
Feedback From A User
Post by “Cassius” of February 18, 2020 at 1:15 PM

Quote from Lee

In my opinion, Adler is general correct in his opinion that nominalistic is wrong and that
these “universals” or “events” exist in the intellect.

My understanding of what the term "nominalistic" means is not sufficient for me to understand
whether "nominalism" is accurate or inaccurate, or what that says about Adler and his opinion. I
probably should not have added this note here but wanted to clarify for the record that i'm not
able to contribute much to answer that question.

Quote from Lee

I, however, think the arguments raised here point out that the material brain could be
sufficient to explain our experience

Yes I do think that that is the essential point - that the mechanisms of the brain do not contain
any element or connection to anything "supernatural" that would give rise to ideal forms, divine
communication/revelation, or the ability to spot "essences" such as the other Greeks were
theorizing.

1http://www.epicureanfriends.com/thread/1379-feedback-from-a-user/?postID=6843#post6843

http://www.epicureanfriends.com/index.php?thread/1379-feedback-from-a-user/&postID=6842#post6842
http://www.epicureanfriends.com/index.php?thread/1379-feedback-from-a-user/&postID=6842#post6842
http://www.epicureanfriends.com/thread/1379-feedback-from-a-user/?postID=6843#post6843

