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 Legal Entanglement Project: Part 2 – Professional Norms Knowledge Base
Introduction and Overview
	Protecting students is one of the largest responsibilities of adults within a school. Sometimes, adults must protect students from themselves by enacting policies that discourage potential actions which could harm students. Recently, students have been causing damages to themselves and school equipment by participating in the TikTok trend “Chromebook Challenge” where students intentionally destroy school Chromebooks, even to the point of them catching fire. 
	The following essay reviews three court cases which discuss related issues of school vandalism and damage caused to school property. Because of the newness of this trend, there are essentially no court cases on the topic yet, although legal matters are taking place to address these problems; in some states there have even been students who were arrested for causing Chromebook fires in schools. The selected literature reviewed shares the public thought on the subject, and addresses teachers and parents alike in preparing for this trend. 
Case Law Reviews
[bookmark: _Toc529359668][bookmark: _Toc529449460][bookmark: _Toc31899674]Buena Park School District v. Parents of Student Vandals (1993) 
The court case of Buena Park School District v. Parents of Student Vandals (1993) focuses on the responsibility that parents play in the actions of their children when those children are at school. This case specifically spotlights student vandals. In this case the group of boys, ages 10 to 15, were accused of conducting vandalism acts, such as spray-painting, carving symbols into walls, and breaking windows. “The suit also says some of the boys etched names into windows at Buena Park Junior High School. Damage was put at more than $13,000” (Cano, 1993, para. 2). 
The school district cited California Education Code section 48904 in the case, which states that parents are liable for the negative actions that their minor children cause, even to the extent of facing financial reimbursement for damaged property. The state of California’s court ruled in favor of the school district. This case demonstrates that parents are responsible for their minor children’s actions, even when they are not present for or aware of a committed crime. 
This case directly relates to the overarching assignment policy in that it demonstrates a serious attitude towards protecting students and school equipment alike. Not only is the act of damaging glass windows a major inconvenience for a school district and building maintenance, it can also prove a danger to students. Parents must take responsibility for their students’ actions; they should be discouraging this type of behavior beforehand. If not, parents and students will be held responsible for financial costs to repair and replace damaged school property.
[bookmark: _Hlk199592163]Salem-Keizer Public Schools v. Student and Parents (2016) 
The court case of Salem-Keizer Public Schools v. Student and Parents (2016) involved the school district of Salem-Keizer suing a 12-year-old student and his parents for purposely breaking into a science classroom, destroying school property, and wasting school supplies, like chemicals and food coloring. This took place during a school volleyball tournament when teachers were not in their classrooms and much of the focus in the building was placed on the school gymnasium. “The suit claims damages to the floors, desks and computers, with the cost of repairs listed at $19,293.04” (Pate, 2017, para. 4). 
Under Oregon law ORS 30.765, parents of students that are found to have damaged school property are liable for paying up to $7,500. The article does not mention how the rest of the damage fees were paid, but it is likely that the remaining $11,500 was taken on by the student. This leads one to believe that the parents would likely be indirectly responsible for this cost as well. 
This law decision is just. Students that destroy things that are not theirs should be held responsible for actions. Expecting parents to take responsibility for their children’s actions in a financial role is the right course of action. This ruling remains consistent with others, which places an emphasis on not only the actions of the student, but also on the parent(s). 
This case relates to that of the policy which is being proposed in this course. When students destroy school property, they should have to face consequences for their actions. Because schools have the opportunity to purchase equipment that many times students would not be able to interact with in alternate settings, the students must recognize that this type of equipment can be expensive. Schools do not have unlimited budgets; requiring parents to take on the financial burden of their students’ negative actions should be an expectation. 
Commonwealth v. Domenic Buccella (2001)
The court case of Commonwealth v. Domenic Buccella (2001) took place in the Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court. This case involved a student purposely vandalizing a school classroom with graffiti, writing racial slurs and using vulgar language. The school district turned in samples of these students writing to the local police department to help them identify the students’ writing characteristics. This led to the eventual charges being held against Buccella. 
Bucella, a student with a troubled background, often used racial slurs against the teacher whose classroom was vandalized. After his paperwork was submitted to the police, he filed motions to dismiss the case, stating that his privacy had been violated. However, “it was reasonable of the school to review the student's school papers and submit them to the police for expert evaluation of the student's handwriting characteristics” (Commonwealth vs. Domenic Bucella, 2001, para. 2). The school estimated a total of $250 worth of damage to school property. 
This court case is slightly different from the previous two mentioned, both for the amount of total damage caused by the student vandal, and because the students pushed back on their own rights, whereas in the other two cases the families did not put up a valid argument for why they should not be found guilty. This relates to the overall policy being proposed in that it places an emphasis on students being held accountable for their actions. Additionally, schools are able to use the resources they have available to them to prove a student guilty, even when the student does not want to admit that guilt. 
Literature Review
Devious Licks
The first piece of literature that will be reviewed is an online website article by Mike Snider, titled, “Devious Licks' Challenge on TikTok Leads to Criminal Charges Against Students Across the US.” This article discusses the challenges that modern schools are facing as a result of viral TikTok trends. There is a theme apparent in certain TikTok trends that encourage school students to purposely destroy/vandalize school equipment and property. These students are destroying things like school toilets, Chromebooks, and windows. These blatant acts of disrespect are leading to students being arrested across the country. The article states that “Police across the U.S. have begun arresting and charging students after reports of vandalism and theft” (Snider, 2021, para. 4). This is not isolated to high school students only, as many younger aged students are viewing these trends online and trying to recreate them in their own schools. 
