Modern Neuroscience And The Katastematic / Kinetic
Debate

Post by “Cassius” of June 30, 2023 at 5:19 PM

Quote from Don

I've never been overly enamored of G&T's interpretation anyway IF | remember it
correctly.

At least in my case | always have a hard time getting a fix on what G&T's interpretation really is
other than for the cites | included above. | suspect they realized that they were throwing a
nuclear bomb into the world of standard Epicurean interpretation and that they preferred to do
S0 as gingerly as possible, so they wrap up their own views in layers of "This then that and then

the other..." -

It would be a good addition to the discussion to try to summarize exactly what the opposing
views are.

If in fact Farrington's position reduces to "generated from within" vs "generated from without"
that would at least have the virtue of being clear and understandable, whether it's agreeable or
not.
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