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9. Social Studies: The battle for individuals in society

[Article 9 of 10: Previous
articles teased out the short-
comings of the Social Stud-
ies Frameworks. This article
examines why. |

If they had tried, creators of
the Social Studies Frameworks
could not have developed a pro-
gram less suited to teach students
history, economics, and politi-
cal theory. But, then, their goal
appears to replace individuality
in culture with a commumitarian
view. Given a choice between
regimentation and initiative they
chose uniformity. Uniformity
begets conformity. Conformi-
ty begets enforced equality of
result, never successful over the
long term.

The frameworks profess “the
importance of educating students
who are committed to the ideas
and values of democracy”[1] but
they never offer a rationale why
to commit to democracy. Stu-
dents are not born committed to
democracy and the frameworks
do not encourage commitment.
The frameworks designers don't
care because, different than most
of us, they see democracy as a
tool to mold citizens their way.
They quote,

“As Thomas Jefferson, Horace
Mann, John Dewey and other
great educators understood,
public schools do not serve a
public so much as create a pub-
lic. [Cite.] The goal of schooling,
therefore, is not merely prepara-
tion for eitizenship, but citizen-
ship itself; to equip a citizenry
with the knowledge, skills, and
dispositions needed for active
and engaged civic life."[2]

They did not choose to edu-
cate individuals to decide how
to act responsibly. They chose to
produce “good citizens” accord-
ing to their definition of good. As
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not yours. Words, as author Wil-
liam Gass said, are how we blud-
geon people into food.[3]
Frameworks designers don't
have to admit their intent. One
political theorist called such
educationists comprachicos—
child-buyers: an allusion to those
whao, for their own ends, manipu-
late the minds of children.
Educationists embrace John
Dewey's model of learning, his
“learn by doing” approach that
promoted real world experienc-
es, not just reading and drill. Their
“critical thinking” distills out the
process of analytical thinking.
Dogmatic lessons encumbered
schools with a restrictive set of
blinders. Social studies has been
an accident in the making since
Dewey became infatuated with
communal education before it
was exposed as a vehicle of the
state. Dewey did not coin the
title Social Studies, but he cer
tainly believed in social transfor-
mation. The frameworks dovetail
with international manipulation
pursued because principles nec-
essary for society are not as
attractive as central control.
What worked in classical edu-
cation became passé because it
was accused of favoring those
of higher socioeconomic class.
To replace it, designers promote
group work and cooperative
learning rather than nudge stu-
dents to think for themselves.
They school the clichés of social
responsibility and democracy
even if strong individual think-
ing is the more effective way
to deduce what society is, what
responsibility one has to society,
and what validates processes in
democracy.
Their oversimplified wversion
of democracy is seeded with
an artificial turf of convenient

them, ignorance is knowledge.
For them, what you know is what
vou feel and feelings trump good
sense. They ply the scientism of
select statistics. They invoke the
poetry of slogans to feel but not
to think. Theirs is the audacity of
convictions.

Post-modern and utopian, they
gum up minds with viral ideas
that know no national borders.
They advocate the paternalistic
nudge not to understand but to
agree. Their hubris is to believe
that while people should be free
to make their own decisions,
“choice architects” like the gov-
emment can help people make
those choices “better.”[4] They
presume what they believe is bet-
ter than history. Their error plays
out on a grand scale.

Centralized control is the
warning they exceeded their
charter. They do not value what
they cannot understand. Words
are weaponry they use to instill a
pernicious misunderstanding of
the value of society and negate
the individual.

Logic cannot dent their con-
victions, so it falls to us to laugh
at them in public. Once exposed,
every individual can judge. Such
is real democracy.

[Next article: The next arti-
cle wraps up that the Social
Studies Frameworks were
designed to school social
transformation rather than
educate students.]

[1] http:/'www.socialstudies.
org/standards/introduction
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[3] William Gass. Gertrude
Stein and the Geography of the
Sentence.
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aresult, they drill in so much that incomplete, politically correct head of Barack Obama's Office of

contains so little worth knowing. representations. For them, plac- Management and Budget’s Office
The difference passes by most ards speak truth, even when they of Information and Regulatory

citizens because the authors don't. For them, some people Affairs.

redefine words for their benefit, are more equal than others. For
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