
      [image: ]
   
      
      
      
         
LSAT®
                    
 PrepTest 78
                    

                    Unlocked


                LSAT PrepTest 78 Unlocked

                

Exclusive Data, Analysis & Explanations for the June 2016 LSAT

         
         
        
         
         
         
            
            
            
         

         
         
         LSAT® is a registered mark of the Law School Admission Council, Inc.

         
         
      

      
      
   


Table of Contents







	
The Kaplan Companion to LSAT PrepTest 78

	Cover

	Title Page

	Copyright





	
Introduction: How to Use Kaplan LSAT Explanations

	How to Review a PrepTest

	Logical Reasoning Method and Strategies

	Logic Games Method and Strategies

	Reading Comprehension Method and Strategies

	A Note About Formal Logic on the LSAT

	Taking a Kaplan LSAT Course: A Personalized Experience





	Preptest 78: The Inside Story

	
Preptest 78: PrepTest 78 Explanations

	Section I: Logical Reasoning

	Section II: Logic Games

	Section III: Logical Reasoning

	Section IV: Reading Comprehension





	Glossary






Guide


	Cover

	Table of Contents

	Start of Content






      
      
      
         
         
         LSAT® is a registered mark of the Law School Admission Council, Inc., which neither
            sponsors nor endorses this product.
            
         

         
         
         This publication is designed to provide accurate information in regard to the subject
            matter covered as of its publication date, with the understanding that knowledge and
            best practice constantly evolve. The publisher is not engaged in rendering medical,
            legal, accounting, or other professional service. If medical or legal advice or other
            expert assistance is required, the services of a competent professional should be
            sought. This publication is not intended for use in clinical practice or the delivery
            of medical care. To the fullest extent of the law, neither the Publisher nor the Editors
            assume any liability for any injury and/or damage to persons or property arising out
            of or related to any use of the material contained in this book.
            
         

         
         
         © 2017 by Kaplan, Inc.

         
         
         Published by Kaplan Publishing, a division of Kaplan, Inc.
            

            750 Third Avenue
            

            New York, NY 10017
            
         

         
         
         
         
         
         
         
         
         All rights reserved under International and Pan-American Copyright Conventions. By
            payment of the required fees, you have been granted the non-exclusive, non-transferable
            right to access and read the text of this eBook on screen. No part of this text may
            be reproduced, transmitted, downloaded, decompiled, reverse engineered, or stored
            in or introduced into any information storage and retrieval system, in any form or
            by any means, whether electronic or mechanical, now known or hereinafter invented,
            without the express written permission of the publisher.
            
         

         
         
         ISBN: 978-1-5062-2333-9

            10  9  8  7  6  5  4  3  2  1
            
         

         
         
      

      
      
   
        
            INTRODUCTION
        

        How to Review a PrepTest

        Taking full-length practice LSAT tests is an essential part of comprehensive preparation
            for this important exam. Not only do practice tests contain examples of all the questions,
            games, and passages used by the testmaker, but by taking practice LSATs, you also
            get a feel for the timing restrictions that make each section of the LSAT so challenging.
            Moreover, when you take full-length exams, you approximate the endurance and stamina
            demands of Test Day. 
        

        The LSAT is unique among the major post-graduate admissions exams in that the LSAC
            (the organization that creates and administers the LSAT) releases three previously
            administered, official LSAT tests each year. To help our students get the most out
            of these valuable practice resources, Kaplan has a team of LSAT experts who evaluate
            each test, and write comprehensive explanations for every question (indeed, for every
            answer choice) immediately after the exam’s release. Now, for the first time, we are
            making these explanations available to
            everyone who is serious about his or her LSAT preparation. 
        

        Here are a few tips for the best way to use the explanations. 

        1. Learn the Kaplan Methods for Each Section

        Every official LSAT contains two sections of Logical Reasoning, and one section each
            of Logic Games (or Analytical Reasoning, as the LSAC calls it) and Reading Comprehension.
            Test takers who train with Kaplan learn simple but highly effective methods for the
            questions, games, and passages in these sections. Thus, our explanations are written
            so that they follow the steps of those methods consistently. As you review the questions
            in the test, the explanations here will not only explain why a particular answer is
            correct, it will show you how an LSAT expert efficiently untangles the question, and
            how she can demonstrate that all four other answers are incorrect. 
        

        The Kaplan Methods for each type of scored section are outlined for each section later
            in this chapter. The methods are somewhat intuitive, so you’ll get the gist of each
            one pretty quickly. In addition, you’ll learn about some of the specific strategies
            Kaplan students learn in class. Keep
            an eye out for those strategies again as you review the questions in your test.
        

        Terminology and Definitions

        In our comprehensive LSAT prep courses, Kaplan students learn a sweeping vocabulary
            of terms, categories, and distinctions for the question types, patterns of reasoning,
            flaws, conclusions, and rhetorical devices employed by the testmaker. If you are not
            currently in a Kaplan LSAT prep course, you may come across terms with which you’re
            unfamiliar, or unsure how to understand in the context of the test. For such terms, we’ve created a glossary, and we have linked the term directly to
            its glossary entry
            for easy navigation. 

        2. Evaluate Timed Practice Differently than Untimed Practice

        We’ll stipulate that you have already completed the test. Why else would you be looking
            at the explanations? Now, a couple of questions: First, did you take the LSAT under
            strict, timed conditions? If you did, review questions in context. Were you running
            out of time near the end of the section? Did you have to guess? Did you spend far
            too long to get one or two questions correct, thus costing yourself the opportunity
            to try other questions? Many of the explanations in this book will give you strategies
            for answering questions more efficiently and effectively, as well as always explaining
            how to answer them correctly. Speed and confidence can be important to your score
            on Test Day—in some cases, as important as expertise. 
        

        If you did not time yourself, or if you gave yourself extra time to complete the LSAT,
            review the questions to assess your mastery of LSAT skills. There is nothing wrong
            with untimed practice. Indeed, Kaplan’s expert LSAT instructors encourage their students
            to engage in untimed, mastery practice
            whenever the students learn a new question type. When you are reviewing a test on
            which you took extra time, your focus should be on assessing how you did on each step
            of each question, and especially on how well you executed the skills rewarded by the
            LSAT. 
        

        3. Note the Question Difficulty

        At the beginning of each section of explanations, you will see a list of the questions
            in that section of the test. For each question, we provide the question type and a
            difficulty rating of between 1 star (easiest) and 4 stars (hardest). Pay attention
            to the difficulty level of the questions you got right and those you missed. 
        

        Because our students take official, released LSAT tests for practice during their
            courses, we at Kaplan have hundreds of thousands of data points on the questions in
            these released tests. We can accurately determine the difficulty of every question
            on each exam, and even determine which incorrect answers gave students the most trouble,
            and which ones they dismissed easily.
        

        Here’s how the star ratings work. Four-star questions are the 10 most difficult questions
            on the test. Typically these are answered correctly by one-third of students or less.
            The next 20 questions in difficulty are assigned a 3-star rating. The next 30 get
            a 2-star rating. And, the rest (the easiest 40 or 41 questions on the exam) are given
            a 1-star rating. On most LSATs, the 1-star questions are answered correctly by 70
            percent of students or more. 
        

        The difficulty ratings help you assess your performance in two important ways. First,
            when you miss a 4-star or 3-star question, you’re in good company. These questions
            are difficult for most students. Study the explanation
            to a 4- or 3-star question carefully, and note the strategic approaches that allows
            LSAT experts to solve these tough verbal and reasoning puzzles. On the other hand,
            when you miss a 1- or 2-star question, focus on where you may have misinterpreted
            the instructions or some key piece of information. While these questions are not too
            hard for most students, even top scorers occasionally miss 1- and 2-star questions,
            usually because of same kinds of oversights you’ll see cleared up in the explanations
            in this book. 
        

        The second way difficulty ratings can help you is by providing insight into your score.
            Here is a chart showing how raw score (the number of correct answers a test taker
            generates) translates into scaled score (the 120 to 180 score law schools see on your
            score report) and into percentile (the percentage of test takers who scored below
            you on a given exam). 
        

        
            
                
How raw score (number of questions correct) translates into scaled score and percentile
                    rankingPrepTest 77 (December 2015)
                
                
                    
                        	Raw Score (#correct)
                        	Scaled Score
                        	Percentile
                    

                
                
                    
                        	92 
                        	172
                        	99th
                    

                    
                        	85
                        	167
                        	95th
                    

                    
                        	81
                        	164
                        	90th
                    

                    
                        	74
                        	160
                        	80th
                    

                    
                        	67
                        	156
                        	70th
                    

                    
                        	63
                        	154
                        	60th
                    

                    
                        	58
                        	151
                        	50th
                    

                    
                        	55
                        	149
                        	40th
                    

                    
                        	50
                        	146
                        	30th
                    

                    
                        	45
                        	143
                        	10th
                    

                    
                        	39
                        	139
                        	10th
                    

                
            

        

        Because the LSAC score report is comparing you to all those who took your test, and
            to the cohort of applicants likely to apply to law school at the same time you do,
            the translation from raw score to scaled score and percentile change slightly from
            test to test. The previous chart, however, provides a good estimate of scoring on
            most recent LSATs. As you can see, on most tests, you could miss nine of the ten 4-star
            questions and still score a 172, placing you in the 99th percentile, and giving you
            a score competitive at any law school in the country. Were you to miss all of the
            4- and 3-star questions, you would still get 71 correct answers, producing a scaled
            score around 158, better than 75 percent of test takers. To place above the 50th percentile
            (or, to score over 151, if you like), you’ll need to get about 58 correct answers,
            that’s all of the 1-star and not quite a majority of the 2-star questions. Now, most
            test
            takers get a mixture of easier and harder questions right, and even top scorers occasionally
            mess up and miss a 1-star question. But, take note of what happens once you are scoring
            over the 50th percentile: adding between five and ten correct answers to your performance
            can move your percentile score up ten points or more, making your application stronger
            than those of thousands of other test takers.

