Feedback From A User

Post by “Lee” of January 19, 2020 at 11:37 PM

Josh,

Thanks for your willingness to share your understanding of the indeterminacy in Epicurean
materialism.

Quote from JJElbert

It can be difficult to approach Epicurus without an understanding of the mental
universe of the Greeks with whom he argued. Cassius, and by no means he alone, has
observed the degree to which the philosophy of Epicurus is simply a systematic
dismantling of Platonism. It's not much different here.

This dismantling of Platonism seems to be an important theme. As | read De Witts book | see
more and more how Epicurus was arguing against the errors of idealism.

Quote from JJElbert

Epicurus dismisses the first objection as a corollary to dismissing fate and the
participation of the gods. He dismisses the second objection by proposing the Swerve.
An indeterminate cosmos is to that extent non-mechanical. Instead of lifting your arm
against the full tide and current of atomic motion, there is enough 'play' in the system
to allow you to lift your arms through the atomic matrix.

The two objections you referenced help put in context the purpose of the Epicurean argument.
It isn’'t to explain HOW the indeterminacy operates as much as it describes that it MUST be
happening in the context of the atomic matrix. Although we would all like more details, | accept
the fact that our understanding of the mechanics is limited and that something which we can
call The Swerve must be at work.
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