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We rely on crude statistical 

thinking at all times

ÁWe ñcountò things all the time

ÁOnly difference between how we talk and 

how statisticians ñtalkò is in how 

ñcarefullyò we count

Á76% of VT students favor faculty evaluations

ÁMost of the students favor faculty 

evaluations

ÁThe students at VT favor faculty evaluations



Common Sense

ÁWhile people regularly dismiss statistical 

arguments, they regularly submit to 

ñcommon senseò

ÁIf we trust common sense, we should 

trust statistics more

ÁWhy? Well, how do we create ñcommon 

senseò ïwhat methods do we use, and 

are they different from statistics?



We depend on typicality

ÁThe most important method seems to be 

to arrange things in terms of how typical 

we think they are

ÁWe do this automatically, without thinking 

about it

ÁWe readily talk about average ability, normal

intelligence, typical appearance, business as 

usual



Task

ÁDraw a ñtypical buildingò

ÁShare

ÁCould we program this?



Typification

ÁTypification is a necessary component of 

human communication

ÁIt is a form of logic ïor a ñlogical formò

ÁIt appears in both ordinary discourse and 

statistical work



Assessing Typicality

ÁThe way we do it in statistics is basically the 

same as how we do it every day

ÁActually, in everyday discourse, we often get much 

fancier

ÁMost prevalent method ïlook around and 

figure out what is predominant

ÁNew MPA class mostly male or female?

ÁDescribe the typical senator

ÁWhat do statisticians call this kind of typicality?