        

        4. Recognize Patterns in the LSAT and in Your Performance

        As a standardized test, the LSAT is nothing if not predictable. You won’t know the
            content of the questions or passages you’ll see on your official exam, of course,
            but repeated practice can reveal patterns
            that will help you improve your performance. As you review multiple tests, you will
            begin to see that certain question types recur with greater or lesser frequency. Moreover,
            each question type is amenable to a handful of expert strategies, which are often
            outlined in the explanations in this book. Beyond the patterns associated with question
            strategies and correct answers, you’ll see that even the incorrect answers regularly
            fall into a handful of definite types
            as well. Whenever this is the case, the Kaplan explanations will highlight and articulate
            the incorrect answer pattern. 
        

        Use these patterns and categories to help assess your own performance. Ask yourself
            the following questions, and answer honestly. Do you regularly struggle with a particular
            Logic Reasoning question type? Is a certain pattern in Logic Games easier for you?
            Does another game type trip you up? Do some topics or question types in Reading Comprehension
            give you more trouble than others? Throughout the test, are there incorrect answer
            types to which you are routinely susceptible? 
        

        In our comprehensive Kaplan LSAT prep courses, we provide tools that help all of our
            students identify their individual strengths and weaknesses, and then we provide personalized
            instruction to help them maximize their potential on the test. If you are preparing
            on your own, identifying the patterns that impact your performance (for better or
            worse) will require more time and attention, but don’t skip this important part of
            review. Determine your areas of greatest opportunities
            for improvement, and focus on them as you continue your practice. That leads directly
            to the next tip. 
        

        5. Apply What You Learn

        This is the most significant tip of all. Taking a practice LSAT is important. If you
            complete your practice test under timed, test-like conditions, it will give you a
            great snapshot of your performance as it stands now. But, to get a genuine understanding of your strengths and opportunities—and, more importantly, to improve your performance—you
            need to take and review multiple tests.
        

        The greatest value of these explanations is that you can use each practice test to
            evaluate your performance. That will point you in the right direction the next time
            you practice. Don’t be content with getting a question right. Review the explanation
            until you are satisfied that you can get a similar question right the next time you
            see one, and that you can get it right as quickly and efficiently as you’ll need to
            under the time constraints of the test. When you get a question wrong, don’t simply
            read the correct answer and think, “Oh, I get it now.” Make sure you know how you
            misread or misunderstood the question, and why the particular
            incorrect answer you chose was tempting. 
        

        Practice and review the LSAT consistently with the help of expert explanations, and
            you will improve. 
        

    
        
            INTRODUCTION
        

        Logical Reasoning Method and Strategies

        The Kaplan Method for Logical Reasoning has four steps. The order of Steps 1 and 2
            may surprise you a little bit. 
        

        
            LOGICAL REASONING METHOD

            
                	1. Identify the Question Type 

                	2. Untangle the Stimulus 

                	3. Predict the Correct Answer 

                	4. Evaluate the Answer Choices

                

            

        

        Every Logical Reasoning question has three easily identifiable parts: the stimulus,
            the question stem, and five answer choices. The stimulus is the paragraph or short dialogue at the top of the question; it may contain an argument
            or a set of statements. Beneath the stimulus is the question stem; it gives the test taker her task, e.g., identify an assumption in the argument,
            pick the answer that makes the argument stronger or weaker, describe a flaw in the
            author’s reasoning, or choose the answer that follows from the statements in the stimulus.
            Underneath the question stem, there are five answer choices, exactly one of which fulfills the task called for by the question stem; the other
            four answer choices are demonstrably incorrect. 
        

        The Kaplan Method for Logical Reasoning takes the most efficient and strategic route
            through the questions. You will see this Method reflected in the explanations to every
            Logical Reasoning question. 
        

        Step 1: Identify the Question Type

        Begin with the question stem. Find out what your task is. That way, you’ll know what
            to look for as you are analyzing the stimulus. The explanations will
            show you how an expert approaches the stimulus differently depending on the question
            type found in the question stem. 
        

        
            LOGICAL REASONING STRATEGY

            Identify the Question Type

            As you review your test, take note of the task, or question type, for every Logical
                Reasoning question. You’ll soon notice that certain question types are more prevalent.
                Moreover, you’ll begin to see how LSAT experts approach the same question types consistently
                to
                maximize their accuracy and speed. Note: Every question type is defined in the glossary; for your convenience, the question
                type name is linked right to its definition. 

        

        Step 2: Untangle the Stimulus

        Once you understand your task, read the stimulus actively, focusing on the sentences
            or statements that will help you choose the correct answer. 
        

        
            LOGICAL REASONING STRATEGY

            Effectively Analyze Arguments 

            In questions that ask you to analyze an argument, you will want to first locate and paraphrase the author’s conclusion, meaning the assertion or opinion about which the author is trying to convince the
                reader. After identifying the conclusion, focus on the author’s evidence, the statements or premises the author offers in support of the conclusion. Many
                questions require that you then determine the author’s assumption(s), the unstated premise(s) that logically connect the evidence to the conclusion. 
            

            The explanations will outline expert argument analysis whenever it is relevant, but
                here’s a simple demonstration. Imagine a stimulus with this simple argument:
            

            This raspberry lemonade is a very sour drink. Therefore, it will not pair well with
                the pasta dish.
            

            Here, the author’s conclusion is that the raspberry lemonade will not pair well with
                the pasta dish.
                His evidence is that the raspberry lemonade is quite sour. From this, you can determine
                that the author assumes that very sour drinks will not pair well with the pasta dish.
                You may agree or disagree with the author; the LSAT doesn’t care about that. The test
                will reward you for being able to untangle and analyze
                the explicit (conclusion and evidence) and implicit (assumption) parts of the author’s
                argument. You’ll see argument analysis demonstrated in a majority of the Logical Reasoning
                explanations.
            

        

        
            LOGICAL REASONING STRATEGY

            Effectively Catalog Statements

            In cases where the stimulus does not contain an argument, the LSAT typically rewards you either for making a valid inference
                based on the stimulus, or for resolving an apparent paradox described in the stimulus.
                Because there is usually no argument in these stimuli, LSAT experts approach them
                differently, but no less strategically. 
            

            In non-argument-based questions, experts note five patterns:

            Concrete statements/assertions: The statement “All students at State U must complete Composition 102” is far stronger,
                and thus more likely to lead to valid deductions, than a statement
                such as “Some students at State U have taken Professor Manning’s archaeology seminar.” 
            

            Shared terms: When two statements share a term, they often combine to produce valid deductions.
                For example, if the author tells you that “Project X receives government funding,”
                and then tells you that “projects which receive government funding are subject to
                annual review,” you can infer that Project X is subject to annual review. 
            

            Keywords: Words that highlight how an author thinks two statements relate to one another can
                be helpful in making inferences. Consider what you can infer about a fictional politician
                named Carson in the following sentence: “The population of Crow County is quite conservative, but Carson is likely to be elected Commissioner.“ That’s quite different than what we could infer were the author to say: ”The population
                of Crow County is quite conservative, and so Carson is likely to be elected Commissioner.“ 
            

            By the way, every Paradox question stimulus will contain a contrast Keyword, highlighting
                the two seemingly contradictory statements at issue. 
            

            Conditional statements: Also known as Formal Logic, conditional (or “If-then”) statements are powerful tools
                for making valid inferences. Consider a statement
                such as “If Rebecca auditions for the role of Desdemona, then Jonas will audition
                for the role
                of Hamlet.” This makes Jonas’s audition necessary for Rebecca’s. If this stimulus went on to
                say, “Jonas will not audition for the role of Hamlet,” then you can deduce that Rebecca
                will not audition for the role of Desdemona. Note:
                Formal Logic is discussed further at the end of this chapter.
            

            Uncertain statements: Statements containing terms such as some, several, and most are less concrete than those containing all, every, or none. LSAT experts, however, learn to recognize patterns to produce valid deductions. One
                of these patterns, fairly common on the LSAT, is a pair of “most” statements. For
                example, if a stimulus states that “Most members of the water polo team are in-state
                students,” and tells you that “Most members of the water polo team are scholarship
                athletes,” an LSAT expert will deduce that “At least one in-state student is a scholarship
                athlete.” 
            

        

        Untrained test takers instinctively read the stimulus first, after all, it is at the
            top of the question. When they next read the question stem, however, they often have
            to reread the stimulus now that they know their task. The Kaplan Method for Logical
            Reasoning eliminates this redundancy. The strategies outlined here help the well-trained
            test taker zero in on the relevant, helpful statements in the stimulus.

        

        Step 3: Predict the Correct Answer

        After untangling the stimulus, an LSAT expert will pause very briefly to paraphrase
            what the correct answer must say. This allows the expert to evaluate the answer choices
            more efficiently and effectively. 
        

        Without pausing to “pre-phrase” the correct answer, a test taker is likely to read
            answer choice (A), and then to
            reread the stimulus. If still unsure whether choice (A) is correct, this untrained
            test taker will do the same thing with choices (B), and (C), and so on. This reading,
            rereading, and comparing of answer choices is far too time consuming, and can make
            you more confused about the question than you were to begin with. 
        

        An LSAT expert, armed with a strong prediction, evaluates the answer choices by asking,
            “Does this answer choice match my prediction?” If the answer is “No,” she crosses
            it out. If the answer is “Yes,” she can confidently circle it and move on to the next
            question. 
        

