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Information on Common Core Standards 

Chronology 
The prime mover for UNESCO in 1945 was Julian Huxley, its first director.  He served as VP of The Eugenics 

Society from 1937 to 1944.  In 1947 he wrote: “Thus even though it is quite true that any radical eugenic policy 

will be for many years politically and psychologically impossible, it will be important for UNESCO to see that the 

eugenic problem is examined with the greatest of care, and that the public mind is informed of the issues at 

stake so that much that now is unthinkable may at least become thinkable.” 

Eugenics is the science that deals with the improvement of hereditary qualities of a race or breed (as by control 

of human mating).  Merriam-Webster’s 11th Edition Dictionary. 

In 1949, UNESCO published a 10 part series titled “Toward World Understanding” that was used to teach 

teachers what to teach, said: “As long as the child breathes the poisoned air of nationalism, education in the 

world-mindedness can produce only rather precarious results.  As we have pointed out, it is frequently the 

family that infects the child with extreme nationalism.” 

In 1965, Lyndon Johnson signed a bill, the Elementary and Secondary Education Act; it funds primary and 

secondary education while explicitly forbidding the establishment of a national curriculum. 

In 1974, FERPA (Family Educational Rights & Privacy Act) was passed.  It established student information privacy 

rights.  Parental consent required for release of records.   

Under President Carter, the Department of Education was established and began operating in May 1980. 

President Reagan withdrew the US from UNESCO (United Nations Education, Scientific Cultural Organization) on 

12/31/84 because it was corrupt, anti-western, and a vehicle for far-left propaganda. 

Lamar Alexander, 1989, who served as Secretary of Education under President Bush (41) expressed his thoughts 

on education:   Envisioned schools as being open year around from 6 AM to 6 PM.  Serve children from 3 months 

old to age 18.  Should be a team of teachers assigned to a baby from the day it is born.  Wouldn’t be an 

argument about doing this or that.  There would be one way. 

In 1990 President Bush endorsed UNESCO “Education for All” initiative and promised implementation by 2000 

(America 2000 as written by NGA, chaired by Gov. Bill Clinton) 

11/11/92 “Dear Hillary” letter.  Marc Tucker, president of the National Center on Education and the Economy 

(NCEE) and a  long time associate of Bill and Hillary Clinton, laid out a plan “to remold the entire American 

system” into a “seamless web that literally extends from cradle to grave and is the same system for everyone,” 

coordinated by “ a system of labor market boards at the local, state, and federal levels” where curriculum and 

“job matching” will be handled by counselors “assessing the integrated computer-based program.”  It basically 

laid out the master plan for the Clinton administration to take over the entire U.S. educational system so that it 

can serve national economic planning of the workforce. 
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Tucker’s plan would change the mission of the schools from teaching children academic basics and knowledge to 

training them to serve the global economy in jobs selected by workforce boards.  Nothing in this comprehensive 

plan has anything to do with teaching schoolchildren how to read, write, or calculate. 

In 1993 President Clinton created the PCSD  (President’s Counsel on Sustainable Development) established to 

promote the principles of Agenda 21. 

In 1994, the PCSD published “Education for Sustainability: an agenda for action,” calling on educators “to serve 

society by fostering the transformations needed to set us on the path to sustainable development.” 

In 1994 EFA/ESD (Education for All/Education for Sustainable Development -  UNESCO initiatives) goals become 

President Clinton’s “Goals 2000” establishing the framework for our National Standards, Curriculum and 

Assessments.  All 50 states adopted Goals 2000 in order to receive the funding that came with it.  Goals 2000 is 

outcome-based education. 

Marc Tucker’s ambitious plan was implemented in three laws passed by Congress and signed by Clinton in 1994: 

Goals 2000 Act, School-to-Work Act, and reauthorized Elementary and Secondary Education Act. 

These acts establish the following mechanisms to restructure the public schools: 

1. Bypass all elected officials on school boards and state legislatures by making federal funds flow to the 

Governor and his appointees on workforce development boards. 

2. Use a computer database, aka “a labor market information system” into which school personnel would scan 

all information about every schoolchild and his family, identified by the child’s SS#: academic, medical, mental, 

psychological, behavioral, and interrogations by counselors.  The computerized data would be available to the 

school, the government, and future employers. 

