Expert Rating Frequency and Distribution across Projects 3 and 4
English Composition I
Denise K. Comer and Edward M. White

Figure 1 Project 3 Mean Expert Rating Frequency (without tertium quid)
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Figure 2 Project 4 Mean Expert Rating Frequency without tertium quid
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Figure 3 Project 3 Mean Expert Rating Frequency (with tertium quid)
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Figure 4 Project 4 Mean Expert Rating Frequency (with tertium quid)
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