Both the reading and the lecture are about the Monte Verde, Chile. Although the writer of the article feels that there is not enough evidence about the Monte Verde, Chile to have inhabited 12,500 years ago, the lecturer disputes the claims made in the article. His position is that many artifacts that have been found near Monte Verde indicated that the site was occupied 12,500 years ago.
    
 First of all, according to the reading, the absence of weapons such as spearheads or arrowheads reveals no primitive hunter-gatherer society in the place. This specific argument is challenged by the lecturer. He argues that the lack of spearheads or arrowheads is because of the lack of enough knowledge for creating these weapons. In addition, finding bones with meat still on it that have been found in the place, indicate they did hunting.
  
      Secondly, another reason is that disturbing of the soil by plowing and planting crops on the land causes artifacts unearthed to be not dated accurately. The lecturer, however, rebuts this by stating that farming only disturbs the upper layers of the soil and deeper layers are intact, so Many archaeological artifacts were found in deeper layer.
  
[bookmark: _GoBack]   Finally, the writer posits that there are a lot of skeptics about the place because archaeologists could not date all the objects due to the presence of bitumen. In contrast, the lecturer’s position is that archaeologists could do a lot test and Because of The high number and diversity of these tests, archaeologists are sure about the accuracy of the results. 

