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Since the establishment of government-funded education, it has been the responsibility 

of schools all across America to consistently operate in every student’s best interests by 

protecting, educating, and catering to the needs of every child. It is for this reason that 

Senator Konni Burton’s new SB 242 bill has faced a tumult of negative responses concerning 

whether it creates a potential threat toward the well-being of LGBTQ students all across the 

state of Texas. The new bill, which was passed in November 2016, makes it illegal for any 

staff member or teacher at a public school in Texas to withhold any and all information from 

parents regarding their child at the parent’s request. While intended for the benefit of the 

parents, this law forces schools to disclose with the parents all knowledge involving their 

child’s sexuality and gender preferences, even if the student requests that these be kept quiet. 

For many, this law takes away their right to feel safe and comfortable in the environment they 

are provided away from home, a place in which they are required by law to attend.  

When asked about the new law, Senator Burton has stated that it is imperative to 

understand that these guidelines are found in “already existing state law” and that it is really 

about “how parents are treated by government entities they fund.” While it is understandable 

All young people, regardless of sexual orientation or identity, deserve a safe 
and supportive environment in which to achieve their full potential. 

- Harvey Milk- 



for a government employee to work in the best interests of the taxpayers, there is a fallacy in 

her comparative references to past laws. The new SB 242 law is unlike any other bill passed 

before and is far more invasive than its counterparts. No other law has diminished the 

complete privacy of a student at the request of a parent. No other law has placed teachers 

and staff members in such a conflicting position when it comes to no longer being able to 

council struggling students in confidentiality. When it comes to laws regarding the education 

of the country’s youth, the concern should remain in the best interests of those being taught, 

even if they do not pay the taxes. 

Furthermore, it is an unfortunate reality that the backlash some students may face at 

home due to an “outing” by their school will not be one of sincere concern. In order to 

understand the detrimental effects this bill could pass onto the youth of society, it is important 

to confront the issues LGBTQ children face regularly. According to PFLAG New York City, 

“Gay teens are 8.4 times more likely to report having attempted suicide and 5.9 times more 

likely to report high levels of depression.” This outing of children who come from anti-LGBTQ 

families place them at the potential threat of serious family rejection and abuse. A student 

should not have to worry about circumstances such as these, but should have the ability to 

feel safe discussing sensitive issues with a counselor or teacher without fear of exposure. 

When a child does feel comfortable and ready to come out to their family, it should come from 

them. Any other way is simply unacceptable.  

Moreover, the main purpose for schooling is its position as a teacher and enabler. 

Students are not only taught information and skills, but learn how to become functioning 

members of society. That should be a student’s main concern, not a potential outing to their 

family or guardian. Not to mention, Texas is one of the least tolerable states of LGBTQ 

children in the country. It is not as if this bill is simply for the benefit of the parents; it has to be 

regarded with the danger that it brings to certain students as well. If a student requests that 



certain aspects of their lives be kept private from those less tolerable of who they are, even if 

those they are keeping it from are their guardians, should they be completely disregarded? Or 

should they be listened to, understood, and told to not worry about such a thing because their 

education is a much more appropriate topic to be discussed in parent-teacher relations?  

A child’s personal information should never be placed in a compromising situation, 

especially if they request for it not to be. A child’s sexuality and gender should never be outed 

to their parents if they object toward it. And most importantly, a child’s opinion should never 

be tossed aside for the sake of appeasing a parent if it could potentially put the student in 

danger. If a parent endeavors to know the sexual and gender preferences of their child, let 

them not go through the school system to get it. Let them not bypass a personal connection 

with their child in order to obtain information about them. Sexuality and gender have become 

perpetually huge issues in the policymaking and societal aspects of the country today, but to 

a child struggling with those same “issues”, it is so much more than that. Senator Konni 

Burton’s new SB 242 bill infringes upon that very principle, and should therefore be 

reconsidered in its passing.  

 

 


