"On Methods of Inference": Notes For Review And
Discussion (Including David Sedley Article: "On
Signs")

Post by “Cassius” of March 16, 2022 at 7:47 PM

Yes | am leaning toward the second outline, and | agree with your last comment.
You used the word "mediated” - i might prefer something like "processed through"....
Also Godfrey | meant to type this earlier:

We need to look at the first half of Book 4 as to the processing of images, and how to deal with
illusions. | think that gives us concrete examples of how the data from the senses has to be
"processed" in order to form valid opinions, and that process is | think what we are talking
about.

Quote from Godfrey

To my understanding, the type of logic that doesn't connect to canonic data is not
really a part of Epicurus' philosophy and doesn't belong in the outline.

And to repeat - yes, i agree with that conclusion that it doesn't belong in the outline, any more
than would "divine revelation." As to it being a part of Epicurean philosophy, it's a part only
insofar as it is discussed as something to affirmatively reject.
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