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Yes done in general I agree - waste of time, at least for those of us who are familiar with the
whole category of logical wordplay without reference back to physical / sense-based evidence.

However, we have a lot of people who come through the forum who aren't familiar with the
overall issue, and how it relates not only to the "gods" question but also to the whole Epicurean
sense-based canonics. The different forms of "Zeno's Paradoxes" are pretty much in the same
category.

I think for that reason alone it would be good to develop a general framework of how all of
these are defective in general, and how each one specifically fails to get around the
fundamental flaw in the approach.

Just like on Youtube where people search for specific topics, if we set up a thread for each
significant argument then the search engines will eventually pick up the threads and reach
people with Epicurean arguments who otherwise would never find it.

So in this thread I'll focus the title on "General Responses To Logic-Based Arguments..." and
those who are so inclined to address separate ones, please feel free to suggest separate
threads. I'll moderate the forum structure to be sure this doesn't get out of hand, but if anyone
who is a level 3 or above wants to set up specific threads please go ahead. Anyone else who is
newer might want to add their suggestion to this list first.
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