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1. The moral twin earth debate has revealed that evaluative and non-evaluative descriptive terms possess different degrees of semantic stability.
2. This paper presents a new inferentialist account of thin and thick evaluative terms which can explain their varying levels of semantic stability.
3. The article examines the difference between thin and thick evaluative terms, and how they vary in degrees of semantic stability.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article is generally reliable and trustworthy, as it provides an in-depth analysis of the differences between thin and thick evaluative terms, as well as their varying levels of semantic stability. The author draws on the moral twin earth debate to provide evidence for their claims, which adds credibility to the article. Furthermore, the author also provides examples to illustrate their points, which helps readers better understand the concepts discussed in the article. 
However, there are some potential biases present in the article that should be noted. For instance, while the author does provide examples from both communities to illustrate their points, they do not explore any counterarguments or alternative perspectives on these issues. Additionally, while the author does discuss potential risks associated with certain applications of evaluative terms, they do not present both sides equally or explore any possible solutions to these risks. As such, readers should be aware that this article may be slightly biased towards one particular perspective on these issues.
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· Moral twin earth debate
· Semantic stability of evaluative terms
· Applications of evaluative terms
· Counterarguments to evaluative terms
· Risks associated with evaluative terms
· Solutions to evaluative term risks
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