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PrepTest 84: The Inside Story

PrepTest 84 was administered in June 2018. It challenged 22,489 test takers. What made this test so hard? Here’s a breakdown of what Kaplan students who were surveyed after taking the official exam considered PrepTest 84’s most difficult section. 

Hardest PrepTest 84 Section as Reported by Test Takers



[image: Pie chart. Hardest section of PrepTest 84 as reported by test takers: 43% Logic Games; 37% Reading Comprehension; 20% Logical Reasoning.]




Based on these results, you might think that studying Logic Games is the key to LSAT success. Well, Logic Games is important, but test takers’ perceptions don’t tell the whole story. For that, you need to consider students’ actual performance. The following chart shows the average number of students to miss each question in each of PrepTest 84’s different sections. 

Percentage Incorrect by PrepTest 84 Section Type



[image: Bar Chart. Percentage Incorrect by PrepTest 84 section type: Logical Reasoning 31%; Logic Games 27%; Reading Comprehension 36%.]




Actual student performance tells quite a different story. On average, students were actually more likely to miss questions in Logical Reasoning and Reading Comprehension than they were in Logic Games. 

Maybe students overestimate the difficulty of the Logic Games section because it’s so unusual, or maybe it’s because a really hard Logic Game is so easy to remember after the test (for instance, this test’s final game was very challenging). However, the truth is that the testmaker places hard questions throughout the test. Here were the locations of the 10 hardest (most missed) questions in the exam.

Location of the 10 Most Difficult Questions in PrepTest 84



[image: Bar chart. Location of the ten most difficult questions in PrepTest 84: Section 1 (RC), four questions; Section 2 (LR), two questions; Section 3 (LR), three questions; Section 4 (LG), one question.]




The takeaway from this data is that, to maximize your potential on the LSAT, you need to take a comprehensive approach. Test yourself rigorously, and review your performance on every section of the test. Kaplan’s LSAT explanations provide the expertise and insight you need to fully understand your results. The explanations are written and edited by a team of LSAT experts, who have helped thousands of students improve their scores. Kaplan always provides data-driven analysis of the test, ranking the difficulty of every question based on actual student performance. The 10 hardest questions on every test are highlighted with a 4-star difficulty rating, the highest we give. The analysis breaks down the remaining questions into 1-, 2-, and 3-star ratings so that you can compare your performance to thousands of other test takers on all LSAC material. 

Don’t settle for wondering whether a question was really as hard as it seemed to you. Analyze the test with real data, and learn the secrets and strategies that help top scorers master the LSAT. 

7 Can’t-Miss Features of PrepTest 84


	101 questions per test is the standard. However, PrepTest 84 had only 100 questions—the first test to do so since June 2015 (PT 75).

	This was the second PrepTest since June 2007 with no Method of Argument questions. The other test was June 2014 (PT 72).



	The first Logical Reasoning section of PT 84 had two questions about dinosaurs—#13 and #23. Test takers might have recalled those two questions on the Friday night after the test when they were watching the premier of Jurassic World: Fallen Kingdom.

	It's not that uncommon to see Strict Sequencing, Matching, Loose Sequencing, or a Hybrid game on a test. But PT 84 was the first test to feature all four since June 2004 (PT 43). Not only did the test feature all those game types, but the Hybrid game was a combination of Distribution and Selection. That means all the common game actions were present on this test.

	Distribution/Selection games are rare—there have only been eight total ever. Prior to PT 84 the most recent ones were in December 2014 (PT 74) (when there were two) and October 2011 (PT 64).  

	This was not the test to guess (D) in Logic Games. That answer was only correct twice (tied for the fewest ever)—and both times it was right was on a 1-Star Acceptability question.

	There were only two Detail Questions in the Reading Comp section. There have only been that few three times ever—the two other times were in October 2010 (PT 61) and October 2000 (PT 32).



PrepTest 84 in Context

As much fun as it is to find out what makes a PrepTest unique or noteworthy, it’s even more important to know just how representative it is of other LSAT administrations (and, thus, how likely it is to be representative of the exam you will face on Test Day). The following charts compare the numbers of each kind of question and game on PrepTest 84 to the average numbers seen on all officially released LSATs administered over the past five years (from 2013 through 2017). 

