3 Parts of CR Question: 

1. Stimulus
2. Question Stem

3. Answer Options

Analyzing the Stimulus: 
1. Types of Stimulus: 

 
- Argument: Argument will have premises and conclusion.


- Fact Set:  Fact set will have only premises and will NOT have any conclusion.

2. Learn to identify premises and Main Conclusion, Intermediate conclusion: 

- Premise Indicators: 


   Because, since, for, for example, for the reason that, in that 

   
, given that, as indicated by, due to, owing to this can be seen from, 
   
We know this by

- Conclusion Indicators:

   
Therefore, hence, consequently, as a result, so, accordingly

   
Clearly, must be that, shows that, conclude that, follows that, for this reason
 - Conclusion / Premise indicators: 

    
Look for some patterns such as:

    
Therefore, since X, Y. Thus, because X, Y. Hence, due to X, Y. 

     
In all above patterns X is premise (evidence) and Y is conclusion. 
- Additional Premise Indicators: 

    
Furthermore, Moreover, Besides, In addition, What’s more

- Counter Premise Indicators: 

    
But, Yet, However, On the other hand, Admittedly, In contrast, Although

    
Even though, Still, Whereas, In spite of, Despite, After all

- Conclusion / Premise Identification Method: 

   Sometimes conclusion or premises are not preceded by indicator words. 

   To tackle this kind of situation if you think suppose “X” is conclusion then put       “Therefore” or “Thus” in front of that and see whether argument makes sense. 
   For premise identification put “Since” or “given that” before X. 

3. Learn to read fine print: 


Reading fine print is MOST important on tough CR questions. Never generalize. 
Quantity Indicators:  

All, every, most, many, some, several, few, sole, only, 
not all, none

-  Probability Indicators: 
Must, will, always not always, probably, likely, should, would

not necessarily, could, rarely, never

4. Scope: 

  
Just take 10 sec after analyzing the stimulus to determine the scope of argument. 

            This is the biggest weapon to eliminate the incorrect answer options.

Fourteen Critical Reasoning Question Types: 

1. Must Be True/Most Supported -- Stimulus to Answer Options (Prove)
2. Main Point-- Stimulus to Answer Options (Prove) 
3. Point at Issue-- Stimulus to Answer Options (Prove)
4. Assumption -- Answer Options to Stimulus (Help)
5. Justify the Conclusion-- Answer Options to Stimulus (Help)
6. Strengthen/Support-- Answer Options to Stimulus (Help)
7. Resolve the Paradox-- Answer Options to Stimulus (Help)
8. Weaken -- Answer Options to Stimulus (Hurt)
9. Method of Reasoning-- Stimulus to Answer Options (Prove)
10. Flaw in the Reasoning-- Stimulus to Answer Options (Prove)
11. Parallel Reasoning --Stimulus to Answer Options (Prove)
12. Evaluate the Argument

13. Cannot Be True 
14. Bold Face

EXCEPT and LEAST:
EXCEPT and LEAST logically negate the question stem.

“Each of the following, if true, strengthens the argument above

EXCEPT:”

One correct answer: Does not Strengthen

Four incorrect answers: Strengthen

“Which one of the following, if true, helps LEAST to resolve the

apparent discrepancy described above?”

One correct answer: Does not Resolve the Paradox

Four incorrect answers: Resolve the Paradox

Formal Logic: (Terms defined numerically)
Each of the major relationship indicators that appear in Formal

Logic relationships are listed using a 0 to 100 unit scale:

All = 100

Most = 51 to 100 (“a majority”)

Some are not = 0 to 99 (also “Not All”)

Most are not = 0 to 49

Some = 1 to 100 (“at least one”)

None = 0

Two of the terms—All and None—are very precise and thus one or both appear in almost every inference

chain. They represent constant states with no uncertainty. The other terms cover a wide array of

possibilities, and for that reason they can, at times, be more difficult to manipulate.

Formal Logic:  (Reversible and Irreversible relationships) 
Reversible Relationships 

Non-reversible Relationships

None (< --|-- >) 


All ( -- > )

Some (some) 



Most ()

Double-arrow (< -- >)

Conditional Reasoning: 
If X occurs then Y must occur. In this sentence, X is called sufficient condition.

Y is called necessary condition. Diagrammatically it is denoted by X ( Y.

If sufficient condition is true then necessary condition is true. 

If necessary condition is not true then sufficient condition can not be true.  (Contra-positive of above statement)

One thing must be noted that this is NOT a causal relationship that is sufficient condition does not cause necessary condition. 

We must be able to find out necessary and sufficient condition in the argument.

Generally following words introduce necessary and sufficient conditions.

