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studies. Computational models can serve a similar function via idealized simula-
tions where only the dimensions of interest vary, but also provide the means to
examine how multiple theoretical assumptions will interact. Lately, models of read-
ing have provided not just accounts of typical effects in adult reading (frequency,
neighborhood, length, etc.) but also of reading development and even remediation
(Harm et al., 2003; Harm & Seidenberg, 2004). I also bemoaned the absence of
modeling in most work on single word reading, and advocated the development
of implemented models that are easy enough to use for the average researcher.

The more complex theme was theoretical. I argued that while studies focused
on single word reading have been extremely productive and provide a necessary
window on many component skills of reading, as well as vital diagnostics for read-
ing disability, caution is warranted when focusing on single words. Identifying any
level of description as a discrete level of representation may overestimate the com-
plexity of the information processing problem (by masking potentially useful bottom-
up and top-down constraints) and overestimate modularity of language processing;
even if one assumes discrete levels as a simplifying assumption, the questions asked
and the explanations considered tend to be influenced by those assumptions. I
also provided a theoretical and empirical case for the argument that language is
highly interactive. The interactive nature of the language processing system implies
that the focus on single words must be provisional, and the goal in developing
theories of reading must be to integrate word-level theories into larger theories of
comprehension.
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