
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF JACKSON COUNTY, MISSOURI 

AT INDEPENDENCE 

JANE DOE ) 

) 
Plaintiff(s), )

) 
vs. ) 

) 
BLUE SPRINGS SCHOOL DISTRICT, ) 
ET AL. ) 

Defcndant(s). )

CASE NO. 

DIVISION 17 

ORDER 

On this day, October 12, 2017, the Cou1t takes up Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment. 

Defendants Blue Springs School District, AS, CG, and JW filed their Motion on August 2, 2017. The 

Motion is Opposed. Plaintiff filed her Opposition on September 4, 2017. Defendants filed their Reply in 

Suppo11 on September 26, 2017. 

Pursuant to Missouri Rule of Civil Procedure 74.04, summary judgment is appropriate if the 

moving pai1y can establish "there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and that the moving pai1y is 

entitled to judgment as a matter of law." Mo. R. Civ. P. 74.04(c)(6). To survive summary judgment, the 

non-movant must prove that the record contains "two plausible, but contradictory accounts of the 

essential facts." Daugherty v. City of Md. Heights, 231 S. W .3d 814, 820 (Mo. 2007). A "genuine issue" 

exists where the record contains competent materials that evidence two plausible, but contradictory, 

accounts of the essential facts. JTTC0111111ercia! Fin. Corp. v. Mid-Am. Marine Supply Corp., 854 S.W. 2d 

371, 382(Mo. ban 1993). A "genuine issue" is a dispute that is real, not merely argumentative, imaginary 

r

or f ivolous. Id.

The Motion for Summary Judgment is GRANTED on Count I as to Defendants AS, CG, and JW 

being unnamed parties in the administrative proceeding before the Missouri Commission on Human 

Rights. 
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In this case, Plaintiff named only Blue Springs School District and James Walker Elementary 

School as respondents in the Missouri Commission on Human Rights Complaint. "A person who is not 

named as a respondent in a complaint, but who is identified as a respondent in the course of investigation, 

may be joined as an additional or substitute respondent upon written notice .... " RS Mo 213.075.4. "The 

requirement that an individual be named in the charge to then be included in a later civil suit serves the 

purpose of 'giv[ing] notice to the charged party and provid[ing] an avenue for voluntary compliance to 

litigation .... "' Glus v. G.C. Mw7Jhy Co., 562 F.2d 880, 888 (3rd Cir.1977), Hill v. Ford Motor Co., 

277 S.W.3d 659, 669 (Mo. 2009), Hamilton v. Manpower, Inc., 2016 WL 2853518 (D. Mo. 2016). A 

plaintiff meets the criteria of naming an individual where a substantial identity of interest exists between 

the parties sued and those charged. Id. Factors to consider in determining whether a sufficient identity of 

interests exists include: 1) whether the role of the unnamed party could through reasonable effort by the 

complainant be ascertained at the time of the filing of the complaint; 2) \.vhether the interests of a named 

party are so similar as the unnamed party's that for the purpose of obtaining voluntary conciliation and 

compliance it would be unnecessary to include the unnamed party in the administrative proceedings; 3) 

whether its absence from the proceedings resulted in actual prejudice to the interests of the unnamed 

party; 4) whether the unnamed party has in some way represented to the complainant that its relationship 

with the complainant is to be through the named party. Id. 

fAs to the first factor, it is clear that Plaintiff had knowledge of Deendants' AS, CG, and JW 

involvement due to their inclusion in the Missouri Depaitment of Social Services repo1t, attached to the 

Complaint. They could have been joined as named respondents in the administrative proceeding. As to the 

second factor, Defendants are being sued as individuals, which is far different than the suit against their 

employer. As to the third factor, Defendants were prejudiced by the inability to respond to the 

administrative investigation or engage in the conciliation process as individuals. Finally, as to the fourth 

factor, Defendants AW, CG, and JW did not represent to the complainant that their relationship with the 

Plaintiff was to be through the named party. 
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Defendants AS, CG, and JW are dismissed as to the Count I MHRA claim. The Motion is 

DENIED as to all other issues in Count I, Count II, and Count Ill. 

Fu1ther, the Cou1t's Order of October 5, 2017 is hereby set aside. 

SO ORDERED. 

I 0/12/17 
DATE 

Certificate of Service 

Tbjs is to ce1tify that a copy of the foregoing w.asJ.land 
delivered/faxed/emailed/mailed and/or sent through 
the eFiling system to the attorneys of record on 
I 0/12/2017. 
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