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Moving School Board Elections to November

HB 2306 (Christofanelli) and SB 740 (Eigel) are bills that would move school board elections to 
November. MSBA is opposed to moving school board elections for the following reasons:

This bill will encourage party politics in school board elections.
The April elections are nonpartisan, which means that candidates are not required to belong to or 
affiliate with a particular political party. This leaves school board candidates free to focus on the 
needs of the students and the community rather than political party agendas. 

Partisan elections are in November and ballot issues tend to focus on candidates and issues aligned 
with specific political parties. While more people may vote in a November election, many voters do 
so because the focus is on party politics and big stakes elections. MSBA is concerned that by 
moving the election it will be easier for the education agendas of political parties, or persons or 
organizations funding these parties, to paint school board candidates as a “liberal” or a 
“conservative.” Likewise, MSBA is concerned that to get attention and votes in a crowded election 
candidates will want to run under the support of a political party. MSBA strongly believes that the 
focus in school board elections should always be on the students, not political parties.

Campaigning for school board will be more expensive.
In November, political parties pour funds into local, state and federal elections. This means a school 
board candidate must campaign to be noticed. Signs, fliers, newspaper ads and radio 
advertisements cost money. Many school board candidates are not able or willing to raise large 
amounts of money for a school board election. This will give an advantage to candidates funded by 
a political party or individuals or organizations with an agenda. Public schools should be governed 
by volunteer community members without a political agenda. 

Voters will be less informed about school district issues.
Many school board candidates will not be able to compete with the massive budgets of larger and 
better funded races for the attention of the constituents. Voters may not even be aware there is 
a school board election or understand the positions of individual school board candidates. School 
district governance is too important to families and communities in this state to use a system that 
results in a less-informed electorate.

Candidate filing will occur in summer months.
If school board elections are moved to November, then candidate filing will be held over the 
summer, in July and August when many districts are closed and school communications have 
stopped. This will make it more difficult to advertise candidate filing and recruit quality candidates 
for school board. 
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Charter Schools & MOCAP: SS HB 1552

HB 1552 started out as a bill in the Missouri House intended to define which local funds school districts must pay 
to charter schools located in the district. The Missouri Senate adopted a substitute for the bill very different from 
the House version that impacts both charter schools and the Missouri Course Access and Virtual School Program 
(MOCAP). This version passed both chambers. Here is a summary:

Charter Schools: 
Charter schools receive both state funds and a portion of the local funds raised by the school district in 
which the charter school is located.  This bill clarifies and increases the local funds charter schools are 
entitled to receive, but also shifts much of the burden of this additional funding to the state once an amount 
(the equivalent of state aid owed to the district) is reached.  This will result in increased funding for charter 
schools but could also save the Kansas City and St. Louis school districts money, depending on the number of 
students attending the charter schools in the district. The bill also added:
• Charter school board members must be residents of Missouri (but not necessarily residents of the district 

in which the charter school is located).
• Charter school management companies must be a Missouri nonprofit corporation.
• Charter schools must post on their websites their Annual Performance Report (APR).

Missouri Course Access and Virtual School Program: 
• Students will no longer need to attend a public school for a semester before being eligible to enroll in a 

MOCAP course.

• Allows for consideration of opportunities for in-person instruction prior to approving MOCAP enrollment.  

• Eliminates appeal of MOCAP enrollment decisions to the school board and DESE.  

• DESE must create a policy for the full-time enrollment of students with MOCAP vendors. While vendors 
will have the final decision on student enrollment, the policy requires good faith collaboration of the 
student, parent, the virtual program, the district hosting the MOCAP vendor, and the resident district.

• The vendor will become an attendance center within the host district. The host district will count a full-time 
virtual student for state aid purposes.

• The scores for statewide assessments of full-time MOCAP students will be attributed to the district hosting 
the MOCAP vendor. The scores of students who transfer back to the resident district will not be counted 
for accreditation purposes for 12 months.

• Full-time MOCAP students will have an education services plan which may require the resident district 
to provide the student access to district computers or facilities for educational purposes. The plan shall 
provide for reimbursement of the resident school district by the host district.

• Allows vendors to disenroll students without a formal appeals process.

• DESE will create a MOCAP enrollment guidance document, which districts are required to distribute 
annually to every student and parent and link to on the main page of the district’s website.

• Removes ability of DESE to monitor student academic performance by vendors.

View MSBA’s Advocacy Positions document here.

Senate Substi tute for House Bil l  1552 (Richey)

https://www.cqrcengage.com/msba/file/18MnIGdEtV6/MAP%20110521.pdf

