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I think Elayne's post gets to the heart of the issue -- it is the nature of many hypotheticals that
it is not necessary for the stated condition to be possible. If we want to draw a bright line and
say that the stated conditions MUST be possible, then we need to be clear that we are doing
that, because those are two types of hypotheticals. Don if you want to advance that proposition
please do, because it seems to me it is possible that Epicurus took that position, but I can't
conclude that at the moment without more review.

However here I would word differently:

Quote from Elayne

Epicurus talked about what a supernatural god would be like

I am not aware of a text in which Epicurus talked about what a SUPERNATURAL god would look
like. The Riddle might qualify, but I am not sure that is Epicurus. I think Epicurus was always
clear that "gods" are NOT supernatural so I do not recall that he even entertained that
hypothetical. If anyone knows of a text of Epicurus theorizing based on a god having
supernatural qualities lets add it here so we can be precise. I might be wrong about this but it
would be worth being very clear on this point, since we are talking about in part whether
Epicurus used "impossible" hypotheticals, and if there are clearly impossible hypotheticals on
gods that would help the discussion.
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