The writer of the reading tries to explain what agnostides ate or how they behaved, by providing some theories. Agnostides were marine animals and some fossil remaind of them have found. However, the professor find all theories discussed in the reading weak and refutes them.
First, according to the passage, the agnostides were free-swimming predators, like other types of arthropods which were strong, active predators. Conversely, the lectuter states that, predators must have well-developed eyes. But, agnostides did not have such eyes. Their had were tiny, poorly vision eyes. So they were not able to chase their prays and this theory is not feasible. 
Furthermore, it is said in the reading that, agnostides were seafloor dwellers, the same as other primitive arthopods. Nonetheless, the speaker in the lecture points out that, animals which live in seafloor are not able to move very fast and far. They move slowely across localazed areas. As agnostides' fossil remains have been found in different locations and in large distanses, they were able to move quickly and far. Therefore, this theory is unconvincing.
Finally, the auther of the text mentions that, agnostides could be parasites which have preyed on larger organisms. In contrast, the professor dismisses this issue by bringing up this fact that agnostides' populations were very large.
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