Our project has aimed to demonstrate whether expressions of vague quantity – specifically those at a coarser granularity level – are psycholinguistically preferable.  Our third project meeting took place in Zagreb, and was scheduled immediately to follow the ESSLLI summer school in Ljubljana, taking advantage of our proximity in order to minimise travel costs, and with a view to agreeing the status of our project prior to the Pisa meeting.
In this meeting, we discussed the results arising from our existing experimental work, applying the Sternberg paradigm to assess the memorability of clock times at differing levels of roundness.  The experiment we designed during a previous meeting has now been run in English and piloted in Croatian – we discussed the appropriate statistical analyses of these findings and their implications for the broader goals of the project.  Broadly speaking, we were able to document a preference for coarse-grained expressions of time, but as yet unable to exclude the possibility that this preference reflects numerical salience rather than granularity per se.

Taking these findings into account, we designed and implemented a further experiment involving deeper and more domain-specific processing of clock times (in this case, manipulating them by addition and subtraction).  Specifically, this experiment involves combining units of time at different granularity levels with ‘start times’ that are scale points for different granularity levels.  For this experiment, the granularity-based and salience-based accounts give rise to distinctive predictions.  Thus, the results of this experiment would establish unambiguously whether a preference for coarse-grained representations exists over and above the known preference for round numbers.  We aim to pilot this experiment before the Pisa workshop and report preliminary findings, and their full theoretical justification, there.

We also discussed how the research project could further be developed, with particular reference to expressions of proportion (such as ‘most’ versus ‘more than half’), and considered what venues (conferences and journals) might be appropriate and feasible for us to report our findings.
