
 

Back to School: The Financial Impact of 
State Attorneys General Protecting K-12 Education 

Education profoundly influences our lives. Every student deserves access to quality education 
and a positive school environment. But that access may increasingly depend on whether students 
live in a state whose attorney general is willing to fight for their rights and stand up against 
federal abuse.1 This is because the Supreme Court recently ruled that federal district courts do 
not have the general authority to issue nationwide injunctions to block illegal policies. Although 
states that do not join lawsuits challenging illegal federal actions sometimes benefit from the 
work of states that do sue, often, a state must join a lawsuit to protect its residents from harm. 

 
As a new school year begins, this issue brief highlights the crucial role attorneys general have 
taken on in protecting access to quality education in their states. The work of state attorneys 
general has restored, at least temporarily, tens of billions of dollars in education funding 
promised by the federal government, helping mitigate the harm of illegal federal cuts on the 
well-being of their resident children. This brief examines the six lawsuits filed by state attorneys 
general challenging the Department of Education’s actions in the second Trump administration. 

Although state attorneys general may not win every case they file, they have fought to ensure 
that students in their states have access to the education funding promised to them. 

 
• In one lawsuit, the plaintiff states regained access to over $1.1 billion in COVID-19 relief 

funds used by schools. 

• In another case, attorneys general sued the Trump administration after it conditioned 
access to at least $13.8 billion in federal education funding in their states. 

• This summer, in yet another case, state attorneys general sued the Secretary of Education 
over withholding $6.8 billion in federal funding. Following the lawsuit and political 
pushback, the Department of Education released the funds to all states. 

State attorneys general have also sued the federal government over its termination of grant 
programs operating in their states, as well as for dismantling the Department of Education. 

 
• One case dealt with the termination of over $600 million in nationwide grant funding for 

K-12 teacher preparation programs. 

• A second concerned the Trump administration’s cancellation of over $580 million in 
funding for school-based mental health professionals. 

• A final case sought to protect the jobs of the nearly 2,000 federal education workers 

impacted by a massive reduction in force. 
 

 

1 Leadership Center for Attorney General Studies, “The Impact of CASA v. Trump: State Attorneys General Are 
Now the Most Powerful Defenders of Rights and the Rule of Law,” (July 2, 2025). 

https://agstudies.org/publications/the-impact-of-casa-v-trump-state-attorneys-general-are-now-the-most-powerful-defenders-of-rights-and-the-rule-of-law/
https://agstudies.org/publications/the-impact-of-casa-v-trump-state-attorneys-general-are-now-the-most-powerful-defenders-of-rights-and-the-rule-of-law/
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Following a May 2025 preliminary injunction in a lawsuit filed by 17 states, attorneys general 

restored access to over $1.1 billion in remaining COVID-19 relief funds for schools in their states. 

After a series of federal court decisions, at the end of June 2025, the Department of Education 

restored access to the relief funds for all states. A similar amount, at the very least, was likely at stake 

for the non-plaintiff states. 

Lawsuit I. COVID-19 Relief Funding 

New York v. Department of Education (S.D.N.Y.)2 
 

 
During the COVID-19 pandemic, Congress enacted numerous disaster relief laws that 
appropriated funds to respond to the nationwide health crisis and economic devastation. One 
such effort was the Education Stabilization Fund (ESF). ESF comprises four primary emergency 
relief funds: one for public schools, one for higher education institutions, one for private schools, 
and one for governors’ offices. Across these investments, the historic Elementary and Secondary 
School Emergency Relief Fund (ESSER), with $190 billion, constituted the most significant 
infusion of federal emergency aid funding to K-12 schools. In previous funding rounds, the over 
16,000 recipient school districts spent ESSER funds on tutoring and accelerated learning; 
summer enrichment, after-school programs, and school day extensions; curriculum and 
instruction; and additional school personnel.3 

Initially, school districts had to “obligate,” or commit to use the money for specific purposes, by 
September 2024. But by early 2024, the Department of Education was encouraging states to seek 
extensions to access these funds. Based on these extensions, local school districts understood 
they could draw down awarded funding through March 2026. But, on March 28, 2025, Secretary 
of Education Linda McMahon notified states that, as of that day, the Department of Education 
rescinded the extension.4 

So, on April 10, 2025, New York Attorney General Letitia James led a coalition of 16 state 
attorneys general and one governor in suing the Trump administration for suddenly rescinding 
previously granted extensions for spending COVID-19 relief funds. In May and again in June 
2025, federal courts granted preliminary injunctions blocking the extension rescission in the 
plaintiff states.5 Table I lists the remaining ESF funding in 15 of the 17 plaintiff states, as 
reported in the complaint. State attorneys general had restored access to at least $1.1 billion in 
funding for their schools. Public data is not readily available, but a similar amount was likely at 
stake in non-plaintiff states. 

Following an appeals court denial, on June 26, 2025, the Department of Education reversed its 
March 28 decision and reinstated the extension to all states.6 By filing this lawsuit, participating 
state attorneys general have saved billions of dollars that local school districts across the country 
can continue to spend to support their students. 

