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Common Core State Standards: FRC Position

Sarah Perry

1. The children of this nation belong first to their parents and families, not to their
communities or governments. The primary authority over and direction of a child’s education
lies with that child’s parent or guardian.

2. The Common Core State Standards (CCSS) were created without benefit of transparency,
by a non-profit organization, with the involvement of very few educators, and majority
funded and influenced by corporate interests. Democratic participation, educator input, and
opportunity for revision during the “closed door” development of the Standards were utterly
lacking. The Standards were introduced and later adopted without benefit of field testing, and
multiple members of the Standards validation committee refused to approve them.

3. The CCSS “dumb down” the teaching of America’s students by emphasizing
“perspectives” and “critical thinking” over content and facts. The CCSS utilize uniform
standards that not only eliminate more advanced material from previous teaching curriculums,
but also prohibit teachers from teaching students individually and instead promotes a “one size
fits all” approach to teaching. CCSS also lower the standards of higher-performing states in
order to align educational content and testing to the CCSS.

4. The CCSS Initiative represents a massive and dangerous overreach on the part of the
Federal government. The principle of states’ rights is outlined in the 10th Amendment to the
U.S. Constitution, which states that any powers not delegated to the federal government are
granted to the states. Education is best accomplished when it is left to local communities,
parents, teachers, and states.

5. The CCSS Initiative has resulted in, and will continue to result in, an exodus and
demoralization of the nation’s experienced educators. With the elimination of teacher
creativity in content and approach, the CCSS shifted the delivery of education from teachers to
technology, with test scores serving as the ultimate standard of educational success.!

6. The CCSS will push low-income, minority, and disabled children onto vocational tracks,
and will establish a test-based meritocracy. Without the opportunity for individualization of
education, and a national disparity of resources from child to child, disadvantaged children will
not benefit from either the uniformity of the CCSS, or the renewed emphasis on standardized
testing as research shows test scores are heavily influenced by socioeconomic status.2

7. The CCSS are costing billions to implement, and the costs will be borne by local school
districts. New technology, new teaching materials, increased bandwidth for testing, and teacher
training have and will cost taxpayers approximately $15 billion dollars over an anticipated
implementation timeline of seven years, and will necessarily defer other education
expenditures.
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8. The CCSS are developmentally inappropriate for young children. No one with experience
in the field of early childhood development was involved in the drafting of the standards, and
more than 500 early childhood educators have signed a statement saying the CCSS emphasize
academic skills and testing over imaginative play, while requiring children to make
sophisticated leaps in reasoning that they are not capable of at young ages.*

9. The CCSS promote an equivalence of worldviews and moral ambiguity that may
disrespect the faith, traditions, or upbringing of students. The CCSS promote a progressive,
liberal narrative of the world, not only as a result of their being the creation of a massive and
centralized educational approach, but also by way of the materials deemed “core-approved,”
and which are, in the words of the Standards drafters themselves, designed to “broaden
worldviews.”67

10. The CCSS lack a system of oversight or correction. The CCSS do not answer questions
about what to do with students who fail standardized assessments, give no direction as to how
to police the division of informational and fictional texts in high school, and make no provision
for how to fix problems or revise the standards.
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