


From: Jackie Ostroot 
Sent: Monday, March 16, 2026 2:59 PM
To: Senate Education <Senate.Education@akleg.gov> 
Cc: Rep. Justin Ruffridge <Rep.Justin.Ruffridge@akleg.gov>; Sen. Jesse 
Bjorkman <Sen.Jesse.Bjorkman@akleg.gov>; Sen. Löki Tobin 
<Sen.Loki.Tobin@akleg.gov>; Sen. Mike Cronk <Sen.Mike.Cronk@akleg.gov> 
Subject: SB 277 Comment  

  

Dear Senators/Representatives,

I am writing as a parent from the Kenai Peninsula with a long personal connection 
to Aurora Borealis Charter School and to Alaska’s homeschooling community.

My father was one of the original teachers at Aurora, and I attended the school 
myself from 4th through 8th grade. Because of the education I received there, I 
have always believed that if I were not homeschooling my own children through 
the IDEA correspondence program, Aurora would be the only local school I would 
consider enrolling them in.

Aurora has consistently demonstrated strong academic results, but one of the key 
reasons for its success has always been the culture of parent involvement. Families 
who enroll there understand that education is a partnership between parents and 
teachers, and that expectation makes a real difference.

From my perspective, Alaska’s education challenges are not primarily about 
funding. Teachers can only do so much if families are not engaged in their 
children’s learning. In many schools, parent-teacher conferences are sparsely 
attended. I recently heard that during the most recent conference period at Nikiski 
Middle/Senior High School, only around sixty parents attended across the entire 
school.



If we want stronger outcomes for students, we need to examine the deeper issues 
that influence educational success. That includes encouraging meaningful family 
involvement, identifying curriculum approaches that lead to better results, and 
ensuring that students truly master essential skills before moving forward. 
Advancing students who have not yet learned foundational skills does not 
ultimately serve them well.

Programs like Aurora Borealis Charter School and correspondence homeschooling 
through IDEA demonstrate that strong academic results and character development 
are possible when families and educators work together.

Our experience with IDEA has also shown me how important it is that families 
have different correspondence options available. The IDEA office has always felt 
welcoming, family-oriented, and easy to navigate when visiting or seeking support. 
In contrast, when I visited the Connections program through the Kenai Peninsula 
Borough School District, the environment felt much more bureaucratic and 
chaotic, with a busy cubicle-style layout that did not feel as accessible for families. 
I recognize that some families may prefer that structure, but our experience 
illustrates why it is important that multiple correspondence programs remain 
available so families can choose the environment that best supports their children.

I hope the Legislature will be careful not to weaken programs that are clearly 
working for Alaska families. Instead, I encourage policymakers to study what 
makes these models successful and consider how those lessons could benefit 
students across our state. 

Thank you for your time and for your service to Alaska.

Sincerely,   

Jackie Ostroot



Nikiski, AK

































March 18, 2026

SENATE EDUCATION COMMITTEE
Senator Löki Tobin
State Capital
Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Senator Tobin and senate education committee members, 

I am writing to provide public testimony and consideration on section 4 of SB No. 277.

As a family with three school age children, we chose to homeschool our children in 2025 
due to a number of reasons, one being fundamental disagreements between our family 
and the conducts of the school district. Not wanting to fully leave the community and state 
that I grew up in in order to provide education to our children in a better learning and 
growing environment, we opted to homeschool. We live in Southeast Alaska but are a part 
of the Galena School District through the Statewide IDEA program. My children and I
receive all of our school resources and support from the IDEA program yet the property 
taxes my household pays go toward the operations of the local school facility and school 
district. The only time my children utilize the local school district is for extracurricular
activities.  In which case, facilities are needed and the local school district spends 
considerable funds on coaches and travel for my children. Our local school district has 

likely still not participate as it would be formed and regulated by the same district that’s 
current practices and protocols we disagree with.  

While I see that AS 14.14.110(a) reads “
more economical educational services, a district may cooperate or the department may 
require a district to cooperate with other districts…” making me unsure if a cooperative 
arrangement would always be required between a school district and correspondence 
study program. , incase this amendment means a cooperative agreement is always 
needed, or put more power in the school district to invoke services from a correspondence 
program, w
these realities:  

- There are a number of Statewide correspondence programs, having to do an 
one’s families may use in a community could 

become an administrative burden for the small local school districts as well as for 
the correspondence program. 



- The correspondence program provides the bulk of the work and services to the 
family, not the local school district, and should receive the bulk of the state funding 
allocation.

-
administrative costs. Federally negotiated indirect rates are often much higher than 
15%, that State of Alaska’s is closer to 50%.  

- It is already law that if a student uses the local school district for any services, the 
local school district gets a percentage of the student allocation based on number of 
services the student is receiving through the local school district. This seems fair 
and reasonable. 

- There is not a way for me to pay the school any of my family allotment for the 
extracurricular activities my children participate in and extracurricular activities are 
not considered services that allow the school district to receive a percentage of the 
state allocation. 

While I agree that the local school district should receive a percentage of funding if a family 
is using resources or services from the local school district, I disagree that the language in 
this bill should favor the control by and the funding towards the local school district over 
the correspondence program that is actually providing the family the resources and 
services needed for the child’s education, or over the families choice to seek support from 

. I urge you to reconsider the suggested language or strike the 
suggested amendment since school districts can already receive allocation funds for the 
work they are supporting the student in and rather create a vehicle for which allocation or 
family allotment can be used to support the cost of extracurricular sponsored through the 
local school district. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

Kaitlyn




























































