 

 

2 New York v. Department of Education, 1:25-02990 ((S.D.N.Y. April 10, 2025), Document 1, pp. 1-55. 
3 Weadé James & Paige Shoemaker DeMio, “Lessons From K-12 Education Relief Aid to Improve Federally Funded 
Programs,” Center for American Progress (October 18, 2024). 
4 Linda McMahon, Letter from Secretary of Education to State Chiefs of Education, (March 28, 2025). 
5 New York v. Department of Education, 1:25-cv-02990-ER (S.D.N.Y. May 6, 2025), Document 77, p. 1-2. 
6 Linda McMahon, “Dear Colleague,” Department of Education (June 26, 2025). 

https://www.marylandattorneygeneral.gov/News%20Documents/041025_NY_v_DOE.pdf
https://www.americanprogress.org/article/lessons-from-k-12-education-relief-aid-to-improve-federally-funded-programs/
https://www.americanprogress.org/article/lessons-from-k-12-education-relief-aid-to-improve-federally-funded-programs/
https://www.ed.gov/sites/ed/files/2025-04/Letter%20to%20State%20Chiefs%20ESF%20Funding%2003.28.25.pdf
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/oese-esf-liquidation-secretary-letter-6262025-110297.pdf
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Table I: Remaining COVID-19 Relief Funding 

 

States Remaining ESF Funding 

Plaintiffs $ 1,165,589,873 

California $ 205,000,000 

Delaware $ 12,178,115 

District of Columbia $ 33,810,796 

Hawai'i $ 327,672 

Illinois $ 77,248,504 

Maine $ 10,927,286 

Maryland $ 245,876,498 

Massachusetts $ 105,961,603 

Michigan $ 25,137,629 

Minnesota $ 914,868 

New Jersey $ 84,642,982 

New Mexico $ 17,868,000 

New York $ 134,219,838 

Oregon $ 4,368,432 

Pennsylvania $ 207,107,650 

 

Note: Total unliquidated ES funding as of March 
28, 2025. The amounts for Nevada and Arizona 
were not available as of April 10, 2025. 

Public data is not readily available for non- 
plaintiff states. 

Source: New York v. Department of Education 
(S.D.N.Y.), 1:25-02990 (April 10, 2025), 
Document 1,¶ 47. 

https://www.marylandattorneygeneral.gov/News%20Documents/041025_NY_v_DOE.pdf
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In April 2025, 19 states sued the Trump administration over its conditioning of access to 
federal education funding on the acceptance of anti-diversity, equity, and inclusion (DEI) 
policies. At least $13 billion was at stake for the plaintiff states – nearly $8 billion for schools 
with high-poverty populations and $6 billion to help cover the cost of special education. 

Lawsuit II. Federal Anti-Poverty and Special Education Funding 

New York v. Department of Education (D. Mass.)7 
 

Each year, the Department of Education allocates billions of dollars in congressionally mandated 
financial support to states for schools. There is a wide range of programs and services, but the 
two most significant sources of federal funds are Title I and Individuals with Disabilities 
Education Act (IDEA) funding. 

 
• Through Title I, Part A, the Department of Education distributes over $18 billion in 

supplemental financial assistance to schools with children from low-income families. 
Three in five public schools are eligible for Title I.8 

• Through the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, the Education Department also 
disburses over $15 billion in IDEA funding, which helps cover the costs of special 
education. Roughly 15% of all public-school children, about 7.5 million children, 
receive special education services tailored to their needs.9 

Following a series of executive orders aimed at eliminating DEI programs and practices in 
schools, on April 3, 2025, the Trump administration ordered an unprecedented requirement that 
the billions in federal education funding to the states would be conditional on ending DEI.10 The 
undefined directive was not only problematic in its aim but also impossible to comply with as 
written. The threatening language created fear of enforcement actions, even for a broad range of 
lawful initiatives that contribute to fairer schools and workplaces, for instance. 

So, on April 25, 2025, New York Attorney General Letitia James, California Attorney General 
Rob Bonta, Illinois Attorney General Kwame Raoul, Massachusetts Attorney General Andrea 
Campbell, and Minnesota Attorney General Keith Ellison co-led a coalition of 19 states in suing 
the Department of Education to ensure access to the federal funding for the plaintiff states. Since 
then, a district court judge issued a preliminary injunction temporarily blocking the directive.11 

The $13.8 billion cited in the lawsuit is an underestimation of terminated funds because the DEI 
condition applied to more than just Title I and IDEA funding.12 To better gauge the potential 
impact by state, Table II lists the total amount of federal education funding each state receives, 
excluding federal student aid, as well as the amount for Title I and IDEA.13 For plaintiffs, the 
amount is $36 billion. 

 

 

7 New York v. Department of Education, 1:25-cv-11116, Document 1 (D. Mass April 25, 2025), pp. 1-55. 
8 National Center for Education Statistics, “Fast Facts: Title I,” (accessed August 11, 2025). 
9 National Center for Education Statistics, “Students with Disabilities,” Condition of Education (May 2024). 
10 Department of Education, “Dear Colleague: Reminder of Legal Obligations Undertaken in Exchange for 
Receiving Federal Financial Assistance,” (April 3, 2025). 
11 New York v. Department of Education, 1:25-cv-02990-ER, Document 6, (D. Mass June 3, 2025), pp. 1-3. 
12 New York v. Department of Education, 1:25-cv-11116 (D. Mass April 25, 2025), ¶ 2, fn. 1. 
13 Melanie Hanson, “U.S. Public Education Spending Statistics,” Education Data Initiative (February 8, 2025). 

