


2K system for Reading:

1. Speed map: 30 seconds to get a fast overview of passage
2. Preview all questions and circle all mystery questions.
3. In each mystery question, underline keywords to search for.

4. Do line reference questions and try to bump into mystery keywords while
answering line reference.

5. If you bump into a mystery keyword, do that question next before continuing
back to line reference questions.

6. Move onto remaining mystery questions. Snap shop, Bear claw and finger

scan as fast as possible to find remaining mystery keywords.

7. Do big picture questions last.

NOTE 1: Do not be afraid to move on at the 9 minute mark! GOAL is to finish all
40 questions then double back and look at road block questions AFTER you finish
all 40!

NOTE 2: each question is only worth 1 point so if you spend time on a road block
question and get it wrong, you may not get to the end of the test where there
may be easy questions!



Reading 2K system overview:

On youtube!
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PASSAGE 1
SOCIAL STUDIES: This passage is adapted from an article about

architecture and democracy.

In her article “Architects of Justice,” scholar Linda
Mulcahy writes about how the physical arrangement of
the courtroom is a far cry from the apolitical, public-
spirited space it was once idealized to be.

Imagine walking into a courtroom. In most court
rooms, officers of the court flank the entrance in the back
and stand at the front as well, monitoring the room for rule
violations. Invariably, the proceedings are separated from
the viewing area by a low wall or divider. The topography
of the space—the judge seated on a raised platform,
for example—allows the judge to observe the room’s
activity from an elevated position, clearly a calculated
architectural choice. It often feels more like a theater than

anything else—a performance rather than a truth-seeking
enterprise. -

These architectural features, coupled with the
“legalese” used by lawyers (unfamiliar to many lay people),
the adversarial (typically hostile) nature of the litigation
process, and the general attitude of resentment and
reluctance that pervades juries, leave little question why
the public would find courtrooms less than welcoming.

In 2003, Bexar County, Texas took on the challenge
of changing all this. In an innovative, pioneering project
aimed at meeting the special needs of children in child
abuse and neglect cases, the county created a court
complex to enable children to testify in the courtroom
in a non-threatening and comforting environment. It
was a radical departure from the traditional approach
to courtroom design and renovation, and it sprang from
consensus in the county that a special courtroom to
accommodate the high number of abused children was
critical.

A design team was formed that included archi-
tectural, electrical and mechanical engineers, a child psy-
chologist, and the local Deputy Director of the Center
for Legal and Court Technology. The design team, work-
ing with county officials, determined that two court-
rooms were needed, along with two hearing rooms and
two interview rooms. ‘

The creation of dual rooms made clear the
significant role that technology would play. According
to the Center for Legal and Court Technology, “Each
courtroom would need ail technological tools available
to present a case. The extensive use of video would be
expected to allow a participant in any location within
the complex to communicate with another participant
anywhere clse. For example, a judge might need to
interview a child in chambers with other participants
viewing from the hearing room or courtroom. If a parent
became unruly, he/she would be removed to 2 holding area
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to end disruption in the courzzoom burt could still listen
to or testify at the proceedings. Remote communication
was also designed into the system so parents who were
incarcerated could participate from prison rather than
being transported to the courthouse.”

The complex even included a special waiting
room, designed for the protection and entertainment of
children.

But endeavors like this remain rare and are, as in the
case of Bexar County, typically restricted to individuals
with special needs, such as children.

Will the design of standard courtrooms ever follow
suit in the future? Should they?

It is.unlikely. Law is a highly traditional profession
that pays, by its nature, great respect to authoriry. Judges,
statutes, and sacred, guiding documents, such as both
state and federal constitutions, are given the utmost
respect, and violations of them are taken seriously,
involving law enforcement if necessary. Architecture
has reflected that somber, inherently hierarchical model.
Consider not only the structure of a courtroom but
that judges typically wear robes, as well—apparel that
signifies prestige, distinction.

Perhaps the most striking example of hierarchical
American courthouse architecture is the Supreme Court
itself. Forty-four steps rise up to meet its entrance;
massive red curtains adorn the front of the courtroom; the
elevartion of the justices is striking; spectators are cabined
by rank and admission standards. Considering the high-
stakes decisions made in the walls of the building, one
might think these features are not only expected bur also
appropriate.

