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These kinds of "paradoxes" seem so disingenuous to me. They seem to just play on the
ambiguity of language to *appear* to make some kind of deep point. The Covered Father
seems to me to simply be using the different meanings of the word "know." Of course, IF the
person under the cloth was uncovered, the son would know the father. But how is someone
supposed to know a hidden or secret fact before it is "uncovered." Okay, so maybe we (or the
ancient Greeks) should have different words for "know"... and we do... and so did they! We
have

appreciate
experience
learn
notice
perceive
realize
recognize
see

as synonyms with other shades of meaning to "know." When I read The Covered Father in Book
28, I found it silly, and it appears to me the Epicurus had the same reaction: "everybody can
easily laugh when somebody gets another to assert that it is impossible to know and not know
the same thing, and then cites the riddle of the Covered Father,".
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