https://ag.ny.gov/sites/default/files/court-filings/state-of-new-york-et-al-v-united-states-department-of-education-linda-mcmahan-craig-trainor-complaint-2025.pdf
https://nces.ed.gov/fastfacts/display.asp?id=158
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/coe/indicator/cgg/students-with-disabilities?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/reminder-of-legal-obligations-undertaken-exchange-receiving-federal-financial-assistance-and-request-certification-under-title-vi-and-sffa-v-harvard-april-3.pdf
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/reminder-of-legal-obligations-undertaken-exchange-receiving-federal-financial-assistance-and-request-certification-under-title-vi-and-sffa-v-harvard-april-3.pdf
https://storage.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.nysd.640340/gov.uscourts.nysd.640340.106.0.pdf
https://ag.ny.gov/sites/default/files/court-filings/state-of-new-york-et-al-v-united-states-department-of-education-linda-mcmahan-craig-trainor-complaint-2025.pdf
https://educationdata.org/public-education-spending-statistics
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Table IIA. Title I, IDEA, and Total Education Department Funding (Plaintiff States) 

 

States Title I IDEA Title I + IDEA Total 

Plaintiffs $  7,715,186,101 $ 6,016,552,028 $ 13,731,738,129 $ 36,037,734,893 

California $  2,236,833,545 $ 1,474,208,303 $  3,711,041,848 $ 10,846,581,014 

Colorado $ 182,938,931 $ 200,426,786 $ 383,365,717 $  1,285,584,525 

Connecticut $ 155,039,806 $ 159,185,765 $ 314,225,571 $ 935,859,281 

Delaware $ 58,827,119 $ 44,304,842 $ 103,131,961 $ 254,635,776 

Hawaii $ 69,934,653 $ 49,346,394 $ 119,281,047 $ 306,560,505 

Illinois $ 794,468,689 $ 603,909,221 $  1,398,377,910 $  3,477,844,080 

Maryland $ 323,578,584 $ 248,902,727 $ 572,481,311 $  1,381,215,733 

Massachusetts $ 285,434,127 $ 340,056,295 $ 625,490,422 $  1,466,895,156 

Michigan $ 559,432,779 $ 474,682,995 $  1,034,115,774 $  2,474,463,923 

Minnesota $ 194,491,327 $ 233,557,694 $ 428,049,021 $  1,279,323,749 

New Jersey $ 457,208,618 $ 433,037,784 $ 890,246,402 $  2,178,353,913 

New Mexico $ 146,145,066 $ 109,028,430 $ 255,173,496 $ 697,337,580 

New York $  1,489,259,094 $ 907,542,158 $  2,396,801,252 $  5,624,154,465 

Oregon $ 167,711,982 $ 160,235,236 $ 327,947,218 $ 876,438,665 

Rhode Island $ 59,352,446 $ 52,378,545 $ 111,730,991 $ 312,868,252 

Washington $ 306,616,767 $ 275,516,895 $ 582,133,662 $  1,447,393,811 

Wisconsin $ 227,912,568 $ 250,231,958 $ 478,144,526 $  1,192,224,465 

Source: Department of Education, "State Tables by Program, FY 2024-26 President's Budget," (June 13, 
2025). 

Note: The total includes all Department of Education funding, except for the Federal Direct Student Loan 
Program, so it includes both elementary/secondary as well as post-secondary funding. 

https://www.ed.gov/about/ed-overview/annual-performance-reports/budget/budget-tables/fiscal-year-2024-fy-2026-presidents-budget-state-tables-us-department-of-education
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Table IIB. Title I, IDEA, and Total Education Department Funding (Non-Plaintiff States) 

 

States Title I IDEA Title I + IDEA Total 

Non-Plaintiffs $ 10,043,581,563 $ 7,864,258,869 $ 17,907,840,432 $ 49,982,370,743 

