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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE 

AT KNOXVILLE 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
IN THE MATTER OF S.B., A MINOR STUDENT,  ) 
BY AND THROUGH HIS PARENTS,     ) 
M.B. AND L.H.;      ) 
        ) 
M.S., A MINOR STUDENT,     ) 
BY AND THROUGH HER PARENT, K.P.;   )  
        ) 
T.W., A MINOR STUDENT,     ) 
BY AND THROUGH HIS PARENTS, M.W.     ) 
J.W., AND       ) 
        ) 
M.K. A MINOR STUDENT,     ) 
BY AND THROUGH HER PARENT, S.K.   )     
        ) 
         ) 
  PLAINTIFFS.     ) 
        )     

VS.       )         
        )   No. 3:21−cv−00317−JRG−DCP 
GOVERNOR BILL LEE, in his official   ) 
capacity as GOVERNOR OF TENNESSEE, and  ) 
KNOX COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION,  ) 
        ) 
  DEFENDANTS.    ) 

  
 

PLAINTIFFS’ RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO ALTER OR AMEND 

JUDGMENT AND LIST OF PROPOSED MASK EXEMPTIONS 
  

 

 COME THE PLAINTIFFS, S.B., a minor student, and M.B. and L.H., the student’s 

parents/guardians, for their minor son; M.S., a minor student, and K.P., the student’s 
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parent/guardian, for her minor daughter; T.W., a minor student, and M.W. and J.W., the 

student’s parent/guardian, for their minor son; and M.K. a minor student, and S.K, the student’s 

parent/guardian, for her minor daughter, and respond to Defendant Knox County’s Motion to 

Alter or Amend Judgment and List of Proposed Mask Exemptions as follows: 

I.   INTRODUCTION 

Knox County Board of Education requests an individualized inquiry for students, teachers, 

and visitors that would permit medical exemptions from the mask mandate.  Plaintiffs agree in part 

because disability is normally an individualized inquiry rather than a categorical one based on 

diagnosis.  PGA Tour, Inc. v. Martin, 532 U.S. 661, 688 (2001) (“To comply with this command, 

an individualized inquiry must be made to determine whether a specific modification for a 

particular person’s disability would be reasonable under the circumstances as well as necessary for 

that person.”).  

Masks are appropriate for the vast majority of children with underlying health conditions, 

with rare exception.  The obvious concern is ensuring that the tail (the exemption) does not wag 

the dog (universal masking).  Knox County schools were quite successful in masking a year ago.  

For this reason, it reasons that the same protocols a year ago should be implemented now too.  

(D.E. 36).   

Unfortunately, factional winds are blowing differently now, more strongly than ever before.  

This is fueled by the Governor’s executive order just extended beyond October 5,1 along with 

public statements of the Governor and a Knox County state representative. 

 
1  Tennessee AG to appeal federal rulings in 2 mask mandate lawsuits, available at 
https://www.graingertoday.com/news/state/tennessee-ag-to-appeal-federal-rulings-in-2-mask-
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First, Governor Lee continues his mantra that “parents know their children best.”  This is 

a passionately misleading (and potentially deadly) public relations campaign.  COVID-19 is 

transmitted by others.  Parents cannot entrust their own child’s safety to the judgments of other 

parents who, clearly, do not know the other children with disabilities.  Governor Lee must surely 

know this.   

Second, Knox County’s state representative, Jason Zachary, has used social media to urge 

Knox County parents to violate this Court’s preliminary injunction, apparently not realizing a 

court’s inherent contempt powers.2  

Third, examples like “Parents against Mandates” is trying to use pizzas in isolation rooms 

in Knox County as a lure to remove masks for all of the kids:  

 
mandate-lawsuits/article_63e854e0-e90d-52d2-b79d-cfd26c3f590e.html (last visited Oct. 1, 
2021). 
 
2  Rep. Jason Zachary, available at 
cfd26c3f590e.htmlhttps://twitter.com/JasonZacharyTN/status/1441458774242332676 (video of 
State Representative Zachary calling for boycotts of this Court’s Order and further action from 
Defendant Governor Bill Lee) (last visited Oct. 1, 2021). 
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For example, not all individuals with autism or Down syndrome are incapable of wearing a 

mask.  Some may be, but others like Dr. Ker’s own 13-year-old daughter with Down syndrome, are 

fully capable of wearing a face mask.  (Id.).  Therefore, it better to conduct an individualized inquiry 

than to use categorical assumptions from a list.  By the same token, there may be individuals with 

conditions outside a certain list that, for particularized reasons, manifests in an inability to tolerate 

mask wearing. (Id.).  It is to that degree that Plaintiffs agree with the premise of Knox County 

Board’s Motion to Alter or Amend (D.E. 36). 

