











goals for particular sentences, rather than merely asking participants to list what purposes
those figures of speech would be used for. This process of attributing the discourse goals is a









(Oral, Written, or Both) and Context (Context or List), and the within-subjects factors of






discourse goal of Comparing Similarities with comparable frequency in both Context



they preferred. Participants were given a sheet with two columns of sentences, the same 16
sentence-pairs used in Experiment 1. A given position in each column was occupied by
either the metaphor or simile version of a given sentence, with the alternative version in the
other column. The placement of a metaphor or simile in each column was determined at
random with the constraint that a given column had eight metaphors and eight similes.
There were two variations of the answer sheet, with the simile and metaphor sentences
reversed from the first form to the second, in order to control for any position effects; 20
participants completed each form.
Participants were told:

“This experiment is studying people’s preferences in the choice of wording in
sentences. Read each pair of statements below and circle the one you think best






because it captures some of the most salient features of Minnesota in January, such as
it being very cold. You will see a list of sentences and are asked to rate each one as to
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