The best female students of science are increasingly choosing medical school over nursing school, while nursing is still largely viewed as a profession for females; the result of these two simultaneous phenomena are a shortage of nurses and an increasing number of female doctors.
	
	
	the result of these two simultaneous phenomena are a shortage of nurses and an increasing number of female doctors

	
	
	the result of these two simultaneous phenomena are that there are not enough nurses and there are an increasing number of female doctors

	
	
	the result of these two simultaneous phenomena is a shortage of nurses and an increasing number of female doctors

	
	
	these two simultaneous phenomena are resulting in a shortage of nurses and an increasing number of female doctors

	
	
	these two simultaneous phenomena, the result of which is a shortage of nurses and an increasing number of female doctors
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Read the Original Sentence Carefully, Looking for Errors:
The original sentence contains an error in subject-verb agreement. The subject of the underscored part of the item is “result,” which is singular. The verb needs to be the singular “is,” not the plural “are.”
Scan and Group the Answer Choices:
Choices (A), (B), and (D) all use the incorrect plural form "are." Choices (C) and (E) both use the singular form "is," which agrees with the clause’s subject.
Eliminate Wrong Answer Choices:
Answer Choice (C) is correct because “is” (singular) agrees with “result” (singular).
Choices (A) and (B) incorrectly use "the result … are," so we can eliminate them.
Choice (D) uses the awkward "are resulting." Note that "-ing" constructions are often wrong on the GMAT.
Choice (E) is a sentence fragment. In the original, there are two clauses joined with a semicolon. In place of that semicolon, we could have put a period and a capital letter. By doing so, we can now better see that Choice (E) is a sentence fragment, a group of words without both a subject and verb.


Long-distance travel for humans primarily relied on animal power until 1829, when the steam locomotive was invented by Richard Trevithick, who had found a way to provide sufficient traction for movement and led to the building of locomotive-driven passenger trains.
	
	
	who had found a way to provide sufficient traction for movement and led to the building of locomotive-driven passenger trains

	
	
	who found a way to provide sufficient traction for movement and led to the building of locomotive-driven passenger trains

	
	
	who, after finding a way to provide sufficient traction for movement, led to the building of locomotive-driven passenger trains

	
	
	whose discovery of a way to provide sufficient traction for movement led to the building of locomotive-driven passenger trains

	
	
	who had led to the building of locomotive-driven passenger trains by providing sufficient traction for movement
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Read the Original Sentence Carefully, Looking for Errors:
We should immediately be suspicious any time we see a who clause underscored. (A clause is a group of words that contains a subject and verb.) Grammar tells us that the who clause, with only a few exceptions, must modify the word directly in front of it. In this case, the word is Richard Trevithick. Does it make sense to say that Trevithick had found a way to provide sufficient traction? Yes. But let’s test the second half of the clause. Does it make sense to say that Trevithick led to the building of trains? No. Trevithick didn’t "lead the charge" to build trains; his method of providing sufficient traction led to the development of trains.
Thus, choice (A) is incorrect.
Scan and Group the Answer Choices:
When we scan the other answer choices, we can see the same problem with led is repeated in choices (B) and (C). They are therefore incorrect. Choice (B) is also wrong because it changes had found to found, a change that incorrectly states the order of events.
Eliminate Wrong Answer Choices:
Choices (D) and (E) don’t have the same error. So let’s focus on them.
In Answer Choice (D), we see a whose clause, which also has to modify the word directly in front of it. The use of whose indicates that something "belongs" to Trevithick. Let’s test that notion. Was it Trevithick who had ("possessed") a discovery? Yes. Did that discovery lead to the trains? Yes. So Answer Choice (D) is correct.
Choice (E) is incorrect. Although led is in a different position in the clause, this choice has the same problems as choices (A), (B), and (C); that is, it asserts that Trevithick led the building of trains. In addition, it suggests that he provided sufficient traction for movement. No, his invention did that.


