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Classification of K-12 Students by assigning them to Specific Schools for Racial Balance
Factual Background
The Supreme Court has played an integral part for the last 50 years in ensuring that students of different racial backgrounds are integrated in American public schools. The integration streamlines with the promises of Brown’s Board of Education (Anderson, 2005). However, in the recent past, the court system has neutralized the efforts with ruling against decrees that support compulsory desegregation policies. Most of the districts in the US, therefore, exercise their freedom of voluntary integration plans. The plans met resistance with numerous legal battles that seek compliance to the Supreme Court’s decision. The existing legal framework is instrumental in assignment of K-12 students in kindergartens. The admission process met challenges due to divided opinions on whether to put into account racial factors. Consequently, K-12 admissions transitioned to generalized programs disregarding the specialized racial discourse (Egelko, 2007). There is unclear directive from the Supreme Court concerning the matter, smaller courts are, therefore, in a dilemma whether to apply Brown’s policies to K-12 settings. In order to achieve racial balance, courts and school districts ought to tailor their admission process to meet the Brown’s ideals.
Legal Issues
The implementation of the K-12 racial balance setting in public schools has led to the emergence of legal issues. The Supreme Court’s opinions are under fire for not recognizing constitutional rights completely in making its ruling (Brown, 2000). The court is urged to apply the Equal Protection Clause to avoid jurisprudential disparities. The court however, concurs with Brown’s opinions but is at crossroads adapting constitutional rights to the special nature of K-12 schools. The court has put in place different amendments to Brown’s ideology to resolve violation of the students’ freedom of speech and privacy rights. The reforms however limit the freedom of school administrators who seek to suspend students for more than 10 days.
	The court is also under scrutiny for not addressing the power struggles between the states and officials of local schools- there are legal issues on who between the latter is accountable for racial diversity and the desegregation integration process. Also, the issue of strict scrutiny raised eyebrows due to the difficulties of tailoring government’s policies on compelling interests to the court’s jurisprudential (Welner, 2006). There are also different opinions on compelling interests by the government. Notably, the Chief Justice reiterated that racial diversity and isolation based on race are not compelling government issues (Smith, 2018).
Requirements of Equal Protection
Equal protection affirms that race is a factor in the admission of K-12 students. The protection process requires adoption of affirmative action in K-12 settings to address the racial diversities in public schools. For instance, in Seattle, in case an admission of a student would lead to an increase of the population of non-white students by 55%, then the student would be prevented from joining the school. Consequently, it guarantees particular positions to the K-12 students based on their race. In addition, it also requires the application of strict scrutiny when carrying out race-based classifications, especially in government contracts and employments (Kaplin, 2008). The requirement necessitates affirmative actions on policies involving race in K-12admissions. Consequently, the move has helped remedy the segregation of people of color when offering admission opportunities.
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