        
            LOGICAL REASONING STRATEGY

            Accurately Predict Correct Answers

            Different Logical Reasoning question types (e.g., Assumption, Strengthen/Weaken, Flaw,
                Inference) reward different skills. LSAT experts learn to predict correct answers
                accurately and in the ways that best fit the different question stem tasks. 
            

            Here are some of the ways LSAT experts treat the prediction step differently in the
                most common Logical Reasoning questions.
            

            Assumption questions: In the simplest arguments, it’s easy to spot (and to state) the author’s assumption.
                For example, if an author concludes that “Socrates is mortal” because of evidence
                that “Socrates is human,” then this author is assuming (correctly, in fact) that “Humans
                are mortal.” On the LSAT, however, arguments are usually a bit more complex than that.
                Moreover,
                the LSAT may ask for an assumption necessary to the author’s argument, or for an assumption sufficient to establish the author’s conclusion. In the explanations, you’ll see how LSAT experts
                predict the correct answer differently depending on the Assumption
                question stem. 
            

            Strengthen/Weaken questions: In these questions, the correct answer states a fact that makes the author’s conclusion
                more or less likely to follow from the author’s evidence. That’s different than saying
                that the answer will prove or disprove the argument. For example, if an author argues
                that “The new public tennis courts will not be built because MegaCorp has withdrawn
                its
                offer to fund the new public tennis courts,” the author assumes that only MegaCorp’s funding would make the construction of new courts possible. To weaken
                that argument, the test will provide a correct answer that names a potential alternate
                source of funding. That is the LSAT expert’s prediction: “The correct answer here will point out another way to pay for the construction.”
                The LSAT expert does not try to guess which source the test will choose (a tax levy,
                a bond issue, a wealthy philanthropist, a private tennis club), but he knows with
                confidence that the one correct answer will provide an alternative source and that
                the four incorrect answers will not. 
            

            Flaw questions: It is common for some Flaw questions to be among the toughest questions on a given
                LSAT. That’s because they ask you to describe an error in the author’s reasoning.
                The answer choices often contain abstract wording and avoid reference
                to the subject matter of the stimulus. For a Kaplan-trained LSAT expert, however,
                Flaw questions can be among the easiest for predicting what the correct answer will
                contain. That’s because there are a handful of Flaw types that the testmaker uses
                again and again.
                Some of them will sound familiar (ad hominem, circular reasoning, correlation versus
                causation, unrepresentative samples, equivocation) even if you can’t easily define
                them at this point. Of course, the explanations will always point
                out these common flaw types when they appear in questions or in answer choices, and the name of the flaw type will link to its definition in the glossary. 

            Inference questions: These are often the hardest questions in which to accurately predict the correct
                answer. After all, there are sometimes dozens of things you could infer from a series
                of three or four statements. When you are preparing to evaluate the answer choices
                in Inference questions, pay careful attention to the question stem. Does it ask for
                a correct answer that “must be true” given the statements in the stimulus, or does
                it ask for the one that is “most strongly suggested” by the statements in the stimulus?
                Beyond that, keep an eye out for the patterns
                discussed above in the strategy labeled “Effectively Catalog Statements.” If you are
                given two statements that share a common term, or if you spot conditional
                statements, you can be fairly certain that the testmaker wants you to use those tools
                to reach the correct answer. 
            

        

        Step 4: Evaluate the Answer Choices

        In the discussion of Step 3, you saw how an LSAT expert uses a solid prediction of
            the correct answer to confidently evaluate each answer choice. Test takers who truly
            master the Logical Reasoning Method become so confident that, if choice (C) is clearly
            the correct answer, they may not check choices (D) and (E) at all, or if they do,
            they do so quickly, just to confirm that they are clearly incorrect. In the explanations
            in this book, we always present the correct answer first to reinforce the strategies
            of predicting and evaluating. In addition, we discuss each wrong answer thoroughly,
            even though you (if you follow the Method) may not need such thorough analysis on
            Test Day.

        

        
            LOGICAL REASONING STRATEGY

            Spot Common Wrong Answer Patterns

            The LSAT is so standardized, that particular types of incorrect answers appear over
                and over throughout the test. Spotting these common wrong answer types will make you
                more efficient throughout the Logical Reasoning section. 
            

            The most common wrong answer type is Outside the Scope, an answer that introduces
                a fact or consideration irrelevant to the argument or statements in the stimulus.
                Other important wrong answer types include 180 and Extreme. A 180 incorrect answer
                states exactly the opposite of what the correct answer must say. These 180 answers
                can be effective “traps” for an inattentive test taker. If the correct answer must
                weaken an argument, for
                example, it’s not uncommon for one or more of the wrong answers to effectively strengthen
                the argument. Extreme wrong answers stay within the scope of the stimulus, but overstate
                what the correct must say. If you can infer, for example, that at least one in-state
                student is a scholarship athlete, one of the wrong answers might state that “most
                in-state students are scholarship athletes.” 
            

            NOTE: There are a handful of other incorrect answer patterns. Whenever an answer choice
                fits one of the these patterns, the explanations will make note of the pattern, and the term describing the incorrect answer type will be linked to its definition
                in the glossary. 

        

        In our comprehensive LSAT prep courses, Kaplan students learn and practice the Logical
            Reasoning Method over several class sessions, and in dozens of additional LSAT Channel lessons and homework assignments. If you are not in a Kaplan course, we still want
            you to improve your LSAT score as much as possible. That’s why we make the Logical
            Reasoning Method the foundation of every question’s explanation, and why we always
            highlight and explain the strategies outlined here. 
        

    
        
            INTRODUCTION
        

        Logic Games Method and Strategies

        Every Logic Games section contains four games, each with five to seven questions.
            To finish the section within the allotted 35 minutes, you need to average around 8
            and 1/2 minutes per game. That’s a tall order, one most test takers are not able to
            fill. The Kaplan Method for Logic
            Games is designed to attain the maximum combination of speed and accuracy within this
            section.
        

        
            LOGIC GAMES METHOD

            
                	1. Overview

                

                	2. Sketch

                	3. Rules

                	4. Deductions

                	5. Questions

            

        

        You may find it striking that the LSAT expert completes four steps in this Method
            before turning her attention to the questions. That seems counter-intuitive. Don’t
            we want to get to the questions as quickly as possible? As you study the logic games
            explanations in this book, however, you’ll see that the expert’s approach, which involves
            organizing the game’s information first, allows her to answer the questions much more
            efficiently, sometimes
            in a matter of seconds. These explanations will demonstrate the enormous power of
            patience in logic games, and will convince you of the value of consistently applying
            the Method to every game you encounter.
        

        To understand what each step involves, let’s first define the parts of a logic game
            as they appear in the test booklet. To conduct
            your overview of the game, you’ll examine the game’s setup, the short description of the game’s situation, entities (the people or things you’re
            asked to arrange in the game),  and action (the game’s task). Beneath the setup, the
            testmaker always includes some rules, which are listed in indented text. These rules provide restrictions on how the entities
            may behave within the game’s action and framework. After that, you’ll see the game’s
            questions. In most games, one or more of the questions will begin with a hypothetical “If”
            condition. Such a condition acts like an additional rule, but it applies only to that individual question. Keep your Master Sketch with the rules that apply throughout
            the game separate from your scratchwork on individual questions containing new “If”s
            that are unique to that question. 
        

        Step 1: Overview

        The goal here is to have a clear mental picture of your task. Ideally, you could describe
            your job within the game in a single sentence, e.g., “I will be dividing eight students
            into two teams of four with no overlap,” or “From among seven books, I will select
            four and reject three.” Be as precise as you can without overstating the limitations
            imposed by the setup.
            Make sure, for example, that the game asks you to choose “exactly four books” and
            not “at least four books.” In logic games, every word is important.
        

        
            LOGIC GAMES STRATEGY

            Ask the SEAL Questions to Conduct Your Overview

            To make sure that they have a strong grasp of the game’s layout and task, LSAT experts
                ask four questions, known to Kaplan students by the
                acronym SEAL, from the first letter of each word. 
            

            What is/are the …

            Situation—What is the real-world scenario being described? What is the deliverable information—an
                ordered list, a calendar, a chart showing what’s matched up?
            

            Entities—Who or what are the “moving parts,” the people or things I’m distributing, selecting,
                sequencing, or matching?
            

            Action—What is the specific action—distribution, selection, sequencing, matching, or a combination
                of those—that I’m performing on the entities?
            

            Limitations—Does the game state parameters (e.g., select exactly four of the seven, sequence
                the entities one per day) that determine or restrict how I’ll set up and sketch the
                game?
            

            Throughout Kaplan Logic Games explanations, the LSAT experts will often break down
                their Overviews just like this. Be sure you see what they see before you move into
                the complicated rules and deductions.
            

        

        Step 2: Sketch

        Based on your Overview, create a simple framework in which you record and organize
            the game’s information, rules, and limitations. The testmaker uses just a handful
            of game types, so as you review your work and study the expert’s sketches in the explanations,
            learn to identify the most common actions and the sketches typically associated with
            them. Here are two good rules of thumb: 1) Always list out the entities in abbreviation
            (e.g., M O P T W Y) above your sketch framework, and 2) make your framework as simple
            and easy to copy as possible (since you will want to repeat it when a question offers
            you a new “If” condition). 
        

        
            LOGIC GAMES STRATEGY

            Learn the Standard Sketch for Each Game Type

            Every game needs a Master Sketch. It provides a framework into which you can build
                the rules and restrictions that will allow you to answer the questions. Fortunately,
                the LSAT uses the same game types test after test, and you can learn some standard
                patterns that will save you time and frustration on Test Day. Here’s how LSAT experts
                typically set up the most common game actions.
            