William Butler Yeats' stirring poem Meditations in Time of Civil War which uses imagery first depicting Ireland's overall struggle and then the poet's personal experiences, allows for a large number of interpretations of individual word choice but little debate over his overall meaning.
	
	
	a large number of interpretations of individual word choice but little debate over his overall meaning

	
	
	a large number of interpretations of individual word choice but less debate over his overall meaning

	
	
	a large amount of interpretations of individual word choice but little debate over his overall meaning

	
	
	a large amount of interpretations of individual word choice but less debate over his overall meaning

	
	
	large amounts of interpretations of individual word choice but little debates over his overall meaning
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Read the Original Sentence Carefully, Looking for Errors:
No error jumps out. Go directly to step 2.
Scan and Group the Answer Choices:
There are two options for grouping here: Option 1: choices (A) and (B) refer to "a large number," choices (C) and (D) refer to "a large amount" and choice (E) refers to "large amounts." Option 2: choices (A), (C) and (E) refer to "little debate," while choices (B) and (D) refer to "less debate." Here, the focus is on countable words (i.e. "number") versus uncountable words (i.e. "amount'). Since the former groups are based on a clear distinction between a countable and uncountable option, we should start there.
Eliminate Choices Until Only One Remains:
Since "interpretations" are countable, the word "number," rather than "amount," must be used here. "Amount" is only correct for uncountable items, such as water. Choices (C), (D) and (E) can all be eliminated for incorrectly using the word "amount."
Choice (B) refers to "less debate." "Less" is used to compare two items, but no such comparison exists in this sentence. Therefore, choice (B) can be eliminated.
Because the sentence is correct as written, Answer Choice (A) is the correct answer.


If a geneticist selects any arbitrary group of people — for instance, those who enjoy watching football games — and examines them closely enough, he or she may well find a genetic marker common to all of them. But that shared marker need not have anything to do with the fact that they all like football.
The consideration above can best serve as part of an argument against the view that
	
	
	An individual's personality is more likely to be determined by the environment in which he grew up than by his or her genetic makeup.

	
	
	The discovery that alcoholics share a common gene establishes that alcoholism is genetically determined.

	
	
	Certain personality traits are determined neither by environment nor by heredity, but by some unknown third element.

	
	
	Since genetic makeup may determine how one responds to one's environment, scientists cannot assume that heredity plays no role in personality development.

	
	
	Certain personality traits can be reinforced by spending time with others who share that personality trait.
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Identify the Question Type:
This question stem wants us to identify the antithesis of the author’s argument. We’ll want to summarize the argument first to figure out its main thrust, then predict an answer that illustrates the exact opposite.
Untangle the Stimulus:
The author points out that just because a group of people have something in common, they like football, for example, and they happen to share a genetic marker, it would be wrong to think that the genetic marker CAUSES them to like football. In other words, the argument warns against jumping to a conclusion of false causality, a common flaw in reasoning found on the GMAT. The question asks for the answer that disagrees with this line of thinking.
Predict the Answer:
The correct answer will take the direct opposite stance, jumping to a conclusion of false causality.
Evaluate the Answer Choices:
Answer Choice (B) does this by claiming that a common gene discovered in alcoholics proves that alcoholism IS CAUSED by that gene.
Choice (A) is incorrect because it is more consistent with this author's position since it claims that environment is more influential than genetic makeup in determining a person's personality. The author does not discuss environmental effects on personality but does seem to agree with the position that genetic makeup is not always the CAUSE of an observed characteristic.
Choice (C) also leans toward the author's position by stating that another element, other than environment or heredity, determines personality traits.
For choice (D) to be correct, the stimulus would have to argue that scientists can assume that heredity plays no role in personality development. However, that's further than the stimulus actually goes, as the stimulus simply says that a shared genetic marker does not necessarily cause a given personality trait.
Choice (E) does not address the key issue in the argument — whether genetics does or does not determine a certain characteristic.


Between 1977 and 1989, the percentage of income paid to Federal taxes by the richest one percent of Americans decreased, from 40 percent to 25 percent. By the end of that same period, however, the richest one percent of Americans were paying a larger proportion of all Federal tax revenues, from 12.7 percent in 1977 to 16.2 percent in 1989.
Which of the following, if true, contributes most to an explanation of the discrepancy described above?
	
	
	Between 1977 and 1989, the Internal Revenue Service increased the percentage of its staff members responsible for audits and tax collection.

	
	
	Between 1977 and 1989, the before-tax income of the richest one percent of Americans increased by over 75 percent when adjusted for inflation.

	
	
	Between 1977 and 1989, many of the richest one percent of Americans shifted their investments from untaxable to taxable assets.