Alabama $ 302,826,218 $ 221,641,371 $ 524,467,589 $  1,340,358,065 

Alaska $ 53,330,548 $ 45,313,330 $ 98,643,878 $ 366,046,678 

Arizona $ 327,775,446 $ 250,457,071 $ 578,232,517 $  2,871,603,559 

Arkansas $ 176,145,048 $ 138,994,081 $ 315,139,129 $ 781,168,355 

District of Columbia $ 57,035,479 $ 24,143,429 $ 81,178,908 $ 426,408,066 

Florida $  1,002,332,843 $ 787,872,110 $  1,790,204,953 $  5,267,919,433 

Georgia $ 610,207,710 $ 423,088,943 $  1,033,296,653 $  2,805,459,680 

Idaho $ 65,119,648 $ 71,082,417 $ 136,202,065 $ 447,537,311 

Indiana $ 281,113,971 $ 316,468,699 $ 597,582,670 $  1,592,345,855 

Iowa $ 110,591,349 $ 146,297,658 $ 256,889,007 $ 678,443,649 

Kansas $ 125,125,449 $ 131,779,586 $ 256,905,035 $ 728,048,722 

Kentucky $ 281,258,456 $ 196,982,170 $ 478,240,626 $  1,246,486,835 

Louisiana $ 394,661,073 $ 225,870,075 $ 620,531,148 $  1,469,480,442 

Maine $ 60,858,278 $ 65,522,445 $ 126,380,723 $ 342,664,313 

Mississippi $ 241,550,376 $ 145,236,238 $ 386,786,614 $ 933,369,352 

Missouri $ 272,365,968 $ 273,823,231 $ 546,189,199 $  1,378,406,227 

Montana $ 57,762,901 $ 46,079,040 $ 103,841,941 $ 319,491,833 

Nebraska $ 90,471,477 $ 91,145,177 $ 181,616,654 $ 502,162,747 

Nevada $ 160,996,050 $ 97,171,184 $ 258,167,234 $ 608,155,083 

New Hampshire $ 47,047,272 $ 56,831,337 $ 103,878,609 $ 813,644,533 

North Carolina $ 513,886,365 $ 415,410,616 $ 929,296,981 $  2,571,530,737 

North Dakota $ 52,547,431 $ 38,970,645 $ 91,518,076 $ 249,162,141 

Ohio $ 657,263,062 $ 522,032,502 $  1,179,295,564 $  2,665,875,889 

Oklahoma $ 229,108,583 $ 181,770,478 $ 410,879,061 $  1,091,885,547 

Pennsylvania $ 735,735,642 $ 520,266,863 $  1,256,002,505 $  2,854,224,198 

South Carolina $ 279,978,220 $ 220,716,928 $ 500,695,148 $  1,215,537,492 

South Dakota $ 57,762,901 $ 43,942,745 $ 101,705,646 $ 322,833,435 

Tennessee $ 335,362,718 $ 289,921,473 $ 625,284,191 $  1,619,466,470 

Texas $  1,851,187,951 $ 1,217,469,323 $  3,068,657,274 $  8,295,606,228 

Utah $ 80,489,929 $ 143,329,690 $ 223,819,619 $  1,256,218,412 

Vermont $ 42,724,415 $ 37,553,494 $ 80,277,909 $ 195,026,979 

Virginia $ 325,750,039 $ 346,708,347 $ 672,458,386 $  1,940,251,292 

West Virginia $ 115,931,983 $ 90,973,987 $ 206,905,970 $ 581,251,200 

Wyoming $ 47,276,764 $ 39,392,186 $ 86,668,950 $ 204,299,985 

Source: Department of Education, "State Tables by Program, FY 2024-26 President's Budget," (June 13, 
2025). 

Note: The total includes all Department of Education funding, except for the Federal Direct Student Loan 
Program, so it includes both elementary/secondary as well as post-secondary funding. 

https://www.ed.gov/about/ed-overview/annual-performance-reports/budget/budget-tables/fiscal-year-2024-fy-2026-presidents-budget-state-tables-us-department-of-education


 

In July 2025, 25 states sued the Trump administration over withholding $6.8 billion in 
nationwide federal education funding. By the end of the month, the Department of Education 
released the funds to all states. 

Lawsuit III. Federal Afterschool, Special Education, and Migrant Program Funding 

California v. McMahon (D.R.I.)14 
 

On March 15, 2025, President Trump signed a continuing resolution, providing funding for the 
federal government through September 30, 2025. Annual practice was that, after Congress 
appropriated the funds, the Education Department would release funds by July 1, allowing state 
agencies and school districts to budget and begin spending for the upcoming year.15 

But, earlier this summer, the Trump administration withheld more than $6.2 billion for the K-12 
system (and another $600 million for adult literacy and education). Instead of releasing the $6.8 
billion in federal funding on July 1, 2025, on June 30, with only one day’s notice, the 
Department of Education notified state agencies that it would not release the money.16 The 
withholding of funds, called “impoundment,” threatened essential services for millions. 

 
• The withheld funds included $2.1 billion to support the training, mentoring, and retention 

of effective teachers, with a focus on low-income districts. 

• Another $1.4 billion in withheld funding was for art, music, and physical education; 
mental health services; and technology. 

• $1.3 billion was to have gone to before- and after-school programs. 

• Smaller amounts were intended for helping children learning English ($819 million) and 
supporting children of migrant farmworkers ($376 million). 

• Another $600 million was intended for adult literacy and education. 

On July 14, 2025, California Attorney General Rob Bonta, Colorado Attorney General Phil 
Weiser, Massachusetts Attorney General Andrea Campbell, and Rhode Island Attorney General 
Peter Neronha co-led a coalition of 23 state attorneys general and two governors in suing the 
Trump administration for withholding approximately 14% of all federal funding for elementary 
and secondary education nationwide.17 Four days after the attorneys general filed suit, the Trump 
administration announced that it would release the $1.3 billion in funding for before- and after- 
school learning centers. A week after that, the Trump administration committed to releasing the 
remaining nearly $5 billion to public schools.18 Table III lists the total amount of impacted 
funding for five of the six programs, where data were readily available. 

