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Introduction 
Generative artificial intelligence (AI) has moved rapidly from the periphery of education policy to 
the center of debates on instruction, academic integrity, and student readiness. At the same time, 
states and districts are grappling with how to manage students’ access to and use of their personal 
devices during the school day. These two issues are inextricably linked due to the widespread 
presence of AI apps and tools on laptops, tablets, phones, and other internet-connected devices 
present in schools. 

This scan explores how five states in the Northwest region—Alaska, Idaho, Montana, Oregon, and 
Washington—are responding to questions about AI and student devices in schools. It summarizes the 
laws, policies, and practices that govern AI and student devices in education across the region, with a 
focus on state education agencies, large school districts, research universities, and industry partners.  

Overall, the scan finds that the five states are developing robust, human-centric frameworks that 
prioritize data privacy, ethical integrity, and workforce readiness, although their approaches vary 
from centralized legislative mandates to decentralized, guidance-based models. 

The broader context: Best practices and research on AI and 
student device policy in education 
The U.S. Department of Education’s Office of Educational Technology (2023) argues that AI policy  
in education should keep humans in the loop, strengthen trust, and develop guardrails rather than 
treat automation as a substitute for educational judgment. UNESCO (2023) similarly recommends  
a human-centered approach that prioritizes data protection, age-appropriate use, and coherent 
policy frameworks for educational settings. Across the Northwest, these broad principles are now 
visible in state guidance, district documents, and higher education initiatives that frame AI as a tool 
to support, not replace, teaching and learning. 

The Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD; 2024) reported that nearly 
one in three students in OECD countries is distracted by using digital devices in class, while Pew 
Research Center found that 72 percent of U.S. high school teachers view cellphone distraction as a 
major classroom problem (Hatfield, 2024). Recent U.S. evidence adds complexity: An NBER study  
of Florida found that cellphone bans led to increased suspension in the short term, followed by 
second-year improvements in test scores and reductions in unexcused absences (Figlio & Özek, 
2025). These reports suggest that device restrictions are neither trivial nor self-executing; their 
effects depend on implementation, adjustment periods, and the broader learning environment. 
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State-Specific Policies and Context 
Alaska 
Alaska’s statewide AI policy centers on a strategic framework issued by the Alaska Department of 
Education & Early Development (DEED) in October 2025. The framework outlines a vision of 
empowering students and educators to engage with AI ethically and effectively, framing AI as a tool 
for critical thinking, creativity, and responsible digital citizenship (Alaska DEED, 2025a). Alaska 
Public Media reported that the framework recommends responsible use rather than bans, 
addresses data security and cultural responsiveness, and is intended to help districts craft local 
policies (Diep, 2025). 

In January 2025, Alaska issued a draft model cellphone policy in state board materials (Alaska 
DEED, 2025b). The Fairbanks North Star Borough School District illustrates how the state-level 
guidance can be translated into district-level practice: The district adopted a cellphone policy that 
differentiates expectations by grade span and requires devices to be turned off and stored during 
the school day, with limited access during lunch for high school students (Fairbanks North Star 
Borough School District, 2026). A public-facing FAQ provides additional detail about exceptions, 
parent communication, and consequences (Fairbanks North Star Borough School District, 2026). 

Idaho 
Idaho has one of the region’s clearest statutory frameworks for generative AI in education. On July 1, 
2026, Senate Bill 1227 became Session Law Chapter 71, establishing provisions regarding generative 
AI in public education (S. 1227, 2026; Tally Idaho, 2026). The law directs the Idaho Department of 
Education to develop a statewide framework for responsible AI use in K–12 education; requires local 
school districts and public charter schools to adopt policies; and calls for AI literacy standards, 
professional development, parental guidance, and procurement requirements (S. 1227, 2026; Tally 
Idaho, 2026). Local media and a press release from a technology sector member organization that 
supported the bill emphasized the legislation’s focus on human oversight, privacy, district policy 
requirements, and educator support (Idaho Technology Council, 2026; Johnston, 2026). 