	
	
	Between 1977 and 1989, the top tax rate was reduced from 70 percent to 31 percent and several tax loopholes were eliminated.

	
	
	Between 1977 and 1989, the amount of Federal taxes paid by the richest one percent of Americans increased by $45 billion, while the amount paid by all Americans rose by $50 billion.
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Identify the Question Type:
The words “contributes most to an explanation” indicate that this is an Explain question. We must find the answer that best explains how the evidence presented can be true.
Untangle the Stimulus:
The discrepancy here is that a lighter tax burden on the wealthy resulted in their carrying more of the overall tax load. The amount of taxes that rich Americans pay is expressed as a percentage of two different quantities: total tax revenues and total income of the rich. So if tax revenues decline drastically, then the percentage of those revenues contributed by the rich could grow even if they pay less in actual dollars.
Predict the Answer:
This discrepancy could be accounted for if the richest one percent is making more money. Then the actual amount they pay in federal taxes could increase, even though the percentage of their own income that this amount represents decreases.
Evaluate the Answer Choices:
Answer Choice (B) matches our prediction by providing this information.
Choice (A): An increase in tax-collecting efficiency is irrelevant to how one percentage can increase while the other decreases.
Choice (C) could explain how taxes on the rich account for more of the total tax revenue, but not why these increased taxes account for a smaller percentage of their incomes.
Choice (D): Because we don’t know anything about how the tax cuts and loopholes affect the rich, we can’t say anything about the percentage of taxes they pay.
Choice (E) emphasizes that the rich paid a good deal of taxes but does not explain the discrepancy between the percent of their earnings paid as taxes and the percent of total taxes that they paid.


Economist: Drastically cutting payroll costs by reducing employees will bolster corporate profits and the national economy. In such a restructuring, the remaining employees must be organized to work more efficiently, which includes increasing their amount of overtime work, rather than hiring new underutilized personnel. The resulting increase in national productivity will then allow those who were made jobless to find work in new positions that will have sprung up with the healthier economy.
Which of the following, if true, casts most doubt on the economist's conclusion above?
	
	
	If employees are made to work longer hours, the additional hours worked will not be as productive as the regular hours these same employees have already worked.

	
	
	Most corporations are already at the minimum numbers of employees needed to effectively maintain their operations.

	
	
	Some economists predict that the national economy will substantially improve in the next two years even without drastic reductions in payroll costs.

	
	
	If corporations reduce the number of employees, the average number of employees per company will decrease.

	
	
	Many of the new positions in a restructured economy would be lower paying than those lost during the restructuring.
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Identify the Question Type:
The words "casts most doubt" tell us that this is a Weaken question. Predict the answer that denies (weakens) the central assumption.
Untangle the Stimulus:
The conclusion in this argument lies in the first sentence: reducing employees will increase profits and improve the economy in general. The author then goes on to explain how this will happen. Employees will be organized to work more efficiently, the whole country will be more productive, and new jobs will be created to replace the ones lost.
Predict the Answer:
To weaken the argument, look for an answer that gives evidence of how this plan is not possible.
Evaluate the Answer Choices:
Answer Choice (B) provides this. We're told that corporations cannot reduce employees and still maintain their operations. Thus the economy would not be helped and the argument is weakened.
Choice (A) may look tempting, but it does not undermine the conclusion that corporate profits will rise and the economy will grow. Even if the overtime hours are not as productive as the regular hours, the additional time worked could still add some degree of productivity to the economy.
Choice (C) brings in irrelevant information by stating that the economy will substantially improve without employee reductions. This doesn't weaken the argument, as it's possible that the author's recommendation would improve the economy more quickly and/or more substantially than if no action were taken. There is no indication that the author's opinion is dependent on the economy's performance.
Choice (D) is a true statement but does not weaken the original argument. It has no effect at all.
Choice (E) focuses on the plan's impact on the people who would loose their jobs. The fact that the new jobs would pay lower than the previous jobs is bad for these individuals, but does not undermine the author's conclusion. The author claims that the restructuring will bolster corporate profits and the national economy. The author does not make a conclusion about the restructured workers.

