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Cities were required 
to provide Public 
School Services

“Every city shall 
constitute a school 
district and … the 
[city shall] provide 
the [school district] 
with … the necessary 
funds to maintain 
public schools …”

Part 1: Prior to Statehood: 



City School Boards
had the power to tax
to raise revenue for
the schools.
ACLA 37-3-41; 37-3-25

The Territory could
refund to the city a
percentage of school
costs from time to
time.
ACLA37-3-61-62.

Part 1: Prior to Statehood: 





Effective January 3, 1959

Schools and institutions so
established shall be free from sectarian
control. No money shall be paid from public
funds for the direct benefit of any religious
or other private educational institution.”

ARTICLE VII, Section 1:

“The legislature shall by general law
establish and maintain a system of public
schools open to all children of the State, and
may provide for other public educational
institutions..”



Part 2: The Extent of the 
Constitutional Funding Obligation

May 23, 1975



UniformityAccessibility

The Constitutional Tension:
“Open to All?”



2. Children have a constitutional guarantee of a right to public education. 

1. In Alaska, there is pervasive state authority in education.

Hootch Legal Conclusions:

3. The constitutional right does not include the right to attend secondary 
school in the community of residence.

Part 3: What Is the 
Financial Role of Local 

Communities in 
Education?

4. Facts matter.

The rest of the story: 
Tobeluk v. Lind



Jan 8, 2016



Required 
Local 

Contribution
(“RLC”)



The Role of the City or Borough In 
Education Funding

Local school boards manage and control these
school districts under authority delegated by AS
14.12.020. This statute requires local borough
and city governments to raise money “from local
sources to maintain and operate” their local
schools.



The Role of the City or Borough In 
Education Funding

The required local contribution offsets the amount
of state aid provided to satisfy a district’s basic
need. Satisfying the local contribution requires a
local community to contribute an amount that falls
within a statutory range that reflects the value of
taxable real and personal property located within
the district.

In 2013, the district’s “basic need” for the
upcoming 2014 fiscal year was almost $26 million;
the required local contribution was about $4.2
Million.

It voluntarily contributed an additional $3.8
Million.



The Role of the City or Borough In 
Education Funding

Today’s statutory program for funding local public
schools falls squarely within the type of state-local
cooperative programs the delegates sought to
exempt from the constitutional prohibition on
dedicated funds. We therefore conclude that the
existing school funding formula does not violate
the dedicated funds clause.



Part 4: Is “Full Funding” of 
Education Constitutionally 
Required?

Must there be MORE money?



MOORE 
VS. 

STATE 

June 21, 2007



Findings of Fact:

458. Based on all of the evidence presented at this
trial, this Court finds that the Plaintiffs have failed
to demonstrate that the State of Alaska is
inadequately funding public education for its
children at this time.

And based on the substantial evidence presented in
this proceeding, this Court agrees with his
conclusion that "we cannot buy our way out of the
problem."



Findings of Fact:



Conclusions of Law



Conclusions of Law



Local District 
Expenditure Decisions

287. Ms. Reilly testified that in her view, "there
were sometimes [funding] decisions made that had
other priorities besides the classroom . . . Maybe
cultural, maybe personal, well-being of the
superintendent.“ When asked what type of
oversight the State had over financial decisions
made by the board, Ms. Reilly indicated, "I think
they see our budget and they see our financial
statements on a month-to-month basis. I don't
believe that they look too closely, that I know of."

288. A comparison of Yupiit's operating budget between FY 2004 and FY 2006, demonstrates the following:

■ Total revenue over this two-year period increased from $6.2 million to $7.48 million -- a total of nearly
$1.5 million -- due primarily to increased funding from the State of Alaska.

■ During that time, the amount spent on instruction by the district increased only $102,000 - from
approximately $2.69 million to $2.79 million.

■ During that same three-year time frame, spending for administration at the school sites decreased about
4.9%.

■ Meanwhile, spending at the district office for administration and administration support increased over
37% during that same time period -- from $448,694 to $616,656 - an increase of over $160,000 - an amount
considerably greater than the dollar amount increase spent for instruction.



Local District 
Expenditure Decisions



Conclusions of Law

However, this Court has found that the State has
violated the Education Clause in one significant
respect. Although the State may delegate its
responsibility to maintain public schools to local
school districts, as it has done, it has failed to
exercise adequate supervision and oversight ... And
as to those schools that are deficient in that regard,
the State has failed to provide adequate supervision
and oversight in a concerted effort to remedy that
situation.

Whether there is 
adequate funding cannot 

be considered in the 
absence of analyzing 
spending decisions…
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