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	Equal educational opportunity for all is a widely held value in America; however, it has not been fully achieved. Even after several interventions from both federal and state governments, student poverty is still linked to lower educational achievement. Education achievement is connected to a successful life; therefore, unequal educational opportunities continue to influence poverty from generation to generation. The issue of student financing arose as it determinesstudents' level of achievement. 
Texas is the second-largest state in the United States of America by area and population. It is a prosperous state; however, it is failing to finance its education system adequately, and as a result, students and communities are suffering academic, economic and physical consequences. The state has struggled with education funding for many years, often lawsuits triggering change. The state has a long history of inadequately funding public education, therefore, resulting in undue burden in its local districts (Villanueva, 2016).Most Texas schools depend on state funding for their programs and services offered.  Schools are funded through the Robin Hood School funding system. In this system, wealthy and poorer districts share property taxes. However, since the state does not collect income taxes, it is often restricted to property taxes as the only means to fund schools. School enrollment is rising consequently increasing the cost of education; therefore, for the state to continue funding schools, it raises property taxes(Wheeler & Dallas-Fort Worth, 2019). Various challenges that face the Robin Hood School Funding System include; out of date provisions favor some districts over others, the state funding is not tied to student needs, there are un equalized tax revenues, district enrolment policies limit parent-driven accountability andlack of financial transparency.
	For a long time, the state has tried to solve the problem with the Texas Funding System. Lawmakers enacted the state’s school finance and property tax rate compression bill which was transformational in school finance reforms. The School Finance and Property Tax reform bill came out of House 139-0 and senate 30-0. This bill increased educational funding from 38% to 45%; however, the bill limits school districts from raising property taxes by more than 2.5%. The bill also includes funding for pre-k, which allows school districts to offer dual-language programs, provided funds for the community to develop merit-based pay programs for its teachers and improving dyslexia programs. House bill 3 will enable administrators flexibility on salary structure increases for librarians, teachers, nurses and counselors (Wheeler& Dallas-Fort Worth, 2019). The bill contains provisions that will help poorer and low-income districts tax rates. However, there has been a concern on the issue of lowering tax rates as it may be unsustainable in the future. Upon the opening of the legislature in 2019, there was an affirmation by state leaders to make school finance a priority. The state seeks to invest more in public education.
	The federal government has been increasingly concerned about equity in school finance arrangements. Congress allowed states with equalized finance systems to consider federal impact aid as local revenue to determine state funds that will be distributed to districts as a motivation for equalized spending in state governments (Espinosa et al., 2018). The federal government further added a grant to Type I. The grant was designed to reward various states for the demonstration of a greater state effort in achieving equalization in school financing. Federal government’s Title I requires states to set standards for educational achievements (Knight, 2017). Despite this attention by federal and state governments to equity and adequacy, there is a need for more effort from the federal government to break the links between poverty and educational success.Although the federal government mainly determines policy matters, state governments determine educational policies. The 10th amendment to the constitution forms the basis for making education a function in the states.
	The best way that the state can solve this school financing issue is by changing its finance system. There is a need to develop a new finance system that addresses disparities that are experienced across different states and regions. For instance, the state can change how it pays public schools. For a start, it can increase basic per-student funding for all school districts in the state. For a long time, the state has relied on outdated formulas of money distribution, for instance, the Cost of Education Index has not been changed on adjusted since its implementation in 1991 to fit the current demographics (Knight, 2017). Additional funding to districts will allow for expansion of professional development opportunities, especially for teachers and principals, which can improve student achievement and their lifetime outcomes for various students in school districts, therefore, serving high-proportions for poor children. The state ought to reduce property taxes funding and direct more money towards students with greater needs especially in poorer districts where there are many low-income students. The state can also tie its transportation funding to mileage.
	Despite many efforts over the last decades to improve adequacy and equity of school finance systems across America, there is still more work to be done. Changing the Texas school’s financial system will go a long way towards achieving equity and adequacy in school financing.Federal and state constitutional requirements influence the organization, operation, and funding of public schools in America (Wheeler & Dallas-Fort Worth, 2019). These requirements have influence American schools for years in the past and are likely to influence them further in the future. With the federal government's commitment to helping disadvantaged groups educationally and its focus on higher expectations for all students; therefore, its role in decreasing inequality should be expanded in states.
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