Thurgood Marshall, the first African-American on the Supreme Court, is credited with having had an important role in beginning the de facto desegregation of America's schools by successfully litigating the landmark case Brown vs. Board of Education .
	
	
	with having had

	
	
	for its having

	
	
	to have had

	
	
	for having

	
	
	in that it had
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Read the Original Sentence Carefully, Looking for Errors:
This sentence tests an idiom, an issue that appears repeatedly on the GMAT. In the non-underlined portion of the sentence, it states that "Thurgood Marshall…is credited" and the underlined portion immediately follows the verb. We need to know if the proper preposition is used in the underlined portion.
Scan and Group the Answer Choices:
A quick scan of the choices reveals that two of the choice, (B) and (D) begin with the preposition "for" while the remaining choices all use different prepositions.
Eliminate Wrong Answer Choices:
Choices (B) and (D): The proper form of the idiom is "Person X is credited with doing Y". The two choices with the preposition "for," choices (B) and (D) can be quickly eliminated.
Choice (C) incorrectly uses the infinitive "to" in the sentence.
Choice (E) incorrectly introduces the preposition "in".
Only Answer Choice (A) uses the proper preposition "with" in the sentence.
If you had trouble recognizing the proper preposition, you can also eliminate all of the wrong answer choices because they incorrectly introduce new verb tenses in the underlined portion. Because Thurgood Marshall’s important role happened earlier in the past than his being credited with the role, the underlined portion must use the past perfect verb tense. Only Answer Choice (A) correctly uses the past perfect verb tense.

	Although still a matter of dispute, most historians agree that the Russian monk Rasputin charmed the Czarina into believing by the laying on of hands to be able to heal her son's hemophilia.
	
	
	by the laying on of hands to be able to heal

	
	
	by the laying on of hands that he can heal

	
	
	his ability, by the laying on of hands, of healing

	
	
	that he could, by the laying on of hands, heal

	
	
	his being able to heal, by the laying on of hands,
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Read the Original Sentence Carefully, Looking for Errors:
There are two problems with the sentence as written. The major problem is that the infinitive "to be able" has no subject — there is no word to make clear that Rasputin was able to heal. A secondary problem is the position of the prepositional phrase "by the laying on of hands." As written, this phrase must modify "believing," not "to heal," whereas sense dictates it must modify "to heal."
Scan and Group the Answer Choices:
The choices here are difficult to split according to the errors; they demand individual examination.
Eliminate Wrong Answer Choices:
Choice (B) seems to correct the first problem, but the tense of "can" is incorrect. The timeframe demands a past tense "could."
Choice (C) fixes the modification problem, but the "ability of healing" is not idiomatic; the correct idiom is "the ability to heal." Moreover, "believing his ability" is also incorrect; "believing in his ability" would be better.
Answer Choice (D) fixes both problems and is therefore correct.
Concerning choice (E): Besides being awkward and wordy, the gerund phrase "his being able" cannot follow "believing." As in choice (C), it would be better to say "believing in his being able.”
Photographer Edward Weston's work was akin to alchemy, his camera lens transforming magically mundane, everyday items such as vegetables into objects of resplendent beauty.
	
	
	his camera lens transforming magically mundane, everyday items such as vegetables into objects of resplendent beauty

	
	
	his camera lens magically transforming mundane, everyday items such as vegetables into objects of resplendent beauty

	
	
	his camera lens which magically transformed mundane, everyday items such as vegetables into objects of resplendent beauty

	
	
	magically transforming his camera lens into mundane, everyday items such as vegetables with resplendent beauty

	
	
	his camera lens transformed magically mundane, everyday items such as vegetables into objects of resplendent beauty
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Read the original sentence carefully, looking for errors:
The only problem with the original sentence lies in its "magically mundane, everyday items." How can mundane things be magical?
Scan and group the answer choices:
The answer choices reveal "magically" in several different positions within the sentence. "Magically" is an ADVERB and adverbs modify adjectives or verbs.
Eliminate answer choices until only one remains:
Choice (A) keeps the incorrect "magically mundane" construction intact.
Choice (C)'s "camera lens," when followed by a pronoun clause beginning with "which," requires a verb such as "transforming", however this clause lacks a verb and is therefore incorrect.
Choice (D) has the camera lens - POOF! - turning into vegetables.
Choice (E) changes "transforming" into "transformed," showing completed action. However, you need the "ing" to show continuing action.
Answer Choice (B) fixes the original sentence by correctly using "magically" as an adverb modifier of "transforming."
Many people think of Isaac Asimov to be solely a science fiction writer, but Asimov is the only author to have published books in all of the Dewey Decimal System’s 10 major library classifications.
	