            Strict Sequencing—These games ask you to arrange or schedule entities in numbered positions, or on
                specific days or times. A series of numbered slots (either horizontal or vertical)
                usually suits this task.
            

            
                
                    [image: Strict Sequencing Sketch: A list of the first letters of each entity, and below that, six numbered dashes arranged horizontally.]
                

            

            Loose Sequencing—These games are similar to Strict Sequencing, but here, the setup does not provide
                numbered slots or days of the week. Instead, all of the rules describe the relative
                position of two or more entities. The rules can be combined to show all of the known
                relationships among the entities.
            

            
                
                    [image: Loose Sequencing Sketch: The entities depicted with dashes or ellipses to indicate their relative positions. ]
                

            

            Selection—These games ask you to choose or select a smaller group of entities out of a longer
                list. All you really need here is a roster of all the entities. Then, you can circle
                those selected and cross out those rejected.
            

            
                
                    [image: Selection Sketch: A list of the first letter in each entity; selected entities are circled; rejected entities are crossed out.]
                

            

            Matching—These games ask you to match up members of one group with those of another, or to
                assign certain attributes to some members and different attributes to others. A list
                or grid fits the bill here.
            

            
                
                    [image: Matching Sketch: A list or grid headed by columns with each entity, and rows labeled with each item to be matched to the entities. ]
                

            

            Distribution—These games give you a group of entities and ask you to break it up into smaller
                groups (two or three smaller groups is most common, but you will see four on occasion). 
            

            
                
                    [image: Distribution Sketch: A list of the entities, and below that, columns representing the groups into which the entities are distributed.]
                

            

            For every game, the Kaplan explanations will show the LSAT expert’s initial sketch
                framework and explain how she chose it. Then, you’ll see how the expert develops the
                sketch to accommodate the rules and deductions
                provided by the game. Study the sketches carefully and make sure you see why the expert
                chose the one she did.
            

            Now, some games may have twists or special requirements that require you to vary or
                add to these standard sketches, and Hybrid games combine two or three of the standard
                actions together. Don’t let these exceptions deter you from learning the standard
                sketches. Once you know
                the common patterns, it will be easier to see how LSAT experts can account for the
                unique features of any game within them. 
            

        

        Step 3: Rules

        Once you have created a sketch framework, you will then analyze and sketch each rule.
            Make sure to consider what each rule does and does not determine. Again, every word
            in Logic Games is important. A rule stating that “A gives his presentation on a day
            earlier than the day on which B gives his presentation” is different than one stating
            that “A gives his presentation on the day immediately before the day on which B gives
            his
            presentation,” and both are distinct from the rule “A gives his presentation on the
            day immediately before or the day immediately after
            the day on which B give his presentation.” As you review the explanations, pay careful
            attention to how the LSAT expert sketched
            out each rule to make sure you didn’t over- or under-determine the rule’s scope. 
        

        
            LOGIC GAMES STRATEGY

            Build Rules Directly into the Sketch Framework

            Always seek to depict rules in the most concrete, helpful way possible. If you can,
                build them right into the sketch, so that you can see their impact on the setup and
                the entities. 
            

            When you encounter a rule that establishes exactly where an entity should go, your
                instinct will rightly be to place that entity right into your sketch framework. Consider,
                for example, a game that asks you to sequence six entities—A, B, C, D, E, and F—into
                six numbered positions—1 through 6. If you get a rule that says “D will be placed
                in Position 4,” you’ll just jot down “D” on top of that slot in your framework. Perfect! The entity can’t
                move, and you’ll always see where it is. 
            

            With other types of rules, however, many test takers do not add them to the sketch
                in the most helpful way. When analyzing Logic Games rules, LSAT experts always consider
                what the rules does and does not restrict. Sometimes, the negative implications of
                a rule are stronger than its affirmative ones. For example, consider a game that asks
                you to sequence six entities—A, B, C, D, E, and F—into six numbered positions—1 through
                6. A typical rule for that game might say: C must be placed before A. You could jot
                down something like “C … A,” but that doesn’t tell you anything concrete. You cannot easily place that into your
                sketch framework. The negative implications of that rule, however, are very strict:
                C absolutely cannot go in position 6, and A absolutely cannot go in position 1. If
                you write something like “~ C” directly underneath slot 6 and “~ A” underneath slot
                1 in your sketch, you will have a very clear visual depiction of
                this rule. 
            

            Throughout the Kaplan explanations, take time to study how LSAT experts draw and depict
                the rules. It’s okay if your drawings don’t look identical to those in the explanations,
                but you’re sure to encounter a few instances in which the expert’s sketch makes a
                lot of sense, and teaches you a few new tactics for handling games
                and their rules. 
            

        

        Step 4: Deductions

        This is the step that most untrained test takers miss, but it is also the step that
            can transform your performance on a game. Deductions arise when you are able to combine
            rules and restrictions to determine additional information. Logic games reward test
            takers for being able to quickly and accurately determine what must, can, and cannot
            be true about the entities in the game, and deductions can increase your brain’s processing
            power enormously. Take the simplest kind of deduction, accounting for “Duplications,”
            in other words, entities mentioned in more than one rule. Here’s the scenario:
        

        In a game that asks you to arrange six entities (call them A, B, C, D, E, and F) into
            six hour long spots from 1 pm through 6 pm, you have two rules: 
        

        
            	B gets an earlier spot than C.

            	D gets a later spot than C.

        

        Combining those two rules (B … C and C … D) produces a three-entity list (B … C …
            D). That’s pretty routine, but consider the implications. You now know that D will
            never take
            1 pm or 2 pm, that C will never take 1 pm or 6 pm, and that B will never take 5 pm or 6 pm. 
        

        Most deductions are more elusive than that, and some are even more powerful in their
            effects on the entities within the game. As you review your work and study the explanations,
            pay attention to the deductions made by the LSAT experts. Especially in games where
            you feel that you really struggled, discovering that there was an available deduction
            that you missed can make the entire game clearer and more comprehensible. 
        

        
            LOGIC GAMES STRATEGY

            Use the BLEND Checklist to Make All Available Deductions

            One of the hardest things to learn to do in logic games is to make all of the deductions
                quickly, and then to be confident enough that there are no more deductions that you
                can move on to tackle the question set. To help with this difficult task, Kaplan’s
                LSAT experts have created a mnemonic of the five most common deduction-producing
                patterns seen in the rules and restrictions. We call it BLEND, for the first letter
                of each item in the list. Check for these patterns, and you’ll be sure you don’t overlook
                an available deduction, and you’ll know when there are no more deductions to be found.
            

            Blocks of Entities: When a rule forces two or more entities to occupy adjacent spaces
                in a list, or to be placed together in a group, check to see where space is available
                for them, and where they may prevent other entities from appearing.
            

            Limited Options: When a rule (or combination of rules) restricts the entire game to
                just two or three patterns, LSAT experts will often create dual sketches to depict
                the game. Pay careful attention to Limited Options in the explanations. They aren’t
                always easy to spot, but when they occur, they make the questions much, much easier
                to answer.
            

            Established Entities: When a rule (or combination of rules) restricts an entity to
                just one space in a list, or forces the entity to be placed into a particular group,
                note it. This is powerful not only because you have firmly placed one entity, but
                also because that entity’s placement may prevent others from being assigned to the
                same position or group.
            

            Number Restrictions: When rules and limitations within a game restrict the number of
                entities that may be placed into a particular group, it makes the game much easier
                to solve. Being asked to split up seven students into two teams doesn’t tell you much,
                but deducing that Team A must have three students and Team B must
                have four tells you a lot.
            

            Duplications: When an entity appears in two rules, it allows the rules to be combined.
                We just described the simple B … C + C … D = B … C … D type of duplication, but duplications
                can be far more sophisticated, and may appear in any type of logic game. 
            

            
            In the explanations to every game, the expert will note when one or more of these
                patterns appears, and the term will be linked to the glossary in case you’ve forgotten
                how it’s defined.
            

        

        Step 5: Questions

        We alluded to the fact that logic games reward you for being able to determine what
            must, can, and cannot be true about the placement of the entities within the game.
            Scan the questions from any logic games section, and you’ll see multiple variations
            asking “Which one of the following is an acceptable arrangement/could be true/must
            be false/etc.?” Throughout the explanations, you’ll see how an LSAT expert uses the
            Master Sketch (including the additional deductions
            he’s made) to make short work of these questions. 
        

        Quite often, the question stem opens with a New-“If” condition, but then asks one
            of these same questions given the new constraint or
            limitation. In most cases, LSAT experts tackle these with new “mini-sketches” so that
            they can make the new condition concrete. This strategy is discussed briefly
            below. 
        

        
            LOGIC GAMES STRATEGY

            Use “Mini-sketches” to Take Control of New-“If” Questions

            One “rookie mistake” that untrained test takers will make in Logic Games is to create
                a Master Sketch
                for a game and then try to use it for all of the game’s New-“If” questions. Let’s say a game has five questions, and when our untrained test taker
                comes to Question 2, he sees that it begins with a new “If” condition. He then adds
                the new restrictions into his overall Master Sketch and works
                out the implications. That’s great for that one question, but here are a few reasons
                why it’s a bad strategy for the rest of the game:
            

            Subsequent questions  will either have different New-“If” conditions, or they will
                have no new conditions at all. That means that to use his
                Master Sketch again, the untrained test taker will have to erase all of the work he
                did on Question 2. At a minimum, that will be messy and will take up some time. The
                bigger risk is that the test taker will forget exactly which of the deductions he
                made at the beginning of the game, and which he made specifically for Question 2.
                He could wind up inadvertently leaving some of Question 2’s work in the sketch, or
                erasing some of the initial deductions he’d made. Either way, he’s now in danger of
                missing all the subsequent questions associated with the game.
            