 

 

 

 

14 California v. McMahon, 1:25-cv-00329 ((D.R.I. July 14, 2025). 
15 Michael A. DiNapoli Jr. & Michael Griffith, “States Face Uncertainty as an Estimated $6.2 Billion in K-12 

Funding Remains Unreleased: Here’s the Fiscal Impact by State,” Learning Policy Institute (updated July 1, 2025). 
16 Sarah Mervosh & Michael C. Bender, “Trump Withholds Nearly $7 Billion for Schools, With Little Explanation,” 
The New York Times (July 1, 2025). 
17 Sarah Mervosh, “24 States Sue Trump Over $6.8 Billion Withheld From Education,” New York Times (July 14, 
2025). 
18 Justine McDaniel & Laura Meckler, “Trump Administration Releases Billions it Withheld From Schools,” The 
Washington Post (July 25, 2025). 

https://storage.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.rid.60020/gov.uscourts.rid.60020.1.0.pdf
file://///Users/conwayreinders/Library/Containers/com.microsoft.Word/Data/Library/Preferences/AutoRecovery/The%20withheld%20money%20is%20about%2014%252525%20of%20all%20federal%20funding%20for%20elementary%20and%20secondary%20education%20across%20the%20country
file://///Users/conwayreinders/Library/Containers/com.microsoft.Word/Data/Library/Preferences/AutoRecovery/The%20withheld%20money%20is%20about%2014%252525%20of%20all%20federal%20funding%20for%20elementary%20and%20secondary%20education%20across%20the%20country
https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/01/us/trump-education-funds.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/14/us/states-sue-trump-education-funds-afterschool.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/education/2025/07/25/school-funds-released-trump-omb/


 

Table III: Total Withheld Funding for Five of the Six Impacted Programs 

 

States Total Impacted Funding  States Total Impacted Funding 

Plaintiffs $ 2,953,613,605 Non-Plaintiffs $ 3,295,003,284 

Arizona $ 123,075,860 Alabama $ 97,876,488 

California $ 791,145,886 Alaska $ 26,262,158 

Colorado $ 71,074,678 Arkansas $ 58,654,377 

Connecticut $ 52,361,451 Florida $ 371,535,770 

Delaware $ 27,921,977 Georgia $ 213,198,560 

District of Columbia $ 26,606,203 Idaho $ 29,237,433 

Hawaii $ 29,392,238 Indiana $ 103,762,309 

Illinois $ 238,069,906 Iowa $ 40,821,100 

Maine $ 26,713,570 Kansas $ 43,445,620 

Maryland $ 108,518,542 Kentucky $ 87,611,347 

Massachusetts $ 103,689,793 Louisiana $ 117,262,476 

Michigan $ 166,617,276 Mississippi $ 70,642,459 

Minnesota $ 70,827,980 Missouri $ 91,882,750 

Nevada $ 60,295,961 Montana $ 26,060,464 

New Jersey $ 157,363,794 Nebraska $ 31,618,545 

New Mexico $ 48,745,843 New Hampshire $ 26,774,113 

New York $ 442,357,941 North Carolina $ 178,805,991 

Oregon $ 57,835,433 North Dakota $ 25,661,694 

Pennsylvania $ 217,315,857 Ohio $ 200,885,038 

Rhode Island $ 29,287,364 Oklahoma $ 77,332,061 

Vermont $ 25,354,253 South Carolina $ 92,939,211 

Wisconsin $ 79,041,799 South Dakota $ 26,331,719 

 Tennessee $ 117,237,258 

  Texas $ 709,642,484 

Source: Analysis of data from the Department of Utah $ 39,366,301 
Education; “Supporting Effective Instruction State 

Virginia $ 120,871,042 
Grants (Title II, Part A),” 84.367A (July 10, 2025); 

Washington $ 110,120,079 “English Language Acquisition State Grants; Title III, 
West Virginia $ 32,451,770 Part A,” 84.365A (July 23, 2025); “Student Support and 

Academic Enrichment Program (Title IV, Part A),” Wyoming $ 25,428,943 
84.424A (July 14, 2025); ED, “Nita M. Lowey 21st 

Puerto Rico $ 101,283,724 
Century Community Learning Centers (Title IV, Part 

 B),” 4.287 (July 18, 2025); "AEFLA State Grants," 

(accessed August 11, 2025). 

Note: Total impacted funding is the sum of withheld 
money from five of the six programs. State-level data 

was not available for Migrant Education Program (Title 
I, Part C). 

https://www.ed.gov/grants-and-programs/formula-grants/school-improvement-grants/supporting-effective-instruction-state-grants-title-ii-part
https://www.ed.gov/grants-and-programs/formula-grants/school-improvement-grants/supporting-effective-instruction-state-grants-title-ii-part
https://www.ed.gov/grants-and-programs/formula-grants/formula-grants-special-populations/english-language-acquisition-state-grants-title-iii-part
https://www.ed.gov/grants-and-programs/formula-grants/formula-grants-special-populations/english-language-acquisition-state-grants-title-iii-part
https://www.ed.gov/grants-and-programs/formula-grants/school-improvement-grants/student-support-and-academic-enrichment-program-title-iv-part%27
https://www.ed.gov/grants-and-programs/formula-grants/school-improvement-grants/student-support-and-academic-enrichment-program-title-iv-part%27
https://www.ed.gov/grants-and-programs/formula-grants/school-improvement-grants/nita-m-lowey-21st-century-community-learning-centers-title-iv-part-b
https://www.ed.gov/grants-and-programs/formula-grants/school-improvement-grants/nita-m-lowey-21st-century-community-learning-centers-title-iv-part-b
https://www.ed.gov/grants-and-programs/formula-grants/school-improvement-grants/nita-m-lowey-21st-century-community-learning-centers-title-iv-part-b
https://aefla.ed.gov/state-grants


 

In March 2025, eight states sued the Trump administration over its termination of $684 

million in nationwide grant funding for K-12 teacher preparation programs. The estimated 
loss to plaintiff states was $179 million; $242 million for the 22 non-plaintiff states. 

