An Epicurean Study of Aristotle's Nichomachean
Ethics

Post by “Cassius” of November 2, 2022 at 8:04 PM

Lots of interesting stuff in the Sedley article. Samples:
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However, Epicurus’ ‘other writings, and especially ITept pbocwg Book XXVIII,
show that also on the more important question of the epistemological value of
language his sympathies lie with the naturalist view. Throughout our text we
see the fundamental principle of the naturalist that to apply a name to an object
is to express an opinion, and that language can represent true or false opinion.!t
Ke also find polemical references to the conventionalist -doctrine of the school
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How does Epicurus’ attitude to language compare with those of contemporary
Megarians?!”” The view that a fixed meaning naturally underlies every word puts
him much closer to the extreme naturalist standpoint of Stilpo than to the
extreme conventionalism of Diodorus Cronus, to which polemical references
are made in Ilept cpdoewg Book XXVIII. As for Stilpo’s theory that only identical
predication is admissible, the obvious Epicurean objection to it is the practical
one voiced by the Epicurean Colotes,)® ‘ How shall we live without saying that
a man is good or a general, but only that a man is a man, good is good, and
a general is a general..?” On the other hand, Epicurus himself is no great
defender of predication as a tool of the philosopher. He wants concepts to be
clarified by reference to the data of perceptions and feelings, not through
mere verbal predication. Thus he shows strong doubts about the usefulness of
definitions,'"” and, when dealing with the special case of the concept of time,
he specifically rejects the view that anything else should ‘ be predicated of it as
sharing the same essence as it’.11° This attitude falls far short of the dogmatic !
denial of predicability expressed by Stilpo, but may nevertheless be thought to -
show the influence of the Antisthenean school of thought, and in general of the '
naturalist’s quest for one and only one name for every object. .

One thing | have always liked about David Sedley is that he is very free in his criticism of Cyril
Bailey:
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