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Part One: Introductory Information
Context of the Argument:
The chosen article argues that lagoon and similar private zoos are cruel to animals. The writer emphasizes the importance of our humanity and underscores that we are living in a more enlightened age, making it imperative to disallow such cruelty without enforcing stricter guidelines for the better care of the animals in their possession.
Discursive Setting:
This argument is presented from an animal activist perspective. It aims to resonate with fellow activists, draw public attention, and potentially inspire protesters. The discourse is straightforward and serves as a call to action.
Issue:
The central focus of the argument revolves around the cruelty of private zoos. It questions whether, as a community, we should allow private zoos to operate without more stringent regulations to prevent cruelty and animal welfare violations.
Claim/Conclusion:
The author contends that private zoos are inherently cruel and display minimal concern for animal welfare. To put an end to the cruelty within these private zoos, the author advocates for the creation of stricter animal welfare laws to regulate and prevent any acts of cruelty or violations.
Part Two: Argument Structure
Analyzing Structure:
This argument is inherently deductive. Deductive arguments present factual concepts that leave no room for interpretation, assuming that the premises are all true. In contrast, inductive arguments suggest a more likely answer rather than a definitive conclusion, and abductive reasoning infers the most probable scenario as the conclusion. In this argument, the author uses examples of the exact conditions in which animals are kept to argue their cruelty.
Major Premises and Sub-Premises:
· Major Premise: The animals at Lagoon's private zoo and other similar facilities are kept in cruel conditions.
· Sub-Premise 1: Lagoon keeps large wild animals, such as lions, tigers, and kangaroos, in tiny, concrete-floored cages, depriving them of the ability to roam.
· Sub-Premise 2: Lagoon deprives animals of their instincts and basic tendencies.
· Sub-Premise 3: Lagoon and other "private zoo" owners operate with minimal concern for the welfare of these animals.
Missing Premise and Unstated Assumptions:
The author lacks concrete evidence. While the author's activism suggests expertise, it is challenging to substantiate her claims without specific details about the zoos in question. Additionally, people hold diverse ethical perspectives concerning animals. And the author assumes we all care the same.

Part Three: Argument Evaluation
Evaluating Form and Content:
The argument is valid and sound, reflecting a deductive structure. Validity means that the conclusion, the need for stricter laws enforcing the welfare of privately owned zoos, follows directly from the premises, namely that the zoos are inherently cruel. Soundness demonstrates that the argument is both valid and built on true premises. Although relatively brief and straightforward, there appear to be no fallacies in the argument's structure. The author relies primarily on first-hand experience, without referencing other experts in the field or providing additional evidence.

In conclusion, the author achieves the intended purpose of raising public awareness about animal cruelty in private zoos. The argument supports the deduction that private zoos are problematic and require action, even though it doesn't prescribe specific solutions. If it prompts people to think more deeply about this issue, the argument succeeds in its mission.