Number of LR Questions by Type: PrepTest 84 vs. 2013–2017 Average



[image: Bar chart. Number of LR questions by type in PrepTest 84, compared to the average number over the past five years of PrepTests.]




Number of LG Games by Type: PrepTest 84 vs. 2013–2017 Average



[image: Bar chart. Number of LG questions by type in PrepTest 84, compared to the average number over the past five years of PrepTests.]




Number of RC Questions by Type: PrepTest 84 vs. 2013–2017 Average



[image: Bar chart. Number of RC questions by type in PrepTest 84, compared to the average number over the past five years of PrepTests.]




There isn’t usually a huge difference in the distribution of questions from LSAT to LSAT, but if this test seems harder (or easier) to you than another you’ve taken, compare the number of questions of the types on which you, personally, are strongest and weakest. Then, explore within each section to see if your best or worst question types came earlier or later. 

Students in Kaplan’s comprehensive LSAT courses have access to every released LSAT and to a library of  thousands of officially released questions arranged by question, game, and passage type. If you are studying on your own, you have to do a bit more work to identify your strengths and your areas of opportunity. Quantitative analysis (like that in the charts shown here) is an important tool for understanding how the test is constructed, and how you are performing on it.






Section I: Reading Comprehension


Passage 1: Atmospheric Warming and the Greenhouse Effect





	Q#
	Question
Type
	Correct
	Difficulty





	1
	Global
	D
	★★



	2
	Logic Reasoning (Method of Argument)
	C
	★★



	3
	Detail
	A
	★



	4
	Inference
	E
	★★★



	5
	Logic Function
	D
	★







Passage 2: Techniques for Police Interviewers





	Q#
	Question
Type
	Correct
	Difficulty





	6
	Global
	E
	★★



	7
	Detail (EXCEPT)
	D
	★



	8
	Logic Function
	C
	★★★★



	9
	Inference
	A
	★★



	10
	Inference
	D
	★★★



	11
	Logic Reasoning (Parallel Reasoning)
	B
	★★



	12
	Inference
	B
	★







Passage 3: The Role of Readers in Classifying Genres 





	Q#
	Question
Type
	Correct
	Difficulty





	13
	Global
	C
	★



	14
	Inference
	E
	★★



	15
	Inference
	A
	★★



	16
	Logic Reasoning (Method of Argument)
	A
	★★



	17
	Inference
	A
	★★★



	18
	Inference
	B
	★★★★



	19
	Logic Reasoning (Principle)
	C
	★★







Passage 4: Biological Effect of Cooking Food 





	Q#
	Question
Type
	Correct
	Difficulty





	20
	Global
	B
	★★



	21
	Inference
	A
	★★



	22
	Logic Function
	B
	★



	23
	Inference
	E
	★★★



	24
	Global
	E
	★★★



	25
	Logic Reasoning (Strengthen)
	B
	★★★★



	26
	Inference
	D
	★★★



	27
	Global
	D
	★★★★









Passage 1: Atmospheric Warming and the Greenhouse Effect


Step 1: Read the Passage Strategically

Sample Roadmap





	line #
	Keyword/phrase
	¶ Margin notes





	
2


	
quite compelling


	




	3

	reinforced recently
	Definitely warming



	10
	unprecedented
	






	11
	other recent
	






	12
	strengthened; controversial
	






	13
	Proponents
	"Proponents: cause is "greenhouse effect"



	14
	claim
	






	17
	Early
	






	18
	inconsistent
	Early models inconsistent



	22
	led opponents; question the validity
	






	23
	But new
	






	24
	more acurately
	






	25
	important
	






	26
	overlooked:
	New models better: include sulfates



	34
	consistent
	






	36
	Another question
	Alternate explanation: cause is solar variability



	42
	strong
	






	44
	But
	






	45
	cannot account
	






	46
	While
	






	51
	inevitably reverted
	Doesn't fully explain increase



	52
	But
	






	53
	surpasses
	






	56
	it seems reasonable to conclude
	Conclusion; greenhouse explanation more reasonable



	59
	best
	













	

Discussion

The passage opens with an italicized disclaimer: It was written in the mid-1990s. This author from the distant past starts off by citing compelling evidence that temperatures in Earth’s atmosphere have been rising—half a degree Celsius over the last 100 years. This temperature rise serves as the Topic of the passage. The author then introduces a controversial view that this temperature increase is caused by the “greenhouse effect,” which involves certain gases preventing heat from leaving the atmosphere. This potential explanation for the rise in temperature serves as the Scope of the passage.