            Additionally, if our untrained test taker effectively erases the work in the sketch
                that was unique to Question 2, he will no longer have that work to refer to. In the
                next strategy note, you’ll learn how LSAT experts sometimes consult their work on
                earlier questions to help
                answer later ones. If you are building-erasing-rebuilding your sketch as you go, you
                won’t have a record of the work you’ve done throughout the question set. 
            

            LSAT experts avoid these pitfalls by creating a Master Sketch containing the setup,
                rules, and deductions for the overall game. And, then, they leave it alone. They can
                consult the Master Sketch for questions without New-“If” conditions. For each New-“If”
                question, however, they quickly copy the Master Sketch and label it with the question
                number of the New-“If” question. They add the question’s new “If” condition to this copy, and work out the question’s implications there.
                When they move on, they leave that question’s work as a reference, just in case it
                helps them on a subsequent question. 
            

            As you review, study the new “mini-sketches” that experts make for New-“If” questions.
                You’ll learn not only how they got a particular question right, but also how they
                effectively
                manage an entire game. 
            

        

        There are a handful of relatively rare Logic Games question types, but well-trained
            test takers can use the same sketches and techniques to answer them, as well. At times,
            test takers who have truly mastered the Logic Games Method will even use their work
            on one or two questions to help them quickly answer another. That’s why it is valuable
            to review an entire game, from Step 1 all the way through the
            last question, even when you only missed one or two of the questions along the way.
            Your review will not only reveal where you went off track on the questions you missed,
            it also will likely show you how you could have handled the entire game more quickly
            and confidently. 
        

        
            LOGIC GAMES STRATEGY

            Use Previous Work to Determine what Could be True

            The LSAT always provides enough information to answer every question. That’s comforting
                to know, but open-ended questions that ask you what could be true or
                must be false in a game without giving you any new conditions or constraints can be
                very time consuming. For most students, their instincts tell them to try out every
                answer choice one by one. 
            

            LSAT experts know to keep track of the work they do on every question, and when they
                can use it to help them solve these open-ended questions. If they see that an open-ended
                question will be very time consuming, or will require them to test every answer choice,
                they often skip that question temporarily. After working through the other questions
                in the set, they’ll come back to the open-ended question. 
            

            Here’s how it works. Let’s say a question asks “Which one of the following must be false?” You check your Master
                Sketch, but you don’t see anything there that definitively
                rules out one of the answer choices. Work through the rest of the questions for the
                game. Along the way, you’ll likely encounter one question that asks for an “acceptable arrangement” of entities.
                You’ll probably also have two or three questions with New-“If” conditions, and you’ll solve those by creating “mini-sketches” that reveal some additional “acceptable
                arrangements.” Now, the expert test taker uses critical thinking: “Since the correct
                answer to the open-ended question must be false, all four of its
                wrong answers could be true.” Then, he can check any acceptable arrangement he has
                discovered or created along
                the way. Any answer choice for the “must be false” question that appears in an acceptable
                arrangement is an incorrect answer, and he
                can cross it out. Sometimes, you may be able to eliminate all four wrong answers in
                this way. 
            

        

        Students in Kaplan’s comprehensive LSAT prep courses drill with the Logic Games Method in class and throughout their homework. They are
            assigned chapters in Kaplan’s LSAT treatise “LSAT Premier” that go over the strategies, tactics, and techniques
            associated with each step of
            the Method. They practice it on dozens of real LSAC-released logic games in Kaplan’s
            exclusive Qbank, a library of over 2,000 official LSAT questions. As you review
            your work in these explanations, follow along with the LSAT experts who make the Logic
            Games Method their template for accuracy and speed in this section. 
        

    
        
            INTRODUCTION
        

        Reading Comprehension Method and Strategies

        For many students, Reading Comprehension is the section of the LSAT in which they
            find it most difficult to improve their scores. This is due, in part, to how familiar
            Reading Comprehension feels. In one way or another, you have been tested from grade
            school through college on how well you understood or remembered something that you
            had read. Learning to read actively and strategically, in the way rewarded by the
            LSAT, takes some getting used to. Kaplan’s Reading Comprehension Method is designed
            to make your performance on this section
            of the test just as efficient and effective as our Logic Games Method can on that
            section. 
        

        
            READING COMPREHENSION METHOD

            
                	1. Read the Passage Strategically

                	2. Analyze the Question Stem

                	3. Research the Relevant Text

                	4. Predict the Correct Answer

                	5. Evaluate the Answer Choices

            

        

        Given that you have four passages (and their accompanying questions) to complete in
            35 minutes, time is precious in Reading Comprehension. LSAT experts will usually complete
            Step 1 for a passage in around 3 to 4 minutes. That leaves between 4 to 5 minutes
            to tackle the questions, using Steps 2 through 5 for each one. Here’s what each step
            accomplishes.
        

        Step 1: Read the Passage Strategically

        LSAT Reading Comprehension passages are excerpts of around 450 to 500 words, typically
            from academic writing in fields covered by social science, natural science, humanities,
            and law. The writing is dense, and the topics are rarely, if ever, familiar to the
            casual reader. This content is pretty intimidating, and students often compound the
            problem by trying to read and remember the details and facts in these arcane passages.
        

        But, here’s what LSAT experts know: The LSAT is far more interested in how and why the author wrote the passage than it is in what the author said about the details. Here’s why. Imagine if you saw this question on
            the LSAT.
        

        In which of the following years did George Washington lead Continental Army troops
            across the Delaware River?
        

        This is a question that rewards knowledge, not reading comprehension. If you happen
            to know the answer, you could get this question right even without the passage. Law
            schools need to evaluate your skill level in comprehension and analysis. So, the LSAT
            asks questions more like these.
        

        The author of the passage would most likely agree with which one of the following
            statements about Washington’s military leadership?
        

        The author includes a reference to Washington’s crossing of the Delaware in order
            to
        

        The primary purpose of the fourth paragraph of the passage is

        To answer LSAT questions, you need to read for the passage’s structure, and the author’s
            opinions, and not just for names or dates or facts. Anticipating the kinds of questions
            that the test asks, LSAT experts read actively, interrogating the author as they proceed.
            When the author offers an opinion, the expert looks for where and how the author supports
            it. If the author describes two theories, the expert looks for the author’s evaluation
            of them, or for language in which the author prefers one theory over
            the other. An LSAT expert’s reading is never passive or wayward.
        

        
            READING COMPREHENSION STRATEGY

            Use Keywords to Read Effectively

            Given the LSAT’s emphasis on opinion and purpose, Kaplan has compiled a list of Keywords
                that indicate
                text that is likely to be relevant in answering LSAT questions. These include terms
                that indicate an author’s point of view, her reason for including a detail or illustration,
                and words that
                show contrast or correspondence between two things or ideas. LSAT experts circle or
                underline these Keywords when they encounter them in the passage, and they use Keywords
                to effectively paraphrase or summarize chunks of text.
            

            To see why Keywords are so helpful, try to answer the following question:

            Type X coffee beans grow at very high altitudes. Type X coffee beans produce a dark,
                mellow coffee when brewed.

            With which one of the following statements would the author most likely agree?

            
                	Coffee beans that grow at high altitudes typically produce dark, mellow coffee when
                    brewed.

                	
Coffee beans that grow at high altitudes typically produce light, acidic coffee when
                    brewed.

                

            

            You cannot answer that question from the text alone. It contains only facts. To understand
                the author’s point of view, and thus to answer the LSAT question about it, you need
                for the author
                to supply Keywords that logically connect the facts in a specific way. Observe:
            

            Type X coffee beans grow at very high altitudes, but produce a surprisingly dark, mellow coffee when brewed. 

            Now, choice (2) is the correct answer on the LSAT. Choice (1) is clearly incorrect.
                But, what if the author had written the following?
            

            Type X coffee beans grow at very high altitudes, and so produce a dark, mellow coffee when brewed. 

            Now, it’s choice (1) that is supported by the passage. Notice that the facts did not
                change
                at all, but when the author changes the Keyword, the correct answer on the LSAT changes.
                Keywords indicating a passage’s structure or an author’s point of view are not the
                kinds of words you typically pay attention to when you
                are reading for school, so you need to train yourself to spot them, and use them,
                on the LSAT.
            

            Throughout the Kaplan LSAT explanations for Reading Comprehension, LSAT experts will
                show you the Keywords and phrases that they circled or underlined in the passage text.
                Then, as they explain individual questions associated with a passage, they will demonstrate
                how they refer back to those Keywords to research the passage, predict correct answers,
                and evaluate the answer choices. The categories of Keywords are defined in the glossary. 
            

        

        By circling or underlining Keywords, and then jotting down succinct notes in the margin
            next to the passage, an LSAT expert creates a “Roadmap” of the passage. This helps
            the expert quickly research the text when one of the questions
            refers to a detail, illustration, or argument in the passage. 
        

        While a Roadmap of Keywords and margin notes is helpful on most questions, there are typically a few questions accompanying each passage that call for broader answers,
            such as the author’s “primary purpose” or the passage’s “main idea.” To prepare for these questions, an LSAT expert also summarizes the
            “big picture” of the passage as she reads. Keeping in mind the kinds of questions
            that the LSAT
            asks, these summaries must go beyond mere subject matter to encompass how and why
            the author wrote the passage. Big picture summaries are described in the following
            strategy note. 
        

        
            READING COMPREHENSION STRATEGY

            Summarize the Passage’s Big Picture

            In addition to circling Keywords and jotting down notes in the margins next to the
                passage, LSAT experts also mentally summarize passages as they strategically read
                LSAT Reading Comprehension passages. To do this efficiently, experts will usually
                break down the passage’s big picture into Topic, Scope, Purpose, and Main Idea. You’ll
                see these “big picture” terms referenced throughout Kaplan’s LSAT explanations, and
                for most passages, the discussion following the Sample Roadmap
                will paraphrase the expert’s summaries for you. 
            

