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Thanks to the following for
corrections/suggestions:

P1) If all views in category x are all views that affirm a
given human is reducible to a given animal (via trait-
switching) while retaining moral value, all views in
category x are only able to deny the given animal has
moral value on pain of pA-p.
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P2) All views in category x are all views that affirm a
given human is reducible to a given animal (via trait-
switching) while retaining moral value.

C) Therefore, all views in category x are only able to deny
the given animal has moral value on pain of pA-p.
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Reject C.

Reject P1. Reject P2.

You've hit bedrock, this
premise is just an
affirmation of the
"modus barbara"

syllogism:

P1) All p are q.
P2) All r are p.
C)..allrareq.

Reject P1.

You've hit bedrock. It's taken for
granted that:

Any traits retained in the given
human after switching all their
traits to match the the given
animal are traits possessed by
both beings.

Reject P2. Reject C.

Reject P1.

You've hit bedrock, this
premise is just an
affirmation of the
"modus barbara"

P1)p-q. syllogism:

P2) p.
C).qg. P1) All p are q.

P2) All r are p.

C)..allrareq.

You've hit bedrock. This
argument follows the
"modus ponens" rule:

Reject P1.

You've hit bedrock. Category x is
defined as:

The category containing all views that
affirm a given human is reducible to a

given animal (via trait-switching) while
retaining moral value.

Reject P2. Reject C.

You've hit bedrock. This
argument follows the
"hypothetical syllogism" rule:

P1)p-q.
P2)qg-r.
C).p-r.

Reject C.

Reject P2.

You've hit bedrock. This
argument follows the
"modus ponens" rule:

You've hit bedrock. It's
taken for granted that:

Views which affirm p are
only able to deny p on pain P1)p-gq.
of pA-p. P2) p.
C) . q.

You've hit bedrock. This
argument follows the
"modus ponens" rule:

P1)p-q.
P2) p.

C) .q.




