· Every verbal section will have 10-14 CR questions
· Parts of a CR question: Stimulus, Question Stem , Options
· Reading a CR question: Read in the order given – stimulus (understand the situation), Question stem followed by all options. May be you can just glance to know what kind of question- as that will help you decide the approach for every different type of question
· CRITICAL REASONING PRIMARY OBJECTIVES: Certain determinations which need to be made when you read a CR Question.
1. Find whether the stimulus is an argument or fact?
2. If the Stimulus is an argument, what is its conclusion?
3. If the Stimulus is an argument, is it a strong or a weak argument?
4. Read Stimulus closely, precisely, don’t generalize
5. Read and identify question stem carefully. Don’t assume by spotting certain words!
6. Prephrase- after reading stimulus and question stem for a moment, try to prephrase – quickly speculate what the correct option might be.
7. Always read all answer choices. 
8. Keep marking options as contenders or losers. Then compare contenders.
9. If you ended up marking all options as losers, read and reevaluate the argument.
Stimulus
· Quick Background analysis: What is the passage about? What is the author saying?
· READ CLOSELY (Questions trap by small nitpicky variations in phrasing) and PROACTIVELY 
· Topics: topic shouldn’t matter- it is the structural relationship within the stimulus that’s important
I. Find whether the stimulus is an argument or fact?
· Argument vs. Fact: Argument is a set of statements in which one statement follows from others. An argument stimulus will always have two parts: Reasons/background/justification – called PREMISES- and CONCLUSION
· A fact set is just a collection of statements without a conclusion - Assertions without any judgment.
· An argument causes strong reaction in a reader- agreeing/disagreeing etc. but a fact set doesn’t produce any strong reactions, since there is no persuasion being used.
· An argument has premises AND Conclusion both. A Fact set is just facts.
· 75 % of GMAT CR stimuli are arguments, 25 % fact sets
II. If the stimulus is an Argument, what is its conclusion?
· Conclusion has to be identified before reading question stem!
	Argument: Premises and Conclusion:
· Premises are set of facts/proposition/statements from which a conclusion is made.
Premise is basically reason/justification/evidence author gives you to persuade you to believe the conclusion he has made/going to make
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 is a statement that follows from one or more reasons (premises)
Conclusion is what the author wants you to believe- what the whole argument is about!
Conclusion Indicators: Thus, therefore, hence, so, consequently, as a result, accordingly, clearly, must be that, shows that, conclude that, follows that, for this reason

What is to be believed:  Conclusion		Why is it to be believed: Premises
Look for indicators, but they are not a must to be present in an argument.
· Conclusions are mostly claims/opinions.
· Premise and conclusion can be in any order. Order of presentation has no effect on argument’s logical structure. Conclusion can appear in beginning, middle or end.
· Sometimes, a conclusion and premise indicator are put back to back to confuse you –“therefore, since….” This will first have a premise, and then have a conclusion.

· Additional Premise: Author introduces more supporting reasons, facts for us to believe conclusion – e.g. use of words like furthermore, additionally, moreover, besides, in addition, what’s more etc. Additional proof is offered.
· Counter Premise: When an author himself brings up an idea counter to the conclusion of argument. Why will he do that? To provide justification for a possible objection in advance, or a previously raised point. Indicators: But, yet, however, On the other hand, admittedly, in contrast, although, even though, still, whereas, in spite of, despite, after all

· Conclusion: If without conclusion indicators: Fit in the premise – conclusion structure – “because…….., we can conclude that …………….” the structure which makes logical sense will tell which part of the argument is conclusion and which is premise.

· Complex Arguments 
More than one conclusion -:  One premise gives one conclusion (sub conclusion) - which acts as a premise for main conclusion. Trap: Main conclusion is placed in the beginning and sub conclusion is placed in the end with a conclusion indicator
Two speaker stimuli: Mostly the two speakers disagree.
A Common construction: “some people claim….. However, ……………” Introduce an idea, and immediately disagree with it
· What is an inference?  Something that MUST BE TRUE on the basis of the argument
· What is an assumption? Something that MUST BE TRUE for the argument to be true. A for granted, unstated premise
An assumption is before the argument, an inference is after it. All arguments will have certain inferences and certain assumptions

III. If the stimulus is an argument, is it a strong or a weak argument? 
		How strongly is the author proving his point? Or, how strongly and sufficiently are the premises 	leading to the conclusion?
IV. Read closely, precisely. Don’t generalize.
· Many arguments will contain words which are quantity indicators: all/every/most/some/few/not all/several and probability indicators: must/will/could/always/rarely/essentially. Read closely for them to avoid generalizing
· Boundary Words: which narrow the scope of the argument. E.g. the %age of literate adults has increased. %age/literate/ adults narrow the scope of subject of the sentence. GMAT Trap of %age in stimulus and number in answer choice and vice versa
· Extreme Words: always, never, all, none- open the argument’s scope to cover or not cover a lot! E.g. sugar is never healthy.
· Good GMAT arguments rarely contain extreme words! Even in answer choices extreme words would more often than not be wrong.
Question Stem
Explains what is to be done after reading the stimulus –can be many things, depending on which the question stem can be of following different types.
V. Read and identify question stem carefully. Don’t assume by spotting certain words! (e.g. support – what? Which option supports the argument or which option does the argument support- will lead to two different answers)
Read carefully to see if the question stem is directing you to focus on a particular part of argument.
If an answer choice has extreme words, think of extreme examples to evaluate them. 
An extreme word in answer choice like always, never, all should have explicit support in the argument.

· 3 CR Families, 10 CR Types:

Family 1: Must be/Prove Family
1. Must be True/ most supported: What option must be true/is most supported on basis of premises?
· Mostly such a question will not have a conclusion in the stimulus.
2. Main point: What is the main point/conclusion of the argument?
· Mostly such a question will not have a conclusion in the stimulus
3. Method of reasoning: What is the technique of reasoning used in the argument?
4. Flaw in the reasoning: Which option describes why is the argument wrong?
5. Parallel reasoning: Which option has an argument which is parallel in logic to the stimulus?

· In this family, the premises are sacrosanct and accepted as they are. No additional information can be brought in.
· Options are under suspicion. 
· Any option that brings into picture any information which is not directly stated or appears as a combination of items in the stimulus will be wrong.  E.g. any option in must be true question which talks of something not mentioned at all in the stimulus will be wrong.

Family 2: Help Family
6. Assumption:  What is the author assuming? What assumption is required for argument to be valid?
7. Strengthen/support: Which option strengthens/supports the argument?
8. Resolve the paradox: What option can help solve discrepancy given in the argument?
· Mostly such a question will not have a conclusion in the stimulus.

· In this family, premises are the one which is under suspicion. There would be some reasoning errors or logical gaps/leaps
· Premises need help, and the option which can help them the most is correct.
· Options here can therefore being into picture information which is new and not mentioned in the premises. 
Which of the following, if true, helps most to explain the viewpoint in the argument? : This is a resolve the paradox type question and not strengthen type.  There is a discrepancy that needs explanation.

Family 3: Hurt Family
9. Weaken: What weakens/undermines the argument?
· In this family also, premises are the one which is under suspicion. There would be some reasoning errors or logical gaps/leaps
· Premises need to be attacked further, and the option which can attack them the most is correct.
· Options here can therefore being into picture information which is new and not mentioned in the premises. 

