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There Rfc three types of lies — Ilies, daffm lies, Rnd statistiCS.
—,4figÃk Tfcl~iff

vcr Several yeRrs of university clas5cs l hRvc asked llily 5tuclcnts,
fAostly principaLS Rnd superiAteAdeAts in a doctoral progracn,
whether they wc)uld cc)nsider using fandc)m clrug testing in their

schools undec the fQHowing c:onditions:

l. Th e drug test (for brevity'5 sake, let us callI it DT) would correctly
identify nineteen out of twenty "true drug abusers as positims.

2. DT w o 'uld correctly identify A1nctccn Qf twenty t f u c AQA­
RbcLscfs Rs BegativeS.

3. Suppose that, at N)os,the "true drug RbcLsers" c c)nstitute 5 pere.Celt

4. The c.osts of the first use of DT for each student would be borne
by the )nanufacturef", only reapplications of DT, if any, would have
to be paid for at the rate Qf fifty doHars each.
To intAJIdc minimally of i thc educat ioARII progfRfn„ Ibut Ala1fitalfi R
hoped-for dctcrfcfN pccscnce„c)nly one of at Alost a few students
would be Selected each day by lottery tO be teSted by 13T.

Over the years the considerations these experienced educatofs would
entertain„and the conclusions they would reach, mere substantially the
Safnc: thc great nlajof llty %'Quid say ycs to l fnp lcHllcnting R pfogfRAl Qf

fandOm teSting, dCSpite much RbOut it they might And ObjeceiOARble.
After this first stage of reaching R decision, l would caution the)A

that BT would generate "fajse pc)sitives" — students mistakenly identified
hy DT Rs abusers, for whom such R deterfnination miglht have severe
social consequences. With reluctance the educators would insist they

of R total of ten thousand K- i2 students;










	
	
	
	
	