Idaho policies on devices in schools have moved toward stronger restrictions. In October 2024, 
Governor Brad Little and Superintendent Debbie Critchfield announced Executive Order 2024-11, 
the Phone Free Learning Act, which encouraged districts to adopt comprehensive districtwide 
cellphone restriction policies and offered a one-time award to districts that did so (Office of the 
Governor, Idaho, 2024). The press release identified West Ada School District as a district that had 
already adopted a districtwide policy (Office of the Governor, Idaho, 2024). For example, one of the 
district’s middle schools published its cellphone expectations for 2025–26, stating that students 
should not have or use cellphones or wireless headphones during school hours and that these 
devices should be powered off and secured in lockers (West Ada School District, n.d.-b). West Ada 
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also maintains a public webpage that explains what AI is, why students need to know how to use it, 
and how students are taught to use AI ethically and responsibly (West Ada School District, n.d.-a). 

Montana 
Montana provides a useful contrast to neighboring states because it combines strong state-level AI 
guidance with minimal statewide regulation of student device use, leaving districts to define their 
own operating policies.  

In October 2025, the Montana Office of Public Instruction (OPI) released state guidelines for AI in  
K–12 education. OPI described the guidelines as a foundation for districts to develop their own local 
guidance and policies, while highlighting the importance of safe, ethical, and equitable use across 
rural, urban, and Tribal communities (Montana OPI, 2025a). The guidelines identify core principles 
for AI use in Montana schools and present policy domains such as teaching and learning, business 
operations, community outreach, and policy and ethical considerations (Montana OPI, 2025a). A 
companion press release called the guidelines a “living document” to help schools navigate AI 
responsibly while maintaining student privacy and local control (Montana OPI, 2025b). OPI asserted 
that the guidelines prioritize human-centered, ethical use of AI to support rather than replace 
learning and highlighted key focus areas of professional learning, accessibility, and policy alignment 
with Montana law and Tribal sovereignty (Montana OPI, 2025b). As a result, Montana’s AI approach 
is less statutory than Idaho’s and less district-specific than Oregon (see examples below), but still 
structurally robust because it seeks to equip districts with a statewide framework for local policy 
design (Montana OPI, 2025a; 2025b). 

District-level AI policy adoption in Montana is beginning to move from guidance toward board 
action. In June 2026, Government Technology reported that school boards were starting to consider 
boilerplate AI policy supplied by the Montana School Boards Association and developed in 
conjunction with OPI and the Montana Digital Academy (Girten, 2026). The model language was 
intentionally designed to be broad so it could remain useful as AI continues to evolve, and districts 
such as Florence, Missoula, and Stevensville had begun discussing how much of that language to 
adopt or modify (Girten, 2026). These developments indicate that Montana’s AI policy environment 
is active but still in a phase of district adoption rather than statewide compliance. 

Montana’s student device policy environment is more decentralized, driven primarily by school 
boards rather than state statute. Montana Public Radio reported in February 2026 that Montana 
remained one of the few states without a law regulating cellphone use in school and that districts 
were crafting their own policies in response to growing concerns about anxiety, depression, and 
classroom distraction (Amestoy, 2026a). Nearly a year prior, the same outlet reported that 
Governor Greg Gianforte was pushing for cellphone restrictions in schools and seeking funding to 
incentivize districts to adopt bans or restrictions, while also noting that roughly nine in 10 districts 
in Montana already had a full or partial ban in place (Amestoy, 2025).  

District examples illustrate the range of implementation models. In August 2024, Billings Public 
Schools approved a districtwide smartphone policy: At the high school level, the policy prohibits 
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students from using their phones in class and directs teachers to collect phones in communal 
classroom storage spaces; the policy also requires that elementary and middle school students turn 
off and stow phones in backpacks or lockers for the entire school day (Sakariassen, 2024). The 
following spring, Missoula County Public Schools adopted a policy that requires elementary and 
middle school students to turn off phones during the school day and allows high school students to 
access their phones only outside the classroom (West, 2025). Bozeman School District 7 plans to 
implement a full cellphone ban in high schools beginning in fall 2026, extending existing classroom 
restrictions to lunch and passing periods and framing the policy around student mental health 
(Cleveland, 2025). 

District device policies across Montana also experiment with different enforcement and technology 
models. In May 2026, Montana Public Radio reported that Bozeman High School planned to tighten 
its policy by using geofencing technology to restrict students from accessing certain apps while on 
campus (Amestoy, 2026b).  

Taken together, Montana’s policy environment is best characterized as decentralized but active: 
There is statewide AI guidance with district-led AI adoption, and no statewide student device law 
but substantial local experimentation in policies to restrict student cellphone use. 

