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(1) You tell me what to do all of the time, what to say, where to hide, and what to do. I am not your wife 

I am not your maid, I'm not someone that you can lay your demands all of time, I'm sick of this it's going to stop!
http://www.streetpoetry.net/id12.html
(2) Tell TBS this is not food. They should concentrate on checking upon foodstuff imports many of which are expired or sub-standard or unfit for human ... (http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/africa/3198746.stm)

In the two examples cited above, what the speaker means by the negated utterances (in bold) is fleshed out later on (italicized), making clear that, in both cases, the information within the scope of negation is intended metaphorically. That is, it is not the literal interpretation of either your maid (a woman employed to do domestic work) or food (foodstuff) that is rejected here, but rather the nonliteral interpretation of these concepts (‘someone that you can lay your demands all of time’; ‘foodstuff fit for human’). 
In 3 experiments conducted in Hebrew, supported by corpus-based studies of equivalent English, German, and Russian examples, we tested the hypothesis that, among other things, negation functions as a metaphor-generating operator - a device that highlights the figurative interpretation of the concept within its scope, while rendering its literal interpretation pragmatically irrelevant, regardless of whether it is true or false (see Giora, 2006). 
In Experiment 1, 48 participants were asked to decide whether context-less negatives (I am not your maid) and their affirmative counterparts (I am your maid) have either a literal or a metaphoric interpretation. The mean probability of negative items to be judged as figurative was higher (68%) than the mean probability of their affirmative versions (43%). The difference was significant in both subject (t1) and item (t2) analyses (t1(47)=7.09, p<.0001; t2(23)=7.19, p<.0001).
Experiment 2 compared affirmative (almost) and negative (not) modifiers in order to show that a negative modifier is a metaphor inducing device. Twenty-four participants were presented negative statements and their affirmative counterparts. They were asked to mark, on a 7 point scale whose ends instantiated either a literal (=1) or a metaphoric interpretation (=7) of each item, the proximity of the interpretation of the item to any of those instantiations at the scale’s ends. 
Negative statements were rated as more metaphoric (M=6.02, SD=0.65) than their affirmatives counterparts (M=5.59, SD=0.70). The effect was significant in both subject (t1) and item (t2) analyses (t1(23)=2.50, p<.01; t2(15)=1.56, p=.07).
Because many of the negative items of Experiments 1-2 are used metaphorically quite frequently, we designed Experiment 3, in which highly novel negative statements and their equally novel affirmatives were tested. Design and procedure were that same as in Experiment 2. 
Results show that novel negative statements were rated as significantly more metaphoric (M=5.50, SD=0.96) than their affirmative counterparts (M=3.48, SD=1.27), (t1(47)=10.17, p<.0001; t2(14)=4.36, p<.0005).
Corpus-based findings corroborate our experimental findings. Overall, results support the view that, for this kind of statements, negation may generate figurativeness as a default interpretation.
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