Epicurus, On Nature, Book 34, P.Herc. 1431, col. 16

Post by “Joshua” of May 31, 2024 at 1:16 AM

Quote

And as for these symmetries and proportions of the pores, or little passages in the
organs of the senses, about which they talk so much, and those different mixtures of
seeds, which, they say, being dispersed through all savors, odors, and colors, move the
senses of different persons to perceive different qualities, do they not manifestly drive
them to this, that things are no more of one quality than another? For to pacify those
who think the sense is deceived and lies because they see contrary events and
passions in such as use the same objects, and to solve this objection, they teach,—that
all things being mixed and confounded together, and yet one nevertheless being more
suitable and fitting to one, and another to another, it is not possible that there should in
all cases be a contact and comprehension of one and the same quality, nor does the
object equally affect all with all its parts, every one meeting only those to which it has
its sense commensurate and [p. 343] proportioned; so that they are to blame so
obstinately to insist that a thing is either good or bad, white or not white, thinking to
establish their own senses by destroying those of others; whereas they ought neither to
combat the senses,—because they all touch some quality, each one drawing from this
confused mixture, as from a living and large fountain, what is suitable and
convenient,—nor to pronounce of the whole, by touching only the parts, nor to think
that all ought to be affected after one and the same manner by the same thing, seeing
that one is affected by one quality and faculty of it, and another by another. Let us then
seek who those men are which bring in this opinion that things are not more of one
quality than another, if they are not those who hold that every sensible thing is a
mixture, composed of all sorts of qualities, like a mixture of new wine fermenting, and
who confess that all their rules are lost and their faculty of judging quite gone, if they
admit any sensible object that is pure and simple, and do not make each one thing to
be many?

‘al 6¢ MOAVBPOANTOL ovupeTpial Kal apuovial TOv mept Td alodBnTApLa Mépwv ol TE
noAvutglol TWv onepudTwy, & 6n maol xuuolc kal dopaic Kal xpoéalg évdleomapuéva
Aéyouov ETépav ETEPW moLdTNTOG Kely alobnowy, 00K GvTkpug €l TO YR PHEAAOY T
MPAYHaTA ouveAabvouatly adTolg; ToLG yap olopévoug wevdeoBal TRV alobnow, 6Tl
Tdvavtio méddn yryvoueva TolG YXpwpévolg &md TWY aLTOV 6pQOoL, MapPapLOolEVOL
610doKoLvaowY, WG AVATIEQUPHEVWY KOl GUUMEULYHMEVWY OHOD TL TAVTWY, GAAOL & GAAW
TMEQUKOTOG EVaPUOTTELY, 00K £0TL TAG AVTAG MOLOTNTOG £Ma@n Kol GvTiAnyLg ovdE Aol
TOlG MEpEOL Kel MAvTaG WoaldTwG TO LMOKe(pevov: AN’ €kelvolg Ekaotol pévolg
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évtuyxdvovteg, MPOG & cOPUETPOV Exouval TRV aloBnow, oLK 6pOWC BlaudyovTal Tepl
ToD xpNoToOv A movnEov A AELKOV A U AELKOV lval TO MPAYHA, TAC aOTROV oiduevol
BeBatolv aiobrioelc TG TAC GAAWY Avalpeiv: delv &' aloBrioel [p. 428] peév pndeuLd
ndyeoBal ndoat ydp &mntovtal Tvocg, olov €k NYAC TAC MoAvuEiac £kdotn AapBdvovoa
TO MPOCGPOopPOoV Kal oikelov: 6Aov 6& PN KaTtnyopelv, antopévoug HeEp@V, UNdE TadTO Oelv
oleoBal ndoyelv dnavtag, &AAovg Kat’ &AANv moldtnta Kol dvvauwy adtod ndoyovtac.’
Wpa 6n okormelv, Tiveg udAAov avBpwtol TO PR PAAAoV éndyovol Tolc mpdyuaowy i ol
nav pEv 10 aiodnTov Kpdua mavTodaniyv moloTATWY dnogaivovaot

OOUULKTOV GoTe YAeDKOC adANTrAPLOY,

Eppewv 6’ OuoAoyodol ToLug kavdvac abTolC Kal mavtdmnaoly olxeobal TO KpLTHPLOV,
Gvrep elAlkplveC aloONTOV 6TLoDY Kal PR MOAAX EKAOTOV ATEALTIOV.

--Plutarch, Adversus Colotem

| consulted Sedley's reconstruction of the 37 books On Nature, but he writes that there is too
little surviving evidence to reconstruct books 16-37. My initial reaction to the phrase nopd To¢
[¢E] Au®[V] is that this sounds a lot like the simulacra or eidola of Lucretius' fourth book;

Quote

Lastly those images

Which to our eyes in mirrors do appear,

In water, or in any shining surface,

Must be, since furnished with like look of things,
Fashioned from images of things sent out.
There are, then, tenuous effigies of forms,
Like unto them, which no one can divine
When taken singly, which do yet give back,
When by continued and recurrent discharge
Expelled, a picture from the mirrors' plane.
Nor otherwise, it seems, can they be kept
So well conserved that thus be given back
Figures so like each object.

Display More

So in this reading of the fragment, the atomic films keep their proportion even though the usual
case with atoms is a series of repeated collisions that, one would think, would quickly render
these films unintelligible. However, Plutarch's mention of the "symmetry (of atom to sense
organ; ie scent to the nose, taste to the tongue, etc) about which they talk so much" leads me
to believe that he is responding directly to Epicurus as quoted in this fragment. I'm not entirely
sure | have Plutarch's meaning though.
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