In the second paragraph, the author suggests the greenhouse effect explanation was not initially convincing. Early models were not consistent with actual data. But, the author then mentions newer models that factor in sulfates, and those models allowed for greater accuracy and consistency. (Did you see all that science-y stuff about volcanoes and solar energy and glacial ice? Notice how utterly unimportant it is for understanding the author’s main point.)

The third paragraph introduces another potential pitfall for the greenhouse effect theory. Other scientists argue that Earth’s temperatures are actually tied to solar energy variations, not greenhouse gases. According to the author, these scientists have managed to develop some pretty solid models. But, the author argues that their models don’t match up well with the recent increase, which exceeds even the most drastic fluctuations predicted by the solar energy models.

The author keeps introducing potential objections to the greenhouse effect theory, only to reject those objections and return favor back to the greenhouse effect. Defending that theory serves as the Purpose of the passage. And the Main Idea is driven home in the very last sentence, when the author says what is “reasonable to conclude” in light of all the evidence: Temperatures have indeed risen, and greenhouse gases offer the best explanation for that.





	
1. (D) Global

Step 2: Identify the Question Type

The question asks for the “main point of the passage,” making this a Global question.

Step 3: Research the Relevant Text

As with any Global question, the entire text is relevant. There’s no need to go back into the passage. The main point was predicted when summarizing the big picture.

Step 4: Make a Prediction

The author’s main idea, as emphasized in the last line of the passage, is that temperatures have risen, and evidence points to the greenhouse effect theory as the best explanation for that occurrence.

Step 5: Evaluate the Answer Choices

(D) is correct, matching the idea that temperatures have risen, and that there’s ample evidence of the greenhouse effect being responsible.

(A) is a 180. The greenhouse effect theory is supported, not questioned, by the sulfate data. And the author rejects the idea that solar cycle data refutes the greenhouse effect theory.

(B) is too narrow and a Distortion. This focuses too much on the sulfate data from the second paragraph. Furthermore, the author only talks about how temperatures have risen, not about whether they will continue to rise. 

(C) is too narrow. This only refers to the equilibrium temperature information from the third paragraph. Furthermore, although the author does state that the greenhouse effect theory models initially overestimated the temperature increase, new methods have yielded results that are consistent with the temperature increase.

(E) is a Distortion. The author only shows support for the greenhouse effect theory at the end. There’s no indication that it needs to be combined with anything else, let alone the inadequate solar-fluctuation theory.





	
2. (C) Logic Reasoning (Method of Argument)

Step 2: Identify the Question Type

The question asks how the argumentation in the second paragraph relates to that in the third paragraph. Method of Argument questions in Logical Reasoning ask for exactly that: the author’s style of argumentation. So, this question will use the exact same skills one would use for such questions in Logical Reasoning, only on a larger scale (due to the size of the paragraphs in Reading Comprehension).

Step 3: Research the Relevant Text

The question is based on understanding how the author argues rather than what the author says. So, the margin notes should be sufficient for seeing the relationship.

Step 4: Make a Prediction

Both paragraphs are ultimately about the greenhouse effect theory. In the second paragraph, the author describes how early models weren’t so great, but newer models are much better. In the third paragraph, the author introduces a potential rival to the greenhouse effect theory, but rejects the rival and claims it’s more reasonable to accept the greenhouse effect theory. The correct answer will be consistent with this describe-and-then-defend approach.

Step 5: Evaluate the Answer Choices

(C) is correct. The theory discussed in the second paragraph is the greenhouse effect theory. And the author does accept that theory after weighing considerations (the solar-fluctuation theory) in the third paragraph. The word tentatively may seem rather weak, but the author does only say that it’s reasonable to conclude that the greenhouse theory is best. That’s not as confident as saying it absolutely is the best  or that it must be true.

(A) is not accurate. The author only discusses one theory in the second paragraph: the greenhouse effect theory.