            The Topic means the overall subject matter. It almost always appears in the first
                paragraph. At this high level, the subject matter is likely to be familiar to you,
                even if you don’t know much about it. 
            

            The Scope refers to the aspect of the Topic that interests this author. For example,
                if the Topic is George Washington, the Scope could be Washington’s economic policies,
                Washington’s education, or Washington’s service as a general in the Continental Army.
                Usually, you will have some idea of
                the Scope from the passage’s first paragraph, although occasionally, it may not be
                entirely clear until the second
                (or even third) paragraph. The Scope must be narrower than the Topic, and it is important
                that you recognize the author’s Scope and avoid imposing your thoughts about a Topic onto the passage.
            

            Identifying the author’s purpose is central to your LSAT success. To put your finger
                on why the author is
                writing the passage, look to the passage’s structure. Does the author begin by describing
                someone else’s idea or theory about the subject? If so, the author’s purpose may be
                to rebut the other thinker’s idea. On the other hand, the author might go on to explain how this other person’s theory influenced subsequent ideas on the subject. In another
                passage structure
                common on the LSAT, the author opens with a description of an event or phenomenon.
                She might go on to evaluate the importance of the phenomenon, or she might advocate for a particular kind of response to it. Notice that all of the italicized words here
                are verbs, and learn to paraphrase the author’s Purpose as a verb in your own summaries.
                Remember, you want to capture why and how the author examines a subject, and not only what she says about it. 
            

            If you have summarized the Topic, Scope, and Purpose accurately, you can usually combine
                them into a fairly clear statement of the passage’s Main Idea. For example, if the
                Topic is George Washington, the Scope is Washington’s time as commander of the Continental
                Army, and the author’s Purpose is to illustrate how his military career influenced his political career, then the Main Idea might
                be something like: “Washington’s generalship trained him to be consultative and decisive in political
                battles with Congress.” In the most academic passages on the LSAT, you may encounter
                a one-sentence thesis
                statement or summary that makes the Main Idea explicit, but more often, you will need
                to paraphrase the Main Idea by combining the Topic, Scope, and Purpose you have identified
                from the passage structure and the author’s point of view. 
            

            As you review Reading Comprehension sections using these explanations, you’ll see
                how LSAT experts handle “main idea” and “primary purpose” questions using the kinds
                of big picture strategies we’ve just discussed. 
            

        

        In Reading Comprehension, Step 1 should take you around 3–4 minutes. Think of your
            passage Roadmap much as you would your Master Sketch in a logic game. It highlights
            and organizes the most important information in the passage, and it gets you ready
            to answer the questions.
        

        Step 2: Analyze the Question Stem

        Reading Comprehension passages are usually accompanied by 5–8 questions. Start your
            analysis of each question by identifying two things: the question type and any clues
            that will help you research the passage text. Kaplan always identifies the question
            type at the start of every question’s explanation. The question types are defined
            in the glossary, as well. 
        

        As we’ve already alluded to, some Reading Comprehension questions ask about the “big picture.”
            Kaplan calls these Global questions, and if you’ve summarized the Topic, Scope, Purpose,
            and Main Idea of the passage, you won’t need do any further research. Just use your
            summaries to predict the correct answer.
        

        Other question types focus on the specifics of what the author said. Occasionally,
            you’ll encounter a Detail question. These usually begin with a phrase such as “According
            to the passage …” making it clear that the correct answer is something stated in the
            passage. The LSAT
            also often tests details through Logic Function questions. These question stems cite
            the detail from the passage and then ask why the author included the detail or how he used it. A common phrasing for this question type is: “The author refers to xxx (lines 24–26) in order to.“  Use the detail, and any line or paragraph reference to
            research the text. Keywords
            before or after the detail (”but xxx is different“ or ”xxx is especially important because“) will often demonstrate the author’s reason for including it, and will help you
            predict the correct answer.
        

        By far, the most common question type in Reading Comprehension is the Inference question.
            These ask you for something that the passage implies, but does not state explicitly.
            Inference question stems can be open-ended (“With which one of the following statements
            would the author of the passage most likely
            agree?”) or they may include references to a detail in the passage (“Based on the
            information presented in the passage, which one of the following economic
            policies would Washington have been most likely to endorse?”). Whenever a research
            clue is present, use it to pinpoint the relevant text in the
            passage. For example, the “economic policies” mentioned in the second Inference question
            stem would likely take you to a particular
            paragraph, and maybe even to a particular line in the passage about Washington. 
        

        A handful of questions in the Reading Comprehension section will mimic the skills
            tested in the Logical Reasoning section. A Reading Comprehension question could, for
            example, ask you to strengthen an argument made by the author, or to identify a method
            of argument parallel to one in the passage. To manage these questions, LSAT experts
            employ the skills they’ve learned for the comparable question types in the Logical
            Reasoning section. This
            is a good reminder that you should review complete tests, even when you’re primarily
            concerned with just one or two sections. 
        

        Step 3: Research the Relevant Text

        Don’t answer LSAT Reading Comprehension questions on a whim. Whenever you are able
            to research the passage, do so. But, be careful. Don’t passively re-read the passage,
            or go on a “fishing expedition” for details you don’t remember. 
        

        An LSAT expert uses the research clues that he finds in question stems in conjunction
            with his strategic reading Roadmap to put his finger right on the relevant text in
            the passage. Moreover, the expert always seeks out Keywords that indicate why the author included a detail, or how the author used it in the passage. In some questions, the LSAT testmaker will include
            wrong answers that use words or phrases directly from the passage, but that distort
            what the author had to say about those words or phrases. The following strategy examines
            how LSAT experts use research effectively and efficiently. 

        

        
            READING COMPREHENSION STRATEGY

            Use Research Clues to Answer Questions Efficiently

            Most LSAT test takers are pretty good readers. Given unlimited time, a lot of test
                takers could probably get all of the Reading Comprehension questions correct. Of course,
                the LSAT does not give you unlimited time. Indeed, the 35-minute time limit may be
                your biggest obstacle to Reading Comprehension success. 
            

            LSAT experts combat the test’s time constraints by very effectively avoiding pointless
                re-reading. There are five
                kinds of research clues they recognize in question stems that help them zero in on
                the relevant text and predict the correct answer. 
            

            
                	
Line References—Experts research around the referenced detail, looking for Keywords that indicate
                    why the referenced text has been included and how it is used.
                

                	
Paragraph References—Experts consult their Roadmaps to check the paragraph’s scope, and its function in
                    the passage. 
                

                	
Quoted Text (sometimes accompanied by a line reference)—Experts check the context of the quoted
                    term or phrase, and they consider what the author meant by it. 
                

                	
Proper Nouns—Experts check for the context of the person, place, or thing in the passage; they
                    check for whether the author made a positive, negative, or neutral evaluation of it;
                    and they consider why the author included it.
                

                	
Content Clues—Experts take note when question stems mention terms, concepts, or ideas highlighted
                    in the passage, knowing that these almost always refer to something that the author
                    emphasized, or about which the author expressed an opinion.  
                

            

        

        If you struggle to maintain your accuracy while trying to complete the Reading Comprehension
            in time, pay attention to how Kaplan’s LSAT experts explain their work in Step 3.
            It could really change the way you take
            the test. 

        

        Step 4: Predict the Correct Answer

        Once you have researched the passage (or, for Global questions, once you have paused
            to consider your big picture summaries of the passage), take a moment to paraphrase
            (or “pre-phrase,” if you like that term) what the correct answer must contain. Taking
            a few seconds
            to predict the correct answer can save you a lot of time as you move through the answer
            choices. Just as they do in Logical Reasoning explanations, the Kaplan experts who
            write the Reading Comprehension explanations will always share their predictions with
            you in their analysis of Step 4. Pay careful attention to this step if you want to
            improve your speed and accuracy in Reading Comprehension. 
        

        Step 5: Evaluate the Answer Choices

        Every question on the LSAT has one correct answer and four demonstrably incorrect
            ones. This is especially important to remember in Reading Comprehension because comparing
            answer choices back to the text can lead to endless re-reading and wasted time. Armed
            with a solid prediction (or, at a minimum, with a clear idea of the author’s purpose
            and point of view), evaluate the choices boldly. If (A) does not contain
            what the correct answer must say, cross it out and move on. Those who master the Reading
            Comprehension Method often become so confident that once they spot the correct answer,
            they do not even need to read the rest of the answer choices. In the Kaplan explanations,
            we always explain why every wrong answer is wrong, even when the correct answer is
            (A). On Test Day, however, you will be well served by the ability to predict and evaluate
            consistently. 
        

        
            READING COMPREHENSION STRATEGY

            Spot Common Wrong Answer Patterns

            LSAT experts use the standardized nature of the LSAT to their advantage in Reading
                Comprehension (just as they do in Logical Reasoning) by anticipating certain types
                of wrong answers that occur over and over again. 
            

            Many of the wrong answer types in this section are the same ones associated with Logical
                Reasoning questions. You will see a fair share of Outside the Scope wrong answers,
                and in Reading Comprehension Global questions particularly, you will see incorrect
                answers that go beyond the scope, encompassing more than what the author included
                in her Purpose or Main Idea. You will also see Extreme and 180 incorrect answers similar
                to those in Logical Reasoning. 
            

            Two incorrect answers types that are more common in Reading Comprehension than they
                are in Logical Reasoning are the Distortion and Half-Right/Half-Wrong answer choices.
                Distortion incorrect answers are those that stay within the scope of the passage,
                but then twist what the author has said in a way that misstates the author’s position
                or point of view. Half-Right/Half-Wrong answer choices are those that start
                off well, matching the passage up to a point, but then incorrectly characterize or
                contradict the passage in their second half. 
            

