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- Inducing the need; 
- Satisfaction; 
- Involvement / 
participation to the  
identification of the 
solutions and the 
adopting of 
effective attitudes 
and behaviours  

 
Number of components 
involved in the 
communication 
situation 
 
Transmitter’s 
characteristics 
 
The context 
 
Complexity of the 
didactic communication 
process 
 
The expression level of 
the message 
 
 
Interaction (E - R) in 
terms of clarifying  the 
assumptions - message 
 
Validity of the 
information and 
opinions in a 
communicative action 
 
The validity of 
information (search for 
truth) 
 
Psycho-logical 
processes involved 
 
 
Type of explanation 
 
Type of performance 
achieved / required by 
the discursive 
intervention 
 
type of performance 
obtained / expected in 
discursive intervention 
 
 
Mental characteristics 
of the of individual  
 
Establishing the levels 
of the argumentative 
discourse (logical 
semiotic) 
 
 The stages of evolution 
from natural language 
to formalism 
(satisfactory) 

IV. 
Demonstration 

-presentation of the 
thesis basic 
- Defining the 
thesis(conclusion) 
- Demonstration  
process. 

V. Explanation 

-augmenting the 
need for 
knowledge; 
- integration of 
information into 
experience;  
- Organization / 
presentation of the 
explanation; 
- Replay / 
reformulation of the 
explanation for 
memorizing 

 
VI. 
Understanding 

- Agreement; 
- Thinking 

VII. 
Interpretation 

 -Basic/current 
Understanding  
-  Interpretation. 

VIII. Assuming 
- in depth 
understanding; 
- Creativity 

 
      The paper presents understanding at different stages, 
especially as a phase of the learning process and as a result of 
semiosis (the signifying act). We emphasized he dynamic 
interaction between the sign- the interpreter – the object, as 
well as the linguistic valences of coding the signs (the language 
understanding): the sociological valences (societal manner of 
living) as well as the hermeneutic valences based on sense and 
words meaning. 
       The situation of communication (semioza) is represented 
by the well known model of Laswell, based on the sequence of 
questions: "Who says what, who, how and with what effect?” 
Although the message in itself offers only one answer to only 
one of the five responses, its role is particularly important 
especially in the case of the communication between teacher 
and students, when "the message becomes information only in 

its the movement between the two poles, with the purpose of 
developing the cognitive potential of the partners or 
interlocutors by unveiling hidden meanings and significances” 
(Şoitu, 2001). 
        In this comprehensive approach, we focus on the model 
proposed by Traian D. Stănciulescu (Stănciulescu, 2004), 
which aims to generate and communicate meanings, 
establishing four stages: the primary encoding of the message 
and its transmission as well as the secondary meaning, 
particularly, the factors that we customize for teaching 
communication.  
        From the point of view of hermeneutics, understanding 
concerns the demarcation of word meaning and significance, 
benefiting from contact with the speaker and his speech.  
       Pearson, an American researcher said that it completed the 
definition of understanding so as to find answers to their 
questions. Hence we readily accept that the process is not linear 
and unidirectional, but it simultaneously converges and 
diverges meanings. We have parallel, but simultaneous and 
successive structures. 
     The conclusion is that the process of understanding runs at 
two levels: primary understanding and full understanding, 
which require achieving, or browsing the full sequence of eight 
levels in the table above, without forgetting, however, that 
understanding is present at different degrees at all levels. Thus 
we consider understanding finds full completion after having 
been filtered by each individual/student’s cognition, that’s 
means more than simple knowledge acquisition. It is the key of 
interpretation and meaning internalization, fundamental pillars 
of cognitive development.  
 
3. CONCLUSION 
 
     In conclusion we can say that interpretation leads to a better 
understanding or develops the meaning. A high quality type of 
understanding creates potential new interpretations. These two 
cyclic processes follows the  semiosis pattern proposed by T. 
Stănciulescu (Stănciulescu,2004) namely that primary 
understanding enables an interpretation that leads to a higher 
degree of understanding, generates new interpretations and 
these two processes interact in a  conditioning manner. 
    This paper can stand for a fresh start in approaching the 
construction of as a valuable source of enriching the didactic 
content conveyed to students. 
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