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formation, and their goal is to better that communi-
cation, to make it more precise. Their project has two
phases. In the first, they will determine what these
terms mean to the people who use them. In their own
study they have found, for example, that frequent is
judged to represent an average proportion of about
0.72 of the time with an interquartile range of about
0.15. If you say something is frequent, they claim, you
are saying that it occurs about 72% of the time plus
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