Resist the Common Core
by Jordan Cash
Until 1980, primary education policy generally fell under the purview of state and local
governments and the federal government had little involvement with how states ran their
educational programs. In 1980 the Department of Education was established as a
Cabinet-level agency, resulting in greater federal involvement in education.[1] Over the
past several years, another movement has sought to further nationalize K-12 education
through the implementation of the Common Core State Standards Initiative, often
referred to simply as the Common Core.
The Common Core Standards are an effort to establish uniform standards across all fifty
states. So far, 45 states have adopted the standards; only Nebraska, Texas, Alaska,
Minnesota, and Virginia have not.[2] However, the Nebraska Department of Education
has begun aligning Nebraska state standards in reading and mathematics with those of
the Common Core, even without formally adopting them.[3]
Important issues must be discussed before Nebraska's educational administrators further
align with the standards.
The first issue is whether or not Common Core standards are effective. A study by the
Brookings Institution found that "the empirical evidence suggests that the Common Core
will have little effect on American student's achievement."[4] Indeed, for some states the
Common Core would actually lower their standards; California and Massachusetts-states
widely recognized for their rigorous educational standards-would be lowering their
institutional expectations with the implementation of Common Core.[5] Students in
North Carolina's elementary schools would even see their choice of classes restricted, as
they would no longer be able to take middle school math classes because changes to the
curriculum from Common Core would deem such classes as being "too difficult."[6]
In addition to questions about academic standards, there is the theoretical issue of the
federal government creating a one-size-fits-all national curriculum. The Obama
administration is moving in this direction by issuing waivers to states for No Child Left
Behind in exchange for states adopting certain federal standards, i.e. Common Core.[7]
Additionally, the administration ties discretionary grant money to stipulations related to
Common Core standards.[8] Using waivers and grants to control state education policy
essentially "plac[es] the nation on the road to federal direction over elementary and

secondary school curriculum and instruction."[9]
Part of the strength of America's federal system is the ability of the states to act as
metaphorical "laboratories of democracy;" states can experiment and innovate with new
policies and ideas and adopt the best practices of other states and improve upon them. A
national standard would smother innovation and limit educational standards beyond
those set by the federal government.[10]
Additionally, there is the issue of cost. The implementation of Common Core is expected
to cost the 45 states involved a combined total of $16 billion over seven years, which is
nearly four times the amount of money given through the federal government's Race to
the Top grant program, leaving state and local taxpayers to pay approximately 90 percent
of the cost to transition to Common Core.[11]
Common Core would also make state and local officials less accountable to parents and
students. If standards are set by the federal government rather than at the state and local
level, parents would have little input on the process, as public hearings-like those
Nebraska recently had to discuss new social studies curriculum[12]-would have to be
held across the nation, diluting the impact of suggestions by local teachers, parents, and
students. With Common Core, responsiveness to the needs of local communities would
be lost.
Nebraska should resist adopting Common Core standards because it costs too much to
implement, does not raise student achievement, and it would lead to a federal takeover of
education, something that should be handled at the state and local level.
Nebraska does have substantial work to do to improve student achievement, but giving
into the Common Core and abdicating the responsibility of educating our children to the
federal government is not the answer.
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