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Post by “Scott” of December 29, 2021 at 9:48 PM

Yesterday I was a bit frustrated by this topic/thread but I wasn't clear exactly why, though.
Today I am happily relieved to see the new posts from Joshua, Cassius and Don.

In my head, I'm summarizing a few points/takeaways (about which I welcome comment):

1. Socrates (and Stoics and many other thinkers/philosophers - to varying degrees in fact,
ALL of us) become entangled in language and logic, often using it sort of like math, and
come up with rather impossible ideas and relationships (e.g. "the ultimate" "infinite"
"perfection" "god"). These concepts have a disconnect with the "real" world we live in.

2. As a practical matter, Epicurus probably needed to give pleasure a "limit" in order to
stave off Socratic type attacks. But at the end of the day, giving pleasure a limit probably
creates as much trouble as saying it doesn't have one.

3. To me the claim "The ability to increase is proof that a thing is imperfect" seems like a
classic example of an essentially meaningless statement. And you could easily argue
forever with someone who claimed that was true, saying the exact opposite statement is
true.
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