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Post by “Cassius” of June 13, 2021 at 7:02 AM

I have to inject here that i find this article very clearly and attractively written (at least so far).
This is a good reminder that we need to go back and check "Against Colotes" and perhaps add
this article to a basic reading list, as it very directly addresses Epicurus against Plato and other
very basic issues. Thank you again Don!

Quote

But the way Plutarch confronts the Epicureans serves, in effect, to bring to light all the
better the view of ontology, in two basic steps, which characterizes Epicureanism in
direct reaction against Platonic ontology. The Epicureans thus sustain (i) that the void
exists (against Parmenides), and (ii) that it exists unqualifiedly, on a par with the
existence of body (against Plato). In this way, the Epicurean whole, τὸ πᾶν, reaches
saturation. It is therefore a rather different whole from the Parmenidean whole, which is
one and immobile21. In acknowledging the existence of void, the Epicureans, like their
Atomist forerunners, acknowledge the existence of what is in motion, given that the
existence of void is inferred from the realization that there is motion22. Thus the
Epicurean whole is continuously in motion, and it is in this way that it is eternal and
infinite, in exact opposition to the Parmenidean whole.
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