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Just to be clear about Wright, here I think is the heart of what we need to be concerned about:

"...Certain images of virtue, vice, truth, knowledge, are presented to the imagination, and these
abstract qualities, or we may call them, figurative beings, are made at once the objects of
speculation and adoration. A law is laid down, and the feelings and opinions of men are
predicated upon it; a theory is built, and all animate and inanimate nature is made to speak in
its support; an hypothesis is advanced, and all the mysteries of nature are treated as
explained."

She didn't use the word "good" in this list, but I am thinking this is what we need to avoid doing
ourselves with "good" and "evil," so as to avoid being sucked into the games that other schools
play when they try to do exactly that.

We're on firm ground when we are discussing pleasure and pain, but much less so in discussing
good and evil.
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