Surname 1
Surname 4
Student’s Name
Professor's Name
Course ID
Date of Submission
Online Learning versus Face-to-Face Learning
Learning and Universal literacy have been a quest for now over 200 years, with schools and institutions developing to offer education to children, young adults, and even adults. Face to face mode of learning is the oldest form of education, however, with the onset of the Internet, online learning emerged (Diaz, 2009). Recently, the traditional way of learning which includes a teacher disseminating knowledge face to face to the learner has faced a lot of challenges from the new form of online learning. Debates have risen with scholars and researchers trying to understand which form of learning is better. Bearing in mind that education needs to be holistic, face to face learning offers a better chance for a child to develop as compared to online learning.
Face to face learning provides a learner with a chance to holistically grow in all dimensions of life. In a classroom setting a child may interact with both a teacher and fellow students and by doing so be able to acquire skills that may not be taught in the course work. values such as care for the environment and love for each other may not be directly taught, but can be assimilated through interactions. Real-life examples from tutors and stories from classmates might lead the learner to acquire an all-inclusive development in various sectors such as spirituality, knowledge, and life virtues (Paechter and Maier, 2019). Similarly, participation in extra-curricular activities such as games may foresee a learner’s future. Physical institutions offer talent growth alongside learning which is very important. Such important lessons cannot be dispersed by merely sending class works through online platforms such as course management sites (CMS). The holistic nature of learning is paramount having gained support from ancient philosophers such as Jan Christiaan Smuts. Therefore, for a learner who wants to acquire knowledge and influence in an all-inclusive point of view, face to face learning would be ideal since it centers its system on an interactive basis.
Online learning has a lot of distractions as opposed to facing to face mode of learning, which renders it less efficient. Destructions may exist in an environment that is not well designed for learning. Traditional classrooms in which face to face learning is offered are planned in a manner to exempt all sorts of distractions and hence enhance a learner’s concertation (Castle and McGuire, 2010). In the case of an online class, pop up notifications that may interrupt the learner are most often. Similarly, a learner taking a course at the comfort of their homes may experience numerous environmental commotions such as baby crying, phone calls, and many others. Learning is a cognitive process that requires the highest level of concentration failure to which, the objectives may not be met. For a learner to be able to escape the various interruptions that may arise from the environment, they need to embrace a more physical mode of learning rather than virtual learning.
Face to face mode of learning offers the tutor a better way to perceive the development of the learner, monitor growth, and be able to evaluate performance and thereafter offer or receive feedback. During the face to face learning, the teacher usually has close contact and can be able to tell when a learner has better understood a topic (Diaz, 2009). Consequently, they may be able to offer assistance in case the learner does not grow in performance or rather reward best-performing students. This is important as it allows the tutor not only to become a donor of knowledge but also to guide the learner on inception and understanding of the same knowledge. Online learning on the other side provides minimal or no chance to the tutor to monitor how the student is receiving a certain piece of education. The learner too may offer feedback on a specific lesson in the case of face to face learning and clarification can be made immediately. The upgrading or lack of improvement of a certain student might also be discussed when noted. For monitoring and feedback, a tutor would need a physical meet up with a learner as compared to the virtual meeting created by online learning.
In conclusion, face to face learning remains the most suitable for any student or learner as compared to online learning. This is because of the low level of destruction in a physical classroom setting, the ability of the tutor to monitor the student, and give feedback and the holistic nature of a face to the face learning program. Therefore, students willing to take up education on a certain field should set aside enough time and take up physical classes. The shortcut of circulating knowledge online may lead the literacy of this generation to a more detrimental side (Paechter and Maier, 2019). The government should invest greatly in physical learning institutions and provide an environment for learners to acquire education holistically and contentedly.
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