Lawsuit IV. Teacher Preparation Grants 

California v. Department of Education (D. Mass)19 
 

The shortage of teachers in the U.S. only worsened during the COVID-19 pandemic. In 2024, 
more than 400,000 teacher positions were either unfilled or filled by teachers who were not 
fully certified for their assignments, approximately 1 in 8 of all teaching positions nationally.20 
Teacher shortages are more prevalent in Western states, in rural, urban, and high-poverty 
communities, and in specific subjects, including foreign languages, physical science, and special 
education.21 Due to the shortage of qualified teachers, many communities rely on long-term 
substitutes, hire people on emergency credentials, or increase class sizes. 

In response to these shortages, Congress created two teacher programs that operated for over two 
decades, educating, placing, and supporting new teachers in hard-to-staff schools and subjects. 
Many higher education institutions receive these federal grants. When Trump took office, the 
Department of Education was funding 107 teaching preparation grants across 31 states. Less 
than one month into the new administration, the Department of Education eliminated the two 
programs as part of its broader effort to eliminate DEI initiatives across government. 

Over 100 education organizations documented the statewide impacts that eliminating these 
programs would have on destabilizing local school systems and worsening the national teacher 
shortage. One example was Louisiana, which lost at least $23 million to build a pipeline of 
quality teachers for high-need schools. One grant recruited local talent to serve in rural schools. 
Another focused on implementing an apprentice-based degree and teacher certification model. 
The third grant would have brought in more than 550 teachers to New Orleans. 22 

On March 6, 2025, California Attorney General Rob Bonta, Massachusetts Attorney General 
Andrea Campbell, and New Jersey Attorney General Matt Platkin co-led a coalition of 8 
attorneys general in challenging the Trump administration’s termination of grant funding for K- 
12 teacher preparation programs. A district court judge granted a temporary restraining order, but 
the Supreme Court decided the next month to allow the Education Department to proceed with 
the cuts.23i While the state attorneys general experienced a setback, the case is ongoing. 

Table IV lists the total number of active grants, the total funding associated with those grants, 
and the estimated funding lost. Of the $684 million in grants, over 60%, an estimated $422 
million, had not been paid. The eight plaintiff states, with 41 terminated grantees, are fighting 
for an estimated $180 million. The 22 non-plaintiff states, on the other hand, lost $242 million 

across 66 grants. 
 

 

19 California v. Department of Education, 1:25-cv-10548, Document 1, (D. Mass March 6, 2025), pp. 1-54. 
20 Ryan Saunders & Amy Skinner, “Addressing Teacher Shortages,” Learning Policy Institute (March 27, 2025). 
21 GAO, “Education Should Assess Its Efforts to Address Teacher Shortages,” GAO-23-10580 (October 27, 2022). 
22 AACTE, “Letter from 104 Organizations to Congressional Leaders,” (February 27, 2025). 
23 Department of Education v. California, 145 S. Ct. 966 (2025). 

https://storage.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.mad.281668/gov.uscourts.mad.281668.1.0.pdf
https://learningpolicyinstitute.org/blog/addressing-teacher-shortages-insights-four-states
https://www.gao.gov/products/gao-23-105180
file:///C:/Users/conwayreinders/Library/Containers/com.microsoft.Word/Data/Library/Preferences/AutoRecovery/104%20organizations
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Table IV: Terminated Teacher Preparation Grants 
 

States Grants Total Funding Estimated Loss 

Plaintiffs 41 $ 291,555,690 $ 179,948,321 

California 19 $ 148,050,784 $ 101,093,766 

Colorado 1 $ 6,865,070 $ 3,960,471 

Illinois 4 $ 19,691,024 $ 10,361,131 

Massachusetts 6 $ 53,082,217 $ 27,711,248 

Maryland 4 $ 17,661,595 $ 10,975,873 

New Jersey 1 $ 3,692,915 $ 796,812 

New York 5 $ 39,226,376 $ 22,195,265 

Wisconsin 1 $ 3,285,709 $ 2,853,755 

Non-Plaintiffs 66 $ 392,920,133 $ 242,144,025 

Alabama 1 $ 6,649,854 $ 1,426,242 

Connecticut 1 $ 3,380,649 $ 3,380,649 

District of 
Columbia 

1 $ 1,854,352 $ 1,639,183 

Florida 4 $ 21,443,968 $ 18,015,601 

Georgia 7 $ 50,787,296 $ 28,455,622 

Iowa 1 $ 1,261,718 $ 1,103,736 

Indiana 2 $ 5,297,749 $ 4,261,232 

Kansas 3 $ 14,807,271 $ 6,331,849 

Louisiana 4 $ 26,465,319 $ 17,421,854 

Michigan 2 $ 19,917,759 $ 11,496,183 

Minnesota 3 $ 33,357,722 $ 29,143,660 

Missouri 2 $ 10,523,601 $ 9,168,088 

Mississippi 2 $ 3,356,563 $ 2,496,150 

North Carolina 8 $ 44,968,777 $ 26,709,576 

New Mexico 2 $ 16,953,178 $ 6,984,266 

Ohio 2 $ 5,764,469 $ 4,309,428 

Oregon 1 $ 633,359 $ 506,408 

Rhode Island 1 $ 9,754,963 $ 3,267,084 

South Carolina 7 $ 48,095,422 $ 26,229,275 

Tennessee 1 $ 5,418,048 $ 1,895,987 

Texas 6 $ 27,458,456 $ 14,693,300 

Virginia 4 $ 34,244,627 $ 22,775,135 

Arkansas 1 $ 525,013 $ 433,518 

Note: Total funding combines the Teacher Quality Partnership and Supporting 
Effective Educator Development grant programs. 