(B) is a 180. While there were initially problems with the greenhouse effect theory, the author ultimately shows in the second paragraph that newer models were accurate. And the author goes on to accept that theory despite the evidence presented in the third paragraph.

(D) is a Distortion. The author never proposes the greenhouse effect theory personally, and not in the second paragraph. It was introduced in the first paragraph and was already being pushed by proponents. Further, the author never makes any revision to the theory—let alone a substantial one.

(E) is a Distortion. The author never questions the validity of the greenhouse effect theory in the second paragraph. In fact, it’s the second paragraph in which the theory is shown to be consistent with data. In the third paragraph, the author shows how a competing theory is not consistent with recent data.





	
3. (A) Detail

Step 2: Identify the Question Type

The question asks for something directly “mentioned in the passage,” making this a Detail question.

Step 3: Research the Relevant Text

Unfortunately, the stem provides no clues as to where research should be done. The entire text is relevant.

Step 4: Make a Prediction

Through three paragraphs and nearly 60 lines, the author mentioned a lot of details. Predicting the right one would require remarkable clairvoyance. There’s no choice but to test the answers individually and research as necessary to make sure the correct answer is directly stated in the passage.

Step 5: Evaluate the Answer Choices

(A) is correct. Sulfates are mentioned in the second paragraph, and the author explains how they affect temperatures in lines 26–30 (they “counteract the heating effect of greenhouse gases by reflecting solar energy back into space”).

(B) is Extreme. Sulfates were the overlooked factor that helped make greenhouse effect models finally match data, but that’s not to say they are the main greenhouse gases.

(C) is never actually mentioned. The third paragraph presents a lot of information about solar cycles and how fluctuations inevitably return to equilibrium. However, there’s no mention of an exact time frame for that to happen.

(D) is Out of Scope. The author only discusses the current state and how temperatures are now higher than before. The author never makes any predictions about the future, and glacial ice is never mentioned.

(E) is never mentioned. The author does say that sulfates come from technological sources (line 28), but offers no specific examples. The only example given is a natural source (volcanoes).





	
4. (E) Inference

Step 2: Identify the Question Type

The question asks for something that can “reasonably be inferred,” making this an Inference question.

Step 3: Research the Relevant Text

The question refers to what the author uses to judge a model’s success. The author’s judgments come primarily in the third paragraph.

Step 4: Make a Prediction

In the third paragraph, the author introduces the solar-fluctuation theory. Like the greenhouse effect theory, the solar-fluctuation theory produced some convincing models. However, in lines 44–55, the author presents the reasoning for judging the solar-fluctuation models as inadequate: The fluctuations in the models just weren’t as drastic as the actual change in temperatures. Thus, it can be inferred that anticipating such changes is a vital factor in judging a model’s success.

Step 5: Evaluate the Answer Choices

(E) matches the prediction and is correct.

(A) is a Distortion. Both the greenhouse effect theory and the solar-fluctuation theory produce models that correspond well with temperature observations. The author ultimately rejects the solar-fluctuation models because they were unable to anticipate the drastic change (or fluctuations) in temperature (lines 52–55). 

(B) is Out of Scope. The author never suggests that any theory has a “simple explanatory framework.”

(C) is a Distortion. In the second paragraph, the greenhouse effect theory was revised to account for sulfates. However, there is no suggestion that experimental findings were the cause of that revision. And even if they were, it wasn’t the deciding factor that swayed the author in the third paragraph.

(D) is not supported. The author’s judgments are based on how well the models fit temperature data, not about the warming mechanisms they describe.  





	
5. (D) Logic Function

Step 2: Identify the Question Type

The question asks for the author’s purpose in including certain text. That makes this a Logic Function question. Even though the wording says “primary purpose,” this is not a Global question, because it asks about the purpose of a specific set of lines rather than the purpose of the entire passage.

Step 3: Research the Relevant Text

The question asks about lines 26–35, but be sure to consider the context of the surrounding lines. The purpose of those lines should also be consistent with the entire paragraph in which they appear, so use your margin notes to get a bigger sense of the purpose.

