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.




The writer of the argument concludes that some climate fluctuation or environmental factors of Kaliko Islands cause Kaliko Islands mammal species extinction; however, this conclusion cannot be accepted because it is based on a number of premises all of which can be challenged in one way or another.
The first problem with the argument is that the writer assumes that Kaliko Islands mammal extinction has nothing to do with humans because only sans mammal bones sites have been found in Kalino Islands. However, there is no evidence to prove that Kaliko Islands mammal extinction actually did not happen because of Kalino islanders’ fish based diet. For example, maybe Kalino islanders had a habit or religious ritual to throw mammal bones into the deep see. This might be a reason why no mammal bones have been found in Kalino Islands sites. Or maybe Kalino Islands people make painting color such as white or light gray by amalgamate bones powder with water or other stuffs. Or if we accept that the Kalino islanders only ate fish then it might be the antithesis to conclusion because maybe many Kalino mammal species diet were based on fish and by humans fishing, their diet supplement decrease and cause them to be extincted.
Another problem with the argument is that the writer assumes that Kaliko Islands mammal extinction and human activities are independent because of lack of significant contact between humans and Kalino Islands mammals. Maybe Kalino Islands people thought that riding a mammal or force them to convoy cargos were routine and unimportant that is why they prevent to paint these activities on walls or any places which might be the reason why there is no evidence of human and mammal contact are existed in Kanilo Islands. Or maybe Kalino islanders contact indirectly with mammals. For example, Kilano islanders harvest score of a special vegetable which was the main Kilano mammal’s food source; this source insufficiency may cause mammals to starve and led them to extinction.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Another problem with the argument is that the writer assumes that no disaster such as tsunami has been happened within 7000 years ago till 3000 years ago in Kilano Islands. However, there is no evidence to definitely prove that. Maybe a massive flood or a huge tsunami brought away all evidences such as wall painting or tools and farming implements with it. The disaster may also move smooth surface mammal bones and unable to move sharped fish bones because of getting stuck on the ground. This assumption may support that the Kalino mammal extinction caused by environmental events but it is not prove that the humans cannot cause the Kalino mammal to be extincted.
In the final analysis, the writer’s conclusion cannot be taken to be correct because, as it was shown in the body paragraphs above, it depends on a number of premises each of which is questionable. The conclusion can only be accepted if the weaknesses already referred to are all removed.
