Comment at the Epicurean Philosophy Facebook
Group On Pleasure As The Highest Good

Post by “Cassius” of September 18, 2020 at 11:48 AM

Upon rereading this it seems to me that this from DeWitt dramatizes best what | agree with him
ic tha icciia hara "tha Aliact Af Aafinitinne ic 1icalace:

cerning style, the application is different. 1t means that the quest of
definitions is useless. This quest is capable of terminating in fantastic
concepts, such as Other, Same, and Essence in Plato’s Timaeus, possess-
ing no meaning unless on the highest level of abstraction. Since Epicurus
rejected the reality of the eternal ideas. such terms could possess no
meaning at all. Hence the following dictum: “There are two kinds of

In that | presume he is evoking something similar to the Quest for the Holy Grail, and
illustrating that with the absurdities Plato comes up with in Timaeus.

Obviously definitions do have some uses, and some definitions are highly useful.

But that's the issue, unless the limitations of "reason" or "logic"- in this case the use of words,
in other cases the use of math and geometry - are kept firmly in mind, your subject to the worst
kind of error from failing to keep the canonical faculties supreme.
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