To prevent the exemption from swallowing the masking rule, Plaintiffs suggest that 

exemptions from masking (students, teachers, and visitors alike) be accompanied by proof from 

the individual’s treating physician certifying the existence of the condition/disability and that such 

condition prevents wearing a facial mask for that person.  (Declaration of Dr. Jennifer Ker, at ¶ 8). 

This is consistent with recommendations from the American Academy of Pediatrics. 

The Sixth Circuit, in a recent ruling upholding universal masking, also cites guidance from 

the American Academy of Pediatrics (AAP). Resurrection Sch. v. Hertel, 2021 U.S. App. LEXIS 

25349, at *12-13 (6th Cir. Aug. 23, 2021) (“The American Academy of Pediatrics (“AAP”) also 

recommends that all students and staff—regardless of whether they are fully vaccinated against 

COVID-19—wear a mask indoors at school as a “necessary measure[] to limit the community 

spread of SARS-CoV-2 to ensure schools can remain open and safe for all students… Masks, 

according to the AAP, are part of a ‘multi-pronged, layered approach’ that together ‘will make in-

person learning safe and possible.’”). 

An individualized approach would be consistent with ADA case law requiring an 

individualized determination for whether a modification is reasonable under the circumstances for 
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an individual’s disability. E.g., PGA Tour, Inc. v. Martin, 532 U.S. 661, 688 (2001) (“To comply 

with this command, an individualized inquiry must be made to determine whether a specific 

modification for a particular person’s disability would be reasonable under the circumstances as 

well as necessary for that person.”).   

III. ALTERATIONS ARE NECESSARY FOR KNOX COUNTY’S PREVIOUS FACIAL  
COVERING POLICY C-240 

 
This Court’s Order Granting Preliminary Injunction ordered “with immediate effect—the 

mask mandate that was in place in all Knox County Schools during the 2020-2021 school year, as 

a reasonable accommodation under the ADA for Plaintiffs and Class Plaintiffs.”  (Order, D.E. 35, 

p. 55).   

That mask mandate, Knox County’s Policy C-240 from the 2020-2021 school year, states: 

1. Students, employees, and visitors may remove masks or face coverings for 

eating and drinking; 

2. Students, employees, and visitors may be exempted from this policy by the 

school principal   due to a documented medical condition; and students with health, 

behavioral, or other disability concerns, as noted in his or her IEP or 504 plan(s), will be 

addressed on an individual basis and afforded all protections and safeguards under federal 

and state law; 

3. Students, employees, and visitors may remove masks or face coverings on a 

case-by-case basis for specific instructional needs and other activities (such as, when 6 feet 

distancing can be maintained, outdoor recess and/or other appropriately distanced 

activities), as determined by the principal in consultation with the teacher, and permission 
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will not be unreasonably withheld, in which case the teacher will utilize appropriate social 

distancing measures; and 

4. Students, employees, and visitors may be exempted from this policy due to 

special behavioral or individualized needs as determined by the school principal. 

(Knox County Board of Education Policy, C-240: Facial Coverings, attached hereto as Exhibit B). 

Plaintiffs suggest a few adjustments to this Policy, again due to the current climate created 

by the Governor and state representative.  Persons seeking an exemption should submit their 

request on a form completed by an individual’s treating physician containing language (1) certifying 

that the physician has provided prior and ongoing medical treatment to the individual, (2) setting 

forth the individual’s medical condition/disability and/or substantially limited life activity, and (3) 

the reason that such medical condition/disability/substantial limitation prevents the individual 

from wearing a mask within Knox County Schools.  (Declaration of Dr. Jennifer Ker, ¶ 9).    

Use of a treating physician ensures that the physician truly knows the person by virtue of a 

history of treatment.  This prevents individuals from abusing medical exemptions through non-

treating physicians who may be willing to certify a condition for exemption, without having a 

proper medical history.  It also prevents non-medically licensed persons from providing excessive 

approvals without real documented medical need.  (Id. at ¶ 10). 

