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May 2, 2026 

To the Members of the Alaska Legislature: 

WRITTEN COMMENTS IN OPPOSITION TO THE CONFIRMATION OF STEPHEN 
COX AS ATTORNEY GENERAL OF ALASKA 

My name is Mark Choate. I have practiced law in Alaska for 46 years. In that time, I have 
represented Alaskans against their own government when that government overstepped its 
constitutional bounds — and I have won. I successfully challenged the 2005 pension changes that 
stripped Alaskans of their right to buy back into their original retirement tiers. I obtained a ruling 
that Governor Dunleavy acted illegally in firing a state employee for exercising her protected First 
Amendment activities.  I successfully sued the Department of Law itself for wrongful termination 
of a senior and dedicated attorney.   I tell you this not to boast, but because it is relevant to what I 
am about to say: I know what it looks like when the power of state government is used against the 
people it is supposed to serve. And I know what kind of Attorney General Alaska needs to prevent 
that from happening. 

Alaska does not need Stephen Cox. 

A Tradition Worth Defending 

For most of Alaska’s history as a state, the Attorney General’s office was something to be proud 
of because they were Alaskans first. They had practiced law here for decades before their 
appointments. They knew our courts and our statutes and appreciated the unique complexities of  
the laws that govern the State’s relationship with the indigenous peoples who have occupied 
Alaska for thousands of years. They knew and understood the state’s complex land framework, 
and the challenges of being a resource-dependent state with a complicated relationship with the 
federal government. Whether appointed by a Democrat or a Republican, they functioned as 
Alaska’s lawyers, not as extensions of a national political machine. 

Consider: Jay Hammond, a Republican governor, appointed Avrum Gross — a Democrat — as 
Attorney General, and kept him for eight years. Hammond understood something important: 
Alaska needed a lawyer, not a loyalist. That tradition held, with occasional exceptions, for decades. 
Both parties honored it because Alaska’s legal challenges are too important, and too distinctly 
Alaskan, to be left to political operatives who are here today and gone tomorrow. 

Former Attorney General Bruce Botelho — who was first appointed by Governor Wally Hickel, a 
Republican, and then again by Governor Tony Knowles, a Democrat -- and  built a career of 
genuine distinction in Alaska law — has raised concerns about this nomination. His voice carries 
weight not as a partisan critic, but as the embodiment of what the office is supposed to be. When 
someone like Botelho speaks up, the Legislature should listen. 



 

How We Got Here 

That tradition has been eroding for about twenty years. The warning signs came with appointments 
that focused on political alignment over Alaska legal experience. Attorneys General began cycling 
through the office with shorter tenures, national policy agendas, and fewer ties to the state’s legal 
community. Some used the office as a springboard to higher political office elsewhere. Others 
arrived with pre-formed ideological commitments to a national legal agenda and departed when 
administrations changed. 

Each step in this direction weakened the institution. But through all of it, the office retained one 
anchor: the people appointed, whatever their politics, had at least practiced law in Alaska. They 
had Alaska experience. They knew the terrain. Stephen Cox breaks that anchor entirely. 

Stephen Cox Is Not Alaska’s Lawyer 

Stephen Cox’s career was built in Washington, D.C., inside the United States Department of 
Justice under the Trump administration. He is a capable federal litigator — no one disputes his 
technical competence. But without Alaska legal experience and a commitment to protecting 
Alaskan’s constitutional rights, it is more likely that his instincts and frame of reference, formed 
entirely within the priorities of a national conservative legal movement, do not meet the legal needs 
and traditions of the State of Alaska. 

When Cox sits down to advise the Governor on Alaska Native subsistence rights, or the state’s 
posture in a dispute over federal land management, or the proper constitutional limits on executive 
power over state employees — he will be drawing on a frame of reference built entirely outside of 
Alaska. He will be doing so as a temporary political appointee whose career trajectory does not 
depend on what Alaskans think of him, but on what national Republican legal networks think of 
him. 

