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OPINION SUMMARY

Appellants appeal from the trial court’s grant of summary judgment in favor of
Respondents and denial of Appellants’ motion for summary judgment, upon Appellants’ petition
for declaratory judgment and restitution alleging that Section 167.131 RSMo 2000 compels the
School District of Clayton to issue special tuition bills for the children of Appellants who attend
schools within the School District of Clayton to the Transitional School District of the City of St.
Louis, because the Transitional School District of the City of St. Louis is responsible for paying
those tuition bills. Appellants maintain that the trial court erred in finding that Section 167.131
does not apply to the St. Louis Public School District; that SB 781 preempts Section 167.131
even if Section 167.131 did apply; and that Section 167.151 limits the application of Section
167.131 to Appellants.

AFFIRMED and TRANSFERRED to the Missouri Supreme Court pursuant to Supreme Court
Rule 83.02.

Division Three Holds: Respondents are entitled to summary judgment on Appellants’ claims
because Appellants obligated themselves by contract to pay to the School District of Clayton
tuition for Appellants’ children to attend schools within the School District of Clayton.
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