3. Use “national standards” and “national testing” to cement national control of tests, assessments, school 

honors and rewards, financial aid, and the Certificate of Initial Mastery (CIM) which is designed to replace the 

high school diploma. 

This plan was designed on the German system.  It trains children in specific jobs to serve the workforce and the 

global economy instead of to educate them so they can make their own life choices. 

In a speech made on 1/22/97 to a suburban Chicago audience, President Clinton said, “We can no longer hide 

behind our love of local control of the schools.” 

Ohio's existing standards were enacted in 2001; prior to that they were determined by local school boards. 

In 2001 President Bush (43) reunited the US and UNESCO. 

2002 No Child Left Behind (NCLB) was signed into law with the full implementation to be completed in 2014. 

9/10/03 – International Conference on Education for a Sustainable Future, the UN declared 2005-2015 “The 

Decade of Education for Sustainable Development” 
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“Generally, more highly educated people who have higher incomes, consume more resources than poorly 

educated people, who tend to have lower incomes.  In this case, more education increases the threat of 

sustainability.”  Education for Sustainable Development Toolkit – University of Tennessee, document endorses 

Agenda 21, funded by Department of Education, 2003 

Washington Times, 1/18/04, reported on “Learning Globally”.  The Bush (43) administration has begun issuing 

grants to spread a UN sponsored school program that aims to become a “universal curriculum” for teaching 

global citizenship…(IB – International Baccalaureate). 

George Walker, a British educator and the former International Baccalaureate Organisation’s director-general in 

Geneva, from 1999 to 2006, said in June 2004, “the program remains committed to changing children’s values so 

they think globally, rather than in parochial national terms from their own country’s viewpoint….” 

The IB curriculum, UNESCO said, would promote human rights and social justice; the need for “sustainable 

development” (Agenda 21); and address population, health, environmental and immigration concerns. 

On 11/17/04, Bill Gates signed a “Cooperation Agreement” with UNESCO.  He/MS agreed to support the 

objectives of the UNESCO Constitution and to advance Millenium Development Goals for Universal Basic 

Education, Master Syllabus for Teacher Training, UNESCO is responsible for content development.  The 

agreement states that the Syllabus will ”form the basis for deriving training content to be delivered to teachers,” 

and “UNESCO will explore how to facilitate content development.” 

2006 – 2007, Gates Foundation started to fund the two Washington organization, NGA and CCSSO.  Prior to 

2009 had spent $35MM, not for standards development but for developing strategies for implementation.  It’s 

important to note that the governors themselves had not voted on this.  NGA is not state led.   

The plan, released in December 2008 by the International Benchmarking Advisory Group (IBAG), is laid out in a 

document entitled, “Benchmarking for Success.”  The IBAG was convened by the National Governors’ 

Association (NGA), Council of Chief State School Officers (CCSSO), and Achieve, Inc.  One of the co-chairs for the 

IBAG was Governor Janet Napolitano of Arizona. 

In 2009, the Obama administration adopted the essential aspects of the plan and it became known as Race to 

the Top (RTTT).   

February 17, 2009: Stimulus bill provided $4.35 billion to federal Dept of Education.  Arne Duncan says he wants 

to be the catalyst for CC (CNN interview).  A week after the stimulus bill, CSpan asked Arne Duncan what he is 

going to do with the money.  He said he wanted to work with the NGA and Bill Gates to bring about national 

standards.  He wanted to be the catalyst to make that happen.  In doing so, he expressly lauded the work of 

“great outside partners Achieve and the Gates Foundation.”   

“Although it did not write the standards, the federal Department of Education made the adoption of the CC and 

the aligned national tests essentially a performance condition of receiving a RTTT grant.” 

In 2009 Arne Duncan hired Margot Rogers, the Gates Foundation’s Deputy Director of Education, as his chief of 

staff. 
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On 6/25/09 President Obama named David Killion as permanent Ambassador to UNESCO.  He was very 

influential in the decision to reunite the US with UNESCO. 