10. Evaluate the argument: What option can give you data that can help you evaluate the argument?


· Except/least in the question stem: reverts the question. E.g. each of the following strengthen, except- would mean that out of five options, the four incorrect ones strengthen, but the correct option doesn’t strengthen. To solve except questions- put a ‘NOT’ in front of type- so it becomes- which of the following DOES NOT STRENGTHEN.  (Don’t mistake ‘weaken except’ to mean strengthen!)
Least is to be taken care of similarly – correct option will not strengthen/weaken etc.

VI. 	Prephrase- after reading stimulus and question stem, for a moment, try to prephrase – quickly speculate what the correct option might be.
Answer Choices
Note that say one correct option will strengthen, others will do logical opposite – will NOT STRENGTHEN (not weakens)
VII. 	Always read all answer choices. 
Since you have to select the BEST answer from options- do read all options. Test makers trap by placing a highly attractive wrong answer right before the right answer.

VIII. 	Keep marking options as contenders or losers. Then compare contenders.
IX. 	If you ended up marking all options as losers, read and reevaluate the argument.


Question type 1: Must Be True
‘Which of the following... must be true? Is most strongly supported? Can be inferred?’
Correct answer choices:
· Paraphrase of any part of the stimulus – might seem too obvious to be correct. Don’t be trapped. Don’t think that the test makers won’t simply change the language. They will!
· Combination: Logical consequence of any part or combination of parts of stimulus.

· Fact Test: Correct answer to a Must Be True type question can always be proven by referring to facts in the stimulus.
· Mostly doesn’t have a conclusion, might have in some cases.
· Outside information not to be brought in- anything not mentioned or concluded from stimulus is wrong, even if it could be true.
· PO 4 very important in Must Be True Questions – Don’t generalize- read carefully- look out for modifiers, indicators. Details are all that the test makers have to test you on in this question type!
· If stimulus has broad scope indicators- many, could, some etc. then it encompasses many different possibilities. Words like must, none, all indicate narrow scope.
· If most modifiers are not absolute in stimulus, answer choices with absolute modifiers will mostly be wrong. E.g. if stimulus talks of ‘many diseases’ answer choice talking of ‘all diseases’ is highly suspect.
· ‘Many’ doesn’t mean ‘Not all’. e.g. many dancers came doesn’t mean some dancers didn’t come. All answers could or couldn’t have come. Beware of such assumptions! Many doesn’t mean most either.
· Be careful of many/most/some/only etc. in both stimulus and answer choices. This is what distinguishes right answer from wrong answer.
· ‘Often’ doesn’t mean ‘most', it means frequently; more often than not will mean most.
Incorrect Answer Choices:
· Could be true/likely to be true: Nothing demonstrably wrong, but cannot be fully supported by only the facts given in the stimulus- Fail the Fact Test.
· Exaggerated Answers: Overstretching the information from the stimulus. E.g. exaggerating some to most, likely to will!
· New information answers: information outside argument’s scope. Be careful that the information appearing to be new is not an indirect consequence of the argument.
· Shell Game: Stimulus raises an idea or concept and Answer choice has a similar idea, changed a little. Switching terms like government spending switched as government plans.
· Opposite Answers: completely opposite of stated facts, or what can be concluded. 
· Reverse Answer: Many people have some mangoes. Reversed to – some people have many mangoes
If the stimulus is a Fact Set, or where author repeats someone else’s assertions/opinions and never makes a judgment of his own, then any option making an opinionated assertion without reference to opinions of stimulus can be straight away rejected.

Question Type 2: Main Point Question
‘Which of the following….main point? Primary conclusion of the argument?’
· Subcategory of must be true questions
Correct Answer Choice:
· Right answer choice is true, and in addition, is the main point of the author’s argument 
· The conclusion doesn’t require you to make any other assumption, even tiny ones!
· Answer would be a rephrasing of the conclusion of the argument. This conclusion is not essentially in the beginning of the sentence. Trap: Wrong answer which is a paraphrase of the last statement. 
Incorrect answer types:
· True but not the main point
· Repetition of premises of the argument: is true as per the argument, but is not the main point

· Paraphrased answers are always correct in Must be True Questions. Answers which are paraphrase of Conclusion of the argument are correct in Main Point Questions.
· Isolate the conclusion of the stimulus argument and then look for a paraphrase of this conclusion.
· Main point questions will normally lack conclusion indicators. Be prepared to use conclusion identification method (fitting parts of argument into the structure – because ….., we can conclude that…). There might be two conclusions (sub- and main) 

Question Type 3: Weaken Question
‘Which of the following.. weaken/undermine/challenge/refute/damage/counter..?’
Most frequently occurring GMAT CR question type
· Stimulus will be an argument, and it will always have a conclusion. Isolate and assess this conclusion, so as to be able to attack it. The key is to attack the conclusion.
· Argument will mostly have reasoning errors/gaps- Read carefully.
· Strong prephrasing possible. Speculate in your head possible answers before reading answer choices
· Answer choice CAN have new/external/out of stimulus’ scope information – they have to be accepted as true
· You don’t need to find an answer that destroys the argument completely – just one that WEAKENS/UNDERMINES it.
Correct answer choice 
· Will make the author reconsider, or force him to respond.
· Will attack argument by:
· Attacking premise- rarely an answer choice, mostly only when premise is a sub conclusion
· Attacking conclusion – not simply contradicting, but undermining it by showing that it fails to consider some possibility- Shows that conclusions doesn’t follow from premises, even if premises are true.
· Answers that weaken conclusion will ATTACK ASSUMPTIONS behind the author’s argument.
Keys:
1. Don’t worry about the premises- focus on conclusion and find holes in the way the author has come to that conclusion.
2. Personalize the argument – if you are to challenge the author in a conversation, which option will you use?

· Stimulus will mostly have an error of assumption- will fail to account for some possibility, or will leave out some key piece of information. 
· Correct answer choice will not require large logical leaps to be correct.
Most common errors/holes in the stimulus argument:
· Incomplete information- author fails to consider all possibilities/ relies upon incomplete evidence.  Correct answer choice will bring up new possibility or information.
· Improper comparison – Author compares two or more different objects
· Qualified conclusion – Conclusion is not all inclusive – is limited in application and hence open to attack
Incorrect answer choice:
Opposite Answer: Strengthens instead of weaken
Shell Game Answer: Presents an idea similar to one in stimulus, but changed to be wrong
Out of Scope Answer: Misses the main point, raise unrelated/tangential issues- no tie to the conclusion- does bring in language from the conclusion, but doesn’t weaken it.
Answer Choice E is often used as a trap to put a highly attractive wrong answer. Reason is that if none of the 4 previous choices have jumped put as correct answer, you will be prone to choose E towards the end! Mostly Shell Game answers, which are wrong but appear true if you miss slight detail! Similarly, A is a trap answer choice if stimulus is difficult, as to get a hang of the stimulus; you usually tend to depend on reading first answer choice, and sub consciously believing it to be true! Beware!
Can be made more complicated by argument/counter argument kind of structure- two opposite points of view. Identify first which is the conclusion from author’s point of view.
CAUSE AND EFFECT: Causality in GMAT
Cause and Effect relationship form the basis of many Weaken, Strengthen, Flaw and Method CR Questions – Most tested logical concept in GMAT
Causality explains why something happened. When one event causes another. Cause happens before.
In GMAT most such conclusions are wrong because there are alternate explanations. Another cause caused the effect, third event caused both these events, situation is actually reversed, events are related but not causally, or the relation is just by chance- random.
How to recognize? When one event makes the other occur. Indicators like – caused by, leads to, because of, responsible for, reason for, induced by, promoted by, determined by, produced by, product of, played a role in, was a factor in, is an effect of.
Causality may be present in stimulus in two ways:  premises, or conclusion. If causality is in premises, the argument is not likely to have reasoning errors. If causality is in conclusion, it is likely that the conclusion is flawed.
Why will causal relationships occur? When one event occurs before the other, or when two events occur simultaneously, it is often assumed that one event caused the other.
Central Assumption of Causal Relationships:
· Stated cause is the only possible cause of the effect. No other causes can create the same effect.
· Whenever the cause will occur, effect will occur
How to attack weaken questions with cause- effect relationship:
· Find an alternate cause for the effect
· Show that even when cause occurred, effect didn’t occur
· Show that even when effect occurred, cause didn’t occur
· Show that stated relationship is actually reverse- cause is effect and effect is cause
· Show that the statistical data used to draw the conclusion itself is wrong

