
The Tetrapharmakon - Sound Epicurean Doctrine, or
Oversimplification?
Post by “Cassius” of December 9, 2020 at 6:09 AM

I think that's probably fair, Don, but I personally side more with:

Quote from Cassius

However, according to Sbordone, the only dissenting voice, it is on the contrary an
oversimplification operated by little seasoned Epicureans,

And I would really like to read the full argument here, if I could eventually find it and get a
translation: Francesco Sbordone. Philodemi Adversus [Sophistas] e Papyro Herculanensi 1005
(Naples: L. Loffredo, 1947)

I woke up today too thinking of this one additional point, that in addition to thinking each
aspect is an oversimplification, I would vigorously object to the "don't fear "GOD"" if indeed the
original is singular rather than plural. The implicit approval of monotheism is a direct conflict
with Epicurean doctrine of the nature of "gods" and I would consider that a huge breach in a
core element of the philosophy. I suppose it is possible in some contexts (dealing with Jews
perhaps?) but I can't imagine that the original founders talked that way in most contexts, and if
this version is singular.

I note Don that you translated it both ways in one of your earlier posts here. What is your view
on which is most likely?
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