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GRE Writing – Week 8
	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 writer of the argument concludes that humans could not have been a factor in the species' extinction and identifies alternative explanations such as climate change or other environmental elements for this extinction. To support this conclusion, the writer denies any significant contact among mammals and humans. The writer further states that no sites containing the bones of large mammals have been found. This argument cannot be accepted since it makes a number of unwarranted assumptions. If these unstated assumptions do not hold true, then the argument totally falls apart.
           Firstly, it is assumed that no significant contact has been made among mammals and humans, and consequently, humans could not have been the reason for the mammals' extinction. However, no hard evidence is stated by the writer to support this assumption. Maybe mammals had been one of the primary sources of food for humans at that time. Unless we have full knowledge of how humans lived at that time, we cannot claim that humans and mammals lived separately, without having any contact with one another.
           Secondly, the writer assumes that humans could not have hunted the mammals because archaeologists have discovered no sites. This assumption is flawed since we do not know how extensively the archaeologists have searched the area. In fact, there could be different explanations for not discovering any sites. Maybe there are numerous sites where humans discarded the mammals' bones, but because of thunders and weather changes, these sites have been buried under vast amounts of rock and mud. One other explanation could be that humans discarded the mammals' bone into the sea, where the bones went deep into the sea and could not be found unless using advanced technologies, which have not been used by archaeologists so far.
Lastly, even if there were no contacts between mammals and humans, and we also accept that there are no sites of discarded mammals bones, there is no evidence showing that climate or other environmental changes are the reason for mammals' extinction. Maybe they extinct because of the prevalence of a particular disease. Or perhaps they were weakened both by climate change and some other factors such as food scarcity. Unless there is more information about how they lived and the way they hunted, we cannot firmly relate to one sole reason for the species' extinction.
[bookmark: _GoBack]To sum up, the conclusion made by the writer of the argument cannot be accepted since it is based on several unsubstantiated assumptions. Unless the assumptions are addressed, the argument falls apart, and the writer comes to an unreliable conclusion about the reason behind the mammals' extinction.
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