This topic relates to the issue at hand because it shares the motivation for why many students decide to participate in these immature and dangerous acts. The viral nature encourages students to misbehave, as it falsely promises fame and recognition from peers. Unfortunately, the developing brains of many young people cannot see past this false promise of glory and understand the potential consequences of their actions. Without proper guidance from adults, and the complete apparency of potential consequences, students will likely continue to fall into this trap.
Chromebook Challenge
	The second piece of literature that this assignment will review is an article posted to the Colorado Office of School Safety, a branch of the state’s Department of Public Safety. This article is titled “TikTok Chromebook Challenge Leads to Damaged School Laptops.” The article is not lengthy, but it shares valuable information into the new TikTok trend titled “Chromebook Challenge” which involves students purposely destroying school provided Chromebooks. One of the main ways that the students are doing this is by sticking pencil led into the charging ports of the Chromebook, causing the laptop to start smoking, and in some cases, catch fire. The article mentions one of the most recent cases of this happening, stating that “a 15-year-old in New Jersey was charged with arson after a laptop fire forced a school evacuation” (TikTok Chromebook Challenge Leads to Damaged School Laptops, n.d.). 
	Not only does this new trend cause untold amounts of challenges for school districts across the country, it also poses a real threat to students’ physical wellbeing. Whether or not a student is participating in this action or not, if a Chromebook catches fire in a classroom, a real threat to student safety is at play. This article, possibly more than any other cover, relates to the topic of this assignment. With so much technology available to students, schools are in a position to protect students like none that has come beforehand. Not only does the internet possess a real danger to students if left unchecked, but the physical aspect of these devices is being examined for the ways that they can harm students. While many schools feel that they cannot go back to a time when technology was not so prevalent in the world of education, some feel that they have no other choice but to permanently remove these potential dangers from students. 
Chromebook Social Media Trend
	The final piece of literature being reviewed comes from the New York state website. This webpage shares an overview of why it is important for students to understand how to properly use Chromebooks in the classroom. It mentions the TikTok “Chromebook Challenge” and the effects that it is having in schools across the country. Furthermore, it breaks down the science behind the trend, explaining a Chromebook can catch fire when a piece of led enters the charging port. “The lithium-ion batteries in the laptop can go into thermal runaway, causing the release of flammable and toxic vapors. These vapors can ignite and cause fires and explosions” (Chromebook Social Media Trend, n.d.).
	This piece of literature is particularly relevant to the topic at hand because it gives a response guide for both schools and fire departments when this type of trend is carried out. An important aspect of this topic that is often left unaddressed is what to do if the Chromebook actually catches fire. While it is a hopeful thought to think that schools can fully prevent students from damaging Chromebooks, teachers and local authorities must be prepared to manage these situations once they arise. While it is important to remember that the student is at fault when they conduct this behavior, it is up to the adults present to keep all students under their care protected. 
Summary and Connection 
	The policy that is taking shape over the course of the Legal Entanglement Project deals with the misuse of school provided technology, like Chromebooks, by students that are on school grounds. The cases that were reviewed do not specifically deal with the destruction of technology, however, as time and technology progress, it is important to keep a similar principle in place when dealing out consequences for students’ poor behavior. When students destroy something that belongs to the school they should be held responsible for the financial aspect of replacing that damaged object. Additionally, given that students may not be in a position to take on hefty monetary payments, as was the case in the Salem-Keizer Public Schools v. Student and Parents (2016) ruling, parents must be held accountable for their students’ actions. 
	Many states are trying to share the potential dangers of their students’ actions with the parents themselves. Both Colorado and New York are pushing information to adults to help prepare them for what to do if students behave in a way that causes potential harm to themselves and others. Parents are being reminded that TikTok trends can lead to real life problems, and they should be encouraging their young ones to not participate in these mischievous acts. 
The court cases and the literature about this topic are in harmony. The court cases demonstrate the schools’ rights to expect students to properly handle school equipment, and that penalties will be enforced if the equipment is purposely harmed. The literature on the topic shares that parents should be aware of what their students may be doing. Both aspects of this assignment warn parents and students alike of the dangers that are able to happen if discretion is not used when interacting with Chromebooks and other school technology. 

References
Cano, D. (1993, February 27). School officials sue parents of suspects in campus vandalism: civil action: the buena park school district seeks to recover more than $13,000--what it will cost to repair graffiti damage. Los Angeles Times: https://www.latimes.com/archives/la-xpm-1993-02-27-me-550-story.html
Chromebook Social Media Trend. (n.d.). New York State Website: https://www.dhses.ny.gov/chromebook-social-media-trend-0
Commonwealth vs. Domenic Bucella. (2001). Justia: https://law.justia.com/cases/massachusetts/supreme-court/volumes/434/434mass473.html
Pate, N. (2017, October 4). Salem-keizer district sues student, his parents for $19,000. Statesman Journal: https://www.statesmanjournal.com/story/news/education/2017/10/04/salem-keizer-school-district-sues-student-parent-crossler-middle-school-property-damage/732562001/
Snider, M. (2021, September 21). 'Devious licks' challenge on tiktok leads to criminal charges against students across us. USA Today: https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/nation/2021/09/21/tiktok-devious-licks-challenge-schools-police-students-arrests/57974550s01/
TikTok Chromebook Challenge Leads to Damaged School Laptops. (n.d.). Colorado Office of School Safety: https://oss.colorado.gov/news-article/tiktok-chromebook-challenge-leads-to-damaged-school-laptops#:~:text=Schools%20and%20law%20enforcement%20nationwide%20are%20alerting,to%20short%2Dcircuit%2C%20emit%20smoke%2C%20and%20even%20ignite.