Sufficient condition


Necessary Condition 

If 




Then

When 




Only

Whenever 



Only if

Every 




Must

All 




Required

Any 




Unless

People who 



Except

In order to 



Until

Without
Unless Equation: 

In the case of “unless,” “except,” “until,” and “without,” a special two-step

process called the Unless Equation is applied to the diagram:

1. Whatever term is modified by “unless,” “except,” “until,” or “without”

becomes the necessary condition.

2. The remaining term is negated and becomes the sufficient condition.

For example, consider the following:

Unless a person studies, he or she will not receive an A+.

Since “unless” modifies “a person studies,” “Study” becomes the necessary

condition. The remainder, “he or she will not receive an A+,” is negated by

dropping the “not” and becomes “he or she will receive an A+.” Thus, the

sufficient condition is “A+,” and the diagram is as follows:

Sufficient Necessary

A+ Study
Either John or Jim will attend the party. 
This sentence means that: 
(Not John) (  Jim 

(Not Jim) ( John 

Cause Effect Reasoning:
Causality occurs when one event is said to make another occur.
There are several words used by test makers to indicate causality: 

Caused by

Because of

Responsible for

Reason for

Leads to

Induced by

Promoted by

Determined by

Produced by

Product of

Played a role in

Was a factor in

Is an effect of

Causal premise does not usually contain error but causal conclusion most often has error.
Scenarios that can lead to causality error: 

1. One event occurs before the other.

When one event occurs before another event, many people fall into the

 trap of assuming that the first event caused the second event. This need not always be true.
2. Two or more events occur at the same time.

When two events occur simultaneously, many people assume that one

event caused the other. While one event could have caused the other, the

two events could be the result of a third event, or the two events could

simply be correlated but one does not cause the other.

In every argument with causal conclusion it is believed that the stated cause is the only cause which is responsible for the effect and no other cause is responsible.
Whenever we find causal relationship in conclusion of the argument, most often it is followed by strengthen or weaken question.

Causal conclusion can be attacked in various ways:  (Weaken the causal conclusion)
1. Find alternate cause for the stated effect.

2. Show that even when the cause occurs effect does not occur.

3. Show that although effect occurs cause did not occur.

4. Show that stated relationship is reversed.

5. Show that statistical problem exists with the data which is used to make the causal conclusion. 


Causal conclusion can be supported in exactly opposite ways: (Strengthen the causal conclusion)
1. Eliminate alternate cause for the stated effect.

2. Show that when the cause occurs effect does occur.

3. Show that when cause does not occur effect does not occur.

4. Eliminate the possibility that stated relationship is reversed.

5. Show that data used to make the causal conclusion is accurate.
Common Errors in Reasoning Explained: 
The following classic errors of reasoning appear with some frequency. The

review is given in layman’s, not philosophical, terms:

1. Uncertain Use of a Term or Concept:
As an argument progresses, the author must use each term in a constant,

coherent fashion. Using a term in different ways is inherently confusing and

undermines the integrity of the argument. Here is an example:

“Some people claim that the values that this country was built on are

now being ignored by modern-day corporations. But this is incorrect.

Corporations are purely profit-driven enterprises, beholden only to their

shareholders, and as such they can only assess objects based on their

value.”

The term “value” is used in the example above in two different senses: first in a

moral or ethical sense and then in a monetary sense. This shift in meaning

undermines the author’s position.

This type of answer choice appears more frequently as an incorrect answer than

any other type. Here are examples of how this error of reasoning is described in

LSAT answer choices:

“depending on the ambiguous use of a key term”

“it confuses two different meanings of the word ‘solve’ ”

“relies on interpreting a key term in two different ways”

“equivocates with respect to a central concept”

“allows a key term to shift in meaning from one use to the next”

“fails to define the term”
2. Source Argument:
Also known as an ad hominem, this type of flawed argument attacks the person

(or source) instead of the argument they advance. Because the LSAT is

concerned solely with argument forms, a speaker can never validly attack the

character or motives of a person; instead, a speaker must always attack the

argument advanced by a person. Here is an example:

“The anti-smoking views expressed by Senator Smith should be

ignored. After all, Smith himself is a smoker!”

A source argument can take different forms, including the following:

1. Focusing on the motives of the source.

2. Focusing on the actions of the source (as in the above example).

In the real world, you will often hear source arguments used by children and

politicians (the two being alike in a number of ways, of course).

Here are examples of how this error of reasoning is described in LSAT answer

choices:

“makes an attack on the character of opponents”

“it is directed against the proponent of a claim rather than against the

claim itself”

“he directs his criticism against the person making the argument rather

than directing it against the argument itself”

“it draws conclusions about the merit of a position and about the content

of that position from evidence about the position’s source”

“assuming that a claim is false on the grounds that the person defending

it is of questionable character”
3. Circular Reasoning:
In circular reasoning the author assumes as true what is supposed to be proved.

Consider the following example:

“This essay is the best because it is better than all the others.”

