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 As the new Common Core State Standards (CCSS) are rolled out in schools 

across the nation, teachers are left to grapple with the vast implications these new 

mandates will have on education.  It is mind-boggling to imagine the enormous impact 

they will have on teachers’ everyday lives in the classroom and startling to realize that 

teachers have had very little, if any, input on the creation or implementation of the CCSS.   

The new Common Core State Standards truly fall short in many ways. 

 The problem begins with the CCSS only having one, sole architect rather than a 

committee of educators who consulted together on such a high-stakes publication.  This 

scenario inevitably creates a bias towards whatever that particular person, who in this 

case is David Coleman, personally values or dislikes.  Due to how Coleman “disdains 

fiction and personal writing” (Ravitch, 2012), there is a serious de-emphasis in the CCSS 

on novels, poetry, and short stories.  His opinions are now foisted upon an entire nation 

of children and offer serious “hostility to imaginative literature” (Ravitch, 2012).  

Subsequently, the tests created to evaluate the teaching of these standards reportedly 

demand “thought, analysis, and interpretation” in order to answer questions correctly, but 

most children are still extremely “ill-prepared for this level of exam” (Strauss, 2013). 

 The Common Core State Standards were created with “insufficient public 

dialogue or feedback from experienced educators, no research, no pilot or experimental 

programs” (Strauss, 2012).  Although the standards have been presented to the media as 

being approved by 75% of surveyed teachers, this “research study” was performed by a 

national teacher organization that only surveyed .07% of its members (Schneider, 2013).  

This poses the question of who exactly “does” approve of these new standards.  It can be 

surmised that it is primarily “people who know next to nothing about how children learn” 
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(Kohn, 1999, p.3).  Another issue with the CCSS is that they are a “set-up for national 

standardized tests” that will ultimately cost a fortune and are poised to fail to “measure 

complex thought, avoid cultural bias, or measure non-verbal learning” (Strauss, 2012).  

These tests will not be an accurate measure of authentic student learning or valuable 

educational experiences. 

 After analyzing the new Common Core State Standards, it is clear that several 

negative dynamics exist.  The first issue is that the CCSS will cause students to “view 

learning as a chore.”  Students won’t “think as deeply” as they begin to “prefer easier 

assignments since the emphasis is on being successful rather than on exploring ideas” 

(Kohn, 1999, p.3).  Another dynamic is that the high-stakes of the CCSS encourages the 

view that children are essentially “commodities.”  When schools begin functioning like 

businesses and advertising to potential “clients” (ie., students and parents) by promising 

financial rewards simply for enrolling and meeting several requirements throughout the 

school year, as an Arizona charter school has done (Safier, 2013), it simply disregards the 

fact that “no business model accounts for the reality of education--the striving for the best 

possible results for every kid, every time, despite very different circumstances and very 

complex human factors”  (Wyschogrod, 2013).  The individualization of education has 

been lost through increasing standardization and an inappropriate “business-model” 

approach. 

 There are several possible approaches toward resolving some of the problematic 

issues with the new Common Core State Standards.  A constructivist approach towards 

education focuses on student autonomy and has students “view learning as something 

under their control rather than as disembodied, objectified, subject matter” (Kohn, 1993, 
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p.7).  If the CCSS incorporated more student autonomy into its expectations, teachers 

could encourage students to use class time towards deciding on individual activities in 

which to partake, such as creative writing assignments like poems and essays or art 

projects like a collage or sculpture (Kohn, 1993).   Another solution would be to divert 

some of the funding directed at developing the state tests and new standards.  It would be 

much more valuable to instead direct this money back to schools to allow them to acquire 

new curriculum, materials, and supplies that will help teachers be able to support students 

in a way that will help them “raise their game” in light of these new standards and tests 

(Strauss, 2013).  These proposed solutions would help prevent teachers from feeling 

“forced” to implement standards they have no ownership or investment in.  They would 

also ensure that when students take these standardized tests, they will at least have been 

given a fighting chance to perform well because they have been appropriately prepared. 
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