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Post by “Cassius” of December 18, 2021 at 10:11 PM

Right there is never going to be consensus on this point so it makes little sense to worry about
differences in position so long as the core implications are protected. | personally look to what |
see as the total thrust of all the texts, including not just Epicurus but many others, and from
that point of view | find it inconceivable that he did not believe that they existed physically. But
as | said everyone has to reach his or her own conclusion about that. The implications of the
different positions are not nearly as significant as would be divergences on more core issues,
because none of us think that these gods are supernatural or intervene in human affairs or
reward or punish either during life or thereafter, and those are the "big" issues.

Camotero if you see a practical implication that you think would be affected by the choice, be
sure to mention that and we can address it.
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