Requiring a treating physician’s certification is not burdensome on individuals and should 

be done with relative ease and speed (usually one business day, give or take) because appointments 

are not necessary to complete such forms.  Again, there is already an established physician-patient 

relationship.  (Id.  at ¶ 11).   

Plaintiffs’ suggestion tracks the American Academy of Pediatrics’ position on this issue. 

Case 3:21-cv-00317-JRG-DCP   Document 42   Filed 10/01/21   Page 7 of 11   PageID #: 912



8 
 

As explained in AAP's Interim Guidance on Face Masks, masks can be safely worn 
by all children 2 years of age and older, including the vast majority of children with 
underlying health conditions, with rare exception.  With respect to other school-
related health requirements, Tennessee law requires certification from a qualified 
physician for medical exemptions. See Tenn. Code. Ann. § 49-6-5001.  Use of a 
similar process here--in which assessments for whether face masks may be 
contraindicated for a specific child are made by a pediatrician who is already familiar 
with the individual child--would, in their clinical judgment, be consistent with the 
AAP's recommendations. 
 

(Id. at ¶ 12). 

Dr. Ker has reviewed Knox County’s Policy C-240 on Face Coverings from 2020-2021.   

Dr. Ker agrees with provision “1” allowing removal of masks during eating and drinking.  Dr. Ker 

also agrees with provision “2,” allowing school principals and IEP or 504 teams to determine 

medical exemptions on a case by case basis.  However, there must also be documented medical 

proof of the condition along with the need for the exemption certified by the individual’s treating 

physician in a form consistent with the discussion above.  (Id. at ¶ 14).   

Dr. Ker agrees with provision “3,” the enumerated exceptions for the removal of face 

coverings when needed for specific instructional needs (for example, during speech therapy if it is 

necessary to see the child or therapist’s mouth movements) or at times when physical distancing 

can be maintained or children are outdoors, such as recess.  (Id.).   

Dr. Ker does not agree with provision “4” because it is too vague in leaving exemptions to 

individual principals without specifying any such conditions or need.  From a medical safety 

standpoint, Dr. Ker would remove provision 4 in its entirety.  This would ensure the efficacy of a 

universal masking policy within Knox County Schools to reduce the spread of the Covid-19 virus 

and its variants.  (Id.).   
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To sum up, based upon the medical advice of Dr. Ker and the AAP, along with the 

acceptable portions of Knox County’s prior policy submission, Plaintiffs suggest the Court’s Order 

be amended/supplemented to allow exemptions to Knox County’s facial covering policy as 

follows:  

1. Students, employees, and visitors may remove masks or face coverings for eating and 

drinking; 

2. Students, employees, and visitors may be exempted from this policy by submitting a 

medical exemption form from an individual’s treating physician to the school principal.  

This form must document a medical condition or disability or the substantial limitation in 

a major life activity, along with the reason the individual must refrain from wearing a mask. 

Students with health, behavioral, or other disability concerns, as noted in his or her IEP or 

504 plan(s), will be afforded all protections and safeguards under federal and state law and 

will addressed on an individual basis by his or her IEP or 504 team upon submission of a 

medical exemption form from an individual’s treating physician documenting a medical 

condition or disability or substantial limitation, and the reason the individual must refrain 

from wearing a mask; 

3. Students, employees, and visitors may remove masks or face coverings on a case-by-case 

basis for specific instructional needs and other activities (such as, when app 6-feet 

distancing can be maintained, outdoor recess and/or other appropriately distanced 

activities).  This shall be determined by the principal in consultation with a teacher, and 

permission will not be unreasonably withheld, in which case the teacher will utilize 

appropriate social distancing measures. 
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IV. PERMITTING EXEMPTIONS BASED UPON INDIVIDUAL DISABILITY-RELATED NEED 
QUELLS ANY PERCEIVED “MANIFEST INJUSTICE” 

 
Finally, Plaintiffs write further regarding Defendant Knox County’s latest Amended 

Motion to Alter or Amend Judgment (D.E. 40) simply to state that utilizing an individual disability-

related need for exemption with proof from a treating physician, as set forth above, quells any 

perceived injustice from the students and adults with disabilities whom Defendant proffers to this 

Court as needing an exemption, but unable to get one under this Court’s prior Order limiting such 

exemption only to categories of certain disabilities.  (D.E. 35).  Plaintiffs join Defendant in that 

regard.   