Alaska’s legal challenges — ANCSA implementation, subsistence, oil and gas revenue, federal 
overreach on Alaska lands, tribal sovereignty, the Permanent Fund — are not generic conservative 
legal issues. They are Alaska issues, forged in Alaska’s unique history, litigated in Alaska’s courts, 
and understood best by attorneys who have spent careers here. An Attorney General parachuted in 
from the national political apparatus, cannot provide what Alaska needs in that office and instead 
threatens to turn his office into the Governor’s lawyer rather than the People’s lawyer. 

Since his appointment, Cox has filed more than twice as many amicus briefs in national litigation 
as his predecessor.  A review of them confirm that he has taken our reputation for independence, 
community, tolerance and resilience, and rubber-stamped Alaska’s good name on Governor 
Dunleavy’s and Cox’s private political causes. 

Elections: In January, the Attorney General filed an amicus brief in a U.S. Supreme Court case 
about Election Day rules, asking for ‘clarity’ on when ballots have to be received. He has publicly 
described this as a neutral brief, ‘in support of neither party,’ and said it was a ‘strategic choice’ 



not to join the side that argued for counting ballots that are postmarked on time. What that means 
in plain English is this: in a case that could strip many Alaskans—especially rural residents who 
depend on the mail—of the right to have their on‑time ballots counted, our Attorney General chose 
not to take their side. He chose not to say, ‘Our law is sound, our geographic realities are real, and 
these votes should count.’ He instead chose a posture of neutrality in a case where neutrality helps 
the national party apparatus that wants stricter receipt deadlines.  For this committee, the question 
is simple: when the law that is at risk is Alaska’s own ballot‑counting rule, is the Attorney 
General’s duty to be ‘strategically neutral,’ or is it to stand up for Alaskans’ right to vote and have 
those votes counted?” 

Climate “lawfare” and siding with oil majors over coastal communities: Next, look at how 
quickly Mr. Cox jumped into national climate‑liability cases. On September 16, 2025, he 
announced that Alaska was joining a West‑Virginia‑led amicus brief in Chevron v. Plaquemines 
Parish to ‘stop activists and courts engaged in climate lawfare.’ In his own words, he said these 
climate lawsuits are ‘an attack on American energy dominance’ and that he wanted to ‘land a blow’ 
against suits seeking to hold oil companies accountable for decades of emissions. This is not a case 
about a single Alaska statute. It’s about whether communities—coastal parishes in Louisiana 
today, but villages in western Alaska tomorrow—can use the courts to recover for damage from 
sea‑level rise, storms, thawing, and erosion that are real to our constituents. Mr. Cox chose to put 
Alaska on the side of Chevron and against those communities, arguing that courts should not even 
entertain cases about ‘retroactive’ climate liability.  So again, the question for this committee is 
not abstract. When Alaskans see their riverbanks disappearing and their roads washing out, is their 
Attorney General fighting for tools to hold polluters accountable—or fighting to take those tools 
away on behalf of the very companies that profited?” 

DEI and school cases in Virginia and Kentucky, not in Alaska:  In education. Mr. Cox has put 
Alaska’s name on briefs in school‑policy fights thousands of miles away. The Department of 
Law’s own list shows that on November 25 and 26, 2025, Alaska joined briefs in Fairfax County 
School Board v. McMahon and Wailes v. Jefferson County Public Schools—cases over elite 
admissions and ‘woke’ or race‑conscious policies in Virginia and Kentucky public schools. These 
cases are being championed by national groups that want to roll back DEI policies; they are not 
about Anchorage School District, not about Mat‑Su, not about Y‑K Delta school funding.   

