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Purpose of the visit

The purpose of the visit was to narrow down the research topic of the project, i.e., whether there is a "literal-first" step in solving pragmatic meaning, and to focus on how RT and the (Neo)Griceans deal with this issue. In addition, we aimed at sketching the design of possible experiments able to answer our research question.

Description of the work carried out during the visit

We agreed that we want to test the prediction the Gricean Pragmatics claims that lexical (literal) meaning is accessed prior to figurative meaning while RT assumes parallel activations of these two meanings at least in the early stage. 

We discussed different methodologies that could help us in disentangling Gricean and RT explanations about the literal-first hypothesis, including cross modal lexical decision paradigm (Rubio Fernandez 2007 (for metaphor); D’Arcais et al. 1985 (for words); Wiliams & Colombo 1993 (for sentences); Balogh et al. 1998; Nicol & Swinney 2003), speed accuracy trade-off (MacElree 1993), masked priming (Kiefer& Spietzer 2000; Philip Holcomb, many papers), property verification/generation (Barsalou, many papers).
Description of the main results obtained

We agreed on devoting further consideration to the following two paradigms:

- for the behavioral measures, speed accuracy trade-off, SAT, with multiple responses. We think the advantage of this methodology is that it helps differentiating between serial versus parallel processing and it taps the processing at the point where figurative meaning is needed.

SAT has already been applied for metaphor (MacElree &Nordlie 1999), but never in a multiple-response fashion. We are planning on realizing multiple response SAT experiments on both metaphorical and metonymic stimuli.

- for the ERP, masked priming. We are still cautious about it because it not a common paradigm in sentence-level ERP research but we think that it could help us to tap into early unconscious automatic processes (Kiefer& Spietzer 2000).

Future collaboration

Our next step is to consider in details whether we can find appropriate materials for the two paradigms. We are planning to include both metaphorical and metonymic stimuli, in both languages (Italian and German).
Projected publications

We are planning on realizing at least 2 publications out of the project, one for the SAT experiment and one for the ERP experiment. 
