Discussion of the Society of Epicurus' 20 Tenets of
12/21/19

Post by “Cassius” of January 6, 2020 at 1:03 PM

Quote from Hiram

dismissed by Alex because, in an expanding universe paradigm, we are getting further
away from the intercosmia and therefore the particles would eventually no longer reach
us. This is just another problem with the realist position. Are we content to state
something knowing that we will remain forever without evidence for it?

The "expanding universe" paradigm, to the extent it refers to "everything," is not Epicurean and
| personally reject it on the same grounds Epicurus would -- it is inconceivable that the universe
has a limit. This is not a problem with the realist position, but a problem with someone
accepting "scientific" speculation based on incomplete evidence that contradicts something
that is logically compelled. To the extent "expanding universe" is valid it refers (presumably) to
what has been observed so far, and presumes that these observations are correct and can be
taken to overrule something that is logically compelled by other compelling evidence (nothing
comes from nothing or goes to nothing and the chain of reasoning that leads to infinite
universe). There is no way that both can be true, and the likelihood is therefore that we either
have not observed far enough out, or we are misinterpreting or misapplying the results of the
evidence so far.

Note: Referring to Alex here does bring back memories too, and this | think is an area where i
disagreed with Alex. | think Alex (in following the expanding universe model to the detriment of
the bigger picture being the universe as unlimited in size) is committing the "error" that I think
we are discussing here. Alx is very very much into "science" which is very admirable, but I
frequently detected that this issue we are discussing is something where he and | disagreed.
When "science" appears to contradict something as fundamental as infinite / eternal universe,
then | am not going to easily accept that "science' is right without a tremendously more
powerful expression of proof than | am away that the theoreticians can bring to bear.

Just the same with the religionists -- truly raise someone from the dead in circumstances that
are beyond dispute and then we'll talk about supernatural gods and an afterlife.
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