            Whenever an answer choice fits into one of the common wrong answer categories, the
                Reading Comprehension explanations will point it out. If there is an incorrect answer
                type that doesn’t make sense to you, check out its description in the glossary.
            

        

        Students in Kaplan’s comprehensive LSAT prep courses make Reading Comprehension a regular part of their practice. They understand that
            they have to. After all, improvement in Reading Comprehension requires diligent practice.
            Kaplan instructors encourage both un-timed and timed practice so that students can
            learn the skills and strategies rewarded by the Reading Comprehension section, and
            then evaluate them under test-like conditions. In addition to having access to hundreds
            of released LSAT Reading Comprehension passages, Kaplan students also hone their skill
            set with LSAT Channel lessons covering the full range of ability levels, from Fundamentals to Advanced.
            Even if Reading Comprehension is your strongest section initially, practice and review
            it throughout your LSAT prep. Steady improvement in this tough section will lead to
            a higher score on the exam.
        

    


      
         INTRODUCTION


      



      A Note About Formal Logic on the LSAT



      In college and university Philosophy departments, Formal Logic is an enormous topic
         that may cover several semesters and hours and hours of difficult reading. Its reputation
         as a formidable and intimidating subject is well deserved. The LSAT, however, tests
         only a small sliver of Formal Logic, a sliver that can be mastered with a few hours
         of expert instruction and diligent practice.

      



      The aspect of Formal Logic tested on the LSAT is restricted to conditional statements (also called “If-then” statements). You’ll see them from time to time in Logic Games,
         and multiple times in Logical Reasoning
         on every test. Here’s a brief introduction to how you will see Formal Logic described
         and discussed in
         these explanations.

      



      Conditional Statements: Sufficiency and Necessity



      A conditional statement is defined by having a sufficient clause and a necessary clause. That’s a hifalutin’ way of saying it has an “If” clause and a “then” clause. Here’s a simple example: 

      



      If this car is running, then it has gasoline in its gas tank.



      That means that gasoline in the gas tank is necessary for this car to run. So, the
         necessary clause follows “then.” That’s always the case. Now, notice that the clause “this car is running” is sufficient
         to establish that the car has gasoline in its gas tank. The “If” clause is always
         sufficient (that is, it is enough by itself) to establish the truth
         of the necessary (or “then”) clause. 

      



      In the explanations, the LSAT expert will often abbreviate Formal Logic by using an
         arrow for the “then” clause, like this:

      



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     car running



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     has gas



                  


               



            


         



      



      Translating Conditional Statements 



      There are many ways to express conditional logic in the English language, and the
         LSAT uses them all. For example, on the test, the previous conditional statement might
         be expressed in any of the following ways:

      



      


         	This car will run only if it has gasoline in its gas tank.



         	This car will not run unless it has gasoline in its gas tank.



         	Only if this car has gasoline in its gas tank will this car run.



         	If this car does not have gasoline in its gas tank, then this car will not run.



         



      



      From the perspective of Formal Logic these are all equivalent statements. They all
         present exactly the same relationship of a sufficient term to a necessary term. LSAT
         experts learn to recognize conditional statements and to quickly and accurately translate
         them into the “If-then” format. You’ll see this skill demonstrated several times in
         the explanations to any LSAT test.



      



      The final version of our statement about the car (“If this car does not have gasoline
         in its gas tank, then this car will not run”) is also known as the contrapositive
         of the original statement. Being able to formulate
         the contrapositive of any conditional statement is a crucial skill for LSAT success. 

      



      Contrapositives



      The logic underlying contrapositives is simple. Since the term that follows “then”
         is necessary for the term that follows “If,” when you negate the necessary term, you
         must also negate the sufficient term. In
         other words, when you remove something that is necessary, you can’t have the thing
         it’s necessary for. So, to abbreviate our previous example:

      



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     NO gas



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     car NOT running



                  


               



            


         



      



      If our original statement is true, then this one must be true as well. And, that’s
         it. To form the contrapositive of a conditional statement, reverse and negate its sufficient and necessary terms. 

      



      Be careful, though, because if you reverse without negating, or if you negate without
         reversing, you will create illogical statements (and the LSAT will punish illogical
         statements with wrong answers). For example, here’s what we would get by negating
         our original statement’s terms without reversing them too:

      



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     car NOT running



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     NO gas



                  


               



            


         



      



      But that could be wrong, couldn’t it? If the car is not running, it might have a dead
         battery, or a broken transmission,
         or it might even be turned off. In any of those cases, it might have gasoline in its
         gas tank. 

      



      Similarly, here’s what we’d get by reversing without negating:



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     has gas



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     car running



                  


               



            


         



      



      Again, the mistake is obvious in our simple example. Having gasoline is necessary
         for the car to run, not sufficient for it to run. It could have a full tank of gas,
         but if its battery is dead, it would not be running. 

      



      To see why contrapositives are important on the LSAT, consider a Logic Games rule:
         “If Katherine is selected, then Malik will be selected.” It’s easy to translate and
         jot down:

      



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     K



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     M



                  


               



            


         



      



      That will be helpful any time you know that Katherine is selected in the game. But,
         here’s what the test is likely to ask: “If Malik is not selected, then which one of the
         following must be true?” An LSAT expert may even anticipate a question like this one
         because as soon as he
         sees the original conditional statement among the rules, he will also note its contrapositive
         by reversing and negating the original terms:

      



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     NOT M



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     NOT K



                  


               



            


         



      



      There’s no doubt that if Malik is not selected, then it must be true that Katherine
         is not
         selected either.

      



      Conditional Statements with Multiple Terms



      From time to time, the LSAT will include conditional statements that have more than
         one term in the sufficient clause, in the necessary clause, or in both. For the most
         part, these work just the same as the previous example, but there is one important
         additional note we need to make about contrapositives in conditional statements with
         multiple terms. To see this, let’s add a term to the necessary clause of our original
         statement:

      



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     car running



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     has gas AND has charged battery



                  


               



            


         



      



      This statement now has two terms in the necessary clause, and both are necessary: If this car is running, then it has gasoline in its gas tank AND it
         has a charged battery. Because both conditions are necessary, the negation of either
         one will cause the car not to run. Thus, the contrapostive would read:

      



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     NO gas OR NO charged battery



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     car NOT running



                  


               



            


         



      



      When we reverse and negate to form the contrapositive, we must also change the “and”
         linking the two necessary terms to “or.” This will always work, regardless of whether
         the “and” or the “or” are found initially in the sufficient clause or in the necessary
         clause. We can illustrate
         this with another Logic Games rule. Imagine that the test tells you the following:
         “If Juliana and Nestor attend the dance, then Patricia will not attend the dance.”
         That is, if J and N are both there, P will not be. Here’s that rule in Formal Logic shorthand:

      



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     J AND N



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     NOT P



                  


               



            


         



      



      Now, to form the contrapositive, reverse and negate the terms, and change the “and”
         to an “or”:
      



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     P



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     NOT J OR NOT N



                  


               



            


         



      



      That might look funny initially, but it is absolutely true based on the original statement.
         Patricia will not go to the dance if both Juliana and Nestor go. So, knowing that
         Patricia is at the dance is sufficient to establish that at least one of the other two is absent. 

      



      Any time you see a conditional statement, you can form its contrapositive correctly
         by reversing and negating the terms, and changing “and” to “or” or vice versa.

      



      Combining Conditional Statements



      The LSAT often rewards your ability to combine conditional statements to reach valid
         deductions that may not be apparent at first. The most obvious example is when they
         give you two statements like these:

      



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     A



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     B



                  


               



            


         



      



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     B



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     C



                  


               



            


         



      



      From this, we can pretty easily deduce the following:



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     A



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     B



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     C



                  


               



            


         



      



      And, thus:



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     A



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     C



                  


               



            


         



      



      When the example is that straightforward, the deduction is pretty easy to see. However,
         on the LSAT, the testmaker will sometimes add a step or two. Imagine that you see
         these rules in a logic game:

      



      Danny will audition for any play that Carla directs.



      Danny will not audition for a play unless Rebekkah also auditions for that play.



      First, you will need to translate those sentences into Formal Logic abbreviations:



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     Cdir



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     Daud



                  


               



            


         



      



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     ~ Raud



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     ~ Daud



                  


               



            


         



      



      Now, the result of the first statement (its necessary clause) is that Danny auditions.
         The trigger (or sufficient clause) of the second sentence is that Rebekkah does not audition. Right now, you can’t combine those statements. But look what happens when
         you formulate the contrapositive
         of the second sentence:

      



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     Daud



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     Raud



                  


               



            


         



      



      Now, the trigger (the sufficient clause) of the second statement is that Danny auditions.
         Thus:

      



      


         


            


               


                  	


                     If



                  


                  	


                     Cdir



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     Daud



                  


                  	


                     →



                  


                  	


                     Raud



                  


               



            


         



      



      So, when combined, those statements allow you to deduce that Rebekkah also auditions
         for any play that Carla directs. 

      



      The skill of combining conditional statements doesn’t only appear in Logic Games.
         In fact, it’s far more common in Logical Reasoning questions. Wherever they encounter
         Formal Logic on the test, LSAT experts are adept at spotting conditional statements,
         translating them into the “If-then” format, formulating their contrapositives, and
         combining them to reach deductions. 

      



      For students in a comprehensive LSAT prep program, they regularly practice Formal Logic in and out of class, in their books, and their
         homework assignments, and they hone their skills watching Formal Logic LSAT Channel sessions. Whenever you encounter Formal Logic in these explanations, the LSAT expert
         will explain the analysis thoroughly, using abbreviations like those you’ve seen here.
         Always give Formal Logic an extra careful review. 

