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sympathy for bodily privacy concerns, and emphasize 
the age and gender of the student searched. Also, note 
the dissenting views of Justice Thomas, whose opinion 
supporting school discipline is similar to his minority 
position in the “BONG HiTS 4 JESUS” case of Morse v. 
Frederick (2007) discussed in Chapter 6.

Safford Unified School District #1 v. 
Redding

557 U.S. 364 (2009)
https://caselaw.findlaw.com/us-supreme-court/557/364.html
Oral arguments are available at https://www.oyez.org/

cases/2008/08-479.
Vote: 8 (Alito, Breyer, Ginsburg, Kennedy, Roberts, Scalia,  

Souter, Stevens)
1 (Thomas)

OPINION OF THE COURT: Souter

OPINIONS CONCURRING IN PART AND DISSENTING  
IN PART: Ginsburg, Stevens

OPINION CONCURRING IN JUDGMENT IN PART AND 
DISSENTING IN PART: Thomas

FACTS:

On October 8, 2003, Savana Redding, a thirteen-year-old student 
at Safford (Arizona) Middle School, was called away from her math-
ematics class by Assistant Principal Kerry Wilson. In Wilson’s office, 
Redding was shown an unzipped day planner containing several 
knives, lighters, a permanent marker, and a cigarette. Redding 
admitted that the day planner was hers but claimed that she had lent 
it to a friend, Marissa Glines, a few days earlier. Redding said that 
none of the articles belonged to her. Wilson then showed Redding 
four white prescription-strength ibuprofen pills and one over-the-
counter blue naproxen pill and told her that he had received a report 
that she was giving pills to fellow students who were going to take 
them at lunchtime. Redding denied the charge and agreed to let 
Wilson search her belongings. Wilson and administrative assistant 
Helen Romero searched Redding’s backpack, finding nothing.

Wilson then instructed Romero to take Redding to the school 
nurse’s office to search her clothes for pills. Romero and the nurse, 
Peggy Schwallier, asked Redding to remove her jacket, socks, and 
shoes, leaving her in stretch pants and a T-shirt (both without pock-
ets), which she was then asked to remove. Finally, Redding was told 
to pull her bra out and to the side and shake it, and to pull out the 
elastic on her underpants, thus exposing her breasts and pelvic area 
to some degree. No pills were found.

Case Facts Ruling

Whren v. United 
States (1996)

After stopping a driver for a traffic violation, 
police observe and seize two plastic bags of 
what appears to be cocaine in the passenger’s 
hands.

There was probable cause for the traffic stop, 
allowing the police to observe what appeared 
to be illegal drugs. Seizure is valid.

Wyoming v. Houghton 
(1999)

A police officer stops a car for a faulty brake 
light and sees a hypodermic syringe in the 
driver’s pocket. The driver admits to drug use. 
The officer searches the car and finds illegal 
drugs in a passenger’s purse.

If probable cause justifies a search of a 
lawfully stopped vehicle, it justifies the search 
of every part of the vehicle and every article or 
container therein that might conceal the object 
of the search.

Illinois v. Lidster 
(2004)

Seeking an unknown hit-and-run driver, police 
set up a checkpoint to stop drivers and ask if 
they have any relevant information about the 
crime. One of those stopped is clearly driving 
under the influence of alcohol and is arrested.

Informational checkpoint stops do not violate 
the Fourth Amendment.

Arizona v. Gant (2009) Police officers approach a suspect who has 
an outstanding warrant for driving with a 
suspended license after the suspect gets out 
of his car. The officers arrest the man and 
secure him in the back seat of a patrol car. They 
search his vehicle and find illegal drugs.

After a suspect has been arrested and 
secured, police may still search his 
automobile, but only when it is reasonable to 
believe that the vehicle contains evidence of 
the crime for which the arrest was made.


