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Abstract
This research aims to explore the devices and means employed in

written texts interpretation. IT includes five chapters.
Chapter one deals with the general introduction of the study.
Chapter two is concerned with the literature review or the theoretical
framework.
Chapter three shows the techniques and methodologies that used for the
application of the study.
Chapter Four is concerned with data analysis.
Chapter five which is the last chapter is concerned with the general
conclusion of the study.
Findings
According to statistical tests in conjunction with case profiles of
individual students, there is a relationship between the type of
understanding students have and the results of the questionnaire.
1 The majority of the students are not able to get the meaning of lexical
items from the main point or context and co-text.
2 Students are also not able to deal with the use of cohesive devices.
3 Intheir representations (summary), students are not able to identify the
controlling idea and the relationship among the supporting idea.
4 Moreover, students, prior knowledge or back ground is very weak and
they are in need for help.
Recommendations
1- Learners should be taught how to get the meaning of the lexical items
from the context of the text in addition to dictionaries.
2- They should be supported with the ways of the use of cohesive devices.
3- They also should be supported with appropriate strategies for writing

effective summary.



4- Moreover, the discourse analytic approach should be used in classroom

instruction and assessment by teachers.
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5-2 Findings

The researcher is able to show through statistical tests in conjunction
with case profiles of individual students that there is relationship between
the type of understanding students have and the results of the questionnaire.
The researcher mentioned several students note worthy here. Firstly, there
Is evidence that the majority of the students were not able to get the
meaning of the lexical items from the main point or context and co-text.
Secondly; the students were not able to deal with the use of cohesive
devices. They were not able to differentiate between the kinds of
References, Conjunctions, Ellipsis and Substitution. Thirdly, in their
representations (summary), students were not able to identify the
controlling idea and the relationship among the supporting idea. They
concentrated upon information from the first paragraph of the original text.
In addition to that, they lack appropriate strategies for writing effective
summary. Fourthly, the students' prior knowledge or back ground is very
weak and they are in need for help.
5-3 Concluding comments

The approach to analysis that the researcher illustrated here provides
amore complex picture of written text and student understanding of it.
Although it is more complex, it conveys information about specific
concepts and ideas that students understand and how deeply they
understand them.. Their misconceptions and gaps in their understanding
are the most important information to this approach. Thus this analytic
approach provides information that could guide instructional decision
making in the classroom in ways that point on a multiple choice.
5-5 Recommendations
1- The researcher hopes that the discourse analytic approach will be more

tractable for teachers to use in classroom instruction and assessment.



2- Learners should be supported with the ways of the use of cohesive
devices.

3- They also should be taught how to get the meaning of the lexical items
from the context of the text in addition to dictionaries.

4- Moreover, learners should be supported with appropriate strategies for
writing effective summary or are taught relatively in flexible strategies in

appropriate to genre their reading.