Meanwhile, we do not see the same energy going into amicus work on the issues that actually 
plague Alaska’s classrooms: chronic underfunding, teacher retention, school safety, and the unique 
challenges of rural and Native education. The bandwidth is being spent on shaping what happens 
in Fairfax County, not Fairbanks. For legislators, this is a priorities question: when the Attorney 
General spends our legal capital on Virginia admissions policies, what does that tell Alaskan 
parents about where they rank on his list of concerns?” 

Guns: fighting California’s magazine laws, not Alaska’s DV crisis:  On September 18, 2025, 
Alaska joined amicus briefs in Duncan v. Bonta and a related case. Gator’s Custom Guns and  
Duncan v. Bonta, attacking California’s limits on high‑capacity magazines. These briefs put 
Alaska on the side of loosening another state’s restrictions on weapons that, in the wrong hands, 
can devastate families and communities. At the same time, we know that Alaska has among the 



highest rates of domestic violence and sexual assault in the nation, often involving firearms or the 
threat of firearms. Yet there is no comparable amicus campaign from this Attorney General 
devoted to strengthening enforcement tools for victims, protecting DV survivors from armed 
abusers, or supporting tribes and local governments seeking to keep dangerous offenders disarmed. 

So the story writes itself: our Attorney General finds time and energy to fight California’s gun 
laws, but Alaskan survivors of violence waiting on protection orders and prosecutions do not see 
that same level of advocacy from his office.” 

Birthright citizenship: telling some Alaskans’ kids they might not “really” be American: 
Finally, there is a brief that goes to the core of who counts as an American. Mr. Cox has joined a 
multi‑state amicus effort arguing that not all children born in the United States to non‑citizen 
parents are entitled to birthright citizenship under the Fourteenth Amendment. This position has 
been publicly reported and criticized because it would deny or cast doubt on citizenship for some 
U.S.‑born children of immigrants, temporary workers, and even some overseas military families. 

Think about what that means in Alaska. We have immigrant communities in Anchorage and 
Fairbanks, we have families where one parent works a visa job on the slope or in the fisheries, we 
have mixed‑status households in nearly every region. The Attorney General used Alaska’s name 
to tell some of those families that their U.S.-born kids might not fully count. 

You do not need to be a constitutional scholar to understand the message that sends: instead of 
using his office to protect Alaskans’ status and security, he is joining a national project to narrow 
who is considered American in the first place.” 

You can, of course, find a few briefs where Mr. Cox is focused directly on Alaska—for example, 
Alaska v. United States over state‑federal disputes. But those are the exception, not the rule. The 
rule is 110‑plus briefs in eight months, most of them about national ideological fights, most of 
them far from our statutes, our courthouses, and our clients. 

So the decision in front of this committee is not about one case or one headline. It is about a 
sustained pattern of choices.  These are not random blips. That is a worldview of a political 
operative who has parachuted into Alaska and will almost certainly leave Alaska the moment his 
position ends. 

The question the Legislature must answer is: is that worldview, and that use of Alaska’s name in 
court after court, consistent with the oath this Attorney General took to prioritize and defend the 
people and Constitution of Alaska?” 

What Is Really at Stake 

Alaska faces many sophisticated legal challenges. The most pressing at present is the protection 
of Alaska and Alaskans from federal government overreach and from a concerted national effort 
to undermine the rule of law.  The Attorney General’s office has some of the best lawyers in the 



state. Those lawyers’ allegiance, from the top-down, must be to the Alaska Constitution and to 
protecting Alaskan’s constitutional rights.  There is no evidence that Stephen Cox has those 
allegiances and every indicator from the non-stop joinder as Amicus in joining right wing cultural 
legal disputes in other states to his clumsy and illegal attempts to pressure Alaskan entities in favor 
of his cultural and political biases to know without question, he is not going to change. 

There is little the Legislature can do to reorient the Governor so that he will focus on Alaska 
priorities rather than the national priorities set by extremist political groups.  But the Legislature 
can use its power to decline to ratify the appointment of an Attorney General with no Alaska roots 
and whose personal and professional interests are overwhelmingly partisan. 