In this example the premise and the conclusion are identical in meaning. As we

know, the conclusion should always follow from the premise. In the example

above, the premise supports the conclusion, but the conclusion equally supports

the premise, creating a “circular” situation where you can move from premise to

conclusion, and then back again to the premise, and so on. Here is another

example: “I must be telling the truth because I’m not lying.”

Here are examples of how this error of reasoning is described in LSAT answer

choices:

“it assumes what it seeks to establish”

“argues circularly by assuming the conclusion is true in stating the

premises”

“presupposes the truth of what it sets out to prove”

“the argument assumes what it is attempting to demonstrate”

“it takes for granted the very claim that it sets out to establish”

“it offers, in place of support for its conclusion, a mere restatement of

that conclusion”
4. Errors of Conditional Reasoning:
Note that the authors can either mistake a necessary condition for a sufficient

condition, or mistake a sufficient condition for a necessary condition:

A ( B is true 

Mistaken Reversal: B( A is true.

Mistaken Negation: ~A ( ~B is true.

Confuses a necessary condition for a sufficient condition:

“it treats something that is necessary for bringing about a state of affairs

as something that is sufficient to bring about a state of affairs”

“from the assertion that something is necessary to a moral order, the

argument concludes that that thing is sufficient for an element of the

moral order to be realized”

Confuses a sufficient condition for a necessary condition: 

“confuses a sufficient condition with a required condition”

It is interesting to note the frequency with which the words “sufficient” (or its

synonym “assured”) or “necessary” (or its synonym “required”) are used when

analyzing the answer choices used to describe conditional reasoning. This

occurs because those words perfectly capture the idea and it is difficult to avoid

using at least one of those words when describing conditionality. This is a huge

advantage for you: if you identify a stimulus with conditional reasoning and are

asked a Flaw question, you can quickly scan the answers for the one answer

that contains “sufficient,” “necessary,” or both.

5. Mistaken Cause and Effect: 
1. Assuming a causal relationship on the basis of the sequence of events.

“mistakes the observation that one thing happens after another for proof

that the second thing is the result of the first”

“mistakes a temporal relationship for a causal relationship”

2. Assuming a causal relationship when only a correlation exists.

“confusing the coincidence of two events with a causal relation between

the two”

“assumes a causal relationship where only a correlation has been

indicated”

3. Failure to consider an alternate cause for the effect, or an alternate cause

for both the cause and the effect.

“fails to exclude an alternative explanation for the observed effect”

“overlooks the possibility that the same thing may causally contribute

both to education and to good health”

4. Failure to consider that the events may be reversed.

“the author mistakes an effect for a cause”
6. Straw Man:
This error occurs when an author attempts to attack an opponent’s position by

ignoring the actual statements made by the opposing speaker and instead

distorts and refashions the argument, making it weaker in the process. In

figurative terms, a “straw” argument is built up which is then easier for the

author to knock down.

Often this error is accompanied by the phrase “what you’re saying is” or “if I

understand you correctly,” which are used to preface the refashioned and

weakened argument. Here is an example:

Politician A: “The platform proposed by my party calls for a moderate

increase in taxes on those individuals making over $20,000

per year, and then taking that money and using it to rebuild

the educational system.”

Politician B: “But what you’re saying is that everyone should pay higher

taxes, and so your proposal is unfair.”

In the example above, Politician B recasts Politician A’s argument unfairly.

Politician A indicated the tax increase would apply to those with incomes over

$20,000 where Politician B distorts that to “everyone should pay higher taxes.”

Here are examples of how this error of reasoning is described in LSAT answer

choices:

“refutes a distorted version of an opposing position”

“misdescribing the student representative’s position, thereby making it

easier to challenge”

“portrays opponents’ views as more extreme than they really are”

“distorts the proposal advocated by opponents”
7. Internal Contradiction:
As discussed in the answer key to the previous chapter, an internal contradiction

(also known as a self-contradiction) occurs when an author makes conflicting

statements. The example used was:

“Everyone should join our country club. After all, it’s an exclusive

group that links many of the influential members of the community.”

The self-contradiction occurs when the speaker says “Everyone should join”

and then follows that by saying that it is “an exclusive group.” Exclusive, by

definition, means that some people are excluded.
8. Appeal Fallacies:

While there are a number of “appeal” fallacies that appear in traditional logic

(Appeal to Fear, Appeal to Force, Appeal to Tradition, etc.), the following three

are the most applicable to the LSAT:

1. Appeal to Authority

An Appeal to Authority uses the opinion of an authority in an attempt to

persuade the reader. The flaw in this form of reasoning is that the

authority may not have relevant knowledge or all the information

regarding a situation, or there may a difference of opinion among

experts as to what is true in the case. Here is an example:

“World-renowned neurologist Dr. Samuel Langhorne says that

EZBrite Tooth Strips are the best for whitening your teeth. So,

you know if you buy EZBrite you will soon have the whitest

teeth possible!”

