(1) The case of the open, unbarred windows is meant to be analogous to the case of a woman who, voluntarily and knowing the possibility of pregnancy, has sex without using birth control.  The burglar is meant to be analogous to the fetus; the room analogous to the woman’s body.

(2) The case of the barred windows is meant to be analogous to the case of a woman who, voluntarily and knowing the small possibility of pregnancy, has sex while using birth control.  Again, the burglar is meant to be analogous to the fetus; the room analogous to the woman’s body.

(3) Like (1) except the innocent person is meant to be analogous to the fetus.

(4) Like (2) except the innocent person is meant to be analogous to the fetus.

(5) The window mesh is meant to be analogous to birth control, the people seeds, after taking root in the room, are meant to be analogous to fetuses.

Recall that the standard procedure with an argument from analogy is (step 1) display the analogous argument alongside the target argument; (step 2) point out that the conclusion of the analogous argument does not follow; and (step 3) conclude that the conclusion of the target probably does not follow.  

Notice how Thomson does an incomplete job of step 1.  She does not actually state any of the analogous arguments.  She merely suggests them.  You will often see authors suggest rather than state their analogs, leaving you to do the work of actually stating them when you evaluate them.  

Thomson does do step 2.  (Most authors are careful to do this step, sometimes using a rhetorical question.)  She takes care to point out that the conclusions of each of the five analogs do not follow (step 2).  She says:

(1) The case of the unbarred windows and burglar:  “it would be absurd to say, ‘Ah, now he can stay, she’s given him a right to the use of her house . . . .”

(2) The case of the barred windows and burglar:  “it would be still more absurd to say this if I had had bars installed . . . .”

(3), (4) The case of the unbarred or barred windows and innocent person:  “it remains equally absurd if we imagine it is not a burglar who climbs in, but an innocent person . . . .”

(5) The people seeds:  “Does the person-plant who now develops have a right to the use of your house?  Surely not . . . .”

And Thomson also does step 3 when she concludes, at the beginning of the paragraph, “it is not at all plain that [the target] argument really does go even as far as it purports to.”  You will sometimes find authors who omit this step, too, leaving it to their readers to draw out the consequence of the analogy they suggest.  If you use arguments from analogy in your research paper, go ahead and do all three steps.  Make life easy for your reader!

