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The Iowa State Board of Education approved new social studies standards 
this past May. These standards are based on and very similar to the College, 
Career, and Civic Life (C3) Framework for Social Studies State Standards 
produced by the National Council for Social Studies. This “national” social 
studies standards project was funded by the Gates Foundation, the same 
group that helped fund the creation of Common Core. Initially, drawing up 
social studies standards was a project of the Council of Chief State School 
Officers, who along with other groups drove the creation of Common Core. 
 
The drive to adopt these new social studies standards in Iowa was 
organized and directed by the Iowa Dept. of Education. This was not a 
decision of the legislature.  
 
This is another set of centralized, top-down academic standards designed to 
wrest control over education away from local schools, not all at once but 
one step at a time. The same push and magnetic pull of states towards 
Common Core and Next Generation Science Standards (NGSS) has created 
an inertia leading states towards C3 Social Studies Standards. And this is 
what, for the most part, our State Board of Education has adopted. 
 
Iowa’s new social studies standards include a couple areas that the national 
set of standards does not. It includes Iowa history, which is a good addition. 
It also includes financial literacy, which, while beneficial to be taught, I am 
hearing complaints on including it in social studies.  
 
These social studies standards are strong on critical thinking, process skills, 
and research skills, which are necessary and great, and in fact with good 
teachers they have always been part of teaching in classes long before 
Common Core or NGSS or these new social studies standards have been 
around.  
 
My concern, besides the local control issue, is that they are lacking in 
requiring much content, that is, the knowledge of history, the people, 
places, and events involved; the rudiments of economics, geography, and 
government.  Again, you can teach critical thinking, process skills, and 



research skills as these standards emphasize without sacrificing content. 
Because very few standards listed required content for students to know, 
but rather were mostly skills, it will be the skills that will be taught at the 
expense of content because the skills are listed as required, while the 
content, for the most part is not. 
 
How can a person think critically when you don’t have the facts upon which 
to make an analysis, a judgment or an evaluation? How can you evaluate 
and analyze when you don’t know all the facts about what you’re evaluating 
or analyzing? This is like a house with no foundation. 
 
Roughly half of all the upper grades’ standards are research, writing, 
constructing an argument, and presenting evidence to defend it. While 
these are definitely skills students should know, that means that learning 
content will inevitably get left out due to time constraints on schools. That 
is especially true when you consider that the other half of the upper grades’ 
standards require students to be able to perform skills rather than learn 
content.  
 
Many of the lower grades’ standards are devoted to reasoning skills, 
thinking skills, and processing skills that leave too little time for content.  
Students at these ages are strong on ability to soak up content so there are 
missed opportunities to take advantage of their natural bent.   
 
Examples of content areas that are left out: 

a) In the 27 United States History standards for Grades 9-12, there is no 

mention of any required knowledge of America’s colonial era, the War 

for Independence and the Founding Era, and American history before 

the Civil War. This era is absolutely critical in understanding our 

nation and its ideals and where we are at today. How do you 

understand later American history if you don’t know early American 

history?  

i) Even though early American History is covered in 8th grade and 

some in 5th grade, is it not important to cover it at the high school 

level so you can give it the depth you would want an older student 

to have? 

ii) Out of the 27 United States History standards for Grades 9-12, only 

4 touch on content areas, but even these don’t require knowledge 



of the History mentioned. The student just needs to be able to 

analyze or critique them.  

b) In none of the Grades 9-12 United States History standards is there 

any mention of the role of religion in United States History standards. 

This is a glaring error. Instead we are left to understand United States 

History only from a political, economic, or social standpoint. That 

gives only a partial picture, one based on naturalism, only what one 

can see in the physical world. We then miss how faith in what we can’t 

see affects history. And religion played a major role in our nation’s 

history. 

c) There is no requirement in the World History standards for Grades 9-

12 for students to know the history of the civilization they are part of, 

Western Civilization. At the least that should be required. How can 

they understand where they are today if they do not understand the 

larger picture of the history they are part of? 

d) In many of the 27 World History standards for Grades 9-12, students 

are asked to compare and analyze the political, economic, social, and 

cultural aspects of societies. But in none of those standards are 

students required to know the history of any society or country or 

civilization so that they may be able to make those comparisons and 

analyses.  

e) In the Geography standards for Grades 9-12, students are asked to 

analyze, evaluate and compare places, regions and countries without 

being required to know the geography (that is, the land, natural 

resources, countries, capitals, economy, language, people groups, 

etc.) of those areas.  

f) The 7th Grade standards for Contemporary Global Studies require 

much analysis, evaluation, and explaining on the part of students, but 

what content knowledge will they have of the history, geography, 

politics, economies, cultures, and religion of various parts of the 

world to be able to do this? Under these standards a student could 

know about only a few countries or regions in depth but know 

nothing about the rest of the world. The same goes for the 6th Grade 

World Regions and Cultures standards and the 4th Grade Change and 

Continuity standards.  



The emphasis in these standards is on global citizenship, less on American 
citizenship. It is woven throughout the standards.  
 
There is a strong evolutionary and relativistic tone as the narrative of the 
standards speaks of continual, random, undirected change as groups vie for 
political and economic control. There appears to be no overarching 
narrative to history and no standard outside of the people and groups by 
which to measure what happens in history, that is, what people or groups 
do.  
 
Issues of concern to the liberal left are emphasized in these standards, such 
as imperialism, inequality issues, group identity politics, 
environmentalism, and scarcity. And while those would be part of the 
teaching, the emphasis on them far outweighs any mention or emphasis on 
issues of concern to the conservative right. I never saw anything about 
American exceptionalism, Christian heritage, limited government, size of 
government, welfare state, fiscal responsibility, erosion of rights and 
freedoms, judicial activism, media bias, sanctity of life issues, breakdown of 
the family, marriage law changes, and the decline of faith and morals. 
 
These standards “appear” to be objective with no apparent bias, but upon 
closer examination we find the issues they emphasize and the issues they 
leave out make us know that they lay the foundation for raising our 
students to be progressive, liberal activists. Some might say that is already 
being done. However, to actually put these standards in administrative 
code is a whole new issue, because now the state of Iowa is requiring 
teachers to teach this way. So instead of parents, the school board, and local 
schools having the opportunity to control what is taught, now with the 
adoption of these social studies standards (like NGSS & Common Core) the 
state of Iowa (along with the federal government) is now controlling what is 
taught. This is why I will be introducing a bill to repeal these standards. 
 
Feel free to contact me with ideas, thoughts, and concerns. My phone is 
319-987-3021 or you can email me at sandy.salmon@legis.iowa.gov . I want 
to hear what you are thinking and will listen to your input. Together we will 
work to make a difference for the future of Iowa. Thank you very much for 
the honor of representing you!  
 
Sincerely,  
 



Sandy 
 