The unemployment rate in the city jumped from 5 % to 9% last month.  Therefore the local economy is in trouble.
The city has a large university that graduated 20000 students last month. Does this weaken?
Yes, as this provides as alternate reason for increased unemployment. Here we are assuming:  a significant number of students stayed in the local area, and that not all of these graduates were immediately employed.
Remember, On Strengthen/ Weaken problem you need to interpret the statements is the MOST PROBABLE or MOST REASONABLE or COMMON SENSE way. 
Use INTUITIVE THINKING
Make COMMON SENSE Assumptions: Interpret in Most probable, real word kind of way
Overall Argument much more important than details
Q. In Morigia the average age of cars that are still in use has historically been seven years, but now it is nearly nine years. Car manufacturers claim that the current poor economy has forced people to put off buying new cars, and thus when the economy improves, the average age of cars will return to former levels.
Which of the following, if true, most seriously calls into question the car manufacturers' prediction?
(A) Fewer cars per year are now being manufactured in Morigia than were being manufactured there five years ago.
(B) When the threat of job loss is particularly strong, people are reluctant to commit themselves to expensive purchases.
(C) The older a car is, the greater the amount of upkeep it requires.
(D) The air-pollution control devices now being used in cars manufactured in Morigia cost less than those that were used seven years ago.
(E) Most people in Morigia now believe that replacing an old car with a new one has very undesirable ecological consequences. 

People are buying older cars on average. Manufacturers are saying that bad economy is the reason.
B actually strengthens.
C is a reason not to drive older cars, but people are still driving it. so the pros and cons of driving older cars is sort of irrelevant.
Answer: E
Q, Kernland imposes a high tariff on the export of unprocessed cashew nuts in order to ensure that the nuts are sold to domestic processing plants. If the tariff were lifted and unprocessed cashews were sold at world market prices, more farmers could profit by
growing cashews. However, since all the processing plants are in urban areas, removing the tariff would seriously hamper the government’s effort to reduce urban unemployment over the next five years. Which of the following, if true, most seriously weakens the argument?
A. Some of the by-products of processing cashews are used for manufacturing paints and plastics.
B. Other countries in which cashews are processed subsidize their processing plants.
C. More people in Kernland are engaged in farming cashews than in processing them.
D. Buying unprocessed cashews at lower than world market prices enables cashew processors in Kernland to sell processed nuts at competitive prices.
E. A lack of profitable crops is driving an increasing number of small farmers in Kernland off their land and into the cities.

If the tariff were removed, more farmers could profit but you couldn’t employ as many people as processing industry now employs. 

Temporarily don’t think about whether it is strengthen or weaken and just evaluate the choices by themselves
E many of the farmers will be unemployed when they get to the cities (most probable interpretation). So if this is true then removing a  tariff would mean that farmers will make profit, fewer will move to the city – less unemployment.
Answer: E
Northern Air has dozens of flights daily into and out of Belleville Airport, which is highly congested. Northern Air depends for its success on economy and quick turnaround and consequently is planning to replace its large planes with Skybuses, whose novel aerodynamic design is extremely fuel efficient. The Skybus’s fuel efficiency results in both lower fuel costs and reduced time spent refueling.

Q. Which of the following, if true, could present the most serious disadvantage for Northern Air in replacing their large planes with Skybuses?

(A) The Skybus would enable Northern Air to schedule direct flights to destinations that currently require stops for refueling.
(B) Aviation fuel is projected to decline in price over the next several years.
(C) The fuel efficiency of the Skybus would enable Northern Air to eliminate refueling at some of its destinations, but several mechanics would lose their jobs.
(D) None of Northern Air’s competitors that use Belleville Airport are considering buying Skybuses.
(E) The aerodynamic design of the Skybus causes turbulence behind it when taking off that forces other planes on the runway to delay their takeoffs.

We have to find whether the planes will get off the runway faster/ slower and more costly/ less costly.
A and C strengthen. B and D neutral.
Question Type 4: Strengthen Question
Which of the following strengthens/ supports/ most justifies/ helps…
· Ask to support conclusion/argument in any way- answer can support in a minor or major way!
· Stimulus will always be an argument- since you can only strengthen a conclusion, not a fact set. Identify, isolate and assess the premises and conclusion.
· Focus on conclusion.
· Information in stimulus is suspect. Reasoning errors are present which can be corrected by answer choice.
· Strong prephrases possible
· Answer choices can bring new information which is not present in stimulus.
· While an assumption is necessary to the argument, a strengthen answer might not be essential for the argument to be true.
· The correct answer will , at least somewhat, venture outside the scope of the immediate argument (i.e. introduce something new)
How to strengthen?
· Identify the conclusion – your answer choice should help the author and his conclusion
· Personalize the argument- place yourself inside the situation and think how you will react.
· Look for weaknesses in the argument – any gap, hole- that is tailor made to be eliminated as a correct strengthen answer. 
· An answer that highlights an assumption of the author will also strengthen the author’s conclusion
· If the argument stimulus talks of a survey, poll- any answer choice which highlights its soundness or establishes its credibility will be correct.
· Correct answer can strengthen just a little or a lot!


Correct answer will strengthen by:
· Fixing a weakness of the conclusion
· Validate an assumption made by argument
· Introduce additional supporting evidence
Incorrect answer types:
· Opposite answers: Weaken
· Shell Game answers: idea form stimulus altered a little to be wrong
· Out of scope answer: miss the point/conclusion
Whenever a stimulus starts with word ‘Advertisement:’ it will have flawed logic. Be prepared to look out for the gap and address that.
Causality and Strengthen Question
· Eliminate alternate causes
· Show that when the cause occurs, effect occurs
· Show that when the effect is there, cause has occurred
· Show that reverse is not true
· Show that statistical data behind the cause effect conclusion is correct
· Show that when cause doesn’t occur, effect doesn’t occur
In StrnegthenX questions, correct answer choice will mostly have no effect on the argument, or will be out of scope. Be cautious sometimes the answer choice which strengthens the argument is wrongly selected if it strengthens by eliminating an alternate cause which doesn’t occur in stimulus. There is tendency to think that it is out of scope and doesn’t strengthen. E.g. in a question that argues that amphibian population is decreasing because of ozone depletion, an answer choice that their natural habitat is not depleting is not out of scope- but strengthening by eliminating alternate cause of fall in population
BEST APPROACH: SIMPLIFY THE ARGUMENT INTO 1-2 STATEMENTS, and apply choice ONLY to simplified argument. Many choices that seemed relevant otherwise will now not be relevant!
Q. Excavation of the ancient city of Kourion on the island of Cyprus revealed a pattern of debris and collapsed buildings typical of towns devestated by earthquakes. Archaeologists have hypothesized that the destruction was due to a major earthquake known to have occured near the island in A.D. 365. Which of the following, if true, most strongly supports the archaeologists' hypothesis?
(A) Bronze ceremonial drinking vessals that are often found in graves dating from years preceding and following A.D. 365 were also found in several graves near Kourion.
(B) No coins minted after A.D. 365 were foundin Kourion, but coins minted before that year were found in abundance
(C) Most modern histories of Cyprus mention that an earthquake occured near the island in A.D. 365.
(D) Several small statues carved in styles current in Cyprus in the century between A.D. 300 and 400 were found in Kourion.
(E) Stone inscriptions in a form of the Greek alphabet that was definitely used in Cyrpus after A.D. 365 were found in Kourion

Simplified: an earthquake destroyed city. The earthquake happened in year 365. C says that the earthquake happened – that doesn’t strengthen, this is already known to have occurred from the question stem. Reiterate something that is already known – DOES NOT strengthen.