The primary defect in this argument is its use of a neurologist as an

authority figure in an area of dentistry. While Dr. Langhorne can

reasonably be appealed to in matters of the brain, dental care would be

considered outside the scope of his expertise.

2. Appeal to Popular Opinion/Appeal to Numbers

This error states that a position is true because the majority believes it to

be true. As you know, arguments are created by providing premises that

support a conclusion. An appeal to popular opinion does not present a

logical reason for accepting a position, just an appeal based on numbers.
3. Appeal to Emotion

An Appeal to Emotion occurs when emotions or emotionally-charged

language is used in an attempt to persuade the reader. Here is an

example:

“Officer, please do not give me a ticket for speeding. In the last

month I’ve been fired from my job, kicked out of my apartment,

and my car broke down. I don’t deserve this!

9. Survey Errors:
The makers of the LSAT believe that surveys, when conducted properly,

produce reliable results. However, surveys can be invalidated when either of the

following three scenarios arise:

1. The survey uses a biased sample.
2. The survey questions are improperly constructed.

If a survey question is confusing or misleading, the results of the poll

can be inaccurate.

3. Respondents to the survey give inaccurate responses.

Some of the answer choices are worded in similar way.
“uses evidence drawn from a small sample that may well be

unrepresentative”

“generalizes from an unrepresentative sample”

“states a generalization based on a selection that is not representative of

the group about which the generalization is supposed to hold true”
10. Errors of Composition and Division:

Composition and division errors involve judgments made about groups and

parts of a group.

An error of composition occurs when the author attributes a characteristic of

part of the group to the group as a whole or to each member of the group. Here

is an example:

“Every party I attend is fun and exciting. Therefore, my life is fun and

exciting.”
whole (or each member of the whole) to a part of the group. Here is an

example:

“The United States is the wealthiest country in the world. Thus, every

American is wealthy.”
11. False Analogy:
As discussed in the answer key to the problem set in the previous chapter, an

analogy is a comparison between two items. A False Analogy occurs when the

author uses an analogy that too dissimilar to the original situation to be

applicable. Here is an example:

“Just as a heavy rainfall can be cleansing, the best approach to maintain

a healthy relationship is to store up all your petty grievances and then

unload them all at one time on your partner.”

The comparison in the example fails to consider that a heavy rainfall and an

emotionally charged situation are fundamentally different.
12. False Dilemma:
A False Dilemma assumes that only two courses of action are available when

there may be others. Here is an example:

“Recent accidents within the oil industry have made safety of operation

a critical public safety issue. Because the industry cannot be expected to

police itself, the government must step in and take action.”

The argument above falsely assumes that only two courses of action exist:

industry self-policing or government action. But this ignores other courses of

action, such as consumer watchdog groups.
Numbers and Percentages:

Misconception #1: Increasing / Decreasing percentages automatically lead to increasing / decreasing numbers.
This holds only if the total number remains same.
Misconception #2: Large numbers automatically mean large percentages, and small numbers automatically mean small percentages.

In 2003, Porsche sold just over 18,000 cars in the United States. While 18,000 is certainly a large number, it represented only about 1/5 of 1% of total U.S. car sales in 2003. 
Remember, the size of a number does not reveal anything about the percentage that number represents unless you know something about the size of the overall total that number is drawn from.
Misconception #3: Large percentages automatically mean large numbers, and small percentages automatically mean small numbers.

This misconception is the reverse of Misconception #2. A figure such as 90% sounds impressively large, but if you have 90% of $5, that really isn’t too impressive, is it?
Words used to introduce numerical ideas:

Amount

Quantity

Sum

Total

Count

Tally
Words used to introduce percentage ideas:

Percent

Proportion

Fraction

Ratio

Incidence

Likelihood

Probability

Segment

Share
General Strategy: 

1. Determine whether the stimulus contains an argument or if it is only a set of factual statements.

2. If the stimulus contains an argument, identify the conclusion of the argument. If the stimulus contains a fact set, examine each fact.

3. Carefully read and identify the question stem. Do not assume that certain words are automatically associated with certain question types.

4. Prephrase: after reading the question stem, take a moment to mentally formulate your answer to the question stem.

5. Always read each of the five answer choices.

6. Separate the answer choices into Contenders and Losers. After you complete this process, review the Contenders and decide which answer is the correct one.

Must be TRUE / Most Supported Questions: 
Question Stems for this type of questions look like: 

“If the statements above are true...”

“The statements above, if true...”

“If the information above is correct...”

“...which one of the following must also be true?”

“...which one of the following conclusions can be properly drawn on the basis of it?”

“...most strongly support which one of the following?”

“Which one of the following can be properly inferred...”

Correct Answers: 

The correct answers generally restate some portion of the stimulus in different words. 

Sum of two or more stimulus statements.
Incorrect Answers: 

Could be true / Likely to be true answers. (Examine modifiers closely).

