
TIMELINE OF
LEGAL OPPOSITION TO 
ANTI-BOYCOTT LAWS

KO O N T Z  V.  WAT S O N

OCTOBER 2017
Esther Koontz challenges Kansas’s anti-boycott law in court. 

JANUARY 2018
A federal district court rules in Esther’s favor, finding that the 
law violates her First Amendment rights. 

APRIL 2018
Kansas lawmakers amend the law, rendering Esther’s case 
moot, but leaving the underlying constitutional issues 
unresolved. The new certification excludes sole proprietorships, 
companies employing five or fewer employees, and companies 
with contracts valued at less than $100,000. 

KS

STATES WHERE ANTI-BOYCOTT BILLS 
HAVE BEEN CHALLENGED



A M AW I  V.  P F LU G E RV I L L E 
I N D E P E N D E N T  S C H O O L  D I S T R I C T 
A N D  P LU E C K E R  V.  PA X T O N

DECEMBER 2018
Bahia Amawi challenges Texas’ anti-
boycott law in court. In a separate 
lawsuit, John Pluecker, George Hale, 
Obinna Dennar, and Zachary Abdelhadi 
challenge the same Texas law. Their 
cases are later consolidated. 

APRIL 2019
A federal district court sides with the 
plaintiffs, arguing that the laws violate 
their First Amendment rights. 

MAY 2019
Texas lawmakers amend the law, rendering the plaintiffs’ case moot 
but leaving the underlying constitutional issues unresolved. The 
amended law pertains only to businesses with 10 or more full-time 
employees with contracts valued at $100,000 or more. 

A  &  R  E N G I N E E R I N G  A N D  T E S T I N G  V.  H O U S T O N

OCTOBER 2021
A&R Engineering and Testing, Inc. is the first company with a 
contract valued over $100,000 to challenge Texas’ revised Israel anti-
boycott law in court. 

JANUARY 2022
The district court rules in the company’s favor but applies its ruling 
narrowly to apply only to A&R Engineering, stopping short of striking 
down the law. Texas appealed the decision to the Fifth Circuit Court 
of Appeals. 

JULY 2023
The Fifth Circuit vacates the injunction against the anti-boycott law 
on procedural grounds but does not rule on the merit of the case or 
the constitutionality of the law.  

TX

J O R D A H L  V.  B R N O V I C H

DECEMBER 2017
Mikkel Jordahl challenges Arizona’s 
anti-boycott law in court. 

SEPTEMBER 2018
A federal district court rules in Mik’s 
favor, finding that the law violates his 
First Amendment rights.

APRIL 2019
Arizona lawmakers amend the law, 
rendering Mik’s case moot, but 
leaving the underlying constitutional 
issues unresolved. The amended law 
pertains only to businesses with 10 or 
more full-time employees with contracts valued at $100,000 or more. 

A M E R I C A N  M U S L I M S  F O R  PA L E S T I N E  V.  A R I Z O N A  S TAT E 
U N I V E R S I T Y

MARCH 2018
American Muslims for Palestine (AMP) and Dr. Hatem Bazian 
challenge Arizona’s anti-boycott law in court.  

MARCH 2018
In a court-approved agreement, Arizona State University modifies 
its speaking engagement contract with Dr. Bazian and AMP so they 
are no longer required to sign the certification. Arizona’s anti-boycott 
law, however, remains in place. 

AZ

For details on all legal challenges to anti-boycott 
laws, visit Palestine Legal’s summary here.



A R K A N S A S  T I M E S  L P  V.  WA L D R I P

DECEMBER 2018
Alan Leveritt challenges Arkansas’s anti-
boycott law in court. 

JANUARY 2019
The federal district court dismisses the case, 
upholding the state’s law. 

FEBRUARY 2021
A three-judge panel of the Eighth Circuit Court 
of Appeals reverses the lower court’s decision, 
finding the law unconstitutional.

JUNE 2022
After appeal, a full panel of the Eighth Circuit 
Court of Appeals rules in favor of the state, 
upholding the anti-boycott law. They are the 
first federal court to rule that anti-boycott laws 
are constitutional.

FEBRUARY 2023
The Supreme Court, after the ACLU appeals the 
Eight Circuit’s ruling, announces it will not hear 
Alan’s case. 

AR

M A R T I N  V.  W R I G L E Y

FEBRUARY 2020
Abby Martin challenges Georgia’s anti-boycott law in court.

MAY 2021
A federal judge denies the State’s motion to dismiss the case, finding 
the law violates Martin’s First Amendment rights. 

FEBRUARY 2022
Georgia lawmakers amend the law, rendering Martin’s case moot, 
but leaving the underlying constitutional issues unresolved. The new 
certification excludes sole proprietorships, companies employing 
five or fewer employees, and companies with contracts valued at less 
than $100,000. When rendering Martin’s case moot, the court also 
declined to hold state officials liable for the harm already done to 
Martin under the doctrine of qualified immunity.

NOVEMBER 2022
Martin files an appeal with the 11th Circuit Court of Appeals.

JUNE 2023
The Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals affirms the lower court’s ruling 
but does not rule on the constitutionality of the law.

GA

A L I  V.  H O G A N

JANUARY 2019
Saqib Ali challenges Maryland’s anti-boycott 
Executive Order in court.

OCTOBER 2020
A federal judge dismisses the case after finding that 
Ali did not have standing to challenge the Executive 
Order as he had not been awarded a state contract.

FEBRUARY 2022
The Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals upheld the 
dismissal after Ali appealed.

MD