The confirmation of Stephen Cox — a federal political operative with no Alaska roots, no Alaska 
legal career, and no independent standing in Alaska’s legal community — would complete that 
slide from our long tradition of non-partisan Attorneys General to one who is entirely partisan.  
Stephen Cox’s tenure to date confirms that his interests remain in the national culture wars that 
have divided the Lower 48 but largely been absent in Alaska.  We don’t need his brand of 
partisanship in a state-wide position exercising enormous power as to how the law will be enforced 
and interpreted. 

The Legislature has the power — and I would argue the constitutional duty — to hold the line 
here. Confirmation is not a rubber stamp. It is the one check the Legislature has on the governor’s 
power to staff the offices that serve all Alaskans. This is the moment to use it. 

I urge you to reject this nomination. Alaska’s legal interests, and the constitutional traditions 
that have protected Alaskans for generations, deserve an Attorney General who is, first and 
foremost, an Alaskan. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
Mark Choate 
Choate Law Firm LLC 
Juneau, Alaska 
May 4, 2026 
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Dylan Hitchcock-Lopez

From: Betty Jo Moore 
Sent: Monday, May 4, 2026 4:42 PM
To: House Judiciary
Cc: Sen. Jesse Bjorkman; Sen. Löki Tobin; Rep. Zack Fields; Sen. Scott Kawasaki; Sen. Matt 

Claman
Subject: Written Testimony Confirmation Hearing Stephen Cox

Chair/Representative Gray, Representative members of House Judiciary. 
  
My name is Betty Jo Moore.  I live in Anchorage.  I represent myself.  I am an Alaska Native.  I 
was born in the Territory of Alaska.  I have lived in villages and small cities in Southeast Alaska.   
  
The attorney general’s client is the State and his first allegiance is to the public interest.  The laws 
must be followed by everyone in order for justice to prevail for all Alaskans.  See legal opinion to 
Governor Hammond.  1982 WL 43801 (Alaska A.G.) Office of the Attorney General State of 
Alaska December 3, 1982 

…*3 The Attorney General is the chief legal officer of the state and ‘the legal advisor 
of the governor and other state officers.’ AS 44.23.020(a). As such, he is duty bound 
to assist the governor in ‘the faithful execution of the laws.’ Alaska Const., art. III, § 
16. These laws include the common law of conflict of interest, see AS 01.10.010; the 
constitutional requirements that ‘[no] appropriation of public money [be] made . . . 
except for a public purpose,’ and that ‘[n]o obligation for the payment of money shall 
be incurred except as authorized by law.’ Alaska Const., art. IX, §§ 6, 13; and AS 
39.50 concerning conflicts of interests. 
  
The Attorney General performs this function by prosecuting legal actions, AS 
44.23.020(b)(1), and furnishing written legal opinions. AS 44.23.020(b)(4). 
The Attorney General is also empowered to bring an action to recover state funds 
which were illegally paid or paid to a person not authorized to receive them. AS 
37.10.090..., the Attorney General is duty bound, in the service of the public interest, 
to give such advice, even in the face of objections from client agencies, officers, or 
legislators…The first allegiance of the Attorney General is to the public interest… 

  
Alaska became a mandatory P.L. 280 State in 1959, the only exception is the reservation of 
Metlakatla. 
Working for the Department of Justice Mr. Cox knows about federal laws.  My hope was that he 
would understand what the attorney general’s duty was in relationship to Alaska being a 
mandatory P.L. 280 state and concurrent jurisdictions.  He took an oath, a binding pledge to uphold 
the constitutions of the United States of America and Alaska.  The statute reads that the attorney 
general shall defend the Constitution of the State of Alaska and the Constitution of the United States 
of America.  AS 44.23.020 (b)(1) 
  
June 2020 the Justices released a letter to Fellow Alaskans.  The Justices pledged to address systemic 
racial injustices within the judicial system and reaffirming their commitment to equal justice, equal 
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protection of the law, etc.  When equal protection of the laws is not afforded to all Alaskans because 
the laws were not faithfully followed, the reality for many Alaskans is that the American legal system 
is not working in Alaska and the results are judicial corruption. 
  
