The law rightly forbids me to kill trespassers, especially innocent trespassers, on my property (say, by pushing them out of my apartment window on the thirtieth floor), unless I believe an innocent life is in imminent danger of death.  So I may expel the trespasser only if I do not kill him in the process.  Here is an adjusted version of the argument, about which I can agree with the author that the conclusion does not follow.  (My adjustments in square brackets.)

1. If [you voluntarily [open a window to air your room, knowingly kept carpets and upholstered furniture, and knew that screens were sometimes defective, and because of a defect in the mesh a people seed does enter and takes root], then [my] partial responsibility for the [innocent person’s] being there DOES itself give it a right to the use of [my room].

3. Thus [killing the person] would be doing it an injustice.

4. Then . . . if [you] voluntarily [opened your windows] you can NOT now [expel it in a way that preserves its life, and cannot kill it] in self-defense.

I now agree with the author that this conclusion is unacceptable.

