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	The reading states that there are three different theories about how Agnostids may have lived. The theories are called free-swimming predators, seafloor dwellers, and parasites. The lecturer; however, asserts that all the ideas are dubious and casts a doubt on the theories proposed by the writer.
	First of all, the reading passage argues that Agnostids might have been free-swimming predators which haunted smaller animals in the ocean. Conversely, the speaker brings up the idea that predators need big eyes for recognizing their prey; however, Agnostids did not have big eyes at all. She asserts that Agnostids had really poor eyes and they were almost blind; additionally, there is no evidence to prove that Agnostids had other efficient organs to utilize it in order to be a predator and haunt subtly.
	Furthermore, the author holds the view that these creatures could have been seafloor dwellers which means they lived deep in the ocean. On the contrary, the professor underlines the fact that creatures which are seafloor dwellers cannot move fast. They often move around a small geographic area; on the other hand, evidence shows that Agnostids had lived through multiple areas and they were pretty fast due to the long distances they went through; as a result, they could not have been seafloor dwellers.
	Eventually, the reading passage mentions the final theory which asserts that Agnostids may have been parasites, small creatures which were feed from other larger animals such as arthropods. In contrast, the lecturer dismisses this theory due to the fact that parasites’ population is not large at all; since, they may kill their host if they become over-crowded. She mentions that many proofs such as vast amount of fossils from Agnostids indicate that their population was large enough in order not to be parasites.
