
 

 

    

 

Chairman Swearingen and members of the Assembly Committee on State Affairs, thank you very 

much for the opportunity to submit testimony on this important legislation.  My name is John 

Forester.  I’m the Executive Director of the Wisconsin School Administrators Alliance (SAA).  In 

that capacity, I represent the combined memberships of five professional associations of public 

school administrators: the Association of Wisconsin School Administrators (AWSA), the 

Wisconsin Association of School Business Officials (WASBO), the Wisconsin Association of 

School District Administrators (WASDA), the Wisconsin Association of School Personnel 

Administrators (WASPA), and the Wisconsin Council for Administrators of Special Services 

(WCASS).  The SAA also represents the 10,000 members of the Wisconsin Retired Educators 

Association (WREA). 

 

The SAA, and WREA, opposes Assembly Bill 435, relating to incorporating cursive writing into 

the state model English language arts standards and requiring cursive writing in the elementary 

grades. 

 

AB 435 requires the Department of Public Instruction (DPI) to incorporate cursive writing into the 

model academic standards for English language arts.  It also requires a school board, independent 

charter school, and private school participating in a parental choice program to include cursive 

writing in its curriculum for the elementary grades.  Finally, the bill requires that each elementary 

school curriculum must include the objective that pupils be able to write legibly in cursive by the 

end of fifth grade. 

 

In anticipation of this hearing, I sought input on AB 435 from a cross-section of SAA members, 

primarily school superintendents and directors of curriculum and instruction.  I’d like to share with 

you some of their thoughts on the bill. 

 

First of all, we believe there is value in teaching cursive.  Many of the SAA members I consulted 

with shared that their district continues to provide instruction in cursive.  Some provide only 

minimal instruction in cursive.  A few shared that they do not require instruction in cursive.  But 

the members I consulted shared that, over the past several years, their districts have had discussions 

about prioritizing district instructional needs that considered the future of cursive instruction in the 

district. 
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Part of the issue comes down to limited available instructional time.  It’s also critically important 

to consider what’s most relevant for students in this digital age.  Communication and writing take 

place more commonly now with computers and other electronic devices.  Districts also needed to 

strengthen student proficiency in keyboarding to take online state assessments.  In many districts 

parent and community expectations have also moved districts to prioritize technology instruction 

at the elementary level. 

 

Our educators in Wisconsin face some enormous challenges in meeting the objectives we have for 

K-12 education.  In a nutshell, I would characterize these primary objectives as follows: 

• To improve student achievement for all students. 

• To close those stubborn achievement gaps. 

• To make sure all Wisconsin students graduate college and career ready. 

 

We currently have lots of statutory requirements directed at schools, some that help schools to 

achieve these objectives and some that don’t.  Every legislative session we see several bills that 

would create new instructional mandates.  And we all know that there are scores of interest groups 

that believe that schools should be providing children with instruction in many new subject areas 

in order to meet laudable public policy goals.  In short, these proposals, if adopted, would lead 

school districts to take time, money and focus away from their primary objectives. 

 

In conclusion, I would just pose three questions for the committee as you consider this legislation. 

• First, how will this bill help school districts to meet our education policy objectives? 

• Given the very big challenges that we face and the important objectives we are working 

hard to achieve, “How would you like us to use the precious minutes we have in the limited 

number of instructional days in each school year?” 

• Finally, “Who should be charged with the responsibility of determining the curricular 

priorities that best meet the unique needs of students in each of the 421 school districts – 

state policymakers or local teachers, administrators and school boards? 

 

Thank you for your consideration of our views.  If you should have any questions regarding our 

position on AB 435, please call me at 608-242-1370. 

 


