From the desk of Jason Swedene

"How to answer logic multiple choice questions"

How to answer the multiple choice questions, popularized by Cohen and Nagel:

How the questions look:

The answer choices are always in parentheses and separated from each other by ‘ *’s.

So a question would look like this:

EG1:      Curious George is a (monkey  *  elephant).  

Your task is to pick each correct answer variant.  More on this below…

A question may have more than two possible answers:

EG2:   
    Curious George is a (monkey * elephant  * tiger   *  bear).

And a question may have two or more parentheses:

EG3:  

(George Clooney  *   Curious George) is a (monkey   *   person).

How the answers look:

To answer a given question, place a number (e.g. 1, 2, 3, …) over any correct answer and place an ‘x’ over any answer that does not fit.   By using a number, you are acknowledging that the answer choice is part of some correct sequence.  By using an 'x', you are denying that the answer choice is part of any correct sequence.

So, the answer to EG2 might look like the following:






1                  x              x             x



EG2.1: 
Curious George is a (monkey  * elephant  * tiger  *  bear). 

Now, review what I say: To answer a given question, place a number (e.g. 1, 2, 3, …) over any correct answer and place an ‘x’ over any answer that does not fit.

Thought this was easy?  Well, most questions are not so simple.  Most have more than two sets of answer choices, like the following:

EG3:  

(George Clooney  *   Curious George) is a (monkey   *   person).

For such questions, we can see how the number method really tests our knowledge.  Ask yourself, when approaching a question like EG3, what sequence of answers produces a correct statement?   'George Clooney' and 'person' would go together correctly and 'Curious George' and 'monkey' would go together.  To show that two answers are to go together, place the same number over both correct answers in the sequence.  See EG3.1:




          1                            2                           2                 1

EG3.1:  

(George Clooney  *   Curious George) is a (monkey   *   person).

Always read through your answer sequences to make sure you are thorough and correct.  Say 'George Clooney is a person' and 'Curious George is a monkey'.  Do those sequences reveal truths?  If so, leave your answers how they are.  But, let's say, one of your sequences reads 'George Clooney is a monkey': that doesn't reveal a truth, so revise your answer.

Don’t get obsessed with what numbers you use to match the sequence of correct answers: it does not matter as long as a common number connects the two choices in the sequence.  

EG3.2 (below) contains the same answers as EG3.1.  They are just numbered differently.  As ALF would say, "[that's] no problem!":



                        2                          1                          1                   2

EG3.2:  

(George Clooney  *   Curious George) is a (monkey   *   person).

And, notice that there were no ‘x’s marked in EG3.1 or EG3.2.  That is because each answer fit into some correct sequence.  If no correct sequence can be given for a given answer choice, then it would receive an ‘x’.  For instance, consider the following:

EG3.3: 
(George Clooney  *   Curious George) is a (monkey   *   person  *    giraffe).

'Giraffe' does not complete a correct sequence with either 'George Clooney' or 'Curious George', so 'giraffe' gets an ‘x’ over it.  

In EG4.1 (below), two of the answers from the first parenthesis can be correctly linked with 'person' from the second parentheses. Have a look for yourself:

EG4.1:  (George Walker Bush   *  George Clooney    * Curious George) is a (monkey  *   person).  

The correct way to approach this is to number any correct sequence with a separate number.  

For example: 


                 1                               2                              3                          3                 1   2  

EG4.2: (George Walker Bush   *  George Clooney    * Curious George) is a (monkey  * person).

'George Walker Bush' and 'person' correctly completes a sequence.

'George Clooney' and 'person' correctly completes a different sequence.

Since they are different sequences, different numbers must be used.

Use the following hints and try the following questions:

· Make sure that some mark (either a number of an 'x') is above each and every answer option.

· No answer can be accepted as a member of a correct sequence (i.e., get a number) and be denied as a member of any correct sequence at the same time (i.e., get an ‘x’).  In short, an answer cannot be numbered and ‘x’ed at the same time.  That is contradicting yourself and that is wrong.  A logical thinker must never contradict herself. 

· Never use the same number within the same set of parentheses.

· Make sure that each number used in the first parenthesis is used in each subsequent parenthesis.

Now try the following:

1.
Dogs (bark  *   meow).

2.
(Dogs  *   cats)      are animals that (bark   *   meow).

3.
(Dogs   *   cats)   are animals that  (bark    * meow      *    moooo).

4.
(Cows    *   dogs   *   cats)   are animals that (bark    *   have four legs).

5.
(Cows     *    dogs   *   cats)     are animals that (bark     *     moooo)

6.
(Cows      *     dogs       *    cats)    are animals that (have two legs    *    are able to fly).

7. 
(Cows  *  dogs)  are animals that (have four legs   *   are mammals).

If you can successfully answer these common-sense questions, perhaps you are ready for some questions relating to logic.  Here are some:

1.
A word is (ambiguous  *   unambiguous) if it has exactly one normal meaning.

2.
(An expression  *  A proposition) is made up of (words  *   concepts).

3.
The word (‘coleslaw’  *   ‘ bank’) is (ambiguous  *  not ambiguous  *  unambiguous  *  

not unambiguous).