Step 4: Make a Prediction

The lines in question discuss sulfates, how they affect temperatures, and how factoring them in made newer greenhouse effect models more accurate. This was a major turning point in the paragraph, as the first half talked about how earlier greenhouse effect models were rejected by opponents as inconsistent. So, the purpose of lines 26–35 is to provide the information that shows how newer models were able to overcome the questions of validity that opponents had.  

Step 5: Evaluate the Answer Choices

(D) is correct. Opponents did have doubts about the greenhouse effect theory (lines 21–23), and the additional data about sulfates provided a solid defense in favor of the greenhouse effect theory.

(A) is a Distortion. The lines discuss sulfates, which helped the greenhouse effect models match observations. However, the author provides no specific set of observations that were predicted.

(B) is Out of Scope. The author never calls for a new theory to be formulated.

(C) is a 180. The greenhouse effect theory had previously been questioned by opponents, and this data regarding sulfates is the evidence that shows how new models do match observed phenomena.

(E) is a Distortion. A competing theory (the solar-fluctuation theory) isn’t brought up until the next paragraph. The lines in question are only used in reference to one theory: the greenhouse effect theory.







Passage 2: Techniques for Police Interviewers


Step 1: Read the Passage Strategically

Sample Roadmap





	line #
	Keyword/phrase
	¶ Margin notes





	
1


	

	
Police want info





	5

	One method
	Cognitive interview



	16–17
	general consensus; proven successful
	works well



	18
	little impact
	






	19
	incorrect
	






	20
	However; problem
	But...



	23
	Because
	problems



	25
	even
	






	27
	alternative
	Alternative:



	28
	Indeed
	hypnosis



	29
	However
	






	30
	even though; much less
	






	31
	evidence suggests
	






	33–34
	not generally improved; in fact; may deteriorate; may also
	Easier, but not more accurate





	38
	difficulties; most notably
	Other problems



	40
	ideal
	Ideal



	47
	may in fact
	






	49
	both
	Solution: close eyes



	50
	Recent
	






	51
	can benefit
	






	54
	indicate; improvement
	Studies support



	55
	no problems
	






	57
	More significantly
	






	59
	equivalent
	As good as cognitive interview



	60
	And
	






	61
	no; no
	






	62
	no
	













	

Discussion

The passage opens with the police’s goal in interviewing witnesses: Get as much information as possible. The author then introduces one method for achieving this goal: a cognitive interview. This sets up the Topic (interviewing witnesses). However, with a such a short opening, it’s hard to know if the passage will focus entirely on the cognitive interview. So, move on for now, but anticipate some explanation of the cognitive interview along with an evaluation of that method.

Sure enough, the author provides all of that in the second paragraph. It describes the cognitive interview, which combines cognitive techniques (memory recall) and communication techniques (effective conversation). Then, the author provides evaluation. Generally, the cognitive interview is considered successful; witnesses provide more details with equal accuracy. However, there are problems. The method is complex, requires a lot of training, and even trained officers stray from the method.

In the third paragraph, the author introduces an alternative method: hypnosis. Although not nearly as complex as the cognitive interview, the author wastes no time presenting the problems with hypnosis. It doesn’t improve accuracy, it gives witnesses false confidence, and some people are not susceptible to hypnosis.

In the last paragraph, the author describes a magical ideal—a method that requires no training, could be used on anyone, and would lead to more information without creating greater inaccuracy. And the author suggests such a method exists. It’s called “instructed eye-closure.” In other words, you just tell witnesses to close their eyes. And research suggests this works! The rest of the paragraph describes how this method fits the ideal described at the beginning of the paragraph.

The Scope of the passage focuses on various methods for interviewing witnesses. The Purpose is to introduce and evaluate these methods. And the Main Idea is that, of the methods discussed, telling witnesses to close their eyes seems to be the ideal way for police to get the information they want.





	
6. (E) Global

Step 2: Identify the Question Type

The question asks for the “main point” of the entire passage, making this a Global question.

Step 3: Research the Relevant Text

As Global questions ask about the entire passage, everything is relevant. Instead of going back into the details, use the Main Idea as predicted while reading the passage.

Step 4: Make a Prediction

The author’s main point comes at the end: While the cognitive interview and hypnosis are problematic, simply telling witnesses to close their eyes offers an ideal way for police to get the details they want.