The Race to the Top (RTTT) was announced by President Obama and Arne Duncan on 7/24/09.  The NGA took a 

cursory vote, very little discussion, no debate, we don’t have the resolution, but the administration had already 

signaled that it was in favor of what the NGA was doing.  It favored it in relation to the RTTT money.  So the 

states at this time were under a lot fiscal pressure.  Told by administration that they better get as much of the 

stimulus money as they could or they would have to lay off teachers.  Administration announced program.   

On July 21, 2009, Bill Gates told the National Conference of State Legislatures: “When the tests are aligned with 

the common standards, the curriculum will line up as well.” 

The Fordham Institute received a grant of almost $1 million in October 2009 for the purpose of reviewing the CC 

standards and to develop supportive materials. 

In 2009 Congress allowed the Elementary and Secondary Education Act was to lapse. 

Race to the Top competition established; phase 1 Nov. 2009.  The first round of RTTT applications were due in 

January 2010.  In the applications, the states had to commit to the CC.    However, the standards hadn’t been 

written yet.   

In March 2010 the first draft of the CC came out. 

On June 1, 2010, the second round of applications for RTTT were due. 

On June 2, 2010, the second draft of the CC was released.  Then the states had two months to fulfill their 

commitments by fully adopting the standards, which means they had to compare with their present standards 

and pilot the CC because no one else had done it.  This had to be done by August 2, 2010. 

To successfully apply for RTTT grants, states agreed to CCS sight unseen.  It doesn’t specify 

CCS in the application, but it does say the state will adopt new standards.  The new 

standards were never seen prior to submitting the application. 

Obama and Arne Duncan have both said they want a cradle to career data tracking system.  All states signed on 

to creating a longitudinal student tracking database that must be shareable to other states and federal 

government and other different agencies such as labor, juvenile justice, etc., and include student level data.  No 

more random number data, but tying individual names to data.  This expands the data to a comprehensive 

personal record including social services, criminal justice, health care history, disciplinary record, family income, 

family religion, family voting status, and test scores.  Could also include blood type, hobbies, nicknames, SS #s, 

finger and eye prints.  This is a huge hacking concern.  No one would likely know for years. 

“Today, I promise you that the Department of Education will be a committed partner in the national effort to 

build a more environmentally literate and responsible society.  We must advance the sustainability movement 

though education…Education and sustainability are the keys to our economic future-and our ecological future.”  

US Sec of Ed. Arne Duncan, 9/21/10 Sustainability Summit 
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In 2009/2010, the Washington DC trade associations, NGA and CCSSO, through Achieve, Inc. developed the CC 

standards and released them on 6/2/10.  Gates Foundation paid for the development of the standards and then 

paid for the evaluation as well.    (Judge and jury?)   

In June 2010, Ohio’s state Board of Education adopted the CC standards.  Ohio expects all schools to be teaching 

these new standards by fall 2013. 

“Education First” assisted in all facets of the RTTT process in Tennessee.  Their mission statement on their 

website states: “Our mission and our passion are one and the same.  For almost 50 years, we’ve helped millions 

of people become citizens of the world by breaking down barriers of language, culture and geography.”  They list 

Achieve, Bill & Melinda Gates and Wm. & Flora Hewlett Foundations as clients.  Hewlett Foundation supports 

The Open Society (Soros organization) and deeply embedded in Agenda 21.  EF also supports the goals of UN 

Education First Initiative (Goal #3 Fostering global citizenship through education) but stated they were not 

affiliated. 

News Corp. purchased Tech startup Wireless Generation for $360 million in November 2010.  Rupert Murdoch 

said of technology’s potential to transform learning: “When it comes to K-12 education, we see a $500 billion 

section in the U.S. alone that is waiting desperately to be transformed by big breakthroughs that extend the 

reach of great teaching.” 

2/28/2011 the Obama administration bureaucracy changed the FERPA regulations so that the federal 

government or any state or local education agency can share all of the information in a student’s file with 

anyone they want without parental knowledge or consent.  Congress was not involved. 

4/27/11 Gates and Pearson Foundation formed a partnership to offer on line courses/ebooks based upon CC.  

The Pearson Foundation is based in the UK and has been buying up U.S. textbook publishers such as McGraw-

Hill while maintaining the original names. 