 B pinpoints the date at year 365. Correct.

Question Type 5: Assumption Question
Which of the following is an assumption must for the argument to hold true?
· Answer is a presupposition- a statement that is a must if the argument is true. Without that assumption, argument falls apart- it is an unstated premise. You ABSOLUTELY NEED an assumption. If you don’t have an assumption, then the argument dies.
· Are a variation of strengthen question
· Stimulus will always be an argument- since you can only strengthen a conclusion, not a fact set. Identify, isolate and assess the premises and conclusion
· Focus on conclusion
· Information in stimulus is suspect. Reasoning errors are present which can be corrected by answer choice.
· Strong prephrases possible
· Answer choices can bring new information which is not present in stimulus.
· Assumptions are NECESSARY for the argument – author relies upon it, and is fully committed to it.
· Assumptions are NEVER stated in the argument – if it is directly mentioned, it is not an assumption.
· Assumption is a minimalist answer- if it has any information author is not committed to or sure of it will not be correct.
· How Assumption Questions are different from Must be true questions? – Assumption is something that must be true BEFORE the argument.
Incorrect Answer Choices:
· No tie to the conclusion- uses words from conclusion and is broadly related, but is not an assumption necessary for the argument. A sub set is ‘breaks up a category’- assumption talks of boys and girls vs. teachers, and answer choice talks of boys vs. girls
· Opposite answer- were this to be assumed, argument will be weakened! It is important for this not to be true for conclusion to be correct!
· Switching terms- shell game 
· Addresses premises only
· Follows on from the conclusion, instead of conclusion following on from it.
· Too broad – e.g. instead of cyclists, comment about athletes. This doesn’t HAVE to be true! An assumption has to be 100 % true
· Type of Assumptions: Supporter/Defender
· Supporter: Traditional linking role- links two part of premises, or premise to conclusion. Conclusion in such an argument will have some new element which is not present in premises. In an assumption question, always be on lookout for a gap in the argument premise and conclusion- a new element, and then the answer choice that brings that new element in picture would be a straight win.
· Defender: protect the argument by eliminating ideas that could weaken the argument. In order to believe that his argument is correct and fool-proof, the author is assuming that all possible objections have been considered and rejected. This can be an infinite range of assumptions. 
· If confused between some answer choices, use ASSUMPTION NEGATION TECHNIQUE
Converts an assumption question to a weaken question- negate both the assumption answer choices, the one whose negation causes the entire argument to fall is the correct answer choice. This will happen because of necessary, indispensable nature of assumption.
Negation:
Is logical negation, not polar opposite. ‘I went to beach every day’ negated is ‘I didn’t go to beach every day’, not ‘I didn’t go to beach any day’ (polar opposite)
Logical opposite of sweet is not sweet (not sour). Logical opposite divides the subject under consideration into two sets which include all possible states.
Logical opposite of all – not all (not none); logical opposite of none is some. If all is 100, not all is 0-99. None is 0, and some is 1-100
Logical opposite of none- at least one.
You can use not necessarily for negating in most cases.
Some patterns observed in GMAT: 
· At least one or at least some: When an assumption answer choice starts with these, it is normally correct. Negate and test – none. 
· Constructions which claim to be most important/primary consideration/ main factor are normally wrong. 
· Look out for constructions with not/negative etc. they might be correct.

· Assumptions and Causality
· Author assumes no other cause exists
· Author assumes cause always leads to effect
· Author assumes that when cause doesn’t occur effect doesn’t occur
· Eliminates the possibility that stated relationship is reverse
· Eliminates possible problems with data
In a cause- effect relationship argument, choose an assumption which supports this causal relationship in one of the above 5 ways. Answer choices discussing matters before or after the causal relationships are not correct.

· In a fill in the bank question stem beginning with a premise indicator like ‘because_______ or as a result of _____’ you have to provide an assumption. Beginning with conclusion indicator- ‘therefore ______’ you have to provide a must be true/main point answer.
Q. If a person chooses to walk rather than drive, there is one less vehicle emitting pollution into the air than there would be otherwise. Therefore if people would walk whenever it is feasible for them to do so, the pollution will be greatly reduced. Which of the following is an assumption on which the argument depends?
A) Cutting down on pollution can be achieved in a variety of ways.
B) Taking public transportation rather than driving is not always feasible
C) Walking is the only feasible alternative to driving that results in reduction in pollution
D) There are people who never drive but who often walk
E) People sometimes drive when it is feasible to walk instead
Remember that an assumption is a statement that you absolutely need to be true.
C says there is no other way to reduce pollution. Argument doesn’t assume that. It is not a necessary statement, the passage just says that walking will reduce pollution, not that only walking will reduce pollution. 
E says that people sometimes currently drive when it is feasible to walk. only if this is true can this be stopped, and thus pollution will be reduced.
Notice this is a pretty bland statement – you would think you already knew this! But actually you also assumed it unconsciously. Thus assumptions for the most part would be something even you would have taken for granted. 
Assumption statements will be weaker/ more moderate statements. in Strengthen/ Weaken  more extreme statements are good.
Using assumption negation technique: c reversed says that there are other ways, that doesn’t affect the argument. E negated says that there is nobody who drives when it is feasible to walk i.e. everybody who can walk is already walking, then the argument fails – the plan will have no effect.

Q. A famous singer recently won a lawsuit against an advertising firm for using another singer in a commercial to evoke the famous singer’s well-known rendition of a certain song. As a result of the lawsuit, advertising firms will stop using imitators in commercials. Therefore, advertising costs will rise, since famous singers’ services cost more than those of their imitators.
The conclusion above is based on which of the following assumptions?
(A) Most people are unable to distinguish a famous singer’s rendition of a song from a good imitator’s rendition of the same song.
(B) Commercials using famous singers are usually more effective than commercials using imitators of famous singers.
(C) The original versions of some well-known songs are unavailable for use in commercials.
(D) Advertising firms will continue to use imitators to mimic the physical mannerisms of famous singers.
(E) The advertising industry will use well-known renditions of songs in commercials.
Reversing B says that renditions with commercial singers are no more effective. This has no effect on the costs of the advertising which the argument is concerned with. This is out of scope. An assumption has to be within the scope of the argument.
C reversed says that all original versions are available – but these are done by famous singers. So they will have to be paid.
E reversed says that ads will not use renditions of famous songs. If songs themselves are not used, they cannot lead to increased advertising costs.
Answer: E

