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• In many states, 90% of those admitted to prison for drug

o↵enses were black or Latino; yet this was all explained in
race-neutral language.
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someone reasonably thought to be dangerous, officer can
conduct limited search. Known as Stop and Frisk.
In years since Terry, searches, stops, interrogation of ordinary
people have become commonplace
Florida v. Bostick: Request for “consent” to search
passenger’s luggage; but officers almost always are able to
make the search
SCOTUS ruled that Bostick’s encounter with police was
purely voluntary, and therefore he was not “seized” within
meaning of 4th Amendment
These are basically called “consent searches”. “Will you put
your arms up and stand against the wall for a search?” Who
is not going to comply with that?
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• Note, at time drug war declared, illegal drug use and abuse
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• Many state and local law enforcement officials were not

pleased by attempt of Fed Gov to assert itself in local crime
fighting

• In 1988, behest of Reagan administration, Congress revised

program that provides federal aid to law enforcement,
renaming Edward Byrne Memorial State and Local Law
Enforcement Assistance Program.
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• Free military equipment; militarization of police force

• Reagan administration granted state/local law enforcement

agencies authority to keep, for their own use, the vast majority
of cash and assets they seize when waging drug war

