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Quote from Godfrey

Accordingly, every sign is also a thing; for what is not a thing is nothing at all. Every
thing, however, is not also a sign.

This would appear to be a very critically important assertion if it is in fact an accurate
representation of the position that Philodemus is taking, but I have no clue how reliable this
statement should be considered to be. Is this in fact an accurate summary of the way (1)
philosophers in general, and (2) Philodemus, think? I immediately worry that this conclusion
may be "begging the question" and assuming a position with which Philodemus may not agree.

Do we know for sure that Philodemus would agree with this?
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