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Bull. Spec. Educ. 19,23-31,1995

The Influence of Word Knowledge on Metaphor Comprehension in Students
‘with Hearing Impairments.

Takashi SAwA and Temoyoshi YOoSHINO

The purpose of the present study was to examine the influence of word knowledge on
metaphor comprehension in students with hearing impairments. In experimental , 37
students with profound hearing impairments were adoministered “the metaphor compre-

hension task” and “the word knowledge task”. In experiment 2, 39 students were
administerd “the ground comprehention task”. In both experiments, subjects were
classified into two groups (High-score group and Low-score group) according to the
score of “the metaphor comprehension task™. The results of “the word knowlege task”
and “the ground comprehension task” were compared between two groups.

The results were summarized: as follow; _
1) The knowledges of tenors and vehicles used in sentenses did not influence

metaphor comprehension directly.

2) The one factor of difficulty on metaphor comprehension in the hearing-impaired
was that they did not develop their ability of inference.

These results suggested that cognitive abilities were important for metaphor compre-
hension.

Key Words : students with hearing impairments, metaphor, tenor, vehicle, ground
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