Step 5: Evaluate the Answer Choices

(E) is correct. It doesn’t mention the problematic methods of the cognitive interview and hypnosis. However, it doesn’t need to. It focuses on the ultimate point about eye-closure being the ideal solution to getting more information from witnesses.

(A) is too narrow. It does a nice job of summarizing the ideal described at the beginning of the last paragraph. However, it fails to mention that such an ideal may exist: having witnesses close their eyes.

(B) is a 180. In the last paragraph, it’s suggested that having witnesses close their eyes can work without requiring any such trade-off between reliability and practicality.

(C) is too narrow. While the author does say that instructed eye-closure exists in the cognitive interview and hypnosis (lines 48–50), this misses the point that having witnesses close their eyes can be an ideal method for getting information.

(D) is a 180. By the end, the author is pushing eye closure, not the cognitive interview. In fact, the author claims that having witnesses close their eyes can be just as effective as the cognitive interview (lines 57–60).





	
7. (D) Detail (EXCEPT)

Step 2: Identify the Question Type

The question asks for information that “is true” “[a]ccording to the passage,” making this a Detail question. However, take note of the EXCEPT, which means the correct answer will be the only choice that is not necessarily true.

Step 3: Research the Relevant Text

The question asks about the instructed eye-closure technique, which is described throughout the last paragraph.

Step 4: Make a Prediction

There are a lot of details about the eye-closure technique, making it difficult to predict which ones will populate the wrong choices. And there are infinite details that are not mentioned, so predicting the correct answer will be impossible. Instead, keep in mind the big picture about the eye-closure technique: It’s pretty much ideal. If a detail looks unfamiliar, you can always go back to the last paragraph to double check. The correct answer will not be mentioned or will contradict the passage. Or, because the passage brings up several methods of interviewing witnesses, it’s reasonable to expect the correct answer to misapply a detail from the passage that actually applies to a different method.

Step 5: Evaluate the Answer Choices

(D) is correct, as this is a detail about hypnosis (line 35), not the eye-closure technique. 

(A) is mentioned in line 60, which claims that the eye-closure technique requires “no specialist training,” and no training is certainly less than the “substantial training” (line 22) required by the cognitive interview method.

(B) is mentioned in lines 50–53.

(C) is mentioned in lines 60–61 (“no increase in errors”).

(D) is mentioned in lines 48–50.





	
8. (C) Logic Function

Step 2: Identify the Question Type

The phrase “in order to” indicates the question is asking why the author mentions alibis, making this a Logic Function question.

Step 3: Research the Relevant Text

The question directs you to the first sentence. Given that the scope changes in the next sentence, the first sentence alone should be sufficient for answering this question.

Step 4: Make a Prediction

The first sentence introduces the goal of interviewing witnesses: get more information. This information can be used to confirm or dismiss alibis. Thus, the mention of alibis is meant to show a benefit the police gain from the information gathered during the interview process. 

Step 5: Evaluate the Answer Choices

(C) is correct. Confirming or denying alibis is mentioned as a use for the information gathered in an interview.

(A) is a Faulty Use of Detail. Psychologists and research are not mentioned until later paragraphs, and not in any direct connection to evaluating alibis.

(B) is Out of Scope. The police are trying to elicit information from witnesses that could be used to confirm or deny alibis. They are not seeking to elicit the alibis themselves from the suspects. 

(D) is a Distortion. Psychologists are not mentioned until the second paragraph, and the author never tries to contrast their concerns with those of the police.

(E) is a Faulty Use of Detail. The cognitive interview is not mentioned in the first sentence, and the reasons for its complexity are not brought up until halfway through the second paragraph. And even then, alibis have nothing to do with the complexity.





	
9. (A) Inference

Step 2: Identify the Question Type

The correct answer will be something with which the author is “most likely to agree,” making this an Inference question.

Step 3: Research the Relevant Text

The question offers no specific references, so the entire text is relevant.

Step 4: Make a Prediction

The correct answer could come from anywhere in the passage, so an exact prediction will not be possible. Instead, stick to the big picture (eye-closure technique is good; other techniques are problematic), and only research answer choices as necessary to confirm or eliminate.

