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LOL! He uses an image of Seneca to illustrate Lucretius.

The medieval Christians were "properly" curious. 

To use the Barron's words: "C'mon, give me a break!" 

Thanks for sharing, Joshua!

btw, just because I think he defined what the summum bonum is accurately doesn't imply I
agree with anything else he says! A broken clock is right twice a day.

PS.:

Sorry, can't let this go. I also freely admit that it's been quite awhile since I read Greenblatt's
book, so this is more a response to Barron then a defense of Greenblatt's work.

Barron brings up Bocaccio's Decameron. This is from Bocaccio's Wikipedia article: "he
challenged the arguments of clerical intellectuals who wanted to limit access to classical
sources to prevent any moral harm to Christian readers. The revival of classical antiquity
became a foundation of the Renaissance, and his defense of the importance of ancient
literature was an essential requirement for its development."

"Chaucer's attitudes toward the Church should not be confused with his attitudes toward
Christianity. He seems to have respected and admired Christians and to have been one himself,
though he also recognised that many people in the church were venal and corrupt." (Wikipedia)

If Barron is dismissive of Greenblatt's thesis, Barron seems a little free and easy with his
interpretation of medieval Catholicism, too.
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