
Tactical Question for the Group Re Terminology In
Discussing Reason and Logic
Post by “Cassius” of January 21, 2021 at 4:20 AM

Quote

Above all, she advances no dogmas, — is slow to assert what is, — and calls nothing
impossible.

It would be interesting to discuss whether this statement can be squared with Epicurus' views
on "dogmatism" and such Lucretian terminology as Epicurus coming back from his survey of
the universe to tell us "what can be, and what cannot," and "the borderline, the benchmark, set
forever" in the opening of Book One, not to mention the reference in Book 4 to the man who
says he knows nothing as being perverse or a trifler.
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