2011 Shared Learning Collaborative (SLC) was formed through the leadership of CCSSO.  The SLC received initial 

philanthropic support from the Gates Foundation and the Carnegie Corporation of New York.  InBloom was 

established as an independent, non-profit organization to carry forward the mission of the SLC. 

In July 2012 Gates Foundation and British Government co-host a new London conference on eugenics with 

global coalition partners such as American abortion chain Planned Parenthood (founder Margaret Sanger – 

eugenicist), British Marie Stopes abortion chain International (Marie Stopes – eugenicist), and UN Populations 

Fund UNFPA).  Bill Gates’ father was a member of national board of Planned Parenthood. 

On 2/5/13, Shared Learning Collaborative changed its name to InBloom – Data Mining company.  The Shared 

Learning Collaborative which receives significant support from the Gates Foundation and the Carnegie 

Corporation is developing a subject called the Shared Learning Infrastructure.  It was originally started by 

CCSCCO.  The SLI provides a data warehouse in the cloud for all kinds of student data and links that data, 

through CCS, to digital educational content. 
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As of March, 2013, the Gates Foundation alone has spent over $160 million to develop the Common Core and to 

generate support for it among business leaders, trade groups, professional associations and state governments.  

Some examples include the National PTA, Achieve, NGA, CCSSO, and NCEE. 

In March 2013, Rupert Murdoch’s Amplify Insight, was awarded a $12.5 million contract to develop tests for CC 

state standards.  This comes from a $175 million grant from the U.S. Department of Education. 

In April 2013, the GOP National Committee passed a resolution: “Whereas the National Governors Association 

and the Council of Chief State School Officers are two private membership organizations and receive tens of 

millions of dollars from private third parties to advocate for and develop the CC standards strategy, they 

subsequently created the CC standards through a process that was not subject to any freedom of information 

act or other Sunshine laws, and never piloted the CC state standards… Resolved, the Republican National 

Committee recognizes the CCSS for what it is, an inappropriate overreach to state (unintelligible) and to control 

the education of our children so they will conform to a preconceived normal; and be it further resolved that the 

RNC rejects the collection of personal data for any non-educational purpose without the written prior consent of 

an adult student or a child student’s parent and that it rejects the sharing of such personal data without the 

written prior consent of an adult student or a child student’s parent with any person or entity other than schools 

or education agencies within the state.” 

Validation Process for Common Core Standards 

Validation teams for math and ELA (English and Language Arts). 

Dr. Milgram (Stanford University) refused to sign off on the final document.  Only mathematician on panel. 

“The special interest sources were focused on making the math standards as non-challenging as possible…The 

Core Mathematics Standards are written to reflect very low expectations.” 

He wrote: “This is where the problem with these standards is most marked.  While the difference between these 

standards and those of the top states at the end of 8th grade is perhaps somewhat more than one year, the 

difference is more like two years when compared with the expectations of the high achieving countries – 

particularly most of the nations of East Asia.” 

Ze’ev Wurman was a Department of Education official under President Bush (43).  In 2010, he served on the 

California Academic Standards Commission that evaluated the suitability of Common Core’s standards for 

California, and is coauthor with Sandra Stotsky of “Common Core’s Standards Still Don’t Make the Grade.”  

Ze’ev Wurman: CC replaces the traditional foundations of Euclidean geometry with an experimental approach.  

This approach has never been successfully used in any sizable system; in fact, it failed even in the school for 

gifted and talented students in Moscow, where it was originally invented.  Yet CC effectively imposes this 

experimental approach on the entire country, without any piloting. 

Ze’ev Wurman also states that most CC math proficiencies are 1-2 years behind high performing states and 

international competitors. 

Dr. Sandra Stotsky – CC ELA validation committee – refused to sign off on the final ELA standards. 
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CC’s “college-readiness” standards for ELA and reading are simply empty skill sets. 

“college-readiness” may be at about the grade 7 level 

Per one of the creators of CC and the lead writer on the mathematics standards, Dr. Jason Zimba, in March 2010 

defines “college readiness” as ready for a nonselective community college, not a four-year university. 

CC expects English teachers to spend over 50% of their reading instructional time on nonfiction and 

informational texts such as seminal U.S. political documents, court decisions, and scientific and technical 

manuals.  In high grades, 70% technical.  Boring! 

