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.
The author suggests that the demise of some species is the result of environmental factors and climate change rather than humans. A number of assumptions about this suggestion have been made and need to be examined critically to decide if the suggestion is reasonable.
It is first assumed that humans cannot be the reason for extinction of specious which they were not in touch with the mammals as they were living in Kaliko Islands about 7000 years ago, and within 3000 years most of the large mammal species which were living in the jungle of the Kaliko Islands had been disappeared. There are different alternative explanations for the effect of humans on the death of specious. For example, there is possibility that species extinct gradually I mean at first their population were larger and as time went their number decrease and after 3000 years they disappeared completely. Also it is possible that humans separate them based on their gender which result in diminishing breeding as a result the number of species become less and at a long period of time they disappeared.

Another issue that the author mentioned in his statement is that there is no evidence that the humans were in touch with mammals. There is possibility that they were in contact but this contact was indirect which doesn’t have any foot print. For example, there might be abuse of environment which led to extinction of spacious, like they utilize the mammals' food which result to fewer food supply for mammals which contribute them to die because of hunger. In addition, there is possibility that they use some special equipment for hunting which there is not any shadow of human like they hunt them with the use of trap.
An implicit assumption being made in the argument is that 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. This is a very weak assumption which cannot sculpted the human impact on the extinction of spacious. It is likely that the effect of the mammal's bones disappeared as there were living many years ago.  

Lastly, the writer mentioned that some climate change or other environmental factor must have caused the species’ extinctions. There are some doubts about this information. Who lead this changes to the environment and climate change? Why just some spacious disappeared why other spacious remained? So you can see that climate change cannot occur by itself you can find the footprint of human which resulted altering the ecosystem. 

Overall speaking, it is to stated that the suggestion made in the argument is unlikely to come true unless the problems mentioned in the body paragraphs above are all address and ironed out. In other words, it is important to collect more evidence to evaluate the assumptions discussed above in order to decide if the prediction about the franchise’s success is reasonable.