Remember!
ASSUMPTIONS ARE NECESSARY. DON’T JUST PICK A STRENGTHENER. USE NEGATION TECHNIQUE TO SEE IF THAT IS DESTROYING THE ARGUMENT OR NOT.
Question Type 6: Resolve the Paradox/ Explain the Situation
Explain*/ resolve/ reconcile the paradox/discrepancy/puzzle/conflict/contradiction				*Most used
· Stimulus has a situation with two ideas/occurrences which contradict each other.
· Stimulus has no conclusion. Author doesn’t attempt to persuade you- he just presents two contradictory facts /opinions as facts.
· Language of contradiction is used – indicators like but, however, yet, although, paradoxically, surprisingly
Correct answer choice
· Will not destroy one side of the contradiction- will positively solve the paradox so that both the sides are true and conditions in stimulus are met – by explaining how the situation came about, or by bringing a new info which can explain that both situations can coexist
· Will usually contain some very specific piece of information which explains the paradox
Frequently occurring case: on the lines of someone having lowest rate of performance still considered good performer – explanation is that he is giving the toughest possible cases
APPROACH TO EXPLAIN THE PARADOX:
The question will explain two contrary events. You will have an apparent contradiction, and right answer choice will expain the surprising result.
1. The primary challenge of these problems is to understand what the question actually is. A Template to understand these problems: ……………………… has happened. Normally, this would mean ………………………… This time…………………..has happened. 
2. The correct answer will always be OUTSIDE the scope of the passage. If answer had a possible explanation, there would be no paradox or nothing to explain
3. These questions are NOT mathematical logic kind of problem. Here, you will have to make reasonable assumptions to make the connections required. There will not be a rigorous logical proof – the answer choice CAN explain, not MUST explain.

Q. For several years, per capita expenditure on prescription drugs in Voronia rose by fifteen percent or more annually. In order to curb these dramatic increases, the ministry of health prohibited drug manufacturers from raising any of their products’ prices. Even though use of prescription drugs did not expand after this price freeze, per capita expenditure for prescription drugs continued to increase by a substantial percentage each year. 
Which of the following, if true, most helps to explain why the ministry’s action did not achieve its goal?
A. After price increases were prohibited, drug manufacturers concentrated on producing new medications to replace existing products
B. The population of Voronia rose steadily throughout the period
C. Improvements in manufacturing processes enable drug manufacturers to maintain high profit levels on drugs despite the price freeze.
D. In addition to imposing a price freeze, the government encouraged doctors to prescribe generic versions of common drugs instead of the more expensive brand-name versions
E. After price increases were prohibited, some foreign manufacturers of expensive drugs ceased marketing them in Voronia.
Prohibition on price increases has happened. Normally, this would mean that per capita expenditure will not increase. But this time it has increased. Why?
We need to explain increased expenditure, can’t be population increase ( per capita is being talked of!), cant be increase in drug usage (given in question that this has not happened)
Choice A explains the increased costs. These are new drugs these are allowed to cost more than the existing drugs. Can account for this issue. 
Q. Denoma, a major consumer-electronics maker, had a sizeable decline in sales revenue for its most recent fiscal year. This result appears surprising, because electronics retailers report that although their overall sales were considerably lower than in the previous year, their sales revenue from Denoma models actually grew, largely thanks to some innovative and popular models that Denoma introduced.
Which of the following, if true, does most to explain the apparently surprising result?
A. Because of the need to educate the public about its new models’ capabilities, Denoma’s advertising spending was higher than normal over the period.
B. For the period at issue, Denoma’s major competitors reported declines in revenue that were, in percentage terms, greater than Denoma’s.
C. A significant proportion of Denoma’s revenue comes from making components for other consumer-electronics manufacturers.
D. Unlike some of its major competitors, Denoma has no lines of business outside consumer electronics to provide revenue when retail sales of consumer electronics are weak.
E. During the period, consumer-electronics retailers sold remaining units of Denoma’s superseded models at prices that were deeply discounted from those models’ original prices.

Revenue from Denoma models has grown up. Normally this would mean that company sales has increased. But this time the overall sales from whole Denoma company went down. Why?
We need something that made the company’s sales go down besides the company’s models. 
Answer choice E is wrong because this would lead to fall in values for retailers also. Here retailers’ sales is increasing, but company’s is not.
Answer: C
Q> A popular beach has long had a dolphin feeding program in which fish are given to dolphins several times a day; many dolphins get as much as half of their food each day there. Although dolphins that first benefit from the program as adults are healthy and long-lived, their offspring have a lower life expectancy than offspring of dolphins that feed exclusively in the wild. Which of the following, if true, most helps to explain the lower life expectancy of offspring of dolphins feeding at the beach compared to other young dolphins?
A. Sharks that prey on dolphins are less common in the open seas off the beach than in many other areas of the open seas where dolphins congregate.
B. Many of the adult dolphins that feed at the beach are females that nurse their offspring there.
C. The fish given to the dolphins at the beach are the same types of fish that dolphins typically catch in the wild.
D. Many dolphins that feed at the beach with their offspring come to the beach only a few times a month.
E. Adult dolphins that feed at the beach spend much less time teaching their offspring how to catch fish in the wild than do other adult dolphins
Adults are living longer. Normally, this would mean that babies would also live longer. But here, they are living less long. Why?
We need some reason that explains why the NEXT generation doesn’t live as long – a reason that DOESN’T affect the ADULTS.
Only E has a situation which has some specific difference between adult and babies – offsprings would be worse at catching food. 

Q. When a new restaurant, Martin’s Cafe, opened in Riverville last year, many people predicted that business at the Wildflower Inn, Riverville’s only other restaurant, would suffer from the competition. Surprisingly, however, in the year since Martin’s Café opened, the average number of meals per night served at the Wildflower Inn has increased significantly. Which of the following, if true, most helps to explain the increase?
A. Unlike the Wildflower Inn, Martin’s Cafe serves considerably more meals on weekends than it does on weekdays.
B. Most of the customers of Martin’s Cafe had never dined in Riverville before this restaurant opened, and on most days Martin’s Cafe attracts more customers than it can seat.
C. The profit per meal is higher, on average, for meals served at Martin’s Cafe than for those served at the Wildflower Inn.
D. The Wildflower Inn is not open on Sundays, and therefore Riverville residents who choose to dine out on that day must either eat at Martin’s Cafe or go to neighboring towns to eat.
E. A significant proportion of the staff at Martin’s Cafe are people who formerly worked at the Wildflower Inn and were hired away by the owner of Martin’s Cafe.
Competition restaurant opened. Normally this would mean decreased sales. But here sales have increased. Why?
The correct choice (B) COULD explain the discrepancy – not MUST, people may just go home. But it is a likely explanation.

Q. Many small roads do not have painted markings along their edges. Clear edge markings would make it easier for drivers to see upcoming curves and to judge the car's position on the road, particularly when visibility is poor, and would therefore seem to be a useful contribution to road safety. However, after Greatwater County painted edge markings on all its narrow, winding roads the annual accident rate along these roads actually increased slightly. Which of the following if true, most helps to explain the increase in accident rate?
A. Greatwater County has an unusually high proportion of narrow, winding roads.
B. In bad weather it can be nearly as difficult for drivers to see the road as it is at night.
C. Prior to the painting of edge markings, Greatwater County's narrow, winding roads already had a somewhat higher accident rate than other Greatwater County roads.
D. Many of the accidents on narrow, winding roads involve a single vehicle veering off the road, rather than the collision of two vehicles.
E. After the markings were painted on the roads, many drivers who had gone out of their way to avoid driving on those roads at night no longer did so.
Markings have been made. Normally that should reduce accident rate. Here it has increased. Why?
We need some consequence of the markings that will lead to MORE accidents.
If markings came off, accidents would be same, not more. E says there are more drivers now- that will lead to more accidents. Note in this scenario situation is not per capita. Common sense means there is nothing like number of accidents per driver!