Exaggerated answers (stimulus states some, answer option says most.) 

New information (These are easy to identify after considering the scope)

Shell Game ( These answers will almost re-state the sentence but only change one vital word for which argument doesn’t state anything.)

Opposite answers ( These answer options are exactly opposite of what is stated)

Reverse answers (stimulus states: Many people have some type of security system in their home. Answer option reverses modifiers some and many).

Main Point Questions: 

This question type is subcategory of MUST BE TRUE questions.
Question Stems for this type of questions look like: 
“Which one of the following most accurately expresses the main

conclusion of the argument?”

“Which one of the following most accurately expresses the conclusion

of the journalist’s argument?”
“Which one of the following most accurately restates the main point of

the passage?”

“The main point of the argument is that”

This can also appear as Fill in the blank at the end: 

“Therefore, __________.”

“Hence, in the new century, the stability of a nation’s cultural identity

will likely __________.”

“Thus, in many cases, by criminals’ characterization of their

situations, __________.”

Notice the words therefore, thus which indicate that we must supply the conclusion.

Look at the clues revealing direction of the argument or author’s intent.
Correct Answers: 

MUST BE TRUE + Capture Main point of the argument. Generally correct answer is paraphrased conclusion.

Incorrect Answers: 
Do not represent author’s main point or re-state the premises. 

If required, use conclusion identification method.

Weaken the Argument Questions:
1. Focus on conclusion and premises of the argument.
2. Almost all correct responses for weaken the argument impact the conclusion.
3. Answer choices are accepted as given, even if they bring in new information. This is UNLIKE must be true / main point questions where we can eliminate the options if new information is present.

4. Following terms indicate that this is weaken the argument question: 

Weaken, attack, undermine, refute, argue against, call into question, cast doubt, challenge, damage, counter.

5. Question stem clearly indicates that we have to accept answer choices as true :

“Which one of the following, if true, ...”

6. Incorrect answers: Incorrect answers are either opposite answers (Strengthen or neutral ), Shell Game (In Weaken questions, the Shell Game is usually used to attack a conclusion that is similar to, but slightly different from, the one presented in the stimulus), Out of scope answers. 
7. Answer choice (E)  is a great place for the test makers to place  an attractive wrong answer because (E) is the last answer that a student will read, and the contents of (E) “reverberate” in the  test taker’s mind and begin to sound reasonable. In that same vein, answer choice (A)  is a great place to put the correct answer if the stimulus is exceedingly difficult to understand or if the  question stem is extremely unusual. Why? Because most test takers use the first answer choice in a difficult problem to get a handle on what they are reading and the type of answers they will  see. If a problem is tough, it can be difficult to immediately identify answer choice (A) as correct. Then, by the time they have read all five answers, they are prone to have forgotten the details of the first answer choice.

8. Never eliminate the answer just because it looks odd.
9. To weaken conditional conclusion, attack the necessary condition by showing that necessary condition need not occur for sufficient condition to occur.
10. Personalize the argument. 

Strengthen the argument / Justify the conclusion / Assumption Question:

In strengthen the argument questions the correct answer choice would support the argument slightly or greatly. In justify the conclusion questions when correct answer choice is added as additional premise then it supports the conclusion 100 %. Assumption is simply unstated premise.

Strengthen the argument:

1. Strengthen the argument question stem uses following words: 
Strengthen, support, helps, most justifies

2. Like weaken questions all the answer choices are assumed to be true even if they bring in some new information. Question stem indicates this by stating “ which of the following if true “

3. Find conclusion and premises. Most often there will be some gap of logic. Correct answer choice bridges that gap.

4. Incorrect answers are generally of three types: Opposite (those which either weaken the argument / neutral), Shell game (Support the conclusion which is similar to but not same as that mentioned in the argument) , Out of the scope answers.

5. Whenever argument is preceded by word “Advertisement: “then look out for flawed reasoning. Read it with suspicion. 
Justify the conclusion:

1. Identify the conclusion and premises of the argument.
2. Correct answer to this type of questions generally contains any new information that is used in conclusion and not present in premises. In addition, it does not contain information common to both premises and conclusion.

Assumption Questions:

1. In terms of sufficient and necessary conditions, relationship of assumption and conclusion can be shown as: 

If conclusion is true then assumption must be true. 

Conclusion  ( Assumption

Contra- positive of above statement gives us what we call “Denial Test”. 

(~ Assumption) (  (~Conclusion)

Thus if assumption is negated, argument breaks.

2. Various possible question stems for assumption questions are: 
“Which one of the following is an assumption required by the argument

above?”

“Which one of the following is an assumption upon which the argument

depends?”

“The argument assumes which one of the following?”

“The conclusion in the passage above relies on which one of the

following assumptions?”

“The position taken above presupposes which one of the following?”

