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I am rushed for time so I will have to read the article later. I presume we will eventually want to
move this to the Canonics section, but I am not able in a few seconds to figure out his point. Is
there a way to briefly summarize why this looks like it could be relevant to Epicurean
reasoning? By no means am I saying it's not, I am just not quickly grasping the major idea of his
suggestion(?) Is this related to probability vs "certainty"?

Is this the essential point?

Quote

Including a qualifier or a rebuttal in an argument helps build your ethos, or credibility.
When you acknowledge that your view isn’t always true or when you provide multiple
views of a situation, you build an image of a careful, unbiased thinker, rather than of
someone blindly pushing for a single interpretation of the situation.
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