However, 578 students out of more than 60,000 students (less than 1%) refusing (based 

again on factional winds of their parental resistance) to wear masks is not a reason to alter this 

Court’s reasoned and necessary Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Injunction.  

(D.E. 40, p. 7).  In fact, to do so, would not only be dangerous to the health and safety of students 

with disabilities who need mask mandates to safely access their educational programming, benefits, 

and services within Knox County Schools, but would set an alarming and untenable precedent that 

defiance of this Court’s orders to uphold the federal rights guaranteed under the ADA and Section 

504 will result in reversal.    

V. CONCLUSION  

For all the reasons set forth in Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Injunction, presented to 

the Court in live testimony at the hearing on Plaintiffs’ Motion, and set forth in this Court’s 

reasoned and well-founded Order Granting Preliminary Injunction, Plaintiffs respectfully request 

that Defendant’s Knox County’s Motion to Alter or Amend Judgment be denied with respect to 

repeal of the injunctive relief of universal masking within Knox County Schools.  Plaintiffs further 
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respectfully request that this Court’s Order be amended to require an updated mask exemption 

policy for Knox County Schools consistent with the individualized and documented medical need 

policy language set forth above.   

                                                     Respectfully submitted, 

 

GILBERT LAW, PLC 
 
/s Justin S. Gilbert___________________  

    Justin S. Gilbert (TN Bar No. 017079) 
    100 W. Martin Luther King Blvd, Suite 501  
    Chattanooga, TN 37402 
    Telephone: 423.756.8203 
    Facsimile: 423.756.2233 
    justin@schoolandworklaw.com 

&    

 THE SALONUS FIRM, PLC 
/s Jessica F. Salonus_________________                                                  
JESSICA F. SALONUS (28158) 
139 Stonebridge Boulevard 
Jackson, Tennessee 38305 
Telephone: (731) 300-0970 
Facsimile: 731.256.5711  
jsalonus@salonusfirm.com 
 
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS 

 
 
 
 
 

 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I certify that this Response was served upon counsel of record for the Defendants, David 

Sanders and Amanda Morse for KCBOE and Reed Smith and Colleen Mallea for Governor Lee, 

through the Court’s ECF filing system on October 1, 2021.      

       /s Jessica F. Salonus 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE 

AT KNOXVILLE 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
IN THE MATTER OF S.B., A MINOR STUDENT,  ) 
BY AND THROUGH HIS PARENTS,     ) 
M.B. AND L.H.;      ) 
        ) 
M.S., A MINOR STUDENT,     ) 
BY AND THROUGH HER PARENT, K.P.;   )  
        ) 
T.W., A MINOR STUDENT,     ) 
BY AND THROUGH HIS PARENTS, M.W.     ) 
J.W., AND       ) 
        ) 
M.K. A MINOR STUDENT,     ) 
BY AND THROUGH HER PARENT, S.K.   )     
        ) 
         ) 
  PLAINTIFFS.     ) 
        )     

VS.       )         
        )   No. 3:21−cv−00317−JRG−DCP 
GOVERNOR BILL LEE, in his official   ) 
capacity as GOVERNOR OF TENNESSEE, and  ) 
KNOX COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION,  ) 
        ) 
  DEFENDANTS.    ) 
 

Declaration of Jennifer Patton Ker, M.D. 
 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1748, Jennifer Ker, M.D., M.S., declares under penalty of perjury 

that the foregoing is true and correct: 

1. My name is Jennifer Patton Ker.  I am over the age of 18 years old and have 

personal knowledge of the facts stated in this declaration.   
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2. I make this declaration in support of the Plaintiffs’ requested injunctive relief in 

this case of universal masking in Knox County Schools. 

3. I am an Assistant Clinical Professor of Allergy, Pulmonary, and Critical Care 

Medicine at Vanderbilt University Medical Center.  I am licensed and board-certified in allergy 

and immunology.  

4. I work as an allergist and immunologist at Heritage Medical Associates in 

Nashville, Tennessee, where I treat pediatric and adult patients.   

5. In addition to my previous testimony provided to this Court in support of the 

Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Injunction, I write this declaration in further support of the 

Plaintiffs in this matter to explain the necessity of providing exemptions from universal masking 

within Knox County Schools on a case-by-case basis rather than on a basis of categories of 

disabilities.  I also write this declaration in support of a more specific and uniformed masking 

mandate and medical exemption process within Knox County Schools than a return to their prior 

policy from the 2020-2021 school year. 

