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I would say that the 'nature as the norm' position is foundational to Epicurus position, so I agree
with your comment here that we have to look to the question of whether we should look to
Nature or not.

Quote from Todd

To give a (hopefully) non-controversial example, one of the assumptions in any kind of
"look to nature" argument is that nature is the right place to look. I don't think I've ever
heard anyone explain why nature is the right place to look. It's taken for granted. I'm
fine with that, because nature IS usually a good place to look, and there aren't too
many alternatives.

If we conclude through our observations and Epicurean reasoning that there is no world of
forms or essences or "true world" beyond this one, and that all knowledge is based on the
evidence of the senses, then what other foundation would support a conclusion of looking
anywhere else for the norrm? Because we have the capacity to revolt against nature, does that
mean that we should? It's certainly possible to argue that we should, but on what foundation?
Not on a foundation of gods or abstract logic, surely?
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