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Post by “Cassius” of January 17, 2020 at 12:22 AM

Ha - I am going to make a somewhat embarrassing admission as to the Jackson Barwis
material: Even though it is a computer voice, I had the Dialogue on Innate Principles rendered
into "ivona voice" format, and linked it from that website to this location on Archive.org:
https://archive.org/details/JacksonBarwisCollectedWorks

At that location you can listen to a computerized British female voice read the Dialogue, and
there is something about the presentation that I find mesmerizing to listen to - it is almost like
Shakespeare or some kind of poetry, and to my personal taste it just sounds very compelling. It
reminds me somewhat of the way
Frances Wright wrote about Epicurus in "A Few Days In Athens," which i also think was writ
ten in fine literary style even apart from the excellent content.

Ok I forgot I set this page up: https://newepicurean.com/resources/jack…ate-principles/

Probably I will never forget these two paragraphs, particularly the second one:

The innate principles of the soul, continued he, cannot, any more than those of the
body, be propositions. They must be in us antecedently to all our reasonings about
them, or they could never be in us at all: for we cannot, by reasoning, create any
thing, the principles of which did not exist antecedently. We can, indeed, describe
our innate sentiments and perceptions to each other; we can reason, and we can
make propositions about them; but our reasonings neither are, nor can create in us,
moral principles. They exist prior to, and independently of, all reasoning, and all
propositions about them.

When we are told that benevolence is pleasing; that malevolence is painful; we are
not convinced of these truths by reasoning, nor by forming them into propositions:
but by an appeal to the innate internal affections of our souls: and if on such an
appeal, we could not feel within the sentiment of benevolence, and the peculiar
pleasure attending it; and that of malevolence and its concomitant pain, not all the
reasoning in the world could ever make us sensible of them, or enable us to
understand their nature.

That last paragraph resonates with me as exactly the way I feel after reading Epicurus explain
the nature of things -- I "feel" that his appeal to feeling as the guide is correct, and I think to
myself that not all the reasoning in the world could ever explain to me why I take pleasure in

1https://www.epicureanfriends.com/thread/1379-feedback-from-a-user/?postID=6227#post6227

https://archive.org/details/JacksonBarwisCollectedWorks
https://newepicurean.com/resources/jackson-barwis-dialogues-on-innate-principles/
https://www.epicureanfriends.com/thread/1379-feedback-from-a-user/?postID=6227#post6227


the things I take pleasure in, and the way I am repelled away emotionally by the things i find
painful. And whatever this faculty or mechanism is, it is at least partly mental, and I don't think
it is active only in the area of pleasure and pain.
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