Tactical Question for the Group Re Terminology In
Discussing Reason and Logic

Post by “Cassius” of January 20, 2021 at 10:22 AM

Quote from Don

But | may be fantasizing.

No | don't think so. =

Relevant to this discussion to is this below. | don't know that | agree with this division, but | do
think that a division exists that needs to be articulated
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