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The Degree of Using Metacognition Processes of Reading Comprehension of Foreign

Texts among Zarqa Private University Students

Thaer Ghbari and Khaled Abu-Sheirah*

ABSTRACT

This study aimed at detecting the extent to which the students of Zarqa Private University use metacognitive

processes. It also aimed at exploring the difference in using these processes in terms of variables of gender,

study year and college. The sample consisted of (242) students from different majors in the university, who

responded to a metacognitive scale. After analyzing the data, the results showed that the students of the

university use metacognitive processes weakly. The study also found that there were no statistically significant

differences in using metacognition processes due to the gender and college variables, but there were

statistically significant differences in using those processes due to the study year variable in favor of the fourth

year students. They were using those processes more than the other students. In the light of the results, the

researchers made some recommendations.
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