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My OJ Simpson crack seems relevant too. In criminal law there's the "beyond a reasonable
doubt" standard of proof, which is cryptically unwound to mean "a doubt for which you can give
a reason."

On the other hand civil courts use the "preponderance of the evidence" or "more likely than
not" standard.

And there's a lot of theory behind why one standard is appropriate in one context versus
another, with "the need for finality" coming into play as maybe the ultimate reasoning behind
having any standard at all.

So these are complicated issues but we deal with them every day and it makes sense to make
it as clear as possible so that we can "affirm that which does not await confirmation" which
maybe seems to be Epicurus' terminology.

Obviously we should wait before affirming a thing to be true when the evidence is inconclusive,
and that's the part we are all comfortable with today.

But the rest of the story is that if we don't have good reason to wait before affirming an opinion
to be true, then we shouldn't wait, seems to be the idea, especially when the issue is something
important (supernatural gods, hell, heaven) which will have a direct impact on our enjoyment of
life if we don't take a position.
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