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This is why Epicureans can't ignore canonics and can't rely solely on superficial statements
about "the senses" without explaining how reasoning based on the senses works:

Quote

We must now keep in mind how strongly Lucretius insists that “from the senses first
proceeded the knowledge of the true, and the senses can not be refuted.” Yet he here
assumes several successive stages of motion by the impact of bodies before either
body or motion becomes cognizable by the senses. That is, for the foundation of his
atomic theory he reasons back from the seen to the unseen: — the reasoning may be
valid, but the existence of the atom is not attested by the senses. Yet now-a-days, to
reason from the seen to the unseen, from phenomena to cause, from adaptation to
intelligence, is forsooth made an offense in the metaphysician, though Lucretius arrived
at his atom by deduction, and then assumed the atom as the basis of his materialistic
universe! Next, having inferred the motion of invisible atoms from the perceived
motion of visible particles, he makes the bold assumption of self-originated motion for
the first-beginnings. This is sheer assertion, since his senses had shown him only
motion by impact, and neither the senses nor logic could derive from this motion
without “blows” to start it.
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