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Torquatus is not not agreeing with epicurus. He and other epicureans thought that philosophy
should be elaborated and developed further. I have no opinion on this subject right now but it
wery well maybe true that at time of epicurus there was no need for logical arguement and in
time of philodemus and torquatus such arguement was needed.

Evolution of doctrine is natural thing. And it was propably unavoidable since in hellenistic and
roman times philosophy became part of education, there was more interaction between
members of philosophical sects, so there was more opportunities to refine, precise and develop
the doctrines.

Btw Lukian was not epicurean himself and i do not know why all of you treating him like one.
Because he spoke favorably about epicureanism three times in entire corpus of works? By the
same standard seneca should be epicurean also and even bigger one since he spoke favourably
about epicurus more than 20 times in one book.
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