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Prompt: Humans arrived in the Kaliko Islands about 7,000 years ago, and within 3,000 years most of the large mammal species that had lived in the forests of the Kaliko Islands had become extinct. Yet humans cannot have been a factor in the species’ extinctions, because there is no evidence that the humans had any significant contact with the mammals. Further, archaeologists have discovered numerous sites where the bones of fish had been discarded, but they found no such areas containing the bones of large mammals, so the humans cannot have hunted the mammals. Therefore, some climate change or other environmental factor must have caused the species’ extinctions.
Write a response in which you examine the stated and/or unstated assumptions of the argument. Be sure to explain how the argument depends on these assumptions and what the implications are for the argument if the assumptions prove unwarranted.

This argument concurs that humans could not have played a pivotal role in the extinction of multiple mammal species in the Kaliko islands 3000 years ago. In order to substantiate this assumption, the writer of the argument indicates that no empirical evidence exists that humans were significantly in contact with these species. It also maintains that even though archeologists have found bones of discarded fish in the islands, they were not able to locate any discarded mammalian bones there. However, the argument makes a number of unwarranted assumptions which renders the argument irrational. Three reasons will be adduced as to why this argument has little-to-no credibility.
First and foremost, the argument relies heavily on the presumption that without significant contact with these species, humans could not have played a role in their extinction; However, no evidence is provided in accordance to this assumption. Furthermore, it is feasible that humans could have impacted their environment in a multitude of ways, and the extinction of the species could have simply been a ramification of an unobtrusive effect that the humans inflicted on their surroundings. For instance, excess hunting of the species’ primary food source could have indirectly lead to the species’ extinction- due to lack of sustenance. Also, humans could be carriers of certain micro-organisms with no implications or symptoms, yet the same virus could be lethal to other mammalian species. These are namely a few alternative explanations in order to debunk the writer’s assumption.
Secondly, the author of the argument assumes that the remnants of fish found by archeologists, were related solely to human activity; Even though other predators could also prey on similar food sources. It also implies that fish was the only food source of the human inhabitants of Kaliko Island, which is highly doubtable. Given the other possible explanation for the discarded fish bones and the false generalization, this evidence lends little credible support to the writer’s theory regarding the extinction of mammalian species.
As a third reason, the writer contributes climate change or other environmental factors as the main reason for the extinction of the species. The author hastily draws a conclusion in order to depict the above-mentioned reason as the only possible reason as to how the species went extinct. However, the author does not specify what factors-whether altered rainfall pattern, temperature fluctuation or etc.- and how these factors led to the extinction. Also, the author does not draw a correlation between the animal remnants found and climate change. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]In sum, the argument is unconvincing as there are many flaws and grey-areas which the author fails to address. The author asserts the argument based on loose evidence. The argument can be strengthened by stating which climatic or environmental factors and how they caused the extinction of the mammalian species. Another suggestion is to omit some of the alternative explanation for the fish bones and role of humans by utilizing empirical evidence. 
