The reading asserts that many frog’s species are in danger of extinction around the world. Because these animals have numerous advantages for their environment, it seems important to utilize methods to solve this problem. The lecturer how, however, finds the idea dubious and casts doubt on the proposed methods by the passage/the lecturer finds the solutions impractical.
The author argues that by reducing the use of toxic materials which are a way to prevent insects that are harmful for crops, frogs' population decline may stop. Conversely, the lecturer brings up the idea that prohibiting farmers from using pesticides is not economical or fair. Farmers rely on these materials to ensure maximizing their harvest. Strict regulation on the use of these pesticides will lower the yield of the farmers who work in areas in which in frogs are endangered. As a result, they will lose in their competition with farmers of other areas which are not encountered with frogs' population issues.
Furthermore, the reading passage holds the idea that fungus is a major reason for frogs' issues. By recent proposed methods of treatment or prevention, frogs could survive from the infection caused by the fungus. On the contrary, the professor underlines the fact that these methods have to be imposed on every individual frog on large scales. People have to take each of the frogs and treat them. This is a complicated task. Another important problem is that these methods will not prevent frogs from passing infection to their offspring. As a result, the treatment or prevention must be done for every generation of frogs which is a complex task.
Finally, the reading asserts that massive decline in frogs' habitats may have resulted in their extinction and people should concentrate on protecting these areas with activities such as reducing excessive water use and development. In contrast, the speaker dismisses this idea to the fact that destroyed water habitats such as lakes or marshes are not a result of local human activities, but they are a result of global warming. Global warming has a great role in threatening water sources and by the lack of water sources, many animals’ species are in the danger of extinction. So, by preventing water use or similar projects, the problem of frogs' population will not be solved.
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Good job!
You have successfully selected the important information from the lecture and coherently and accurately presented the information in relation to the relevant information presented in the reading.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The response is well organized, and occasional language errors that are present do not result in inaccurate or imprecise presentation of content or connections.
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