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New MO Tacebook" law

> MO passed the Amy HeMtr Student Protect ion
Act. SB54 , ef fect ive on August 2$. 201 I

. Prohibited tejthers from establishing.
maintaining, or using a non work related
websi te that allows exclusive access with a
current or former student

> Cole County cir< LI it judge enteis-d an
injunction aftei a request by the MS'IA,
prohibiting the enforcement of rhr, section
until fur ther hearing

New MO "Facebook" Law

. Governor called a special sess ion
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New MO "Facebook" Law

rev ises 1 62.069

Wri t ten policy < oncerning employee
communications must be in e f f e c t by March
1, 2012 ( ins tead of January 1. 2012^

The policy must address the use of electronic
media and other mechanisms to prevent
improper communications between s ta f f
members and s tudents .

New MO "Facebook" Law

. SB 1 repeals

. The definit ions of "exclusive access," "former
student." "n on work- related internet si te," and
"work related internet site. '

• 162.069.3 which prohibited teachers from
establ ishing, maintaining or using a work-
related internet site unless such si te is
available to school administrators and the
child's legal custodian, physical custodian, or
legal guardian

New MO "Facebook" Law

> SB l also repeals:

1 62.069.4 which provided that no teacher
shall establ ish, maintain or use a nonwork

s t f p which allows evclusive
.access with a current or formci student
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HJR2

Consti tut ion amendment to
F.nMJre th.it ,iny person has the right to pray in a
public or privaU1 se tdng as king a-, the pr.iyt-r doi-s
not resu l t in d is tu rbance of the pea< f or d is rupt ion
of a public meet ing or assembly

Ci t izens would have the r ight lo pray on
governmental premises as long as the prayeis
conform to parameters placed on other speech

• Polit ical subd i v i s i ons may allow p e r s o n s to o f f e r
tnvot at ions of p raye rs at mee t i ngs

HJR2 (cont'd)

No student would he compHled to pei lorm or
pditnipate in .K.identic ass ignments or

p resen ta t i ons that v io late his or her rcti i j iuus bel ief

Students mriy e x p r e s s the i r bf l infs about rel igion in

wr i t ten work and oral ass ignments f r e e from
discrimination based on thi. rchtj.ous content of

their work

Public school: v-ould be requ i red to display the Bill

of Rights

Bidding of insurance

SB 57 amends 537.G20
Risk coverage procured under this section, i.e.
rVI.U.S.I.C.. shall not be deemed a contract.
purchase, or expenditure of public funds for
which a school district is required to -.-.olicit
cumpeUtive bids
r>37.fi?0 f i l rearfy provided that business urmtips
fotmed under this section, i.e., for the putpuse. of
providing liability i nsu rance , shal l not be deemed
to be an "msuMnce company" 01 " i r r s u i e r " under

the l.iws of Missoun.
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Bidding of insurance (cont'd)

» Compare 537.620 wi th 376.GOG

> 376.696 provides that "any other law to the
contrary notwithstanding," school d is t r ic ts
must competitively bid insurance policies at
least every 6 years and award the contract to
the lowest or best bidder

Weeds

> School districts must now control all noxious
weeds growing on distr ict property

• Department of Agriculture maintains a list of
"noxious weeds"

> See 23G.190 - 236.240

Tax credits

Arizona Christian School Tuition Organization
v. Winn (U.S. 201 I)
" AZ passed a law giving lax c red i t s to those who

c o n t r i b u t e to school tu i t ion ory.im.Mtions lluit qive

scholars hi pi to '.tudrnf, to attend private (rind
iomtti iTres rcl ic^ous) schoo ls

- Uni ted States Supreme Cour t held that taxpayers do
not have standing to bnnq an hstablivhment Cl.iuse

challenge to the l.iw hecau'..'' the go merriment was
Lhociiing nol to lax, ii\) to making d
decision spending taxpayer dollars



Tax credits (cont'd)

Taxpayer1 , iui.'d UidiirnuirKi the coni t i tut ional i iy o'
,) I,ix c red i t s ta tus
• Argued tli.it .i t a x c r t - J i t was a (jr.iril of public p iopor ty

to a pr ivate |i€ir,on, i c, violate! MO Cor i ' - i t i l t ion
MO SupremET' C o u r t held th.it t.ixpnyerr, do not hnvc
s tanc l tnq to chal lent je tax c r e d i t s because it does
not involve dii pxpencl i ture of taxpayer fund'.
• Dt iCi issorf ".ome l.inyu.njr almiit expandirnj (lie l'".t dn

deteninninij t.ixp^vcr itaridinq

Collective Bargaining
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Questions?
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