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Introduction:

The traditional view held towards reading is that it is a two-component process:
decoding and comprehension. Decoding is the visual analysis of the printed word, and
comprehension is deriving the meaning from the decoded words. Many researchers proposed
a third component that is met cognition. Casanave suggested that met cognition is "the
ongoing activity of evaluating and regulating one understands of written (or spoken) text".

The reading process is quite complex. It involves many clements simultaneously.
First, there is the perception of the elements of the code, whether these elements are
alphabetical letters, or symbols and signs. The reader should have the ability to discriminate
among them. Then, the reader should be able to decode these various elements according to
the original code and the language writing system. The reader should know the meanings of
the vocabulary and the relations of the words, normally these relations become much clearer
and more meaningful in their positions and functions in the sentence. That is, the reader
should have an innate syntactic structure of the language of the original code. After that, there
comes the association of the world to the meanings of these elements.

Finally, the reader should hold together these meanings and their outcomes. In order
to get the significant meaning intended by the writer. T used the word 'outcomes' here to
imply what is widely known as ‘reading between the lines’, or more precisely the total
comprehension, or text interpretation. These elements interact in a parallel process, and
therefore not necessarily in the same 'logical' view expressed above. Currently, the widely-
held view divides this processing into two types. Top-down processing, in which general

predictions are made about the situation and checked against the incoming information.
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Introduction:

The traditional view held towards reading is that it is a two-component process:
decoding and comprehension. Decoding is the visual analysis of the printed word, and
comprehension is deriving the meaning from the decoded words. Many researchers proposed
a third component that is met cognition. Casanave suggested that met cognition is "the
ongoing activity of evaluating and regulating one understands of written (or spoken) text".

The reading process is quite complex. It involves many clements simultaneously.
First, there is the perception of the elements of the code, whether these elements are
alphabetical letters, or symbols and signs. The reader should have the ability to discriminate
among them. Then, the reader should be able to decode these various elements according to
the original code and the language writing system. The reader should know the meanings of
the vocabulary and the relations of the words, normally these relations become much clearer
and more meaningful in their positions and functions in the sentence. That is, the reader
should have an innate syntactic structure of the language of the original code. After that, there
comes the association of the world to the meanings of these elements.

Finally, the reader should hold together these meanings and their outcomes. In order
to get the significant meaning intended by the writer. I used the word 'outcomes' here to
imply what is widely known as 'reading between the lines’, or more precisely the total
comprehension, or text interpretation. These elements interact in a parallel process, and
therefore not necessarily in the same ‘logical' view expressed above. Currently, the widely-
held view divides this processing into two types. Top-down processing, in which general

predictions are made about the situation and checked against the incoming information.
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