	
	Many people think of Isaac Asimov to be

	
	
	Many people think of Isaac Asimov being

	
	
	Many people think of Isaac Asimov as

	
	
	Many people think of Isaac Asimov as being

	
	
	Isaac Asimov may be thought of, by most people, as
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Read the Original Sentence Carefully, Looking for Errors:
The first issue that should stand out here is the phrase, "think of … to be." This is incorrect; the correct idiomatic expression is "to think of X as Y." So we need to find an answer choice that follows that pattern.
Scan and Group the Answer Choices:
Choices (A) and (B) don't use the word "as" while choices (C), (D), and (E) do, making a clear 3-2 split.
Eliminate Wrong Answer Choices:
Since choices (A) and (B) don't use "as," they are incorrect. Further, choice (B) uses the word "being," which is generally not preferred. We'll eliminate those two choices immediately.
While choice (D) does use the word "as," it uses it in the phrase "as being" which is just as incorrect as "to be." This choice is also incorrect.
Choice (E) introduces the passive voice, which you should avoid on Sentence Correction questions wherever possible.
Answer Choice (C) is correct. It is the only choice that uses the correct idiomatic expression, and it fits perfectly into the original sentence.
The leading candidate for the student council election claims that he will be able to make new rules that will extend lunchtime, make homeroom optional, and otherwise allow students to act as the principal does — ideas that will be used to bring him more votes, increasing his popularity among seniors, and other such benefits.
	
	
	as the principal does — ideas that will be used to bring him more votes, increasing his popularity among seniors, and other such benefits

	
	
	as does the principal, which will be used to bring him more votes, increase his popularity among seniors, and bring other such benefits

	
	
	like the principal, enabling him to have such benefits as bring in more votes and increasing his popularity among seniors

	
	
	like the principal — ideas that will be used to bring the candidate such benefits as more votes and increased popularity among seniors.

	
	
	like the principal does, to bring him more votes, increasing his popularity, and other benefits such as these.
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Read the Original Sentence Carefully, Looking for Errors:
Two errors appear. First, the pronoun "him" is ambiguous, as it could refer to either the candidate (as intended) or the principal. Second, the list of ideas is not in parallel form – "bring him more votes" is not in the same format as "increasing his popularity."
Scan and Group the Answer Choices:
We first notice that some answer choices use "as" whereas others use "like." But, since we have not identified an error with either of these, let's look for a different way to split up the answers. The answer choices also differ in their use of the pronoun "him" and the noun "the candidate." (A), (B), (C) and (E) all use "him," while (D) uses "the candidate."
Eliminate Choices Until Only One Remains:
As explained above the pronoun "him" is ambiguous, and therefore incorrect. (A), (B), (C) and (E) can therefore be eliminated. This leaves Answer Choice (D), which uses the unambiguous "the candidate," as the correct answer.
Also note that "as the principal does" in choice (A) and "as does the principal" in choice (B) are wordier than "like the principal" in the correct answer, further disqualifying those answer choices.
Co-authors Stacy Cerrato and Abigail Murphy's first book was only a local success, but their second one was a regional best seller, giving Ms. Cerratoimmediate name recognition.
	
	
	local success, but their second one was a regional best seller, giving Ms. Cerrato

	
	
	local success but their second one a regional best seller giving her

	
	
	local success with their second one a regional best seller giving Ms. Cerrato

	
	
	local success, while their second one a regional best seller giving Ms. Cerrato

	
	
	local success, while their second one was a regional best seller giving her
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Read and look for errors:
The sentence features two complete clauses. When this is the case, check that exactly one connector connects the two clauses. Additionally, the relationship the connector conveys must make sense in the context of the sentence. Here, the single connector "but" correctly conveys the contrast between the two clauses.
Scan and group the answers:
Choices (A) and (B) use the connector "but." Choice (C) uses "with" and choices (D) and (E) use "while." Additionally, choices (A), (C) and (D) end with the name "Ms. Cerrato", while choices (B) and (E) end with the pronoun "her."
Eliminate wrong answers:
Choice (C) can be eliminated because the connector "with" does not convey the contrast between the two clauses.
Choices (B) and (E) can be eliminated for using the ambiguous pronoun "her", which could refer to either of the two authors.
Choice (D) eliminates the verb "was" between "one" and "a". Removing the verb from the clause makes the thought incomplete and makes (D) incorrect.
In four decades - from 1930 to 1969 - several billion dollars were spent overseas for the establishment of dozens of shipping routes, two hundred military bases, and some tens of thousands of manufacturing plants.
	
