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Also from the article Don cited, it is interesting to see Sedley disagree so strongly with Bailey's
interpretations. This kind of disagreement leads me to conclude that while I am not ready to die
on the hill of whether there were only three or actually four criterion of truth, the real issue is
the deeper question of making sure that the criterion come to us "naturally" and "without
opinion" and can therefore serve as data which Nature programs us to accept as a given. That's
the problem with most versions I see that attempt to describe a "fourth" leg. Like Don is saying,
suggestions as to a fourth seem to be describing a process of evaluation, not a mechanism for
receiving raw unfiltered data.

To me the danger zone is anytime you cross that line into thinking that something you have
developed in your own mind, after evaluation, has to be taken with the kind of acceptance you
grant to what you see or hear or touch. I've always read Bailey as indicating that the thinks that
conceptions which we develop in our minds can serve as a criterion of truth, and in fairness to
him Diogenes Laertius can be read that way.

But I think it's beyond dispute that Epicurus was looking to develop a theory of the tools which
Nature gave to us by which to evaluate our conclusions. If so, questions like whether "images"
fit within the canon, and whether the canon has three or four or fourteen legs, are not nearly as
important as avoiding considering our own thoughts as criteria of truth. But Nature does not
give us full-blown conceptions either at birth or at anytime later, at least under any
interpretation of Epicurus that I can find to be reasonable.

Considering our own conclusions to be criteria of "truth" seems to me very much like what Plato
was doing in suggesting that our minds can make contact with ideal forms. And if you get to
that point of agreeing with Plato there, then you get to the point (which we regrettably left out
of our most recent podcast) that Plato could hold that you could never really know whether the
thing in front of you is a horse, but that you *can* know the ideal form of "horseness."

That Platonic position is at the very least impractical, if not in fact total nonsense.
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