I have written AG Cox many times about major crimes injustices that plague many Alaska Natives.  I 
have had meetings with former AG Taylor, the DOL Tribal Liaison attorneys, and to date the same 
old statements are go here, go there, DOL is not equipped, etc. 
  
AS 44.03.100 formally recognizes the special, unique, and sovereign relationship between the United 
States government and the 229 federally recognized tribes in Alaska.  VAWA 2022 Reauthorization: 
Section-by-Section Summary in Section 813 identifies concurrent jurisdiction with any jurisdiction 
also possessed by the State of Alaska or the United States.  The Alaska Tribal Safety Advisory 
Committee focus on improving the justice systems, protect a citizen’s Indian civil rights and increase 
coordination and communication among Federal, Tribal, State, and local law enforcement agencies. 
 
Due process and equal protection of the laws are constitutional rights for all Alaskans.  The federal 
government provides millions of dollars to many Alaska tribes to address violent crimes against 
Native people and restore justice to Native communities.  See VAWA 2022 U.S. Senate Committee 
on Indian Affairs Executive Summary.  https://www.tribal-institute.org/VAWA22/Sec-by-Sec.pdf   
https://www.murkowski.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/2.9.22%20VAWA%20Senate%202022%20Sec
tion%20by%20Section.pdf 
  
August 18, 2025 during the Kenai town hall meeting AG Taylor said, “I could sue the Supreme Court 
over that rule.”  AG Taylor did not sue, he resigned.  August 28, 2025 Stephen Cox was appointed 
Attorney General.  The State is responsible for action and inaction.  See AS 39.52.960 (14). 
  
Article IV Section 15. Rule-Making Power.  The supreme court…shall make and promulgate rules 
governing practice and procedure in civil and criminal cases in all court…”. Section 15 doesn’t state 
that the attorney general has any authority to make a rule. 
  
AS 44.23.020 (h). The statute states that the attorney general shall continue to review federal statutes, 
regulations, presidential executive orders and actions, etc., that may be in conflict with and that may 
preempt state law.  SCO 1993 is not consistent with AS 12.40.030 and 12.40.040. 
  
Did AG Cox report SCO 1993, an action making of a supreme rule that is unconstitutional to the 
Chairs of the House and Senate Committees that have jurisdiction over judicial matters by January 
15, 2026? 
  

(h)…action is unconstitutional or was not properly adopted in accordance with 
federal statutory authority, the attorney general shall report the findings to the chairs 
of the house and senate committees having jurisdiction over judicial matters. The 
report shall be submitted to the legislature on or before January 15th of each 
year and must include. (1) a copy of the federal statute, regulation, presidential 
executive order or action, or secretarial order or action that the attorney 
general finds was not properly adopted in accordance with federal statutory 
authority or is unconstitutional;... 
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I do not recommend Mr. Cox as attorney general. 
 
Betty Jo Moore 



 
Homer, AK 99603 

May 4, 2026 
TO: AK House Judiciary Committee 
Re: Confirmation hearing of Stephan Cox for Alaska AG 
 
I am opposed to the confirmation of AG Designee Stephen Cox. His recent interviews by Senate 
Committees has only served to further reinforce my opposition.  
 
Mr. Cox has little understanding/appreciation of the Alaskan Constitution.  He responded to 
many questions saying how he had to make “strategic choices”. Those choices often appear to 
be based more on his conservative politics, than Alaska’s law or interests. While claiming to be 
excited to work on matters central to the State, he regularly fails AK. He regularly filed amicus 
briefs which were, at the least, irrelevant to, or at worst, actually counter to Alaskan’s interests.  
 
