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	School counselors, teachers and administration serve as advocated for all students, ensuring that they have equal access to quality public education. In order to better understand the school setting today, it is important to understand the previous legal mandates that protect all students’ rights and shaped the way special education services are now. Landmark court cases such as Brown v. Board of Education (1954) and Board of Education v. Rowley (1982) were crucial in the establishment of educational opportunity for all students.

Brown v. Board of Education (1954)
Background
	Brown v. Board of Education (1974) is an important case for providing “equal opportunities for African-American students” (McCullough, 2012). The goal of this court case was to provide African American students with equal access to quality education and educational tools such as new textbooks and new school facilities (McCullough, 2012). Although this case focuses on racial segregation, the broader principle of equal access to quality education for all students laid the groundwork for disability rights. Overall, Brown v. Board of Education (1954) changed the way schools functioned when it comes to racial discrimination. With this, the fundamental rights discussed led to special education reform.
Rulings
	In the finalization of this case, it was unanimously ruled that, “the implementation of a desegregation plan was remanded back to the local school systems with the local courts listed as the enforcers” (McCullough, 2012). It was found that segregation in the public school system went against the fourteenth amendment, discussing guaranteed equal protection under the law. Following the completion of this policy, local courts were required to, “make a prompt and reasonable start towards full compliance” (McCullough, 2012), while also using the words, “with all deliberate speed” (McCullough, 2012).
Implications to Special Education
	Brown v. Board of Education (1954) did not explicitly discuss special education. However, it did establish a foundation of understanding surrounding equal access to quality public education (Steinhardt, 1974). However, it also, “created a cornerstone for subsequent litigation concerning the right of handicapped children to adequate educational opportunities” (Steinhardt, 1974). Following this landmark case, the Pennsylvania Association for Retarded Children v. Pennsylvania (“P. A. R. C.”) was brought into action. This discussed the illegality of excluding children that were deemed “mentally retarded” from the public school system (Steinhardt, 1974).

Board of Education v. Rowley (1982)
Background
	Board of Education v. Rowley (1982) required that, “public schools provide a free appropriate education (FAPE) to students with disabilities under the Individuals with Disabilities Act (IDEA)” (Yell et al., 2007). This law was created to ensure that all students with a disability are given the same opportunities as students without disabilities. It came fourth when a deaf student who performed well academically requested a sign language interpreter to heighten her educational experience in public school. This case is widely known as the most important case in special education (Yell et al., 2007).
Rulings
	The Education for All Handicapped Children Act (EAHCA) combined, “an educational bill of rights with the promise of federal financial initiatives” (Yell et al., 2007). This was key in providing a FAPE for all students that was covered by the EAHCA. The key in providing a FAPE was, “for school personnel to develop and implement a program based on a full and individualized assessment of a student that would consist of specifically designed instruction tailored to meet the unique needs of a child with a disability” (Yell et al., 2007). 
Implications to Special Education
	With better access to a free appropriate education, students with disabilities were also granted access to modifications to their schooling. This came in the form of an individualized education program or IEP (Yell et al., 2007). This was developed for students in special education to have access to accommodations throughout the school day. This ruling clarified the responsibilities of schools to students with disabilities under federal special education law. Following this, schools had to focus on student access to services and the benefits that come from this.
Conclusion
	Both Brown v. Board of Education and Board of Education v. Rowley are crucial cases that changed the framework of what constitutes quality public education for special needs students. Brown v. Board of Education focuses mainly on equal access for students in public schools while Board of Education v. Rowley caused a new federal standard for free appropriate public education (FAPE). Both of these landmark cases changed the way schools functioned, focusing on advocacy for equality and compliance with necessary legal mandates. 
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