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This chart reflects the highest state court’s decisions or un-appealed lower court decisions. Follow up compliance decisions

are not included.

*New cases are pending in Florida, lllinois, Rhode Island, South Dakota, and Washington

“In the 1994 equity case, three of the five members of the North Dakota Supreme Court found that the state's education
finance system violated the equal protection provisions of the State Constitution. However, because the state constitution
requires a "super majority" vote of the state Supreme Court (at least four justices) to invalidate any statutory scheme, the
court did not declare the system unconstitutional.
TArizona plaintiffs won a capital funding case in 1994; they lost an at-risk funding case in 2006

< Missouri plaintiffs won a new funding system in a 1993 case before the Circuit Court, which went un-appealed; in 2009, the
state Supreme Court denied plaintiffs’ claim that changes in the system had rendered it unconstitutional..

"State defendants prevailed in an equity case in 1982, but in 2009, the state Supreme Court upheld plaintiffs’ right to proceed

to trial on an adequacy claim.
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