"On Methods of Inference": Notes For Review And
Discussion (Including David Sedley Article: "On
Signs")

Post by “Cassius” of March 16, 2022 at 6:39 PM

Quote from Godfrey

s to placing "MOI" in an outline, it shouldn't be in the canon as it's not direct experience

Godfrey | am not sure this is a correct inference. The Canon would (I think) include discussion of
the "methods of processing" of the data that comes through the canon. The raw data doesn't
mean anything on its own, but | am not sure | would separate out the raw data from the
immediate methods of processing it.

I am thinking that the problem with "logic" is the type of logic that doesn't ever connect to
these three sets of data. The manner of processing the data correctly, however, might well be
called "epicurean logic" or "epicurean reasoning." Not saying that definitely but | think it's a
possibility
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