Question Type 7 & 8: Method of Reasoning and Flaw in the Reasoning
‘Method of reasoning employed is/argument proceeds by/reasoning technique employed is…’
‘Describes a flaw in reasoning/most vulnerable to criticism/can be questioned because’
Mostly come when you are doing well 
· Abstract questions on structure of the argument rather than pure content.
· Try to prephrase the method of reasoning used before reading the answer choices. 
· Any choice that mentions an action that doesn’t happen in the argument is wrong- all parts of the abstract statement describing method/flaw should happen in the stimulus
· Watch out for answers that are partially true – some parts happen and others don’t
Incorrect answer choices:
· Bring new element into picture
· Half right half wrong- start out by describing something that in fact happened, going on to something that didn’t
· Exaggerated answers
· Opposite answers
· Reverse answer
Various methods of reasoning can be – extending a general principle to specific case. Circular reasoning – repeats the premise in the conclusion
READ CAREFULLY - GMAT ALWAYS MAKES YOU PAY FOR GLOSSING OVER SLIGHTEST SECTION OF STIMULUS.
BOLDFACE CR/Argument Part CR
· Is a type of Method of Reasoning questions in which one or more part(s) of the argument are highlighted, and questions are asked in reference to these- what role does the highlighted part play in the argument or what roles do the two parts play in relation to each other.
· Stimulus for such questions is generally more complex.
· Look out for premise/additional premise/counter premise indicators. Otherwise too, separate the parts of the argument as to what is the conclusion etc. and then try and define the role played by bolded parts. Before going on to answer choice, mark boldface parts as premise/additional premise/counter premise/conclusion etc.
· Common wrong answer will describe the role of some other part of the argument which is not referenced/ bolded.
Basically idea behind Boldface problems: Longer passage, at least one usually two sentences in boldface and you are asked for roles played by those fragments.
Two Tiered Approach:
1. Flow diagram what is leading to what and actually trying to predict the roles
2. Back up Method: Classify the statements as Facts or Claims and then compare them with respective words in answer choices. (will not mostly lead to one answer choice, but can be employed even if the argument is completely incomprehensible)
Decide whether each boldface is a FACT or a CLAIM. (The presence of QAULIFIERS like clearly, certainly, mostly, must be, probably etc. have to be CLAIMS.)
Look at indicator words in answer choices which must either be facts (evidence, circumstance, finding, data, observation, information, fact) or claims (judgment, conclusion, position, stance, prediction, hypothesis, belief) or either(consideration, explanation, justification)
Q. In countries where automobile insurance includes compensation for whiplash injuries sustained in automobile accidents, reports of having suffered such injuries are twice as frequent as they are in countries where whiplash is not covered. Presently, no objective test for whiplash exists, so it is true that spurious reports of whiplash injuries cannot be readily identified. Nevertheless, these facts do not warrant the conclusion drawn by some commentators that in the countries with the higher rates of reported whiplash injuries, half of the reported cases are spurious. Clearly, in countries where automobile insurance does not include compensation for whiplash, people often have little incentive to report whiplash injuries that they actually have suffered.
In the argument given, the two boldfaced portions play which of the following roles?
(A) The first is a claim that the argument disputes; the second is a conclusion that has been based on that claim.
(B) The first is a claim that has been used to support a conclusion that the argument accepts; the second is that conclusion.
(C) The first is evidence that has been used to support a conclusion for which the argument provides further evidence; the second is the main conclusion of the argument.
(D) The first is a finding whose implications are at issue in the argument; the second is a claim presented in order to argue against deriving certain implications from that finding.
(E) The first is a finding whose accuracy is evaluated in the argument; the second is evidence presented to establish that the finding is accurate
1st is a FACT, 2nd is a CLAIM (use of qualifier) Just be that A and B are eliminated (describe 1 as claim) and E is eliminated (puts 2 as fact)
Answer is D. 
Q. Astronomer: Observations of the Shoemaker-Levi comet on its collision course with Jupiter showed that the comet broke into fragments before entering Jupiter’s atmosphere in 1994, but they did not show how big those fragments were. Nevertheless, some indication of their size can be inferred from spectrographic analyses of Jupiter’s outer atmosphere. After the fragments’ entry, these analyses revealed unprecedented traces of sulfur. The fragments themselves almost certainly contained no sulfur, but astronomers believe that the cloud layer below Jupiter’s outer atmosphere does contain sulfur. Since sulfur would have seeped into the outer atmosphere if comet fragments had penetrated this cloud layer, it is likely that some of the fragments were at least large enough to have passed through Jupiter’s outer atmosphere without being burned up. 
In the astronomer’s argument, the two portions in boldface play which of the following roles?
A. The first is a claim that the astronomer seeks to show is true; the second acknowledges a consideration that weighs against the truth of that claim.
B. The first is a claim that the astronomer seeks to show is true; the second provides evidence in support of the truth of that claim.
C. The first and the second are each considerations advanced in support of the conclusion of the argument.
D. The first provides evidence in support of the conclusion of the argument; the second is that conclusion.
E. The first is a circumstance for which the astronomer seeks to provide an explanation; the second acknowledges a consideration that weighs against the explanation provided by the astronomer. 

1st boldface is a claim (presence of qualifiers) 2nd is also a claim. B is wrong (2nd as evidence!) E  & D are wrong (1st is evidence)

Question Type 9: Parallel Reasoning Questions
‘Which of the following is most closely parallel/shows same pattern of reasoning?’
· Reasoning most similar in structure to reasoning in the stimulus
· First identify the method of reasoning and then match it to answer choice
· Stimulus can have valid or invalid reasoning. If invalid – Parallel Flaw. Question stem would specify – Flawed reasoning
· Questions based on structure not content.
What will not be parallel: Topic of stimulus, order of premise/conclusion etc. Instead, Compare:
· Intent of the conclusion
· Force and use of the premises
· Relationship of premises and conclusion
· Soundness of argument
· How to attack:
· Look for parallel type of reasoning: if you can find a certain specific type of reasoning- use it to eliminate choices
· Match conclusions first: for simpler arguments, this is enough.
Certainty level/intent of conclusion (absolutes like must, always with absolutes). Answers with identical wordings to be kept as Contenders. Also, with synonyms etc. – intent should match
· Premises – e.g. whether the argument has two independent premises etc.
· Validity of stimulus- of reasoning in stimulus is flawed, it would be flawed too in the correct answer choice
Mental abstraction- Create a simple, mental abstract of the argument and try to fit options through it.
Parallel Flaw in reasoning can be whole – part. What a student body does, a student does too – is flawed
Look for similarity of quantity indicators- if stimulus has most, answer choice can’t have all!

