT would help The per
son TO feel good abOUT himself Thor he is
a heolrhy, 100% indiv idual . To The person
rhor is idenrified as a user of drugs;i'hen
This may be an opoorrunrv for Them TO
shoke The habiT.

Coach Scarbrough
Arhleric Direcror

Scarbrough : When you w ere in a group
with similar mreresrs, There was a bOOST
in morale . You didn'T ha ve TO worry
obour Thor guy [drug user ]. l:luTas They
[drug users] would somehow mrerjecr
Themselves inro your group, ir w as kinde
liI~e - " oh, no! " Thor 's how I felT. I Th in l~

iT would be 0 morale bOOST TO The orh 
leres TO know Thor They 're playing or
going TO schoo l w ith other students who
are drug free .

Na iad : Do you feel drug TesTing is an
infringem enr of personal righTs?
Scarbrough : If , as a precondiTion TO par
ticiporion in occepronc e of a scholarship
an orhlere signs a w aiver sToring Thor he
will submiT TO a drug TeST as a parr of his

scholarship, There is no infringemenr of
privac y .
Naiad: Is There any Thing you'd liI~e TO
add?

Scarbrough : The disagreemenr over
drug TesTing would be ed ucor ion versus
resrinq. IT 'S liI ~e arguing apples and or
anges. They serve The sam e purpose,
bUT They have diffe renr Iuncrioris. I really
srronqly feel Thor Those who would ar
gu e for ed ucorion are m issing The boor.
IT'S nor whether drug TesTing is righT or
w ron g They both have a viable place in
orrockinq The drug prob lem , and The
cu esnon is The method of im plemen Ting
bo rh, a method rho r is equiTable and fair
TO all.

Naiad : Why do you think Thor resrinq
The orbleres for drug use is necessary?
Scarbrough: If anyone would look or
new spapers, nor ional magazines, Talh TO
somebody OUT on The streets, Tall~ TO kids
in high school, worch TV ., worch The
newscosrs. iT'S very evidenr Thor w e
have a drug problem . The fundam enTal
cu esrion obour whether iT'Snecessary or
not comes inro play or diffe renr ospecrs
of drug use. [People] look up TO an em u
lore The orbleres OUT on The courts . IT 'S
imporranr rhor Those orh leres be drug
free , and so TO srunr any rhouqhrs or
possibledrug use, The I~ids need TO know
exaerly Thor I'm nOT going TO JUST srond
up and Tall~ObOUT drug use. They need
TO I~now Thor we 're rokinq a very hard

STance oqolrsr drugs.
Naiad: How do The orh leres feel cbour

This?
Scarbrough: They had no problems.
They felT Thor They had nothinq TO hide.
Naiad: On The morale srondporu, do
you feel This will im prove performance?
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Continued from previous page

David Payne
English/ Dram a Insrrucror

Naiad: WhaT is your involvemenr in This
issue!
Payne: I'm 0 m ember of rhe faculTy

senore .
Naiad: How da The focolry feel?
Payne: Oased on aur survey af The foe
ulry , we found Thor The m ajoriTy of The
toculry are opposed TO The drug screen 
ing on erh icol grounds, vio lorion of The
fourth amendmenr TO The Consnrurion,
pr ivacy, and The demeaning norure of

mandorory drug TesTing .
Naiad: Will The tocurv do anYThing!
Payne: We've done [The focury sen 
ore ] The Thing Thor is oppropriore for us TO
do, which is TO dererrruo e as accu rore ly
as possible whor The Thinl~ing of The facul
ry as a group is. The senore serves as on
informaTion ag ency, so w e ad vise The
boord of our Thinl~ ing an d why. We've
review ed [The drug resrioq resolonon]
We do nor be lieve The clause dealing
w ith drug resrinq should eve n be in a
resolution. A resolurion should be a STore
menT of commiTmenr, so The firsT pa rr of
The resolution is a reaffirmorion of our
srronq supporr of The desire TO pre venr 0

drug problem.
Naiad: So you feel drug TesTing is The
wrong way TO prevent a drug problem!
Payne: IT is wrong for a couple of rea 
sons. One, There is nor even a drug
problem on This cam pus, so iT reall y un 
fa irly sTigmorizes a student populorion
Thor has proven iTse lf responsible . IT is The
wrong m essag e TO sen d TO The commu
niTyand TO The srucents. We (The focurv
senore) parricularly supporr ed ucor ion as
rhe corn erstone of preven tion of drug

abuse.
Naiad: Do you feel iT'S d isrespeerful?
Payne: AbsoluTely. I do nOT Thinh Thor iT
increases a person 's self respeer. I T hin l~

Thor iT redu ces a person's self respecr .
Naiad: If drug TeSTing w ere imposed, do
you Thinl~ There would be grounds for a
law suit?
Payne: Yes

Nai6d : Some people claim rhor if 0 con
rrocr were signed as a precondiTion ro
porncoonon in sports Thor on e would
submiT TO a drug resr. The fou rrh amend 
rnenr w ould nor be ab ridged .
Payne : I don 'T ag ree , because you
rnoke The signing of Thor conr raer a re
quirem en T TO play a sporr. If he doesn' T

sign Thor conrraer Thor agrees TO drug
resnnq , Then he can 'T play , so you ore
forcing him TO give up a fundamenral
righT so he can play boske rbo ll. You're
forc ing him ; you 're ocr giv ing him a
choice .