“The conclusion cited does not follow unless”

3. Most useful strategy on assumption questions is: First, narrow down to as many answer options as you can. Then use assumption negation technique. Negate the remaining options to choose the correct one. Correct answer should break the argument on negation. 
While negating the statements it is important to understand logical opposite and polar opposite. 

E.g. I went to beach everyday last week.  
Logical Negation: I did not go to beach everyday last week.  This means that there exists at least one day on which I did not go to beach last week.

Polar opposite: 


I did not go to beach any day last week. 

Negating conditional statements: 

Statement: If A occurs then B occurs. A ( B 

Logical Negation: If A occurs then B does not occur.  A( ~B

Only one answer hurts the argument on negation. If two or more options are found to hurt the argument then you have dinged the question, go back and re-check.

4. If answer choice contains “at least one”, “at least some” then it is highly likely that that answer choice is correct. Use negation “none” to verify the validity of the answer choice. If the answer choice is either restatement or paraphrased statement from the stimulus it is ALWAYS wrong and can be eliminated. 
5. Assumptions play two roles: 
Supporter Assumption: These assumptions link together new or rogue elements in the stimulus or fill logical gaps in the argument.

Defender Assumption: These assumptions contain statements that eliminate ideas  or assertions that would undermine the conclusion. In this sense, they “defend” the argument by showing that a possible avenue of attack has been eliminated

(assumed not to exist). (I’m not aware whether this type comes on GMAT, but on LSAT it is seen as tough one).
Resolve the Paradox Questions: 
1. Stimulus will not contain any conclusion. It will only contain contradictory facts. 

2. Here are few words in the stimulus that indicate paradox: 

But, However, Yet, Although, Paradoxically, Surprisingly.
3. Question stem generally contains following words: Resolve Paradox, Explain Discrepancy, Reconcile contradiction / conflict / puzzle. 

4. Question stem clearly states that answer options are to be taken as true by using language such as “following if true..”. This means that answer options are also allowed to bring in some new information. 

5. Active resolution of paradox: Paradox could also get resolved if one of the contradictory facts stated in the stimulus is shown to be false. But this type of resolution would be very easy and that is not expected. Correct answer choice often allows both the contradictory facts in stimulus to be true either by adding some additional piece of information or by showing that two situations can co-exist.
6. I find these questions very easy. Take 10 sec to understand the paradox and use POE. 

Method of Reasoning: 

1. Question stem for this type of questions look like:

“The method of the argument is to”

“The argument proceeds by”

“The argument derives its conclusion by”

“Which one of the following describes the technique of reasoning used

above?”

“Which one of the following is an argumentative strategy employed in

the argument?”

“The argument employs which one of the following reasoning

techniques?”

“Aiesha responds to Adam’s argument by”

2. Examine the structure of argument before proceeding to answer choices. Prephrasing on this type of questions mostly doesn’t work. Use POE.
3. Method of Reasoning- Argument Part questions: These questions essentially ask you what role a part of argument plays in the argument. (This is very similar to Bold Face Question). Question stems for this type of questions look like: 
“The claim that inventors sometimes serve as their own engineers plays

which one of the following roles in the argument?”

“The statement ‘thinking machines closely modeled on the brain are also

likely to fail’ serves which one of the following roles in Yang’s argument?”

“The assertion that a later artist tampered with Veronese’s painting serves which one of the following functions in the curator’s argument?”

4. Always be careful, there are half correct-half wrong answer choices. 
Flaw in the Reasoning Questions:
1. Question stem for this type of questions look like: 

“Which one of the following most accurately describes a flaw in the

argument’s reasoning?”

“The reasoning in the argument is most vulnerable to criticism on the

ground that the argument”

“The reasoning above is flawed because it fails to recognize that”

“A questionable aspect of the reasoning above is that it”

“The reasoning in the argument is fallacious because the argument”
2. Refer to the section common errors and most of the answer choices will be either of these.
3. Again pre-phrasing + POE is best strategy for these questions.
I have not covered Parallel reasoning and Point at Issue Questions as they don’t appear on GMAT. 
Bold Face Questions:
(These are few tips collected from scoretop)

The fine folks at ETS (“Creating Access to Graduate Business Education”) bring you the final frontier in verbal testing: the GMAT bold-faced critical reasoning question—the last hurdle between you and the 700+ score you so richly deserve. But these questions seem to cause a lot of anxiety among test-takers and test-takers-to-be. Why? I think that it is because these questions are strange and uncharted. Approaching the BF question is a bit like trying to read Dostoevsky, in Russian, while stumbling around in the dark, in a room full of holes. It’s disorienting and confusing and generally unpleasant. There are no clear references and no decent guides. We fear the unknown. We try to avoid what we do not understand. But given our common goal, let’s get to know the BF question. Let’s come to understand it. If we know it and understand it, then we can kill it.
 
