The reading claims that agnostids, a type of marine animals, were primitive arthropods and there are three theories about what they ate. However, the lecturer finds all the ideas dubious and presents some evidence to refute them all.
The author argues that agnostids, strong and active swimmers of primitive arthropods, might have been swimming predators which fed on small animals Conversely, the lecturer brings up the idea that if although other types of arthropods had developed eyes and swam in the open ocean hunting their preys, agnostids had the tiny poorly developed eyes and sometimes they were completely blind. Thus they most had especial sensing for chasing after prey, which the fossil records do not attest it.
Furthermore, the reading passage holds the view that agnostids might have dwelled on the seafloor and might have survived by scavenging dead organisms or by grazing on bacteria. On the contrary, the professor underlines the fact that animals that dwelling on the seafloor are not able to move fast and they stay in the localized area and occupy the small geographical area that originates from, but about agnostids which able to inhabitants in multi-geographical areas and were able to move pretty fast, it is unusual to be dwelling on the seafloor.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Finally, the reading asserts that agnostids could have been parasites and fed on larger animals. In contrast, the speaker dismisses this issue due to the fact that the population of parasites is not large and there are to some extent of parasites on the host's body because if the population of parasites was large the host's organism may be killed. About agnostids, they had a large population in the fossil records and it discards the third theory.