Step 5: Evaluate the Answer Choices

(A) is correct. This is supported in the last sentence of the second paragraph (lines 24–26), in which deviation from training is presented as a potential problem with the cognitive interview method.

(B) is Extreme. Building rapport is said to be part of the cognitive interview process (lines 13–15). However, success is not said to be largely derived from this ability. In fact, the potentially equally successful method of eye closure is not said to require any sort of rapport.

(C) is Out of Scope. The only benefit of hypnosis mentioned in the passage is in lines 30–31 (it’s not as complex as the cognitive interview). No mention is made of how much training might be required to perform hypnosis. 

(D) is a 180. Lines 50–54 suggest that the eye-closure technique can be effective for both auditory and visual information. There would be no need to use multiple techniques.

(E) is not supported. While complexity is a drawback of the cognitive interview, there’s no suggestion that complexity affects the accuracy. In fact, the author even claims that the cognitive interview does not affect accuracy (lines 19–20).





	
10. (D) Inference

Step 2: Identify the Question Type

The question asks for something that can be “inferred from the passage,” making this an Inference question.

Step 3: Research the Relevant Text

The question asks about potential consequences of hypnosis, which are laid out in lines 31–39 in the third paragraph.

Step 4: Make a Prediction

According to the third paragraph, accuracy is not improved with hypnosis and may actually deteriorate. Also, it can create “false confidence” (i.e., witnesses appear more confident, even when their information is wrong). The correct answer will be consistent with this drop in accuracy or increased confidence in false information.

Step 5: Evaluate the Answer Choices

(D) is correct. When witness have “false confidence,” they will be confident about their responses, even when they’re wrong. That means confidence will not be a reliable indicator of accuracy.

(A) is a Distortion. This confuses percentages and numbers. By lines 31–34, the proportion (or percentage) of accurate responses may go down. However, that could be from 80 percent accurate to 60 percent accurate. A lower percentage, but still more accurate than inaccurate.

(B) is a Distortion of a couple of facts. First, it’s the witnesses that get overconfident, not the interviewers. Second, it’s the cognitive interview that’s described as complex, not hypnosis.

(C) is Out of Scope. There is no mention made about witnesses intentionally trying to deceive the interviewer, or the ability of interviewers to detect such deception.

(E) is a Distortion. The author does mention that some witnesses may not be susceptible to hypnosis (lines 38–39), but there is no suggestion that people become less susceptible over time, or that such susceptibility leads to a drop in information provided.





	
11. (B) Logic Reasoning (Parallel Reasoning)

Step 2: Identify the Question Type

The question asks for a relationship “most analogous” to one presented in the passage. That makes this a Parallel Reasoning question, similar to those found in the Logical Reasoning section.

Step 3: Research the Relevant Text

Any relationship between the cognitive interview process and the eye-closure technique will be in the third paragraph. And that happens in lines 48–50.

Step 4: Make a Prediction

In lines 48–50, the author claims that the eye-closure technique is actually part of the cognitive interview process. While the cognitive interview process surely involves a lot more (it is described as complex), closing one’s eyes is still part of it. So the relationship is that one technique is actually part of the other, more involved technique. The correct answer will describe two other concepts with the same relationship: one being part of the other.

Step 5: Evaluate the Answer Choices

(B) is correct. This describes two effective methods for producing health benefits, and one (increasing fiber) is part of the other (increasing fiber and reducing fat).

(A) does not match. This describes two methods that are opposite one another: one that involves light exercise, and one that involves strenuous exercise.

(C) does not match. This describes two completely different methods that produce two different results (moderate caffeine is healthy, while excessive caffeine is not).

(D) does not match. It only provides one approach (taking a new vitamin supplement) and showing a different effect on two separate groups (men versus women).

(E) does not match. This does provide one method (exercise alone) that is part of the other (diet and exercise). However, the exercise alone is said to be less effective here, while the eye-closure alone was said to be equally effective (lines 57–60) in the passage.





	
12. (B) Inference

Step 2: Identify the Question Type

The question asks for something with which the author is “most likely to agree,” making this an Inference question.

Step 3: Research the Relevant Text

The question provides no specific references or Content Clues, so the entire text is relevant.

Step 4: Make a Prediction

There are too many possible inferences to choose from, so don’t bother going back into the text. Stick to the main themes (eye-closure good; other methods flawed), and test choices against the passage as necessary.

