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The goals of using different figurative language types via cognitive

approach

Introduction: This article examined the discourse goals of people in producing eight
different types of figurative language and assessed whether these goals vary in different
types. Method: Enrolled subjects were 130 associate degree students (65 men and 65
women). An author-composed questionnaire was administered to subjects in which they
were asked to read the writers examples first and then to state some examples for that
type of figurative language. Later, they were asked to state their intention of using the
special type of figurative language instead of literal counterparts. Results: According to
Roberts and Kreuz, about 20 discourse goals were devised. results indicated that the most
frequent goals for indirect request are: To show positive emotion, showing a clear-sighted
characteristics, To be polite. The most frequent goals for Understatement: others, To
guide another's actions, To protect the self. The most frequent goals for idiom: To clarify,
To be conventional. The most frequent goals for simile: To clarify, To emphasize, To be
eloquent. The most frequent goals for Rhetorical question: To emphasize. The most
frequent goals for Hyperbole: To emphasize, To clarify. The most frequent goals for
irony: To show negative emotion, To be humorous. The most frequent goals for
metaphor: others, To guide another's actions, To show negative emotion, To be
humorous.Conclusion: This can be concluded that there are similarities and differences
in stating figurative language discourse goals which are stated in this report.

Keywords: Figurative language, Discourse goal, Simile, Metaphor, Irony, Hyperbole.
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