POINT: COUNTERPOINT ON STANDARDS
POINT: Our site already has a program of instruction/curriculum/textbooks. We shouldn’t have to change what we're already doing.
COUNTERPOINT:  Perhaps you won’t have to change a thing! Developing state standards allows us to make sure we have a ‘meeting of the minds’ program to program, instructor to instructor, about what students can expect when they enter our ABE or ESOL program. With standards, the demands of ABE I in one part of the state will be similar to those in another part of the state.

POINT: Standards stifle the creativity of teachers, foisted on teachers in the name of greater accountability. 
COUNTERPOINT: Standards are not a replacement for a teacher’s creativity and professionalism. Standards only determine the “what” of teaching; teachers decide “how” to teach. That’s where most of the creativity has always been. As for program accountability, it’s true. That is one rationale for standards and not a bad one. With more program accountability, there is a hope of greater respect for the services we deliver and with that, a hope for the funding we deserve. Standards also mean greater accountability to our students. Standards are our compact with our clients about what they will learn when they enroll in our programs.

POINT: Standards translate into requiring all adults to learn the same material despite the fact that each person is unique and has individual goals. Adult education is supposed to be tailored to the adult not to standards. Aren’t we just turning our program into the K-12 program that didn’t work for many of our clients in the first place?

COUNTERPOINT:  Standards give all students the opportunity to learn the same material. They are not “strait jackets to limit our adult learners.” We owe students – whatever their backgrounds and life experiences – equal access to learn the important stuff. Standards do not take away the adult-students freedom to determine what they need and want; they enlarge the opportunities.

POINT:  We have a test we have to give our students. Now we have standards. Which is supposed to guide our instruction? We are held accountable for results on the test.

COUNTERPOINT: The standards include the requirements on the assessments, but they go beyond the assessment to include other concepts and skills that are important. Teach to the standards and your students will do fine on the assessment.

POINT: I work only part-time. These standards represent lots of extra work. I am not being paid to re-organize my teaching.

COUNTERPOINT: Teachers need time and assistance to adjust. Developing the standards are only the first step – a necessary but not sufficient step.

POINT:  Why do all students have to learn all of this stuff? Not every student has the same goals in life.

COUNTERPOINT: The concepts and skills we have included in our standards are one’s that will prepare our students for whatever they want to do in their lives. Our job is to open doors and lift the sights of our client-students.

POINT:  I looked at these standards and they aren’t tested on the GED, why are they here?

COUNTERPOINT: A standardized test can only assess a portion of what’s important. There are many skills that can’t be tested well on a standardized assessment.

POINT: Why do we have to write our own standards when there are all these other models out there?

COUNTERPOINT: We worked from several models, but we needed to make the standards our own. They needed to be put in words and a format that we could understand as a community; they need also to reflect what we feel is important.
POINT: We don’t have teachers who are equipped to teach these standards or facilities and resources needed to deliver the standards.

COUNTERPOINT: That may be true and we need to address that as a community of professionals BUT we cannot -- we must not -- restrict our standards only to what our teachers feel comfortable teaching. We owe it to our students to set standards that define what they need to know to succeed in life 

POINT: There’s lots of technical language in these standards. Student can’t understand these. Who are they written for?

COUNTERPOINT: The standards are written for teachers, but the issue is a good one. Some jurisdictions put the standards in more accessible language and format. Perhaps we should think of doing the same.

POINT: I’ve been teaching for decades. How do I know this isn’t just another fad? 

COUNTERPOINT: Standards are part of almost every other aspect in our lives. You wouldn’t buy a house that didn’t meet certain standards, or food that didn’t meet certain standards. You wouldn’t want to have surgery from a doctor that hadn’t met certain standards, and so on. Standards have come late to education but now that we have them they are here to stay.

POINT: The word “standards” connote standardization, stagnation, standing still.

COUNTERPOINT: Same answer as above. The dictionary defines “standard” as a level of quality or excellence that is accepted as the norm or by which actual attainments are judged.

POINT: These standards are too high for my students. They can’t learn all of this stuff.

COUNTERPOINT: Our job as professionals is to meet our students where they are and teach them what we know they need to learn in order to have options in their lives and to make a decent living. We do our students no justice by maintaining low standards. No one ever rose to low expectations.

POINT: How can I be assured that you have included the most important concepts and skills in these standards?

COUNTERPOINT: These standards have been developed from several key resources and they have been widely vetted but we invite you to read them and let us know if you think we have forgotten anything important.

