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FILED 
 ISSUE(S)  STATUS 

 M.C. v. Or. Dep't of Educ., 17-1540, 4/26/18  Special Education & Disabilities: (1) Did the court of appeals err in affirming the district 
court's conclusion that the state education agency SEA's failure to resolve a parent's state 
complaint in violation of the minimum state complaint procedures cannot be adjudicated in 
a due process complaint even though the state complaint dispute is “a matter relating to 
the identification, evaluation, educational placement, or the provision of a free appropriate 
public education (FAPE) of the child” under 20 U.S.C. § 1415(b)(6)(A); (2) Did the court of 
appeals err in failing to recognize that, even if the SEA's failure to resolve the parent's 
state complaint in violation of the minimum state complaint procedures cannot be 
adjudicated in a due process complaint, the parent has a private right of action in federal 

court against the SEA; (3) Can the SEA escape liability for the SEA's failure to resolve the 
parent's state complaint in violation of the minimum state complaint procedures based on 
claim preclusion where preclusion is predicated on an earlier state court judgment obtained 
by the SEA through a state process for appealing the SEA's state complaint decision that 
did not meet the requirements of the minimum state complaint procedures 

 Pending Consideration 

 Ogunsalu v. California, 17-1333, 3/19/18  Legal System: When a middle school teacher complains with emails and texts containing 
profanity to his principal and school district that he was wrongly fired and asking for his job 
back, does charging him criminally with a misdemeanor annoyance law violate his right to 
petition government to redress a wrong under the First Amendment 

 Pending Consideration 

 South Dakota v. Wayfair, Inc., 17-494, 

10/3/17 
 Finance: Should the U.S. Supreme Court abrogate the sales-tax-only, physical-presence 

requirement affirmed in Quill Corp. v. North Dakota, 504 U.S. 298 (1992) 
 Decided 6/21/18 
In a 5-4 split, the U.S. Supreme 
Court overruled Quill Corp. v. 
North Dakota, 504 U. S. 298 
(1992), stating that “[e]ach 
year, the physical presence rule 
becomes further removed from 
economic reality and results in 
significant revenue losses to the 
States.” 

Amicus cases=yellow highlight 

Scheduled for conference=green highlight 
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 Janus v. American Federation of State, 

County, and Municipal Employees Council 
31, 16-1466, 6/6/17 

  Employment & Labor: (1) Whether Abood v. Detroit Board of Education should be overruled 

and public-sector “agency shop” arrangements invalidated under the First Amendment; and 
(2) whether it violates the First Amendment to require that public employees affirmatively 
object to subsidizing nonchargeable speech by public-sector unions, rather than requiring 
that employees affirmatively consent to subsidizing such speech 

 Argued 2/26/28 
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