Oregon 
In recent years Oregon has seen increased policy activity around AI and student device restrictions. 
The Oregon Department of Education (ODE) issued guidance that districts should approach AI as a 
system-level leadership and planning consideration because it influences teaching practice, student 
learning, data privacy, and community trust (ODE, 2025a). Additionally, in July 2025, Governor  
Tina Kotek signed Executive Order 25-09, requiring districts to adopt policies prohibiting student 
cellphone use by October 31, 2025, and to implement those policies by January 1, 2026 (Governor’s 
Office, State of Oregon, 2025; Pate, 2025). ODE’s subsequent guidance framed the issue in terms of 
student learning, well-being, and belonging while leaving implementation choices to districts (ODE, 
2025b). 

Portland Public Schools offers one example of local implementation of the Governor’s order. Board 
policy and district implementation materials state that students’ personal devices (i.e., those not 
issued by the district) should not be available or accessible during the school day, and that middle 
and high schools may use locked pouches, lockers, or similar systems (Portland Public Schools, 
2025a; 2025b). Reporting on the district’s rollout of this policy documented the hidden cost of 
implementation: Government Technology reported that at least two high schools asked caregivers 
for contributions to offset the cost of Yondr pouches (magnetic pouches that restrict cellphone use) 
and noted that the state order did not include dedicated implementation funding (Silverman, 2025).  

Additionally, Portland Public Schools maintains an AI guidebook that describes AI as a transformative, 
ethical, and human-centered tool and includes sections on responsible classroom use, data privacy and 
security, academic integrity, approved tools, and family guidance (Portland Public Schools, 2026). 
Bend-La Pine Schools similarly maintains a district AI webpage and a BoardBook policy file titled IKJ-
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AP: Artificial Intelligence, indicating that the district has formalized AI guidance beyond a general 
technology use policy (Bend-La Pine Schools, 2026a; 2026b). 

Oregon’s higher education institutions also contribute to the policy environment. For example, the 
University of Oregon’s AI Teaching Triangles program supports faculty members to revise student 
assignments in ways that leverage AI, while the university’s AI resource guide encourages explicit 
course policies and provides guidance on privacy, academic integrity, and assessment (University  
of Oregon, n.d.-a; n.d.-b).  

Washington 
The Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction (OSPI) has developed one of the 
region’s most human-centric frameworks for AI in education. OSPI’s Human-Centered AI Guidance 
for K–12 Public Schools states that AI use in education should begin with human inquiry and end 
with human reflection, insight, and empowerment (Washington OSPI, 2024). Beyond education, 
the Washington State Legislature established the Washington State Artificial Intelligence Task 
Force and tasked it with creating recommendations for future guidelines and legislation related to 
AI (Washington State Office of the Attorney General, 2024). The Task Force released a preliminary 
report in December 2024 and an interim report in December 2025, with a final report due by July 
1, 2026 (Washington State Office of the Attorney General, n.d.; 2024). 

On student devices, Washington has moved from guidance toward statute. Senate Bill 5346, addressing 
student use of mobile devices in public schools, was signed on March 25, 2026, and became Chapter 
225, 2026 Laws, effective June 11, 2026 (Washington State Legislature, 2026). District practice reflects 
ongoing local variation. Seattle Public Schools announced a districtwide procedure effective May 4, 
2026, that requires K–8 students to keep phones “off and away for the day,” while high school students 
are subject to a “No Cell Bell to Bell” rule during instructional time with access during lunch and 
passing periods (Seattle Public Schools, 2026a; 2026b). Kent School District likewise announced a 
districtwide high school procedure for 2025–26 under which students secure cellphones away from 
themselves when they enter classrooms, with classroom-specific stowing procedures (Kent School 
District, 2025). 

Washington’s higher education and research ecosystem deepens the state’s AI capacity. The 
University of Washington’s AmplifyLearn.AI center is focused on harnessing AI and machine learning 
to improve the quality and equity of K–12 student learning (University of Washington, n.d.). 
Washington State University’s CAIRE Lab describes the Rural AI for Societal Equity (RAISE) project as 
a study of how generative AI is being adopted in rural K–12 settings across Washington, Idaho, and 
Oregon (Washington State University, n.d.). A Washington State University news release adds that 
researchers are planning to equip an RV with AI technologies to deliver professional development  
to rural teachers (Washington State University, 2026). 
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Cross-State Themes and Policy Implications 
Three cross-state patterns stand out from the policy scan. 

