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Yet, what is the problem with the phrase "a high degree of confidence"?

Within philosophy, that's exactly the position Cicero and other skeptics take -- that "probability"
is all anyone can ask for, and to ask for anything more than "probability" is improper.

The problem is that most reasonable people are not going to find "it is probable that you aren't
going to burn for hell forever" to be a sufficiently satisfying answer.

Same with "I have a high degree of confidence you are not going to burn forever in hell or miss
out on eternal heaven."

in philosophy and especially for Epicurus we are focused on normal people who need normal
degrees of help, and when life or death decisions have to be made, "probability" as ultimate
motivation doesn't cut it rhetorically.

Sure there are some people who find debating probabilities in a technical academic sense to be
satisfying. I'd say the texts are very clear that Epicurus was not among them.
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