6. While true, as this Court set forth in its Order Granting Preliminary Injunction, 

individuals with autism and who have tracheotomies are individuals who can, and do, often 

experience difficult wearing a facial mask, that is not the case uniformly across the board for all 

such individuals with those conditions.  

7. The same is true for individuals listed in Knox County’s List of Proposed Mask 

Exemptions filed with this Court.  For example, not all individuals with autism or Down syndrome 

are incapable of wearing a mask.  While certainly some individuals may be, others, like my own 

13-year-old daughter with Down syndrome, are fully capable of wearing a face mask.  Therefore, 

allowing exemptions by category of disability is not a feasible or workable solution as it will 
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necessarily over include individuals with certain disabilities in the list who are capable of wearing 

a mask, and potentially exclude certain individuals who are not listed in the proposed category, 

but who have a disability which manifests in an inability to tolerate mask wearing. 

8. Accordingly, the more prudent and workable solution would be to permit 

exemptions from universal masking of individuals (students, teachers, and visitors alike) in Knox 

County Schools on the basis of a needed medical exemption supported by proof from the 

individual’s treating physician certifying the condition/disability and the manifestation of said 

condition/disability which prevents wearing a facial mask for Knox County to consider on a case-

by-case basis. 

9. In order to prevent fraudulent or excessive exemptions which are not medically 

necessary, I highly recommend that this Court require as part of Knox County’s universal masking 

mandate that exemptions be submitted on a form from an individual’s treating physician that 

contains language certifying that the physician has provided prior and ongoing medical treatment 

to the individual, certifying the individual’s medical condition/disability, and setting forth the 

reason that such medical condition/disability prevents the individual from wearing a mask within 

Knox County Schools.   

10. Having a treating physician of the individual claiming a medical exemption is 

important to establish that the physician is previously and currently familiar with the individual’s 

condition to prevent individuals from potentially abusing the exemption by having non-treating 

physicians willing to certify a condition without a documented medical history for such 

exemptions and/or individuals having non-medically licensed physicians providing excessive 

approvals without real documented medical need.   
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11. Requiring a treating physician’s certification is not burdensome on individuals and 

should be done with relative ease and speed (usually one business day give or take) given that 

appointments are not necessary for completion of such forms if there is already a physician-patient 

relationship established.  

12. Requiring certification of the medical exemption need is consistent with the 

American Academy of Pediatrics’ position on this issue in which they have stated: 

  "As explained in AAP's Interim Guidance on Face Masks, masks can be safely 
worn by all children 2 years of age and older, including the vast majority of children 
with underlying health conditions, with rare exception.  With respect to other 
school-related health requirements, Tennessee law requires certification from a 
qualified physician for medical exemptions. See Tenn. Code. Ann. § 49-6-
5001.  Use of a similar process here--in which assessments for whether face masks 
may be contraindicated for a specific child are made by a pediatrician who is 
already familiar with the individual child--would, in their clinical judgment, be 
consistent with the AAP's recommendations." 

 
13. Additionally, I have reviewed Knox County’s Policy C-240 on Face Coverings 

which was previously implemented during the 2020-2021 school year, and which Knox County 

proposes to this Court to reinstate.  Knox County’s Policy C-240 currently states: 

1. Students, employees, and visitors may remove masks or face coverings for eating and 

drinking; 

2. Students, employees, and visitors may be exempted from this policy by the school 

principal   due to a documented medical condition; and students with health, behavioral, 

or other disability concerns, as noted in his or her IEP or 504 plan(s), will be addressed 

on an individual basis and afforded all protections and safeguards under federal and 

state law; 

3. Students, employees, and visitors may remove masks or face coverings on a case-by-

case basis for specific instructional needs and other activities (such as, when 6 feet 
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distancing can be maintained, outdoor recess and/or other appropriately distanced 

activities), as determined by the principal in consultation with the teacher, and 

permission will not be unreasonably withheld, in which case the teacher will utilize 

appropriate social distancingmeasures; and 

4. Students, employees, and visitors may be exempted from this policy due to special 

behavioral or individualized needs as determined by the school principal. 