The importance of human-centered AI guidance  
First, AI guidance is increasingly human centered. Alaska’s strategic framework, Idaho’s statewide 
legislation, Montana’s guidelines, Oregon’s district planning guidance, and Washington’s AI 
framework all emphasize educator judgment, transparency, privacy, and responsible use rather 
than substituting AI for human decision-making (Alaska DEED, 2025a; Idaho Technology Council, 
2026; Montana OPI, 2025; ODE, 2025a; Washington OSPI, 2024). This pattern is consistent with 
recommendations from the federal Office of Educational Technology (2023) and UNESCO (2023), 
both of which call for human oversight and explicit governance structures. 

Device policies vary by state but are becoming more strict 
Second, student device policies are becoming stricter, but not identical. Alaska paired model 
cellphone policy guidance with district-level policy adoption (Fairbanks North Star Borough School 
District, 2026). Idaho encouraged district restrictions before legislating AI structure, while Oregon 
moved through an executive order and district implementation requirements (Governor’s Office, 
State of Oregon, 2025; Office of the Governor, Idaho, 2024). Washington enacted a statute while 
continuing to rely on district procedures, and Montana left policy development largely to local 
school boards (Amestoy, 2025; Washington State Legislature, 2026). The literature suggests that 
while these restrictions respond to real instructional pressures, implementation also matters. OECD 
(2024) and Pew Research Center identified classroom distraction as a major issue (Hatfield, 2024). 
Figlio and Özek (2025) reported that measurable effects may unfold over time, including short-
term discipline shifts and later academic changes. 

Operational capacity shapes implementation 
Third, implementation depends heavily on operational capacity. Technology regulation in schools 
becomes a question of staffing, communication with families, accommodations, and building 
logistics, as evidenced by the costs for storage systems in Oregon; storage routines in Kent School 
District; grade-band specific procedures in Seattle Public Schools; and the mix of classroom caddies, 
grade-band rules, and geofencing in Montana (Amestoy, 2026b; Kent School District, 2025; 
Sakariassen, 2024; Seattle Public Schools, 2026a; Silverman, 2025). States seeking stronger device 
restrictions or AI governance should therefore consider the implementation burden directly rather 
than treat policy adoption as the end of the work. 
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Conclusion 
The regional pattern is clear: AI governance and student device regulation are converging into a 
broader technology governance agenda for K–12 education. States across the Northwest region are 
attempting to preserve the benefits of digital tools while reducing distraction, strengthening 
privacy protections, and clarifying the role of educator judgment. Although the states’ approaches 
vary, they follow the same path toward human-centered AI policies, tighter rules on student phone 
access during the school day, and more explicit local operating procedures. Montana’s combination 
of strong state-level AI guidance with substantial local discretion over device policies offers  
a contrast to more statute-driven approaches in neighboring states. 
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Appendix. State AI and Device Policy Overview Tables 
Table A1. State-level AI and student device policy landscape 

For full sources, see References section of the report. 

State AI policy/guidance Student device policy Illustrative sources 

Alaska State framework emphasizes ethical, effective, and 
human-centered AI use and district guidance. 

State board materials include  
a model cellphone policy; 
district policies vary. 

Alaska Department of Education & Early 
Development (2025a; 2025b) 

Idaho Senate Bill 1227 established provisions for  
a statewide AI framework, district policies,  
AI literacy, and professional development. 

Executive Order 2024-11 
encouraged districtwide 
cellphone restrictions and 
provided incentives. 

Idaho Technology Council (2026) 

Office of the Governor, Idaho (2024) 

S. 1227 (2026) 

Montana State education agency guidance provides  
a statewide framework to support local AI  
policies and implementation. 

There is no statewide law  
on cellphones in schools. 
Districts craft local policies,  
and state leaders have 
encouraged restrictions. 

Amestoy (2025; 2026a, 2026b) 

Montana Office of Public Instruction (2025a) 

Oregon State education agency guidance advises districts 
to treat AI as a system-level leadership and  
policy issue. 

