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Evaluating the Debate on Cursive Handwriting Instruction 

In an era of evolving educational needs and digital dominance, the debate surrounding 

the relevance of cursive handwriting instruction has gained significant attention. While some 

argue for its cognitive benefits and historical significance, others question its practicality in 

the age of digital literacy. This essay seeks to critically evaluate the value of cursive 

handwriting instruction in modern education by examining the perspectives presented in three 

diverse sources: Gillis advocates for its relevance, Trubek challenges its necessity, and 

Kysilko offers a balanced perspective. By exploring these viewpoints, we can better 

understand the complexities of this debate and its implications for contemporary educational 

practices. 

The Relevance of Cursive Handwriting Instruction 

Cursive handwriting instruction remains relevant in modern education due to its 

cognitive benefits and historical significance. Gillis highlights the argument that cursive 

handwriting enhances fine motor skills and cognitive development, citing research on the 

connection between handwriting and brain activity (Source 1). Furthermore, Trubek 

challenges the relevance of cursive handwriting in the digital age, suggesting that other skills 

such as typing and digital literacy take precedence (Source 2). However, Kysilko offers a 

balanced perspective, acknowledging the cognitive benefits of cursive handwriting while also 

recognizing its cultural and historical importance as a form of communication and art (Source 

3). By combining these sources, we can conclude that while the emphasis on digital skills is 

crucial, cursive handwriting instruction provides unique cognitive benefits and connects 

students to their cultural heritage, warranting its continued relevance in modern education. 
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Digital Literacy and Changing Educational Needs 

The shift towards digital literacy and evolving educational needs calls into question 

the priority of cursive handwriting instruction. Gillis explores the argument that time spent on 

cursive handwriting could be better utilized for other essential digital skills, such as coding 

and programming (Source 1). Trubek argues that the emphasis on cursive handwriting 

detracts from the focus on more critical digital literacy skills needed in today's technology-

driven society (Source 2). However, Kysilko presents a balanced perspective, acknowledging 

the importance of digital literacy while also recognizing the potential benefits of cursive 

handwriting, such as improved hand-eye coordination and focus (Source 3). By considering 

these viewpoints, it becomes clear that while digital literacy is undeniably important, a well-

rounded education should strike a balance between digital skills and the development of 

foundational abilities, such as cursive handwriting, that contribute to cognitive and motor 

skill development. 

Emphasizing a Balanced Approach 

The debate over cursive handwriting instruction involves balancing the preservation 

of tradition and the practicality of modern educational needs. Gillis highlights the argument 

that cursive handwriting connects students to their cultural heritage and historical documents, 

fostering a sense of identity and appreciation for the past (Source 1). Conversely, Trubek 

questions the necessity of cursive handwriting instruction when communication is 

predominantly digital, emphasizing the importance of adapting to the demands of the modern 

world (Source 2). Kysilko contributes a nuanced perspective, suggesting the need to find a 

balance between preserving cultural heritage and adapting to changing educational demands 

(Source 3). While it is crucial to embrace technological advancements, it is equally important 

to recognize the value of cursive handwriting as a link to our past and a means of 
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understanding historical documents. Striking a balance between tradition and practicality 

ensures that students receive a well-rounded education that incorporates both cultural 

preservation and preparation for the future. 

Conclusion 

In conclusion, the debate surrounding the relevance of cursive handwriting instruction 

in modern education is a complex and multifaceted one. While some argue for its cognitive 

benefits, cultural significance, and preservation of tradition, others question its practicality in 

the digital age and advocate for a greater emphasis on digital literacy skills. By considering 

the perspectives presented in the three sources - Gillis, Trubek, and Kysilko - we gain a 

comprehensive understanding of the various factors at play. Ultimately, striking a balance 

between the development of digital skills and the retention of cursive handwriting instruction 

is essential in providing a well-rounded education that encompasses cognitive development, 

cultural heritage, and preparation for the demands of the modern world. By incorporating 

both traditional and practical elements, education can empower students to navigate an ever-

evolving landscape while maintaining a connection to the past. It is through this balanced 

approach that we can foster the growth of knowledgeable, adaptable, and culturally aware 

individuals who are equipped to thrive in the digital era. 
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