      



   
        
            INTRODUCTION
        

        Taking a Kaplan LSAT Course: A Personalized Experience

        Preparation for the LSAT is a combination of two things: instruction and practice—lots
            of it. And every student is different, with different strengths, weaknesses, goal
            scores, and dream schools. That means every student has different needs. So Kaplan
            customizes the LSAT preparation experience for you. You get the right instruction and the right practice at the right time for
            you. Here’s how we do it:
        

        Personalized Instruction: Core Curriculum + The LSAT Channel


        First, Kaplan customizes instruction. There’s not one long “one-size-fits all” course
            for you to sit through. There is a core curriculum—10 sessions in our In Person or
            Live Online classes, including 3 full-length, proctored practice tests—that everyone
            attends. The core sessions cover the key concepts for each and every question type.
            If you are enrolled in our Self-Paced program, this material is presented in short,
            digestible chapters.
        

        But how do we personalize it? We recently introduced a new innovation called The LSAT Channel. It’s nightly, live-streamed, live online instruction with Kaplan’s best teachers,
            and it features over 100 unique one-hour episodes on every LSAT topic imaginable. If you’re
            rocking Logical Reasoning, you can attend advanced episodes tailored for you. If
            you’re struggling in, let’s say, Hybrid Logic Games, you can attend foundations episodes
            to go deeper into the basics. The LSAT Channel provides unique, customizable, niche live instruction (lots and lots of it), and
            all of the LSAT Channel lessons are also available in an On Demand archive for viewing whenever you want.
        

        Personalized Practice: PrepTest Library, Explanations, Qbank & Smart Reports

        Second, Kaplan customizes practice. The LSAT has not changed substantially since 1991,
            and you’ll have access to every officially released LSAT PrepTest. That’s over 80
            exams and 8,000 questions. Plus, you’ll have detailed answers and explanations to
            each. But additionally, we give you an online tool called Qbank where you can create
            customized quizzes to practice questions in the specific areas where you need the
            most help.
        

        How will you know what to do? Kaplan’s scoring analytics tool, Smart Reports, evaluates
            your performance on practice tests to tell you exactly where you need help and where
            you need to focus your time.
        

        Personalized Promise: Kaplan’s Higher Score Guarantee

        And finally, you can be confident in your decision to prep with Kaplan, as our courses
            feature the industry-leading Higher Score Guarantee. If you are not ready to take
            the LSAT for any reason or are unhappy with your score, you can repeat your course
            and have continued access to your resources for free—no questions asked. And if for
            whatever reason your score does not improve, even though you’ve done the required
            work, you’ll receive a full tuition refund. You’ll have the confidence
            to rock the LSAT on Test Day.
        

        Kaplan LSAT Course Options

        All of the benefits of a Kaplan comprehensive course are available in four different
            ways:
        

        
            	
Private Tutoring – Get the attention you need from a personal tutor
            

            	
In Person – Learn in a real classroom taught by an expert, Kaplan-trained instructor.
            

            	
Live Online – Get the convenience of a live classroom in the comfort of your home.
            

            	
Self-Paced – Study at your own pace in a location that’s convenient for you.

            

        

        Take a Look

        
            
LSAT Channel Demo
            

             Click to learn about how The LSAT Channel works.

        

        
            
LSAT Channel Highlights
            

             Click to see our LSAT Channel instructors in action.

        

        
            Getting Started Video

             Click to learn about all the courses resources at your disposal.

        

        Free LSAT Events

        Kaplan regularly hosts free, live online LSAT events for prospective law students to learn more about the test and the admissions process.
            Find LSAT Practice Tests, Preview Classes, Free LSAT Channel Previews, Admissions Seminars, and more.
        

    
        
            PrepTest 78: The Inside Story
        

        The Inside Story

        LSAT PrepTest 78 Unlocked

        PrepTest 78 — 

        PrepTest 78 was administered in June 2016. It challenged 23,051 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 78’s most difficult section. 
        

        Hardest PrepTest 78 Section as Reported by Test Takers

        
            [image: Pie chart. Hardest section of PrepTest 78 as reported by test takers: 52% Logic Games; 28% 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 78’s different sections. 
        

        Percentage Incorrect By PrepTest 78 Section Type

        
            [image: Bar Chart. Percentage Incorrect by PrepTest 78 section type: Logical Reasoning 36%; Logic Games 34%; Reading Comprehension 39%.]
        

        
        Actual student performance tells quite a different story. On average, students were
            almost equally likely to miss questions in all three of the different section types,
            and on PrepTest 78, Reading Comprehension and Logical Reasoning were somewhat higher
            than Logic Games in actual difficulty. 
        

        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. But the
            truth is that the test maker places hard questions throughout the test. Here were
            the locations of the 10 hardest (most missed) questions in the exam.
        

        Location of 10 Most Difficult Questions in PrepTest 78

        
            [image: Bar chart. Location of the ten most difficult questions in PrepTest 78: Section 1 (LR), two questions; Section 2 (LG), one question; Section 3 (LR), four questions; Section 4 (RC), two questions.]
        

        
        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 ten 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 78

        
            	Tough curve! PrepTest 78 was the first time since June ’11 (PT 63) that 99 questions
                correct wasn’t enough to get a 180.  
            

            	With only six Assumption questions and six Flaw questions, PrepTest 78 had the least
                combined Assumption and Flaw questions since October 2010 (PT 61).
            

            	The Selection game returns! PrepTest 78 featured a Selection game for the first time
                since October ’13 (PT 70) and for just the third time since 2010.

            

            	The record for fewest Global questions in a Reading Comprehension section had been
                three, which had happened five times. However, on PrepTest 78, a new record was set
                with just two Global questions.
            

            	The Comparative Reading pair of passages appeared in the Reading Comprehension section
                for the first time since December ’09 (PT 59). 
            

            	Answer choices (A), (B), (C), (D), and (E) each appeared exactly 10 times in RC/LG.
                However, in Logical Reasoning, there was not the same consistency. In fact, (E) was
                twice as likely to occur as (D)—14 vs. 7 times.
            

            	Section III kicks off with a question about unrepresentative polling. Then, less than
                20 days after PrepTest 78 was administered, the United Kingdom voted for Brexit.
            

        

        PrepTest 78 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 78 to the average numbers seen on all officially released LSATs administered
            over the past five years (from 2012 through 2016). 
        

        Number of LR Questions by Type: PrepTest 78 vs. 2012–2016 Average

        
            [image: Bar chart. Number of LR questions by type in PrepTest 78, compared to the average number over the past five years of PrepTests.]
        

        
        Number of LG Games by Type: PrepTest 78 vs. 2012–2016 Average

        
            [image: Bar chart. Number of LG games by type in PrepTest 78, compared to the average number over the past five years of PrepTests.]
        

        
        Number of RC Questions by Type: PrepTest 78 vs. 2012–2016 Average

        
            [image: Bar chart. Number of RC questions by type in PrepTest 78, 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. And 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 an online question bank with thousands of officially released questions, games,
            and passages. 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 above) is an important tool for understanding how the test is constructed
            and how you are performing on it.
        

    
        
            LSAT PrepTest 78
        

        
            
                Section I: Logical Reasoning

                
                    
                        
                            
                                
                                    	Q#
                                    	Question Type
                                    	Correct
                                    	Difficulty
                                

                            
                            
                                
                                    	1
                                    	Principle (Identify/Strengthen)
                                    	A
                                    	★
                                

                                
                                    	2
                                    	Assumption (Necessary)
                                    	E
                                    	★
                                

                                
                                    	3
                                    	Method of Argument
                                    	A
                                    	★
                                

                                
                                    	4
                                    	Point at Issue
                                    	E
                                    	★
                                

                                
                                    	5
                                    	Method of Argument
                                    	B
                                    	★
                                

                                
                                    	6
                                    	Point at Issue
                                    	B
                                    	★
                                

                                
                                    	7
                                    	Flaw
                                    	B
                                    	★
                                

                                
                                    	8
                                    	Inference
                                    	C
                                    	★★
                                

                                
                                    	9
                                    	Flaw
                                    	A
                                    	★
                                

                                
                                    	10
                                    	Weaken
                                    	C
                                    	★★
                                

                                
                                    	11
                                    	Inference
                                    	A
                                    	★★★★
                                

                                
                                    	12
                                    	Strengthen
                                    	C
                                    	★★
                                

                                
                                    	13
                                    	Inference
                                    	D
                                    	★★
                                

                                
                                    	14
                                    	Assumption (Necessary)
                                    	D
                                    	★★★★
                                

                                
                                    	15
                                    	Principle (Identify/Inference)
                                    	E
                                    	★★★
                                

                                
                                    	16
                                    	Strengthen
                                    	A
                                    	★★★
                                

                                
                                    	17
                                    	Paradox
                                    	E
                                    	★★
                                

                                
                                    	18
                                    	Principle (Identify/Strengthen)
                                    	E
                                    	★★
                                

                                
                                    	19
                                    	Assumption (Necessary)
                                    	E
                                    	★★
                                

                                
                                    	20
                                    	Point at Issue
                                    	D
                                    	★★
                                

                                
                                    	21
                                    	Parallel Flaw
                                    	E
                                    	★★★★
                                

                                
                                    	22
                                    	Flaw
                                    	A
                                    	★★
                                

                                
                                    	23
                                    	Parallel Reasoning
                                    	B
                                    	★★
                                

                                
                                    	24
                                    	Principle (Identify/Assumption)
                                    	E
                                    	★★★
                                

                                
                                    	25
                                    	Weaken
                                    	C
                                    	★
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