Executive Order 25-09 required 
district policies by October 31, 
2025, and implementation by 
January 1, 2026. 

Governor’s Office, State of Oregon (2025) 

Oregon Department of Education (2025a; 
2025b) 

Washington State education agency guidance uses a human-
centered framework that promotes human input 
and human review of AI use. A state-level task 
force has issued reports on recommendations 
related to AI legislation and guidance. 

Senate Bill 5346 became 
Chapter 225, 2026 Laws. 
Districts continue to implement 
local procedures. 

Washington Office of Superintendent of 
Public Instruction (2024) 

Washington State Legislature (2026) 

Washington State Office of the Attorney 
General (2026) 
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Table A2. Selected district and system examples of student device policies 

For full sources, see References section of the report. 

State District/institution Policy summary Source 

Alaska Fairbanks North Star Borough 
School District 

In elementary school, devices are off and stored all day. In 
middle school, devices are off and stored in lockers all day.  
In high school, devices are off and stored during the day, but 
students can access them at lunch. 

Fairbanks North Star Borough 
School District (2026) 

Idaho West Ada School District/ 
Lake Hazel Middle School 

Phones and wireless headphones are not to be in use or in  
a student’s possession during school hours. Devices are 
powered off and secured in lockers. 

West Ada School District (n.d.-b) 

Montana Billings Public Schools High school students deposit phones in classroom storage 
spaces. Elementary and middle school students turn off and 
stow phones for the day. 

Sakariassen (2024) 

Montana Bozeman School District 7 High schools are moving to a full school-day ban beginning  
in fall 2026. 

Cleveland (2025) 

Montana Missoula County  
Public Schools 

Elementary and middle school students turn phones off  
during the day. High school students may access phones 
outside class time. 

West (2025) 

Oregon Portland Public Schools District policy bars access to personal devices during  
the school day and allows locked pouches, lockers,  
or similar systems. 

Portland Public Schools (2025a; 
2025b) 

Washington Kent School District Comprehensive high schools secure cellphones away from 
students upon classroom entry and use classroom-specific 
stowing procedures. 

Kent School District (2025) 

Washington Seattle Public Schools In grades K–8, cellphones are “Off and Away for the Day.” In 
grades 9–12, “No Cell Bell to Bell” during instructional time, 
with limited access during lunch and passing periods. 

Seattle Public Schools (2026a; 
2026b) 
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Table A3. Selected district, university, and policy-lab examples of AI guidance and implementation 

For full sources, see References section of the report. 

State District/institution AI guidance or initiative Source 

Idaho West Ada School District District AI page explains AI, ethical use, student learning, 
and safety/privacy for families. 

West Ada School District  
(n.d.-a) 

Montana Montana Office of Public Instruction/ 
Montana Digital Academy 

Statewide AI guidelines support district local policy 
development and implementation. 

Montana Office of Public 
Instruction (2025a; 2025b) 

Montana Montana school boards  
(selected districts) 

School boards are considering model AI policy language 
supplied by the Montana School Boards Association and 
developed with the Office of Public Instruction and 
Montana Digital Academy. 

Girten (2026) 

Oregon Bend-La Pine Schools District AI webpage and BoardBook policy file indicate 
formalized AI guidance. 

Bend-La Pine Schools (2026a; 
2026b) 

Oregon Portland Public Schools AI Guidebook outlines a human-centered district vision  
and guidance for staff, students, and families. 

Portland Public Schools (2026) 

Oregon University of Oregon AI Teaching Triangles and AI resource guide focus on 
faculty revision of student assignments, policy, privacy,  
and academic integrity. 

University of Oregon (n.d.-a; 
n.d.-b) 

Washington Lake Washington School District Selected for the 2025–2026 EDSAFE AI Policy Lab Network 
to develop a “policy stack.” 

Lake Washington School 
District (2025) 

Washington Seattle Public Schools District AI handbook and AI resource page provide formal 
guidance for staff and students. 

Seattle Public Schools (2025; 
2026c) 

Washington University of Washington AmplifyLearn.AI studies how AI and machine learning can 
improve the quality and equity of K–12 learning. 

University of Washington 
(n.d.) 

Washington Washington State University RAISE examines rural AI adoption in K–12; WSU also 
reports plans for mobile professional development support. 

Washington State University 
(n.d.; 2026) 
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