Source: Analysis of Department of Education data; "Teacher Quality Partnership 
Program," ALN 84.336S (July 9, 2025); "Supporting Effective Educator 
Development Grant Program,” (July 14, 2025). 

https://www.ed.gov/grants-and-programs/teacher-preparation-grants/teacher-quality-partnership-program
https://www.ed.gov/grants-and-programs/teacher-preparation-grants/teacher-quality-partnership-program
https://www.ed.gov/grants-and-programs/teacher-preparation-grants/supporting-effective-educator-development-grant-program
https://www.ed.gov/grants-and-programs/teacher-preparation-grants/supporting-effective-educator-development-grant-program
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At the end of June 2025, 16 states sued the Trump administration after the Department of 
Education cancelled at least 219 of the 332 total grants it was funding for school-based 
mental health services. Collectively, those grantees lost over $580 million, including over 
$370 million in plaintiff states. 

Lawsuit V. School-Based Mental Health Service Professional Grants 

Washington v. Department of Education (W.D. Wash.)24 
 

American children are struggling with their mental health. Many are not getting the help they 
need. In 2023, of the 1 in 5 young people ages 12 to 17 who experienced at least one major 
depressive episode in the past year, more than half did not receive mental health treatment.25 

School-based mental health services are one of the most effective tools to ensure children get the 
support they need to succeed. School-based mental health services are associated with better 
attendance and reduced absenteeism, improved emotional outcomes, better behavioral outcomes, 
improved academic performance, more engagement in educational activities, and a healthier 
school climate.26 The recommended ratios are one school counselor and one school social 
worker for every 250 students, and one school psychologist for every 500 students. Yet, in 
practice, nationally, the ratio is more than twice the recommended level. 

In response to mass shootings like those in Parkland, Florida, Congress established two federal 
programs that support the workforce development of school-based mental health providers. After 
the school shooting in Uvalde, Texas, in 2022, Congress dramatically expanded these efforts 
with an additional $1 billion in supplemental funding—the effort aimed to prepare and place 
14,000 mental health professionals in schools.27 

But in April 2025, the Department of Education cancelled at least 219 grants, according to an 
analysis by Inseparable. The grantees collectively lost over $580 million. As part of its anti-DEI 
campaign, the Education Department claimed that, by diversifying the pool of psychologists, for 
example, schools were misusing their funds, and the grants ought to be rebid. 

On June 30, 2025, Washington Attorney General Nick Brown led a coalition of 16 state 
attorneys general in filing a lawsuit against the Department of Education. Table V lists the 
estimated loss for each state. Since the Department of Education did not release a list of 
cancelled grantees, Inseparable has compiled its own list. These numbers represent the minimum 
number of grantees that received non-continuation letters. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

24 Washington v. Department of Education 2:25-cv-01228 (W.D. Wash. June 30, 2025), Document 1, pp. 1-48. 
25 Maddy Reinert, Danielle Fritze, & Theresa Nguyen, The State of Mental Health in America 2024 Mental Health 
America (July 2024). 
26 Healthy Schools Campaign, Mental Health America, & Attendance Works, The Impact of School Mental Health 
Services on Reducing Chronic Absenteeism, (May 14, 2024). 
27 Cory Turner, “Education Department Stops $1 Billion in Funding for School Mental Health,” NPR Weekend 
Edition Sunday (May 1, 2025). 

https://ag.ny.gov/sites/default/files/court-filings/state-of-washington-et-al-v-united-states-department-of-education-complaint-2025.pdf
https://mhanational.org/the-state-of-mental-health-in-america/
https://mhanational.org/blog/impact-school-mental-health-services-reducing-chronic-absenteeism/
https://mhanational.org/blog/impact-school-mental-health-services-reducing-chronic-absenteeism/
https://www.npr.org/2025/05/01/nx-s1-5382582/trump-school-mental-health
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Table V. Cancelled Mental Health Grants 

 

State Estimated Loss 
 

State Estimated Loss 

Plaintiffs $ 370,664,554 Non-Plaintiffs $ 212,012,030 

California $ 151,607,071 Alabama $ 15,165,834 

Colorado $ 19,458,007 Alaska $ 1,063,758 

Connecticut $ 5,448,860 Arkansas $ 1,171,056 

Delaware $ 1,019,544 District of Columbia $ 1,640,606 

Illinois $ 40,932,232 Florida $ 20,829,587 

Maine $ 5,143,775 Georgia $ 14,693,744 

Maryland $ 9,019,462 Indiana $ 7,554,111 

Massachusetts $ 10,164,483 Kentucky $ 9,189,343 

Michigan $ 9,901,287 Minnesota $ 10,517,156 

New Mexico $ 3,217,888 Missouri $ 6,122,850 

New York $ 53,047,992 Nebraska $ 720,894 

Oregon $ 12,800,294 New Hampshire $ 2,290,338 

Rhode Island $ 4,000,000 New Jersey $ 22,111,076 

Washington $ 27,941,141 North Carolina $ 21,376,241 

Wisconsin $ 16,962,518 North Dakota $ 6,068,034 

 Ohio $ 5,696,889 

Source: Analysis provided by the  Oklahoma $ 2,727,144 

Pennsylvania $ 8,985,168 nonprofit mental health advocacy 

organization, Inseparable. South Carolina $ 2,436,944 

Note: The estimated loss is from a known South Dakota $ 3,057,784 
subset of grantees of two programs: the Tennessee $ 5,525,916 
Mental Health Service Professional 