Step 5: Evaluate the Answer Choices

(B) is correct. In lines 20–23, the complexity of the cognitive interview is based on both the substantial training and the length of time it takes to conduct such an interview. So, even if the police did have the time and resources to complete the training, that wouldn’t change the problem that the interview is a long process. 

(A) is not supported, and likely a 180. Even if everybody were susceptible to hypnosis, it would still have the problems outlined in lines 29–37 (potentially lower accuracy and creation of “false confidence”). 

(C) is not supported. Even if the police did have the resources, the author might still suggest the eye-closure method, as it could be equally effective (lines 57–60).

(D) is not supported. The three theories presented are not enough to warrant such an absolute correlation between difficulty and accuracy. Besides, even if eye-closure is considered “easy to learn” and the cognitive interview is considered “difficult to learn,” the author suggests they can produce an equal amount of accurate info (lines 57–60). The easy method wouldn’t necessarily produce more.

(E) is not supported. “False confidence” is said to arise from hypnosis, but it’s never said such confidence increases based on how much information the witness provides.







Passage 3: The Role of Readers in Classifying Genres 


Step 1: Read the Passage Strategically

Sample Roadmap





	line #
	Keyword/phrase
	¶ Margin notes





	Passage A
	



	






	
2


	

	
Borges: detective novel created specific readers





	7
	any
	






	10
	but
	Author: insight into lit



	11
	insight
	






	15
	suggests
	Borges: lit requires reader



	18
	not; but instead; essential
	






	19
	Thus
	Auth: genres based on readers, not formal elements



	20
	rather than
	






	Passage B
	



	






	23
	but
	Genres can be based on themes, but...



	24
	difficulties
	






	25
	notorious
	






	27–28
	fails; more fruitful
	






	30
	:
	better to use reading protocols



	33
	But; most central
	






	34
	clearly
	






	38
	major; must therefore
	Critics should study what creates reading protocol



	42 
	example
	






	44
	:
	ex: poetry



	46
	Therefore
	






	48
	



	ex: science fiction



	51
	Therefore
	













	

Discussion

Passage A opens with an observation from Jorge Luis Borges, who claims that detective novels have created a particular type of reader. These readers learn to read any literature with disbelief and skepticism. The author goes on to say that Borges’s observations can provide insight into literature in general.

In the second paragraph, the author presents further claims from Borges that reading is an aesthetic experience that requires combining the reader and text. It is essential for readers, in some way, to participate in the process. Thus, the author concludes that genres are determined based on how the stories are read rather than the formal literary elements. 

The Topic of passage A is literature, focusing on the Scope of the reader’s experience with literature. The Purpose is mostly informative with the Main Idea that, as illustrated by detective stories and their readers, literature requires a combination of reader participation and text, and that’s what helps classify a work’s genre.

The author of passage B jumps right into a discussion of genre classification. The author claims that genres can be defined by thematic elements, but (foreshadowing some common ground with passage A) such an approach can be problematic. Some books blur the lines and don’t easily fit one category. The author then offers a “more fruitful” approach to classification based on reading protocols, i.e., how people read and respond to the material. This sounds a lot like the ideas proposed at the end of passage A.

Still in the first paragraph, the author admits that people can read books any way they want. However, texts of certain genres are written so that the experience is enhanced if read a particular way.

In the second paragraph, the author concludes (therefore) that critical interpretation should focus on rhetorical devices that affect one’s reading protocol. The author supports this with examples about poetry (the protocol is to listen to the sounds of words, so critics should focus on such auditory devices) and science fiction (the protocol is to experience alternative worlds, so critics should focus on devices that differentiate our world from the one in the story).

The Topic of passage B is fiction writing and the Scope is classifying genres through reading protocols. The Purpose is to advocate the Main Idea: to properly classify genres of fiction, critics should focus on the rhetorical devices that contribute to the reading protocol.

Both passages go off on tangents regarding different genres (passage A spends a lot of time on detective stories, while passage B brings up examples of poetry and science fiction). However, it’s useful to note that both passages ultimately reach a conclusion about using the way people read stories to determine genre. In that sense, the general principle underlying each passage is very similar.
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