Mr. Cox seriously failed Alaskans by participating in sending confidential voter data to the 
federal government, after claiming AK would only send “non-confidential data”. Time and again 
he has made a “strategic choice”, that was often counter to Alaskan’s interests. On the voter 
data he said, “I tend to support cooperating even when (fed) actions are …over-reaching”. He 
claimed to be continuing a “procedure of cooperation” with the federal government that Alaska 
has practiced. That’s never been AK’s default position when it’s counter to AK interests. He 
claimed to have “legally” sent the voter data “to insure (data) Integrity”. It has been shown 
multiple times that the review process the Feds are using is not at all accurate, not to mention 
counter to US Constitution Article 1 states’ rights to control voting. Mr. Cox is not standing up 
for AK. 
 
He not only failed Alaskans by sending feds the voter data, but failed to stand up for Alaska’s 
unique and challenging absentee ballot mailing system. He did not join a lawsuit to support 
counting ballots received after election day. His choice to actually further Alaskan’s voting 
interests was squandered while he busily put his name to some detail of “clarity” about when a 
ballot is cast in that amicus brief, rather than constructively supporting discussion about receipt 
dates. 

 
Cox says he’s “learning” about Alaskan’s right to privacy. Isn’t understanding and enforcing the 
Alaska’s constitution and rights the primary job of the AG? Mr. Cox, during his brief Alaska 
tenure, has signed on to at least 110 amicus briefs. Cox’s decision to file those were, he said, 
based on State of AK interests. Looking at his record of amicus briefs, that is not the case. Mr. 
Cox multiple times referred to “large issues” that would need lots of consideration. Big issues. “I 
can’t tell you what may come up in months to come”.  So far, he’s put AK on record opposing 
birthright citizenship, opposing immunization for communicable diseases, failing Temporary 
Protected status, denying school funding based on DEI policy, requiring nursing home 
arbitration agreements, and other cases that clearly are not in Alaska’s interests.   
 



 
 
Senator Wieleskowski on Oct 9 2025 wrote the AG’s office asking support for Feds to protect 
Alaska SNAP benefits. Cox didn’t bother to assist with SNAP.  
 
He proposes to start a Hillsdale religiously affiliated school here at the expense of Alaska’s 
public schools. He claims to support “religious liberty” while taking consistent positions failing 
to support Alaskan’s choices and freedoms, not to mention our public schools.  
 
Further illustrating Cox’s tone deafness to Alaska, he recruited and hired an Outsider to fill a 
new Solicitor General position he created. This appears to do little in Alaska’s interests. 
 
I am not at all reassured by Mr. Cox’s answers. When asked “have you sought to overturn 
binding supreme court law?” He answered “Probably, yes”. He appears willing to overturn 
precedence that doesn’t meet his personal choices, while having little knowledge of Alaska or 
respect for Alaskans. A guy who isn’t clear about Alaska’s Constitution, voter sentiments, or our 
right to privacy is obviously not the correct choice for Alaska’s Attorney General.  
 
 
Please do not confirm. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Miller 
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Dylan Hitchcock-Lopez

From:
Sent: Monday, May 4, 2026 1:47 PM
To: House Judiciary
Subject: AG Vote

Judiciary Committee Members, 
 
It would be great for Alaska to have an Attorney General who was interested in and focused on the 
challenges and needs of our citizens rather than one who seems to be auditioning for the popular kids 
group.  Amicus briefs and creating a position for yet another out-of-state individual are not good uses of 
our ever-shrinking state resources.  Please think long and hard about what our state needs rather than 
how cool we look to outsiders before you vote on this candidate.  His unwillingness to provide straight 
answers to legitimate questions makes me think this isn’t the right person for the job.  Do we not have 
any capable Alaskans for this position? 
 
