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Each of the checkpoint programs that we have approved was
designed primarily to serve purposes closely related to the problems of
policing the border or the necessity of ensuring roadway safety.
Because the primary purpose of the Indianapolis narcotics checkpoint
program is to uncover evidence of ordinary criminal wrongdoing, the
program contravenes the Fourth Amendment.

We caution that the purpose inquiry in this context is to be conducted
only at the programmatic level and is not an invitation to probe the
minds of individual officers acting at the scene.
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