Dear Teachers and Administrators,                                                           12-8-14
This year, our son XXXX XXXX is not going to take the SBAC test, we are REFUSING that he do so because of our personal objections which will be listed below. Our first point, is that he is not allowed to log into ANY electronic device at the school, so he would be unable to take the SBAC.
Our son should not be taking any tests, interim, formative or summative that are NOT written specifically by his teacher. It is our opinion that his teachers are more than capable of testing his knowledge. 
There will be no personal information given in any surveys. Please do not ask him to participate, as he knows what and what not to answer. He shall not suffer any negative consequences for these decisions.
Please be mindful of our request, as his parents, that his personal information, does not go into any website, or app, that we have not approved. Paper assignments that should come home after they are graded should be accommodated. If there is a need to do an assignment online, such as a powerpoint, we will send him with a device, or he can do it at home, to turn in by email or thumb drive. He should have no email, no password of any kind. If you need to communicate by email, please do it through our home email:                            
Regardless of your personal feelings on the 4th Amendment, we believe we have every right to expect it's protections to the fullest degree, the same as some, who refuse to enjoy it.
Here are our objections to the SBAC test, which have also been forwarded  to the school board.  
The main concern for us is the loss of privacy through the SBAC testing consortium agreement.  For brevity, I did not include links, but am happy to forward if requested.
1) SBAC is federally funded, and a private company ( no sunshine laws, or FOIA requests apply to them) 

2) no access to test questions for parents, even after the test is taken. no way to know how exactly the CAT was adapted.

3) there is no validity and reliability report

4) Even our teachers have no idea what exactly is on the test. 

5) Although Idaho has a vote in SBAC as a governing state, it has given up its authority over the test, as WA state has ultimate decision over SBAC issues. Case in point, the SBAC testing consortium agreement was not even signed by Idaho directly. that is the part that allows ACCESS to my family's pii through that specific agreement.

6) the state, according to one senator, does NOT have the authority to just rename something in code--the ISAT and SBAC are both  in code, and there are discussions in the DOE and legislative minutes that clarify the difference. This is deceptive.

7) by not allowing us to REFUSE something we object our children doing in school is NOT local control, nor does it honor my parental rights.

8) ONLY two signatures were required to sign Idaho up to the SBAC consortium--there was NO legislative oversight. 

9) there is NO ONE between my child and the computer screen--the fact that teachers may not look at screen is not good checks and balances.

10) the fact that I would not know if objectionable material is on the test is not adequate checks and balances 

*** for example, if there was a written portion that required my son to extract evidence from the given text, and the text had to do with preventing global warming, how would my son be graded, if he said. "I am not going to answer this because I do not believe in global warming " ( I am assuming, much like the lack of refusal option--there is probably a stiff rubric, and no allowance for NOT extracting evidence form the text ) but how would we know?

11) I would argue that their Next Generation Science Standards, that DO include global warming in a positive light, will BE the science that will be included in the SBAC test. What will happen to the child deniers? I think the district may be able to ward off, for example, the NGSS for a bit, but when all the accountability measures for school and teachers are completely tied into the carrot/sticks the federal government is leveraging--I am betting  MSD will choose to "play ball" 

12) I am skeptical of the back rubbing that comes from the district that is to make me feel safe about data being not shared, but accessed, and the test is above board in all areas, no need for concern. Because of an experience with the NAEP test that I questioned, while Miss Burger was at the helm of the middle school. I called to see if I could see the NAEP test, the counselor said, "let me check to see if Emry is even scheduled to take the NAEP", I said, but wait. isn't the NAEP supposed to be anonymous???? The NAEP test is NOT anonymous...again, I am not sure the misrepresentation is intentional, or maybe our district is too busy not reading the fine print. The SBAC will not be anonymous either. The DOE has interagency agreements in place with DOL, and DOT, etc. and all information collected at the state level is to accessible.

13) there has not been an answer as to the actual cost per child , from the SDOE. I am not sure this is fiscally responsible, as most districts are feeling monetary strain. I am informed that the district is also responsible for any outside costs related to the SBAC--what is in our district budget for those? 

14) the CC,  is informing all the other standards beyond math and ELA, I addressed the NGSS above...the fact that the promoters of CC say that all the disciplines will be integrated, you also addressed this yesterday--science teachers need to be teaching the CC in their classes as well. The issue I have here is that those same promoters are the very same people that are helping fund and develop the NGSS, the SEX standards, the APUSH, and the SBAC---after all, how will we know if all the schools are complying, if they are not all using the same curriculum, tests, standards? 

15 ) if these CCSS, the SBAC test were legitimate and truly that much better than what we have, I believe they would have gone through the legislative process. Before Idaho legislators even heard CC/SBAC Tom Luna and Otter had already signed on--2009. This is circumvention of the checks and balances process. 

16) why am I so distrusting of the educational powers that be? well, one of  the first documents I found while diving into researching CCSS was an Idaho constitutional amendment ( HJR006 ) that Mr Luna tried to have passed through the land board--giving HIM sole control over decision making in K-12 education. LUCKILY, it did not pass! but it goes to show the  level  of deception the DOE is willing to go to in pleasing the feds,  and shutting parents, teachers and legislators OUT of decision making.

17) as a high stakes test, I believe it is not fair to our district teachers to be tethered to a test that has too many variables out of their control. 

I do have the MOA that allowed two signatures ONLY to circumvent voters and legislators--notice the consent they gave in the "FEDERAL ROLE" paragraph.....there i suppose to be NO federal role here, its  a state issue. (was in original email)

18) I am adding now that the SBAC test is a psychometric test. I believe testing my child's beliefs, values, opinions and dispositions is beyond the scope of the role of public school. I am not comfortable with this test determining for my child which of their 16 SBAC career clusters my child will fit into. This information should used by professionals in psychiatry, not, potentially by TFA in a MSD classroom. That information is too sensitive, too accurate, and none of anyone's business. The fact that these test will track every mouse click, time spent on problems, words deleted etc. is down right too invasive. What if a child accidentally hits the wrong key? even though it was not intentional, it will be held against them. To have the data accessed across states is wrong.
Thank you for your time,