N.A. Hubert 
Eagle River 
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Dylan Hitchcock-Lopez

From: Mary Farrell 
Sent: Monday, May 4, 2026 1:12 PM
To: House Judiciary
Subject: AG confirmation today

Please DO NOT confirm acting Attorney General Stephen Cox as Alaska's Attorney General. He does not 
represent Alaskans, as his track record has shown so far.  
 
 
Thank you.  
Mary Farrell 
Fairbanks, Ak 99709 
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Dylan Hitchcock-Lopez

From:
Sent: Monday, May 4, 2026 9:34 AM
To: House Judiciary
Subject: Oppose Stephen Cox as AG

Dear members of the House Judiciary Committee,  
 
I urge you to oppose the confirmation of Stephen Cox as Attorney General.  His extreme views, including on 
birthright citizenship and his handling of our confidential voter information, have no place in Alaska, and most 
certainly not as Attorney General.  
 
Thank you, 
Sally Schlichting 
Juneau, AK 
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Dylan Hitchcock-Lopez

From: Mary Corcoran 
Sent: Monday, May 4, 2026 8:31 AM
To: House Judiciary
Subject: Public Testimony: AG designee Cox confirmation

Dear Chair Gray and House Judiciary Committee Members, 
Thank you for this opportunity to offer public testimony as you consider the appointment of Stephen Cox, 
Alaska Attorney General. Please do NOT SUPPORT Mr. Cox for this position. My main reasons follow. 
 
Mr. Cox has filed multiple amicus briefs that are either irrelevant to the lives of Alaskans or conflict with 
our best interests and/or the state constitution. I question why Mr. Cox did not file a strong amicus brief 
for the State as the US Supreme Court considered mail-in ballots. It appears he passed this off to the 
Solicitor General. His signature would have clearly addressed many of our voting rights challenges and 
the possibility of disenfranchising major segments of our citizens.  
 
I question why Mr. Cox did not step forward to protect our right to privacy when the US DOJ requested 
confidential voter data. We entrusted that data to the State and did not authorize its transmission.  
 
I do not understand his decision to create the new Solicitor General position. An adequate case was not 
made showing that the previous structure within the Department of Law was insufficient. 
 
Frankly, the choices Mr. Cox has made are alarming as the AG should be protecting our rights and 
general welfare. I strongly urge you to vote against the confirmation of Stephen Cox as Alaska’s Attorney 
General.  He acts as though he represents interests other than those of Alaska. 
  
Thank you for your work and consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary Corcoran 
Delta Junction, Alaska 
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Dylan Hitchcock-Lopez

From:
Sent: Monday, May 4, 2026 8:01 AM
To: House Judiciary
Subject: Please vote NO re: confirmation of Stephen Cox

I urge you to vote no regarding the confirmation of Stephen Cox as Attorney General.  He violated our 
basic right to privacy as guaranteed under State Constitution. When questioned about his decision to 
release voter information to the Federal government, he stated“I will concede, I am learning about the 
right to privacy.” There should not be a learning curve to understanding our State Constitution. 
 
Please do not confirm him. 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Murdock 

 
Homer, AK 99603 
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Dylan Hitchcock-Lopez

From: Therese Lewandowski 
Sent: Monday, May 4, 2026 7:22 AM
To: House Judiciary
Subject: Stephen Cox not good choice

House Judicial Members, 
 
Please do not confirm Stephen Cox, the governor's appointment for attorney general. 
 
As temporary AG his actions appear to be rather right wing, noting the many lawsuits he has signed our 
state on with such as the one taking natural birthright citizenship away - a right imbedded in the US 
Constitution as we all know.  Temp AG Cox does not seem to speak for all Alaskans. 
 
He allowed our voter data to go on to the federal DoJ.  Something everyone, I believe just about every 
legislator and person in this state, was shocked at. 
 
Mr. Cox should not be confirmed.  Our state needs an AG who is not partisan and speaks for citizens 
interests, not the Republican party interests. 
 
Therese Lewandowski 
Homer 