	
	for the establishment of dozens of shipping routes, two hundred military bases, and some

	
	
	in order that they might establish dozens of shipping routes, two hundred military bases, and some

	
	
	so as they might establish dozens of shipping routes, two hundred military bases, and some

	
	
	so that there could be established dozens of shipping routes, two hundred military bases, and

	
	
	such that they could establish dozens of shipping routes, two hundred military bases, and
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Read the Original Sentence Carefully, Looking for Errors:
This sentence contains a list. Whenever you see a list, you should check for parallelism. Here, the clause "for the establishment of" stands correctly for all elements of the list, including "dozens of shipping routes," "two hundred military bases," and "some tens of thousands of manufacturing plants." As written, the sentence contains proper parallel structure.
Scan and Group the Answer Choices:
Note the 3-2 split between choices (B), (C), and (E), which use the pronoun "they" and choices (A) and (D), which do not.
Eliminate Wrong Answer Choices:
Choices (B), (C), and (E): The pronoun "they" could only possibly refer to "decades" or "dollars," and neither of these choices makes sense, since neither "decades" nor "dollars" could be responsible for the act of establishment. We therefore eliminate choices (B), (C), and (E).
Choice (D) uses the less-preferred passive voice in the phrase "so that there could be."
Only Answer Choice (A) remains, and is the correct answer.
A national survey of 10,000 employed Americans indicated that, as a group, those who had held four or more different jobs in the past five years registered by far the highest level of dissatisfaction with their family and work. From this, psychologists concluded that people who do not remain in a job situation long enough to establish strong personal and professional ties tend to develop an attitude of discontent that carries over into all other aspects of their life.
Which of the following is the most effective rebuttal to the conclusion drawn by the psychologists from the survey?
	
	
	The psychologists fail to recognize that many people who have remained in the same job for the past five years may also have registered high levels of dissatisfaction.

	
	
	The psychologists neglect the question of whether moving from job to job may be an effect rather than a cause of general discontent and dissatisfaction.

	
	
	The conclusion is drawn from a limited sample which may or may not be representative of the larger group of all employed Americans.

	
	
	The psychologists do not address the fact that some people move from one job to another to increase their salaries and opportunities rather to escape an unsatisfactory situation.

	
	
	The psychologists neglect the fact that some people who have remained in the same job for the past five years do not establish strong ties with their co-workers.
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Identify the Question Type:
The phrase "Which of the following is the most effective rebuttal…" tells us that this is a Weaken question. As we analyze the stimulus, we need to look specifically for evidence that weakens the author’s assumption.
Untangle the Stimulus:
Conclusion: people who do not remain in the same job for long periods of time, lack "strong personal and professional ties" are often dissatisfied and are not content which carries over into their personal lives and relationships.
Evidence: the psychologists observe two phenomena, and assert that one, a high rate of job-changing, causes the other, "dissatisfaction with their family and work".
Predict the Answer:
Cause and effect situation. We need to check just two options- whether cause and effect are reversed, or whether there is another cause. We need to determine the answer that weakens the central assumption. In this case, reversing the psychologist’s observations would be the best way to rebut the argument.
Evaluate the Answer Choices:
Only Answer Choice (B) logically weakens the author’s argument and reverses the causation, thus repeatedly moving from one job to another could be the effect, not the cause of "discontent and dissatisfaction.”
Choice (A) is out of scope. This choice focuses on the wrong group — the conclusion is not about those who remain in the same job, but about those who change jobs frequently.
Choice (C) sounds like a good answer to a Representativeness question, but it's off the mark here. The criticism is not effective since the sample is sizable and the conclusion is couched in moderate terms ("people… tend to…"), not claiming to be true for "all employed Americans."
Choice (D) discusses other possible reasons why people move from one job to another, but it fails to mention the relationship between changing jobs frequently and dissatisfaction with life.
Choice (E) is out of scope. Once again, the group of people who stay in a job for 5 years are much less relevant to this argument.
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