Sandra Stotsky rates the CC ELA standards a “D” when comparing the CC with standards from California, 

Massachusetts, and the developmental standards in Massachusetts. 

She took the state of Mass from a failing school district in 1998 to an A school district in 2005.  She has an ELA 

curriculum to any state for free that is willing to take it. 

What Groups or Individuals Have Backed the Development of the Common Core Standards? 

NGA is a trade association which created Achieve who was primarily responsible for creating the standards. 

Achieve – created by NGA 

CCSSO – Council of Chief State School Officers (another trade association) 

Obama administration – Arne Duncan 

Rupert Murdoch/Joel Klein – Wireless Generation 

George Soros – Soros is the financier for the Open Society Institute which is the main client for the American 

Institutes for Research. 

Pearson Foundation – Has been buying up all the educational publishing companies – Sir Michael Barber who is 

a globalist who works for Pearson 

Bill Ayers and his good friend Linda Darling-Hammond (who was Obama’s first choice for secretary of Education) 

– Ayers was a keynote speaker at an October 2009 conference.  The two other speakers were Arne Duncan and 

U.S. Under Secretary of Education, Martha Kanter.  During the conference, Nevin Brown of Achieve, Inc., gave a 

presentation on CC standards. 

Jeb Bush – Foundation for Excellence in Education (FEE) 

Marc Tucker – long time associate of Bill and Hillary Clinton 

David Coleman –  His organization, “Student Achievement Partners” played a leading role in developing CC math 

and ELA standards.    He now sits on the College Examination Board.  He said he will align the SAT with CC.  ACT 

is already aligned.  He insists that teachers must train students to be workers in the global economy. 
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UNESCO – United Nations Education, Scientific Cultural Organization 

The Big Three – Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation which was the major funder for about every facet  involved in 

CC; Walton Family Foundation, Eli * Edythe Broad Foundation  (Gates Foundation paid a $1MM to the national 

PTA to support CC) 

Common Core Textbook Examples:  

For 6 year olds, first aids:  – Voices – Literature & Writing (Utah) 

Use this to teach social action. 

Social advocacy taught; how to use emotional words;  “Tell students that when they write a call to action, they 

should include emotional words to get readers to feel so strongly about the problem that they want to do what 

is being asked of them. 

“Why did the writer use the word “refuse” instead of other words, such as will not?  (Refuse is a stronger word 

that makes the ABC Company sound as though they are hard to work with, which may make readers angry with 

them.) 

“Why did the writer say we could be without a park for months or even years?  (By stating the worst that could 

happen if the company builds houses, the writer appeals to the readers’ feelings of anger.)  

Purpose is to put these things in practice. 

For third graders:  (literature) 

Purpose is to measure growth and change in behaviors and attitudes; student observation form.   

Does the student use pronouns such as we and us to advocate ways to solve problems?  Do they know when 

something is unfair?  Do they work with others to solve group problems? 

Math: 

Ninth grade (Utah) 

Interactive Mathematics Program textbook; approved as a primary source in the state of Utah 

Purpose of the book: memorization is discouraged; constantly challenged to critically analyze problems; the 

ability to persuade people and to effectively argue ideas…to foster mathematics and non-mathematics skills. 

Appears to be devoid of most mathematical instruction with sample problems, exercises, and followed up by 

story problems to apply the principles to life situations. 

As compared to Saxson math, it is practice rich.  In Utah, it is rated as a supplementary textbook.  Not socially 

active related work problems. 
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Third grade problem (Indiana).  Bridge A is 487 feet long; bridge B is 212 feet long; which bridge is longer?  How 

do you know?  Explain your answer.  Daughter answered I got the answer by just looking at the numbers and 

comparing.  That answer was judged to be mostly wrong; one point out of three.  Correct answer was I 

compared the addends in the hundreds column, then the tens column, then the ones column. 

Publisher explained that they were lucky because they had adopted one of the very first CC aligned textbooks in 

the country.  Principal said that he isn't surprised that parents don't like this approach to math because they 

weren't taught this way, but it doesn't matter.  They have to teach it that way because that is how it is going to 

be tested in the new PARCC assessment.  PARCC is given four times a year on the computer.  Testing four times a 

year drives teaching to the test even more so than testing once a year. 


