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As always, I like to clarify that my comments come from a place of wanting to learn, and always
respectfully of you (the most experienced guys around here) and your knowledge.

Quote from Cassius

Epicurus was very clear that gods are physical beings and that the type of beings he is
discussing really exist;

From what Don said lines above this could very well not be the case. Particularly after learning
about the other possible meanings the words "enargis" and "zoon" could represent. Are there
sources that could back the argument that the right interpretation is that they are physical
beings existing now? Because, Epicurus could've been talking about physical beings that don't
exist now but are likely to exist as a product of evolution, from the way we see the universe is
organized (Again, and I can't exactly say how or why, but this is helping me understand better
the concept of isonomia). Which would make them only mental constructs at the time. Which
would be a valid inference. And also would make much more sense as we now have pretty
much mapped every type of element and their interactions and there's no evidence of any
being that would resemble these gods. And if we can't see them because they are
electromagnetic fields or some sort of other physical phenomenon we know exists but can't
see, they would be resembling more "things" rather than "beings".
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