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Previou s research  ha s linke d th e presenc e o f  higher-orde r 
relations  t o judgment s o f  similarit y (Centner ,  1989) .  Othe r 
researc h ha s draw n distinction s betwee n difference s linke d t o 
commonalities ,  terme d alignabl e differences ,  an d difference s 
not  connecte d t o commonalities ,  terme d non-alignabl e 
difference s (Centne r  &  Markman ,  1994) .  Th e purpos e o f 
thi s pape r  i s integrat e thes e findings  int o a  mode l  whic h 
explain s encodin g statu s decisions .  A n encodin g statu s 
decisio n entail s categorizin g entitie s a s eithe r  no t  analogou s 
(containin g fe w similarities) ,  partiall y  analogou s (containin g 
moderat e number s o f  similarities) ,  o r  analogou s (containin g 
hig h number s o f  similarities) . 

The Contrast-Relatio n Typ e Mode l  make s severa l 
predictions :  (1 )  Non-alignabl e difference s serv e a s a  stron g 
differenc e cu e an d influenc e encodin g statu s decisions .  Th e 
predictio n i s tha t  partia l  analogie s >  analogies ,  i n term s o f 
correc t  encodin g statu s decision s an d "no t  analogous " 
decisions .  (2 )  Th e absenc e o f  higher-orde r  relation s serve s 
as a  wea k differenc e cue .  First-orde r  relation s (FOR) , 
withou t  higher-orde r  relations ,  influenc e "no t  analogous " 
decisions .  Hence ,  context s >  themes ,  i n term s o f  "no t 
analogous "  decisions .  (3 )  Th e presenc e o f  higher-orde r 
relations  serve s a s a  wea k "similar "  cue .  Consequently , 
theme s >  contexts ,  i n term s o f  similarit y rating s an d "othe r 
analogous "  decisions . 

I n thi s experiment ,  ther e wer e fou r  type s o f  stoi y pairs : 
contex t  analogie s (FOR ,  similarities) ,  contex t  partia l 
analogie s (FOR ,  similarities ,  differences) ,  them e analogie s 
(FO R +  H O R,  similarities )  an d them e partia l  analogie s 
(FO R +  H O R,  similarities ,  differences) .  First ,  partia l 
analogie s >  analogie s o n bot h encodin g statu s ( £ (1 ,  19 )  = 
9.22 ,  B  =  .007 )  an d "no t  analogous "  decision s ( E (1 ,  19 )  = 
5.43 ,  ft  =  .031) .  Second ,  context s >  theme s o n "no t 
analogous "  decision s ( £ (1 ,  19 )  =  10.7 ,  n  =  .004) .  Third , 
theme s >  context s o n similarit y rating s ( E (1 ,  19 )  =  18.7 ,  b 
= .0004 )  an d "othe r  analogous "  decision s ( E (1 ,  19 )  =  7.04 , 
ft  =  .016) .  Take n together ,  th e prediction s suppor t  th e 

notio n tha t  contras t  an d relation  typ e affec t  encodin g statu s 
decisions . 
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