When you see one of these questions in your actual GMAT, the first thing you should do is congratulate yourself on having done well enough to have brought the BF challenge upon yourself in the first place. In the final analysis NOT getting a BF question or two during the exam is definitely WORSE than getting them. So, you’re already doing something right. The key is to use what you know to split the answer choices. Here’s my approach:
 
(1)    Read the argument. Read it quickly, as you ask yourself, “What’s the point here?” 
 
(2)    Identify the Main Conclusion. You’ve got to identify the main conclusion to proceed—the main conclusion is your “port of entry” into the BF question. So, find main conclusion as quickly as possible and note whether it is one of the bolded phrases.
 
(3)    Go directly to the answer choices. Do not, I repeat DO NOT, spend any time trying to figure out what roles the bolded phrases play within the argument without some idea of the terms that are being offered in the answer choices. It’s a waste of precious time.
 
IF the main conclusion IS one of the bolded phrases, then find the answer choices that offer that option for the respective bolded phrase (first or second). A significant number of BF questions can be answered correctly with this information ALONE. If there is only one choice that matches up with the bolded main conclusion then you’re done. Mark it and move on. 

Otherwise…
 
-Have a quick look through the choices to discover what the terms in play (see below). 
(4)    Return to the argument and determine the relationship between each bolded phrase and the argument’s main conclusion. Do they basically agree with the conclusion of the argument? Does one but not the other? Neither? What other relationships occur to you?
 
(5)    Return to the answer choices and use these relationships to discard at least two and probably three choices. Let’s have a review of key terms:
 
  Main Conclusion—a summary of the argument’s primary position;
  Intermediate Conclusion—a position utilized by the argument as a stepping stone in order to advance toward the main conclusion;
  Premise—a theory or proposition upon which an argument is based or from which a conclusion is drawn;
  Fact—information generally believed to be true OR known to be true—usually advanced as evidence to support a premise;
  Evidence—specific type of fact offered in support of a theory or premise;
  Context—a frame of reference of value in the interpretation of aspects of an argument or the argument’s components;
  Consideration—a factor (fact) to be taken into account in forming a judgment or decision;
  Position—a point of view or attitude about an issue or question;
  Assumption—a position or belief that is taken to be true, without proof;
  Principle—a basic or essential truth (stronger and broader than a fact).
  Judgment—an opinion formed from a consideration of the facts.
 
(6)    Now, take each of the remaining choices one by one, matching similar parts of each answer choice to their respective BF phrase, then discriminate between the dissimilar parts of each answer choice and their respective BF phrase. That should take you the rest of the way home.
 
Lets’s face a typical BF CR question:

 “Environmental organizations want to preserve the land surrounding the Wilgrinn Wilderness Area from residential development. They plan to do this by purchasing that land from the farmers who own it. That plan is ill-conceived: if the farmers did sell their land, they would sell it to the highest bidder, and developers would outbid any other bidders. On the other hand, these farmers will never actually sell any of the land, provided that farming it remains viable. But farming will not remain viable if the farms are left unmodernized, and most of the farmers lack the financial resources modernization requires. And that is exactly why a more sensible preservation strategy would be to assist the farmers to modernize their farms to the extent needed to maintain viability.”
 

In the argument as a whole, the two boldface proportions play which of the following roles?

 

A. The first presents a goal that the argument rejects as ill-conceived; the second is evidence that is presented as grounds for that rejection.

B. The first presents a goal that the argument concludes cannot be attained; the second is a reason offered in support of that conclusion.

C. The first presents a goal that the argument concludes can be attained; the second is a judgment disputing that conclusion.

D. The first presents a goal, strategies for achieving which are being evaluated in the argument; the second is a judgment providing a basis for the argument’s advocacy of a particular strategy.

E. The first presents a goal that the argument endorses; the second presents a situation that the argument contends must be changed if that goal is to be met in the foreseeable future.

 
 
Main Conclusion:  “A more sensible preservation strategy would be to assist the farmers to modernize their farms to the extent needed to maintain viability.” So, we didn’t luck out and get the answer just by having identified the main conclusion. No problem.
 
Terms in play:  
 
A.      (1) A goal (that the argument rejects)
(2) Evidence (as grounds for the rejection)
B.      (1) A goal (that the argument judges as unattainable)
(2) Grounds (support for that judgment)
C.      (1) A goal (that the argument judges as attainable)
(2) A refutation (of that judgment)
D.      (1) A goal (with the strategies for attainment in question in the argument)
(2) Reasoning (for supporting ONE of the noted strategies)
E.      (1) A goal (endorsed by the argument)
(2) A factor (effecting the timely attainment of that goal)
 
Back to the Bold-Faced phrases to determine their relationship to the main conclusion:  
 
BF 1: Preservation of the Wilgrinn land (that’s a goal) => The plan is ill-conceived (not the goal, but the plan) => So, the goal is preservation of the land (First BF) and that’s also part of the main conclusion => First BF is a goal with which the argument basically agrees  => A and B are gone.  
 