Numbers and Percentages
· Concept featured in many different type of GMAT CR
· Whenever you see a number/percentage- be alertly on lookout for following traps.
· Generally target following misconceptions:
· Increasing %age automatically means increasing number
· Decreasing %age automatically means decreasing number
· Increasing numbers automatically lead to increasing %ages
· Decreasing number automatically lead to decreasing ages
· Large number automatically means large %ages, and small numbers automatically means small %ages
· Large %ages automatically mean large numbers, and small %ages automatically means small numbers
· If the stimulus contains only percentages/proportions, avoid answers that talk in terms of hard numbers.
· If the stimulus contains only hard numbers, avoid answers that talk in terms of percentages/proportions
· Market and Market shares are tested in a lot of GMAT questions. Whatever happens to individual or total market size, sum of market shares is always 100%	
Question Type 10: Evaluate the argument
‘Answer to which of the following will help assess/evaluate the argument’
· There is a flaw in the argument, and the correct answer choice provides information that will help best determine the validity of the argument
· Stimulus is suspect, answer choices have to fill reasoning gaps- can bring new information
How to solve: Variance Test
Take the contender answer choice, answer the question in them in two different extreme ways – if one answer weakens and the other extreme answer strengthens the argument- it is the correct answer choice
Other question type: provide an example, resolve a problem.
Q. Capuchin monkeys in Venezuela often rub a certain type of millipede into their fur. Secretions of these millipedes have been shown to contain two chemicals that are potent mosquito repellents, and mosquitoes carry parasites that debilitate the capuchins. The rubbing behavior is rare except during the rainy season, when mosquito populations are at their peak. Therefore monkeys probably rub millipedes into their fur only because doing so helps protect them against mosquitoes. 
Which of the following would be most useful to determine in order to evaluate the argument?
A) Whether the two chemicals provide any protection for millipedes against their own repellents. 
B) Whether the type of millipede used by the capuchin monkeys in Venezuela is found in other parts of the world. 
C) Whether animals other than capuchins rub insects of any kind into their fur 
D) Whether the only time millipedes are readily available to capuchins is during rainy season 
E) Whether secretions of any other insects accessible to capuchins contain chemicals that repel the mosquitoes"

Simplify: only rub during rainy season. Lots of mosquitoes in rainy season- thus rubbing millipedes protects against mosquitoes
If there is some other reason for this correlation, the argument will be compromised. 
D says that they cant get millipedes at any other time- so then rubbing probably has nothing to do with mosquitoes. may be it is because that is the only season when they can! 
E says they could rub other insects too. so what? that doesn’t mean they cant rub millipedes to repel mosquitoes. this doesn’t affect the seasonal correlation of rubbing. 

Evaluate the argument questions are actually like strengthen weaken question. Correct answer choice will either strengthen or weaken the argument. The only difference is that evaluate questions don’t tell which way the story goes – weakens or strengthens?
Use VARIANCE TEST: decide in one way or the other, if these strengthen or weaken, then answer choice is right
Q. Most of the world's supply of uranium currently comes from the mines. It is possible to extract uranium from seawater, but the cost of doing so is greater than the price that Uranium fetches on the world market. Therefore, until the cost of extracting uranium from seawater can somehow be reduced, this method of obtaining uranium is unlikely to be commercially viable. 
Which of the following would it be most useful to determine in evaluating the argument? 
a. Whether the uranium in deposits on land is rapidly being depleted 
b. Whether most uranium is used near where it is mined 
c. Whether there are any technological advances that show promise of reducing the costs of extracting uranium from seawater 
d. Whether the total amount of Uranium in seawater is significantly greater than the total amount of uranium on land 
e. Whether uranium can be extracted from freshwater at a cost similar to the cost of extracting it from seawater.

C is not correct here. The argument says you can get U from sea water but it more expensive. Therefore U from sea water won’t be commercially viable, UNTIL the cost can be reduced. What C is saying has already been accounted for. The argument already attends to this.  Things that are in the scope of the argument don’t weaken or strengthen the argument because they are already in it!
A says land U will get depleted, so no matter the cost, someday we will have to commercialise U from sea. 
Q. TrueSave is a mail-order company that ships electronic products from its warehouses to customers worldwide. The company’s shipping manager is proposing that customer orders be packed with newer, more expensive packing materials that virtually eliminate
damage during shipping. The manager argues that overall costs would essentially remain unaffected, since the extra cost of the new packing materials roughly equals the current cost of replacing products returned by customers because they arrived in damaged
condition. Which of the following would it be most important to ascertain in determining whether
implementing the shipping manager’s proposal would have the argued-for effect on costs?
A. Whether the products shipped by TrueSave are more vulnerable to incurring
damage during shipping than are typical electronic products
B. Whether electronic products are damaged more frequently in transit than are most other products shipped by mail-order companies
C. Whether a sizable proportion of returned items are returned because of damage already present when those items were packed for shipping
D. Whether there are cases in which customers blame themselves for product damage that, though present on arrival of the product, is not discovered until later
E. Whether TrueSave continually monitors the performance of the shipping companies it uses to ship products to its customers

Manager argues cost of replacing new products = cost of increase in packing materials quality. Anything affecting either of these quantities in a uni-directional way will help evaluate.
A. Irrelevant- typical products. we care only for products that True Save carries. Same for B. 
C says that you can’t recoup these costs with new packaging. you will increase packing costs, and moreover still have to exchange.
NOTES from QUESTIONS
· A commonly occurring situation in weaken/assumption/ flaw question is: people with least performance rate/nos. should be removed/punished. The catch here is that the most capable people are giving most complex cases, which results in lower performance.
· Be sure of differentiating revenues from profits. More revenues don’t have to mean more profit, and less profit doesn’t essentially imply that revenues were less.
· If an argument depends on a comparison of two kinds of objects, any evidence that would either strengthen or weaken the argument must indicate a comparison. Evidence that applies only to one kind or to both kinds equally cannot weaken this argument.
· A lot of cause and effect questions have elimination of alternate possible options as the right answer choice. A conclusion offering an explanation for some occurrence may be weakened when another explanation at least as compelling as the original is offered.
· Beware of where ‘average’ is used. If the average age at which people die is high, doesn’t mean that people live longer here on average. It might be that many old people shift here at later stages of life. If average age at the time of death is 40, doesn’t mean that majority dies at 40. It might be that almost half of people die at 80 and the other half die in the 1st year of birth! Always be extra careful with average questions in CR.
· Assumption question: many assumption CR correct answer choice will simply provide a link between an unknown element in question stem and the premise stimulus. Don’t assume the link (however obvious) yourself and choose some other option!
· Translate in your head what you are looking for in an answer choice – specific kind of prephrasing. E.g. I am looking for an answer choice that can somehow show that losses outweigh the benefit, and then read the answer choices
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Blanks in the Prompt
Q. Which of the following most logically completes the argument?? When people engage in activities that help other, their brain releases endorphins, the brain’s natural opiates, which induce in people a feeling of well-being. It has been suggested that regular release of endorphins increases people’s longevity. And a statistic on adults who regularly engage in volunteer work helping others shows that they live longer, on average, than adults who do not volunteer. However, that statistic would be what we would expect even if volunteering does not boost longevity, because------------------------------------------
A. in the communities studied, women were much more likely to do regular volunteer work than men were, and women tend to live longer than men do.
B. the number of young adults who do regular volunteer work is on the increase
C. the feelings of well-being induced by endorphins can, at least for a time, mask the symptoms of various conditions and diseases, provided the symptoms are mild.
D. it is rare for a person to keep up a regular schedule of volunteer work throughout his or her life.
E. Some people find that keeping a commitment to do regular volunteer work becomes a source of stress in their lives.

When you see a blank you have to figure out how the blank fits in the argument: strengthen/ weaken/ assumption etc. 
This one most resembles weaken (Indicator: However, ……. because- blank gives a reason to provide contrary opinion). You are bringing something from outside to weaken the argument. 
What are we weakening? That volunteering increases longevity (by the endomorphins release)
To weakena  cause –effect argument: 
On average, married men make more money than single men. thus marriage increases the men’s earning potential.
To weaken: if men earn more there is higher chance they will get married. Rather than X  Y , we make it Y X
Or that, some other cause both X and Y.
A gives a third reason – being female leads to both volunteering more, and living longer. Both are effects of some 3rd cause

Q. Which of the following most logically completes the argument?
Although the pesticide TDX has been widely used by fruit growers since the early 1960’s, a regulation in force since 1960 has prohibited sale of fruit on which any TDX residue can be detected. That regulation is about to be replaced by one that allows sale of fruit on which trace amounts of TDX residue are detected. In fact, however, the change will not allow more TDX on fruit than was allowed in the 1960’s, because ______.