Tarr is Winsran
Arh lere

Naiad: Do you Thin l~ Thor The orbleres
are be ing unfairly singled OUT!

Winston: No.
Naiad : Do you ha ve any protests?
W inston: No, I'm fo r ir.
Naiad: Do you feel iT'S degradi ng TO be
asl~~ TO prove your innocen ce?
W inston: NOT as on orhiere . I don'T know
abOUT as a srudeo r. bUT as on othiere I
Th in l~ if The y osk you TO roke a drug resr.
you should do ir.
Naiad: Is There anyThing you w ould l iI~e

TO ad d!
Winston: Arbleres, The y should have
norbinq TO hide They are Ta l l ~ ing abOUT
violoring pe ople's righTS, going inro Their
person al life and all. If you're an orhlere,
you shouldn'T be oqcrsr drug resTing
becouse you con 'r be an orhlere and do
drugs or The same rime.



A TEST WITH NO
STUDYING r\EQUIr\ED

An essay by De'1nis Price

Soon There wil l be a TeST rhor ever y
srodenr orhlere has longed for , a TeST Thor
requires no sTudying or go ing TO class, a
TeST Thor isa dream come True. The TeST is
called a drug resr. and olrhouqh iT may
be easy TO toke, it can JUST as easily
remove an orhlere from sports pcrr iopo 
non as foiling grades can. However, The
rhreor of drug TesTing The orbleres may
drive Them awoy from The field , floor or
mor . Arhieres may save Their prowess
for The bockyord courr or ner or The
beach. Arbleres w ith heo lrhv , drug free
bodies nor parriciporing in sports because
of drug TesTing? Sounds ridiculous

The real quesTion of drug TesTing is nor
wh or goes inro a person's bod y , bUTir is
rorher a question of TrUST. A coach may
say Thor resrinq is needed TO ensure Thor
injury can be ovoided, or so no orhleres
are abusing Their bod ies by Trying TO build
muscle Through harmful drugs. Concern
for orb'eres is 0 major foetor in The TeSTS,
bUT whor obour The person who doesn 'T
do drugs! This is an erhkoi marrer Thor
rnosr toke The rhouohrs, feelings and pri
vacy of The individual inro occouor

Would suspending an orhlere Thor has
resTed posr ive from games and possibly
removing him from The Team olroqether
STOp The use and abuse of drugs and be
a positive STep Thor would help The play
er) Whor if someone were rested and
TeSTed posinve for drugs yer had nOT
token anyThing more harmful Than aspi
rin? The Technology of drug TeSTing is
fairly new and reliabiliTy is nor 100%,
alThough ir is far from be ing TOTally inac-

o
curore in evaluorions. This required drug
TeSTing could be mrerprered as a sign of
m iSTrUST in The orhlere's STore of body and
mind. There is an o'rernot ive TO drug
resrinq non -parriciparion .

The discouraging Thing oboor drug
restinq is rhor mOST orhleres are proud TO
be drug free . Perhaps These people
would nor mind TO prave, Iil~e f\onald
f\eagan, Thor drugs are nOT being used
unless prescribed by a physician. Volu n
rory pornco onon in a drug resrioq pro
gram should be of no concern TO some
one who has norh inq TO hide , yer
othleres have a righT TO privacy and may
exercise Thor righT as seen fir.

Athle tes mUSTbe give n The choice TO
undergo drug resnnq, nOTbe forced inro
submission. The righT TO individual privacy
rnusr be respected , olrhouqh The resrinq
may be for The well -being of Theorhlere ,
iTcan nor run roughshod ove r Those w ho
do nor feel The need TO prove Them 
selves. The question of drugs and orhler
ics rnusr be solved Through means Thor
respect The porrlopoors who fee l op 
posed TO drug resrioq , olrhouqh They do
nor toke drugs. This is nOT TO say rhor 
drugs are nOT a problem in orhlerics in
colleges acrossThe counrry , and perhaps
here a L-SCC bUTrorher Thor There should
be progra ms Thor preve nt The qlornoriz
ing of drugs by showinq The recl irv of a
road of obuse. This, Then, would be a
springboard in drug edocorion and pre
venrion and prOTeCT The individual orh
lere who would OTherwise submiT TO
drug resrinq or play ball in The bach yard .
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