BF 2: Doesn’t really relate to the main conclusion, so
 
Return to the answer choices and consider second BF description in remaining choices—C,  D, and E => E implies that the argument suggests changing the approach to a goal; it says nothing about changing a situation of any sort => E is gone. That leaves us with C and D.
 
Read Choice C in its entirety:  
 
(1) Says the first BF presents a goal that the argument concludes can be attanined. Not exactly—the argument actually concludes that a different strategy is needed to attain the goal, not simply that the goal is attainable (so this part of this choice doesn’t match the argument).
 
(2) Says the second BF in the argument is a judgment disputing whether the goal can be attained. NO, definitely not—the second BF in the argument suggests a reason why one strategy won’t succeed, but has  nothing to do with whether the goal can be attained (this part of this choice doesn’t match the argument, at all) => C is gone.
 
Now look at the remaining choice, to make sure it fits:
 
(1) Goal, strategies for achieving under consideration (YES).
 
(2) basis (judgement) for supporting an alternative to the earlier plan aimed at achieving the same goal—preservation of Wilgrinn land (YES).
 
Done—mark it and move on. That’s it.
Let’ know some basic terms to ace the BF CRs of GMAT:

 
Principle: something fundamental that we do not question. This would be somewhat stronger than a fact because it is not specific to a limited number of cases but instead, apply to a broader range of scenarios (and often deeper in meaning). For instance, you will not talk about the principle that crime is increasing in large cities. Instead, it is a fact which applies to large cities. However, you will talk about the principles of Physics or the fundamental principles of Human Rights. Principles convey a stronger connotation than mere facts. 

Fact: something taken as true at face value (stats, historical events) 

Evidence: what is used to support a conclusion (examples, stats, historical events). Although these may include facts, it is usually stronger than facts because they are direct elements needed for the conclusion to stand whereas facts are not necessary for the latter to stand 

Pre-evidence: This is a bit of a stretch. It will not often be on the test but it seems very similar to "background" information as described below. 

Background: Elements needed to put the evidence into context but which, as stand alone pieces of information, might not constitute what is called an evidence necessary to arrive at a conclusion. For instance, blood tests performed on one thousand persons may reveal that 35% of those persons were HIV infected. However, the background information could be that the test was performed in more under-informed regions of the world where AIDS knowledge is at a minimum. As you can see, the fact that the test was performed in more under-informed regions is not in and of itself an evidence because it does not allow us to come to a conclusion. Instead, the 35% stats, as a stand-alone piece of info, is what will lead us to the conclusion we want. However, the background info is also crucial and cannot be omitted; it is required background info. 

Consideration: Something which was taken into account or given some thought before arriving at the conclusion. 

Premise: For GMAT purpose, Premise and Evidence are the same.

Assumption: Unstated information which will link the argument to a logical conclusion. Without this, the argument falls apart. 

 Inference: Something that might not be explicitly stated or proved. For instance, you may say that 95% of GMAT test-takers have over 340. We can reasonably infer that Anthony will get more than 340 on his GMAT based on the fact given. 

Argument: Central to every CR question is the argument. An argument is an ordered line of reasoning composed of premises, assumptions, and a conclusion. Understanding the elements of an argument is essential to performing well in this section. 

 Conclusion:
The conclusion is the endpoint of the line of reasoning of an argument. Think of it as the result of the argument. The line of reasoning leading to a conclusion is often where errors in logic are made.  Conclusion can be defined as the last deduction or claim 


One of the new question types in GMAT CAT is the bolded question in Critical Reasoning Section. In such argument, one or two sentences in stimulus are bolded. A sample question looks like this.

The question following requires you to identify the logical relationship between the boldfaced sentences, or how it relates to a particular position (the author agree or disagree).

Boldface question is totally new on computer-based test, but is easy to tackle. All you have to do is to understand the argument: identify the conclusion, evidence, and the reasoning from evidence to conclusion. Sometime, you are required to critique the validity of the argument. 

BF CRs Wrap-Up:

1. Identify the conclusion. Ask yourself what the conclusion is, what the author trying to prove, or what the author’s main point is. 

2. Look for the evidence that the author uses to support or argue against a position.

3. Search for argument indicator to determine the relationship between evidence and conclusion.

Conclusion Indicators
	So
	thus
	therefore
	as a result

	consequently
	accordingly
	hence
	imply

	conclude that
	follows that
	means that
	infer that


Premise Indicators
	because
	since
	for
	as

	If
	assume
	suppose
	evidence

	on the basis of
	the reason is that
	may be derived from
	in that


Counter-evidence Indicators
	actually
	despite
	admittedly
	except

	even though
	nonetheless
	nevertheless
	although

	however
	In spite of
	do
	may