A. pre-1970 techniques for detecting TDX residue could detect it only when it was present on fruit in more than the trace amounts allowed by the new regulations
B. many more people today than in the 1960’s habitually purchase and eat fruit without making an effort to clean residues off the fruit
C. people today do not individually consume any more pieces of fruit, on average, than did the people in the 1960’s
D. at least a small fraction of the fruit sold each year since the early 1960’s has had on it greater levels of TDX than the regulation allows
E. the presence of TDX on fruit in greater than trace amounts has not been shown to cause any harm even to children who eat large amounts of fruit
Even this can be treated as a weakener. We need something that shows that results of no TDX allowed are the same as results of Trace amount allowed.
Choice A says that small amounts passed through any way, so amounts between zero and trace were passed then as would they be passed now.

Q. The growing popularity of computer-based activities was widely predicted to result in a corresponding decline in television viewing. Recent studies have found that, in the United States, people who own computers watch, on average, significantly less television than people who do not own computers. In itself, however, this finding does very little to show that computer use tends to reduce television viewing time, since_______.

(A) many people who watch little or no television do not own a computer.
(B) even though most computer owners in the United States watch significantly less television than the national average, some computer owners watch far more television than the national average.
(C) computer owners in the United States predominately belong to a demographic group that have long been known to spend less time watching television than the population as a whole does.
(D) many computer owners in the United States have enough leisure time that spending significant amounts of time on the computer still leaves ample time for watching television.
(E) many people use their computers primarily for tasks such as correspondence that can be done more rapidly on the computer, and doing so leaves more leisure time for watching television.

Cause and Effect: Computer ownership causes less TV. We have to weaken this. We can suggest the watching less TV makes people buy computers; or that some third factor leads to both computer ownership and watching less TV
That’s what C does. It is the demographic group (with its own characteristics) which leads to both.
Choice A is a common type of wrong answer. Choice A just says that there are outliers or exceptions to the trend. This doesn’t address anything. Existence of the trend is a fact. We cannot challenge that. Every trend is allowed to have exceptions!
E just says it leaves more time in which these people could watch but they still don’t do it. This doesn’t address the issue- doesn’t delve into cause/effect. 

Q. Which of the following most logically completes the passage?
Concerned about financial well-being of its elderly citizens, the government of Runagia decided two years ago to increase by 20 percent the government-provided pensionpaid to all Runagians over 65. Inflation in the intervening period has been negligible,and the increase has been duly received by all eligible Runagians. Nevertheless,many of them are no better off financially than they were before the increase, in large part because ________.
A. They rely entirely on the government pension for their income
B. Runagian banks are so inefficient that it can take up to three weeks to cash a pension check
C. They buy goods whose prices tend to rise especially fast in times of inflation
D. The pension was increased when the number of elderly Runagians below the poverty level reached an all-time high
E. In Runagia children typically supplement the income of elderly parents, but only by enough to provide them with a comfortable living 
Closest to explain the situation. Govt. gave more money. Normally this should mean people are better off. But here they are not. Why?
E says that children give enough money to reach a threshold. If govt. gives more money, then children will give them less money. And thus overall money and financial health will remain the same despite more $ from govt. 
A- That makes the situation completely unexplainable
B- Challenges a fact. We know they received the money
C- Prices increase ONLY in inflation. passage says there has been no inflation
D – Motivation behind the action, but then it should have led to better financial health. How can it explain why it did not?

Which of the following most logically completes the passage?

Q. Using new detection techniques, researchers have found trace amounts of various medicinal substances in lakes and rivers. Taken in large quantities, these substances could have serious health effects, but they are present in quantities far too low to cause any physiological response in people who drink the water or bathe in it. Nevertheless, medical experts contend that eliminating these trace amounts from the water will have public health benefits, since ____________.

(A) some of the medicinal substances found in lakes and rivers are harmless to humans in large quantities
(B) some of the medicinal substances found in lakes and rivers can counteract possible harmful effects of other such substances found there
(C) people who develop undesirable side effects when being treated with medicines that contain these substances generally have their treatment changed
(D) most medicinal substances that reach lakes or rivers rapidly break down into harmless substances
(E) disease-causing bacteria exposed to low concentrations of certain medicinal substances can become resistant to them

This is also explain the situation question. Drugs are present in small quantities, can’t affect humans. But scientists still suggest removal. Why?
We are looking for some type of benefit that will accrue to human beings.
E says that removal of drugs from water will make these bacteria NOT develop resistance to these drugs. So when these drugs are used by human beings, it will work well.
B works against what the experts are saying. It is saying not removing is helpful.

Q. Researchers recently asked dozens of shoppers, chosen at random coming out of a FoodBasket supermarket, what they had purchased. The prices of the very same items at the nearest ShopperKing supermarket were totaled and compared with the FoodBasket total. The ShopperKing totals averaged five percent higher than the FoodBasket totals. Nevertheless, this result does not necessarily show that shoppers at ShopperKing would save money overall by shopping at FoodBasket instead, since ______.
A. shoppers who shop regularly at a given supermarket generally choose that store for the low prices offered on the items that they purchase most often
B. for shoppers with more than 20 items, the ShopperKing totals averaged more than five percent higher than the FoodBasket totals
C. many shoppers consider factors other than price in choosing the supermarket at which they shop most regularly
D. there is little variation from month to month in the overall quantity of purchases made at supermarkets by a given shopper
E. none of the people who conducted the research were employees of the FoodBasket supermarket 

This can be thought of as weaken/ explain discrepancy
Savings by sample shoppers doesn’t mean that ALL shoppers would also save money.
Answer is A
Q. Twenty percent of the stores in Morganville's downtown shopping district will fail within give years because they will be competing directly with the Savemart discount department store newly openedd in East Morganville. The downtown shopping district has lost business at this rate before and has always completey rebounded. Confidence that will rebound again from the losses it is now about to suffer is ill founded, however, because _____________________

a) the stores likely to be put out of business by direct competition from Savemart are the downton shopping district's anchor stores, on whose ability to draw shoppers many of the other downtown stores depend
b) the bus line that has long connected the downtown area of Morganville with East Morganville has a tradition of carrying shoppers who reside in East Morganville into downtown Morganville to shop
c) when the downtown shopping district has rebounced before, the business premises of a failed business were typically taken over by a business of the same kind as had been there before
d) Savemart's business plan for teh East Morganville store is based on earning low profits, if any, during the first 5 years of store's existence
e) it is conceivable that the downtown shopping district could shrink substantially without collapsing altogether 

In the past, business have rebounded. So it will this time too. We are trying to weaken that. 
An answer choice that shows why the situation is fundamentally different from previous times
A indicates that business loss will be more severe than in previous year because not only are these stores themselves going out of business, but their closure would also affect other stores. Correct.
B- No indication that the shoppers won’t continue to use the bus line
C – This just describes what happens before, there is no discussion of present downturn at all, and hence no rationale for making it more serious. C has no indication that this might not happen again.
One of the MOST COMMON INCORRECT CR answer patterns is a description of past behavior that is trying to trick you into assuming that the past behavior will continue. you can’t just assume that the past patterns will continue.
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