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1. Under the Charter School Act, Section 160.400-.425, RSMo, 

Renaissance was given public funds by DESE to use to educate students. 

However, Renaissance is not currently using the funds for educational 

purposes.   

2. Section 160.405.1(17), RSMo, requires Renaissance to return all 

of its remaining funds to DESE.  

3. The evidence presented by DESE and the Attorney General 

demonstrates there will be irreparable harm without the entry of a 

preliminary injunction. All funds currently held by Renaissance Academy for 

Math and Science of Missouri, Inc. (“Renaissance”) must be returned to 

DESE. Renaissance’s conduct since the closing of its school demonstrates a  

likely pattern of dissipation of assets which shows a likelihood of irreparable 

harm. Renaissance continues to spend down funds that should be used for the 

education of children three years after ceasing educational activities.   

4. This court finds that DESE and the Attorney General have no 

adequate remedy at law.  

5. There is no statute which authorizes Renaissance to keep the 

funds for an indefinite amount of time or gives it further opportunity to spend 

the public funds given to it by DESE. Also, the Court finds that no statute 

authorizes the insurance expenditures by the directors.  



6. DESE and the Attorney General will likely succeed on the merits 

of their counterclaims that ask this Court to order the return of Renaissance’s 

funds to DESE and those counterclaims which seek an accounting. The other 

counterclaims made by DESE and the Attorney General were not before this 

Court and thus this Court takes no position on such.  

7. DESE and the Attorney General have also demonstrated that the 

balance of hardships and the public interest favor the entry of this 

preliminary injunction. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Renaissance and its directors, 

agents, servants, employees, representatives, and other individuals acting at 

their direction or on their behalf are enjoined from spending, accessing, 

dissipating, or wasting all funds controlled, held by, or belonging to 

Renaissance until further order of this court.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Renaissance shall provide within 10 

days of this order an accounting to DESE and the Attorney General of all its 

expenditures from the date of the closure of the charter school until the date 

such funds are transferred to DESE as set forth below.  

 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Renaissance shall transfer all of its 

remaining funds within 10 days of the date of this order to DESE to be 

disbursed to the Kansas City School District and to any other entity to which 
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