
To What Extent, If Any, Does Modern Physics
Invalidate Epicurean Philosophy?
Post by “Cassius” of August 15, 2020 at 9:54 PM

Alan:

Cassius, Okay, I've done the reading. I think that Aristotle is wrong here. Empirical experience is
a candidate for truth, which is attested in the sensations of the Canon. Not sure how the rest of
what follows is relevant to our discussion.

Again we are not using the same terms for the same things. What I mean by a syllogism is the
standard definition, here from Oxford as "an instance of a form of reasoning in which a
conclusion is drawn (whether validly or not) from two given or assumed propositions
(premises), each of which shares a term with the conclusion, and shares a common or middle
term not present in the conclusion (e.g., all dogs are animals; all animals have four legs;
therefore all dogs have four legs )."

If you say that Epicurus did not use a syllogism to prove the swerve than you are not accepting
the standard definition of a syllogism. I explicitly laid out the premises and the conclusion in an
earlier comment.

There is no truth content in the syllogism itself. The syllogism is just a relational structure. The
deduction that arises from the syllogism only bears truth if and only if its premises are valid and
also true, as attested to by other criteria, such as empirical experience.
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