14. Reviewing this proposed language by Knox County Schools, I agree with 

provision 1 which permits individuals to remove their face mask to eat or drink. I also agree with 

provision 2 allowing school principals and IEP or 504 teams to determine medical exemptions 

on a case by case basis provided there is documented medical proof of the condition along with 

the need for the exemption certified by the individual's treating physician as discussed above. 

Additionally, I agree with provision 3' s certain exceptions for the removal of face coverings when 

needed for specific instructional needs (for example, during speech therapy if it is necessary to 

see the child or therapist's mouth movements) or times when physical distancing can be 

maintained or children are outdoors, such as recess. However, provision 4's language is very 

vague as it leaves exemptions to individual principals without specifying any such conditions or 

need. From a medical safety standpoint, I would remove provision 4 and make the above changes 

to Knox County's prior proposal so as to ensure the efficacy of a universal masking policy within 

Knox County Schools to reduce the spread of the Covid-19 virus and its variants. 

I swear under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that the foregoing is 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

Dated this the 30th day of September, 2021. 

Dr. Je 
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Section: 

 

General School 

Administration 

Knox County Board of Education Policy 

Descriptor Term: Descriptor Code: Issued: 

Face Coverings 
C-240 8/20 

Reviewed: Revised: 

4/21 5/21 
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21 
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42 

 

The Knox County Board of Education is mindful of the evolving need for emergency measures to respond 

to the COVID-19 pandemic. In consideration of the recommendations issued by the Centers for Disease 

Control and Prevention, the Tennessee Department of Health and the Knox County Department of Health, 

the Board is adopting an emergency policy for all students, employees, and visitors of Knox County 

Schools.¹  

Face coverings are essential in preventing/reducing the spread of COVID-19. Face coverings are to be 

worn by staff, students, and visitors, with the exceptions listed below, while inside school buildings.   

Until further action of the Board, or at the discretion of the Superintendent to open in green mode under 

the COVID re-opening plan, all students in kindergarten through the 12th grade, employees and visitors, 

shall be required to wear a mask or face covering (a) while attending school or a school function in any 

school building, and (b) when riding school-provided transportation. All masks and face coverings must 

cover the nose and mouth of the student, employee, and visitor.  

Students, employees, and visitors shall wear masks or face coverings at all times except for the following: 

1. Students, employees, and visitors may remove masks or face coverings for eating and drinking; 

2. Students, employees, and visitors may be exempted from this policy by the school principal due 

to a documented medical condition; and students with health, behavioral, or other disability 

concerns, as noted in his or her IEP or 504 plan(s), will be addressed on an individual basis and 

afforded all protections and safeguards under federal and state law;  

3. Students, employees, and visitors may remove masks or face coverings on a case-by-case basis 

for specific instructional needs and other activities (such as, when 6 feet distancing can be 

maintained, outdoor recess and/or other appropriately distanced activities), as determined by the 

principal in consultation with the teacher, and permission will not be unreasonably withheld, in 

which case the teacher will utilize appropriate social distancing measures; and 

4. Students, employees, and visitors may be exempted from this policy due to special behavioral or 

individualized needs as determined by the school principal. 

It is the intent and directive of the Knox County Board of Education to teach and reinforce use of masks 

or face coverings as long as schools remain open in yellow or red modes during the threat of COVID-19. 

Incentive based approaches to correcting behavior is encouraged and preferred.  

In the absence of an exception, students who refuse to wear a mask or face covering inside a Knox County 

School facility shall have the following consequences: 

(1) Verbal Warning  
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(2) 2nd offense verbal warning  

(3) Quarantine from general population  

(4) Parent pick up  

In the absence of an exception, employees who refuse to wear a mask or face covering inside a Knox 

County School Facility:  

• Shall be subject to Board Policies in general, including but not limited to, B-230 and G-130. 

Visitors shall wear face coverings at all times.  Those who refuse may be removed from the building. 

This policy will sunset on May 26, 2021. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Legal Reference: 

1. Tennessee Governor Bill Lee Executive Order 55 (July 31, 2020), subject to subsequent Executive Orders, including but not 

limited to, Executive Order 77 (February 26, 2021). 
 
Cross Reference: 

 

Knox County Board of Education Policies J-190 and J-191. 
 

 

Approved as to Legal Form 4/8/2021 

By Knox County Law Department 

/Gary T. Dupler/Deputy Law Director 
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