Keen Reasoning Based on the Evidence of the Senses

Post by “Cassius” of November 28, 2022 at 8:03 PM

| think he is pointing to brown translation here:

Lastly, if anyone thinks that he knows nothing, he cannot be sure that he knows this, when he
confesses that he knows nothing at all. | shall avoid disputing with such a trifler, who perverts
all things, and like a tumbler with his head prone to the earth, can go no otherwise than
backwards. And yet allow that he knows this, | would ask (since he had nothing before to lead
him into such a knowledge) whence he had the notion what it was to know, or not to know;
what it was that gave him an idea of Truth or Falsehood, and what taught him to distinguish
between doubt and certainty?

that would be around line 469
This is Bailey:

[469] Again, if any one thinks that nothing is known, he knows not whether that can be known
either, since he admits that he knows nothing. Against him then | will refrain from joining issue,
who plants himself with his head in the place of his feet. And yet were | to grant that he knows
this too, yet | would ask this one question; since he has never before seen any truth in things,
whence does he know what is knowing, and not knowing each in turn, what thing has begotten
the concept of the true and the false, what thing has proved that the doubtful differs from the
certain?
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