Yet law can be respected while still being made
accessible, understandable and, in courtrooms, comfortable
enough for witnesses to be honest. For if trial participants
are oo intimidared o tell the truth, how can the courtroom
achieve its fundamental purpose?

1. Which one of the following best characterizes the
author’s. attitude towards the new courtrooms in
Bexar County, Texas?

A. She welcomes them as appropriate for children,
but is skeptical as to whether they are relevant
to standard courtrooms.

She is skeptical of them because they do not
appropriately respect authoriry.

She sees the redesign as a positive step towards
making courtrooms more accessible and
comfortable, but is skeprical as to whether
other courtrooms will follow suit.

She questions whether the redesign is
sufficiently public-spirited and apolitical.

B.

C.



According to the passage, most standard courtrooms
today are characterized by:

F. araised platform for the judge and a waiting
room for children.

G. forty-four steps in front of the entrance and red
curtains in the front of the courtroom.

H. a waiting room for children and red currains in
the front of the courtroom.

J. araised platform for the judge and a divider
separating the viewing area from the
proceedings.

According to the passage, the new courtrooms in
Bexar County, Texas use video in order to:

A. allow participants to view and testify at
proceedings while in physically separate places.

B. allow for a special waiting room for children’s
protection and entertainment.

C. allow incarcerated parents to be transported to
the courthouse.

D. allow the judge to observe proceedings.

‘The author describes the architecture of the Supreme
Court in order to support her point that:

F. the law must always be given the utmost
respect.

G. the Supreme Court is designed to look like the
most prestigious court in the United States.

H. a hierarchical style of architecture in courtrooms
is strongly ingrained in the United States.

J. the elevation of the Supreme Court Justices
is extreme and striking, even by American
standards.

Which of the following is most probably what the

author believes to be “unlikely” (line 64)?

A. Standard courtrooms will adopr a less hierar-
chical style.

B. Standard courtrooms should adopt a less hier-
archical style.

C. Thelaw will become more traditional as a
profession.

D. Residents of Bexar Country, Texas will hke
their new courtrooms.

It can be most reasonably inferred from the passage

that legal jargon:

F. functions to praise authoriry and tradition i in
the courtroom.

G. alienates and confuses many members of the
general public.

H. makes prospective jurors angry and resentful.

J. includes many architectural terms.

It can be most reasonably inferzed that the author
holds which of the following views of Linda Mulcahy’s
scholarship?.

‘The scholarship is good because courtrooms
should be centers of spirited debate.

B. The scholarship is dangerous because court-
room architecture should reflect an appropriate
respect for authority.

C. The scholarship is valuable because we should
examine how courtroom architecture reflects
our values and facilitares justice.

D. The scholarship is smart because no one had
pointed out the discrepancy berween American
legal ideals and the realities of courtrooms before.

According, to the passage, Bexar County, Texas
underrook the challenge of redesigning a local court-
room because:

E. local residents felt too intimidated by the previ-
ous courtroom architecture.

G. local Tesidents wanted to take on an innovarive
project.

H. the number of incarcerated parents made child
abuse cases difficult to prosecute.

J. local residents believed that a special courtroom
for childhood abuse cases was needed.

As described in lines 72-73, the wearing of robes
by judges most reflects which one of the following
artitudes abour the law?

A. “Law can be respected while still being made
accessible” (lines 83—84).

B. “Troften feels more like a theater than anything
else—a performance rather than a truth-secking
enterprise” (lines 13-15).

C. “Judges, statutes, and sacred, guiding docu-
ments, such as both state and federal consri-
tutions, are given the utmost respect” (lines
65-68).

D. “Remote communication was also designed
into the system so parents who were incarcer-
ated could participate” (lines 52-54).

The author compares the courtroom to a “theater”
(line 13) in order to:

F. point out that legal proceedings are cften
scripted.
G. provide.an example of an alternative courtroom
design.
H. underscore the point that courtrooms are
not the open, democratic spaces people once
dreamed them to be.
J. emphasize how judges must consider viewers in
the way they conduct legal proceedings.



