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Education policy is formulated at the state and federal level and can involve amendment of an existing system or formulation of a wholly new one. Education policies provide guidelines on the content of the syllabus, the minimum age for school enrolment, and funding of the school. Formulation of an education policy considers factors such as the individual needs, socio-economic status of the population, and unique communities such as the lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, and queer commonality and the impact on these communities. This paper analyses the education policy of Missouri in terms of its proponents and objections, its effects on the rural, urban, and suburban communities and special communities as wells as socio-economic impact. 
The Missouri state education policy proposed a system of education that focuses on five components that enhance the development of a literacy plan for children who study in Missouri. These components are standard-based curriculum, leadership, and sustainability, intentional instruction, intervention and enrichment, assessment, and partnership (Gutz et al., n.d.). The latest proponents of the education policy in this state propose an increase in funding for K-12, increased access to early childhood education throughout the country, and lowering of mandatory school age from 7 years to 5 years (Beck, 2018). The funding formula for Missouri state education policy considered the cost of living, the number of available students, the number of special needs students, and available local authority revenue for each education district and tried to balance these factors. 
Despite the freedom of parents to choose a school to enroll their children from private, public, parish, parochial and home (State and Federal Departments of Education, 2019), there has been reduction in the number of school days in several education districts in the state from five to 

four, leaving parents with an addition cost of finding a safe day-care for their children as they attend to their jobs (Campisi, 2019). The funding of schools in education districts seeks to reduce transportation costs only. The objection of education policy in Missouri is based on its insufficient funding, which forces schools to cut on other expenses to maintain transportation. In Missouri state, school policy allows corporal punishment of students citing protection of property or persons provided that the punishment administered is reasonable (Findlaw, 2020). Corporal punishment has been abolished in other states, and its maintenance in Missouri raises questions among parents and guardians regarding the education policy.
There is a difference between the conditions of schools in urban and suburban areas in the state of Missouri. The state education policy does not provide sufficient funding to suburban schools as it does to urban schools, as shown by the few numbers of philanthropic activities in suburban schools (Dell'Angela, 2016). Teachers were equipped to handle culturally-homogenous students, yet the suburban population is multicultural, posing a challenge to teachers in the schools in those areas. The education policy also has not provided a uniform distribution of resources among the suburban schools. For example, a suburban education district covers a more extensive area than an urban education district so that resources are overstretched. The policy has not addressed teacher perception of students in suburban schools. Teachers may interpret cultural differences as unpreparedness for education level or grade-work.
How does the education policy of Missouri provide for the LGBT community? There is a lack of provision in the education policy for the protection of students who fall in the category of lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender. It has been reported that students in these categories face 

harassment within schools and have little support from the school staff (Puckett, 2017). These students are denied the freedom to form groups or associations where they can meet and discuss issues regarding sexuality. The education policy does not protect LGBT students from harassment, and recommendations have been provided to attempt to curb this insufficiency. One such suggestion is the formulation of policies that encourage anti-bullying of students in the category of LGBT and increasing their access to facilities that enhance their contribution to school development.
The Missouri education policy has a potential impact on the economy of the state. Through the structuring of early childhood education, the system is defining the future workforce of the country. The policy proposes equitable funding of early childhood education and preparing teachers through recruitment and training (Delaney & Heuer, 2018). Through proper structuring of education administration and programs offered in early childhood education, the policy is defining the future of the workforce in Missouri state. The system advocates much for parent involvement in the education of their children and funding of public schools to provide adequate resources for students and parents to choose schools to enroll their children. Although the policy has no evident impact on the current socio-economic status of the Missouri state, it shows great potential in influencing future state economic status. 
The Missouri state education policy has several strengths and weaknesses. The policy provides for the involvement of the parent in the education of their children through choosing schools of enrolment from several options that include parochial, public, private, parish or home (State and Federal Departments of Education, 2019). The involvement of the parent in child 

education, conflicts between teachers and parents are bound to be very minimal. The policy also requires that schools document the immunization status of each student, a practice that ensures that all students are safe (State and Federal Departments of Education, 2019). Another strength of the policy is its focus on early childhood education. The concentration of the system on the development of early childhood education prepares a robust future workforce that will boost the economic status of the state. The weakness of the policy is its lack of provision that protects the lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender leaving them to be harassed.
The policy has a projected impact on the socio-economic status of the state of Missouri. Through modification and structuring of its early childhood education, parental involvement, and funding, the state is set to witness a significant change in the educational outcome and quality workforce. The state looks forward to a time when students will be focusing on real-life issues and handling them as part of their syllabus and producing problem-solvers that will help in the management of the social problems such as respect for each other on the interracial and multicultural setting.
The Missouri state education policy has propositions and objections based on various reasons. While the policy is promising in terms of its proposals to increase funding and lower school enrolment age for children, it is met by challenges that about funding. The funding has not been adequate and consistent as it proposes. Furthermore, the number of school days was reduced to four, burdening parents with extra costs of finding day-care for their children when they are already carrying the cost of paying fees for their children. The policy has a potential influence on the socio-economic status of the Missouri state because of the restructuring of its early childhood education.
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