The author of the article asserts that agnostids probably have lived based on aforementioned theories. The lecturer, however, categorically denies the idea and casts doubt on the points proposed by the reading through citing several reasons.

The writer first states that agnostids may have been free-swimming predators. Conversely, the speaker brings up the idea that other types of the arthropods, which had large eyes to chase prey, were predetors but the agnostids had poor sight power or they were roughly blind. Also, there are no evidence that they have other powerful senses to compensate the lack of vision ability.

Furthermore, the reading passage asserts that they may be seafloor dwellers. This argument is challenged by the lecturer. She points out that these kinds of creators have not be able to not only move fast but also travel far distances. Seafloor dwellers' fossils occupy small areas and cannot be found in other places due to their slow pace. However, agnostids' fossils have been found in multiple areas, therefore, they could move fast and travel large distances. As a result, they could not be seafloor dwellers.
Finally, the article contends that the agnostids could be parasites. In contrast, the professor dismisses this issue due to the fact that parasite species’ population is not large. However, the abundant amount of fossils which have been found in different locations present that they had a vast number of population. Therefore, if they had been all parasites, their surrounding animals have been dead. 
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