Isonomia

Post by “Cassius” of August 23, 2021 at 1:37 PM

Of course when we're referring to Cicero we're referring to "Cicero's reporting of the Epicurean
view" because Cicero himself wasn't advocating any of this.

If we didn't have Cicero's reports we'd still have the letter to Menoeceus talking about
anticipations of the gods, and Lucretius talking about the "images" we receive of thelr lives of
blessedness, and Epicurus himself talking about life in the rest of the universe and (I think? the
gods in the intermundia - isn't that in the letters too?).

In my view what the fragments on isonomia give is a linkage to how they apparently extended
their methods of reasoning in order to speculate further about the life of the gods. But what's
also not clear is which came first and which is primary -- the "anticipations/images" argument
for the gods, or the "physics/isonomia/no single thing of a kind" argument for the gods.

My best guess is that they developed alongside each other and were seen as mutually
reinforcing, rather than one relying on the other.

But again if we can find a way to do it, it will really help if we can pull out DelLacey's appendix
and then get into "Methods of Inference" so we can see how they grappled with the issue of
reaching conclusions about things about which we can never get direct sense-based evidence.
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