Plato's Timaeus vs. On Nature, Book 14

Post by “Cassius” of January 28, 2025 at 6:22 AM

Quote from Bryan

For Epikouros the closest we have to a realm of (1) what always is, is the whole natures
(6AaL guoelc) of the atoms and the void,

Bryan it seems like lately | came across in Lucretius a list of three things with unchanging
natures, and the list was atoms, void, and something to the effect of "the universe as a whole."
It struck me at the time that that would be an important cite to remember so of course I've
forgotten it, but | will see if | can find it.

Not that it's necessarily super important, but it seems to go with your observation.
UPDATE: | think this is what | was remembering:
Lucretius Book 3 around 806 (Bailey) (I added the 1, 2, and 3)

Moreover, if ever things abide for everlasting, it must needs be either that, (1) because they are
of solid body, they beat back assaults, nor suffer anything to come within them which might
unloose the close-locked parts within, such as are the bodies of matter whose nature we have
declared before; or (2) that they are able to continue throughout all time, because they are
exempt from blows, as is the void, which abides untouched, nor suffers a whit from assault; or
(3) else because there is no supply of room all around, into which, as it were, things might part
asunder and be broken up—even as the sum of sums is eternal—nor is there any room without
into which they may scatter, nor are there bodies which might fall upon them and break them
up with stout blow.
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