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Thy foqnd that people using the sites exhibited {a form of skimming iécﬁvityf’ hopping from one
‘source to another an

d rarely feturning to'any source they'd-alieady visited! They typically read no more
than one or two pages of an article or book before they would “bounce” out to another site. Sometimes

they'd save a long article, but there’s no evidence that they ever went back and actually read it. The
authors of the study report:

It is clear that users are not reading online in the traditional sense; indeed there are signs that
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contents pages and abstracts going for quick wins. It almost seems that they go online to avoid {¢» lorocos€

reading in the traditional sense.

Thanks to the ubiquity of text on the Internet, not to mention the popularity of text-messaging on cell
_~phones, Wetmay well be reading more today than we did in‘the 19708 0r 19805, When television was our
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medium of choice. But it’s a different kind of reading, and behind it lies a different kind of thinking—
166@53 be perhaps even a new sense of the self. “We are not only what we read,” says Maryanne Wolf, a

:
" Ha | l/l‘fé(ngl.developmental psychologist at Tufts University and the aut&xor of PrEoust and the Squid: The Story and
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Science of the Reading Brain.¥We are hiowwe read.” Wolf worries that the style of reading promoted

by the Net, a style that puts “efficiency” and “immediacy” above all else, may be weakening our capacity |
for the kind of deep reading that emerged when an earlier technology, the printing press, made long

and complex works of prose commonplace. When we read online, she says, we tend to become “mere
decoders of information.” Our abili
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to interpret text, to make the rich mental connections @ﬁﬁt"fﬁfﬁ.?/}

e Read dseply andwithoutdisraction;remains largely Qisengagedy ‘< * connect
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craft of reading play an important part in shaping the neural circuits inside our brains. Experiments

demonstrate that readers of ideograms, such as the Chinese, develop a mental circuitry for reading that
is very different fro

m the circuitry found in those of us whose written language employs an alphabet.
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I'ie variations extend across many regions of the brain, including those that govern such essential ; 3 esting

soanitive functions as memory and the interpretation of vistal and auditory stimuli: We can expect as

well that the circuits woven by our use of the Net will be different from those woven by our reading of
books and other printed works.

Sometime in 1882, Friedrich Nietzsche bought a typewriter—a Malling-Hansen Writing Ball, to be
precise. His vision was failing, and keeping his eyes focused on a page had become exhausting and
painful, often bringing on crushing headaches. He had been forced to curtail his writing, and he feared

that he would soon have to give it up. The typewriter rescued him, at least for a time. Once he had
mastered touch-typing, he was able to write with his eyes closed, using only the tips of his fingers.

howenes,
in flow from his mind to the page. b éapnd
Words could once again flow from his mind to the page / i / g b ool
But the machine had a subtler effect on his work. One of Nietzsche’s friends, a composer, fioticedas acts
change in t

WM?HB already terse prose had become even tighter, more telegraphic.
“Perhaps you will through this instrument even take to a new idiom,” the friend wrote in a letter,

noting that, in his own work, his “thoughts’ in music and language often depend on the quality of pen
and paper.”
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