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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA 
 

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT ANCHORAGE  
 

EDWARD ALEXANDER, JOSH 
ANDREWS, SHELBY BECK 
ANDREWS, & CAREY CARPENTER,   

 

  
    Plaintiffs,  
  
vs.  
 
ACTING COMMISSIONER HEIDI 
TESHNER, in her official capacity, 
STATE OF ALASKA, DEPARTMENT 
OF EDUCATION & EARLY 
DEVELOPMENT,  

 

  
    Defendant. 
 
vs. 
 
ANDREA MOCERI, THERESA 
BROOKS, and BRANDY 
PENNINGTON. 
 
    Intervenors. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
    Case No. 3AN-23-04309CI 

 
 

AFFIDAVIT OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR LIMITED STAY 
 

STATE OF ALASKA  ) 
     ) ss 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT ) 
 
 I, SCOTT M. KENDALL, being first duly sworn, depose and state as follows: 

1. I represent plaintiffs in the above-captioned matter. 
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2. On April 12, 2024 I received and reviewed this Court’s order granting the 

Plaintiffs’ Motion for Summary Judgment and denying the Defendants’ Motion to 

Dismiss (the “Order”).  The effect of the Order was to invalidate AS 14.03.300-.310 in 

their entirety. 

3. On April 13, 2024 I contacted counsel for the Defendants to discuss the 

possibility of a stay.  Although counsel responded, they did not indicate whether or not 

the Defendants intend to seek a stay, nor did they provide any other substantive response. 

4. On April 15, 2024 I emailed counsel for both the Defendants and the 

Intervenors stating that the Plaintiffs were willing to stipulate to a stay of the Order until 

the end of the current school year or the current state fiscal year.  See Exhibit A, attached. 

5. Later in the day on April 15, 2024 I received a response from the 

Intervenors’ counsel stating their demand for an indefinite stay of the Order, until 

whatever date the Alaska Supreme Court rules on the matter.  In response, I offered to 

agree to an expedited appeal that would resolve this matter before the end of the current 

fiscal year.  Intervenors’ counsel responded they “cannot agree to a shorter stay” and that 

they would not agree to an expedited appeal process, instead preferring “the usual 

process.”  See Exhibit B, attached. 

6. At the time of signing this affidavit I have not received any substantive 

response from Defendants’ counsel. 

  





Exhibit A 
Page 1 of 1



Exhibit B 
Page 1 of 3



Exhibit B 
Page 2 of 3



Exhibit B 
Page 3 of 3