Texas $ 7,890,249 
Demonstration Grant Program and the 

Utah $ 2,908,542 School-Based Mental Health Services 
Vermont $ 2,368,979 Program. The Department of Education 

has never provided a list of grantees that Virginia $ 20,131,676 
received a non-continuation letter. West Virginia $ 9,768,111 
Therefore, the estimated loss is a 

 
minimum, given for states where 
available data provides a calculable loss. 
Non-renewal of expiring grants is not 
included in this loss calculation. States 
with either no canceled grants or with 
only expiring grants do not appear in this 
chart. 



 

In March 2025, 21 states challenged the Trump administration’s dismantling of the 
Department of Education through a massive reduction in force (RIF), which cut the federal 
agency’s workforce nearly in half from 4,133 workers to 2,183. A district court initially 
blocked the layoffs, but the Supreme Court later reversed the order, allowing the layoffs to 
proceed. 

Lawsuit VI. Education Department Reduction-in-Force 

New York v. McMahon (D. Mass)28 
 

As demonstrated in the summary of previous lawsuits, the Department of Education allocates 
billions of dollars in congressionally mandated funding for a wide range of programs. Created 
after the Civil War as part of Reconstruction, the original intent of the predecessor agency to the 
Department of Education was to ensure civil rights.29 The establishment of the department as a 
Cabinet-level agency in 1980 emphasized the federal government’s commitment to, and national 
prioritization of, education.30 But, in March 2025, the Department of Education announced that, 
as part of its “final mission,” it would initiate a reduction in force, laying off nearly half its 
workforce. The RIF cut the federal agency’s workforce in half, from 4,133 who served in the 
department at the start of Trump’s term, to 2,183.31 

So, state attorneys general tried to save the Department of Education itself. On March 13, 2025, 
New York Attorney General Letitia James, California Attorney General Rob Bonta, Hawai’i 
Attorney General Anne Lopez, and Massachusetts Attorney General Andrea Campbell co-led a 
coalition of 21 attorneys general in filing a lawsuit to stop the dismantling of the Department of 
Education. The attorneys general fought to preserve agency personnel, who are now no longer at 
the Education Department after the Supreme Court granted a stay of a preliminary injunction that 
had blocked the RIF.32 

This loss jeopardizes the department’s ability to provide oversight protections for students with 
disabilities and has other negative impacts, like weakening the identification and education of 
students experiencing homelessness.33 The Supreme Court’s ruling is temporary; the case will 
next be argued on the merits before the First Circuit Court. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

28 New York v. McMahon, 1:25-cv-10601 (D. Mass. March 13, 2025). 
29 Gabrielle Healy & Robin Young, “How the Department of Education Came Into Existence,” Oregon Public 
Broadcasting (February 6, 2025). 
30 Southern Poverty Law Center, “Understanding the Role and Responsibilities of the Department of Education,” 
Learning for Justice (accessed July 31, 2025). 
31 Department of Education, “U.S. Department of Education Initiates Reduction in Force,” (March 11, 2025). 
32 Department of Education, “Secretary McMahon Statement on Supreme Court Victory for Future of American 
Education,” (July 14, 2025). 
33 Weadé James & Veronica Goodman, “Department of Education Staff Cuts Will Harm America’s Children and 
Schools,” Center for American Progress (March 14, 2025). 

https://ag.ny.gov/sites/default/files/court-filings/state-of-new-york-et-al-v-linda-mcmahon-united-states-department-of-education-complaint-2025.pdf
https://www.opb.org/article/2025/02/06/how-the-department-of-education-came-into-existence/
https://www.learningforjustice.org/understanding-the-role-and-responsibilities-of-the-department-of-education
https://www.ed.gov/about/news/press-release/us-department-of-education-initiates-reduction-force
https://www.ed.gov/about/news/press-release/secretary-mcmahon-statement-supreme-court-victory-future-of-american-education
https://www.ed.gov/about/news/press-release/secretary-mcmahon-statement-supreme-court-victory-future-of-american-education
https://www.americanprogress.org/article/department-of-education-staff-cuts-will-harm-americas-children-and-schools/
https://www.americanprogress.org/article/department-of-education-staff-cuts-will-harm-americas-children-and-schools/


 

Conclusion 

Whether the Department of Education exists in its current state or not, programs mandated by 
Congress must continue. State attorneys general have filed six lawsuits challenging the Trump 
administration’s illegal restrictions on or termination of tens of billions of congressionally 
mandated funds for education. In many instances, whether education funding and resources will 
flow to a state depends on whether its attorney general has joined the fight to stop the Trump 
administration’s cuts to those resources. While in some instances, children will benefit from the 
work of their neighboring state attorneys general, residents without a participating state attorney 
general stand to suffer from underfunded and understaffed schools as they return to the 
classroom this fall. 
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