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This is all very complex but I think the Epicureans would assert that reasoning by analogy is in
fact the very definition of amassing evidence before coming to a conclusion, and of what is
today thought of as the best scientific method.

Its inconceivable that the Epicureans would have turned their back on any true discoveries of
Aristotle or anyone else, or would have failed to use a common sense approach to problem
solving such as testing alternatives before choosing among them. It seems to me the issue is
more probably how they choose to handle the philosophical implications of limitations in
evidence, which is inherent always in beings which are not "omniscient." That's the most basic
level of this issue I think - recognizing that we never have all the information we would like to
have, and deciding how to move forward giving that fact.

I think in this review we want to examine Francis Wright's extended discussion of observation
vs. Theory in AFDIA. I still tend to think that her analysis there ends up being the conclusion of
one line of thinking on this topic, but I am not sure anymore how to categorize it. At the
moment I am only 50% confident that it follows the position that Elayne is asserting, but I think
there is at least that 50% chance that it does.

The only thing I am 100% confident of is that the topic we are discussing now is of extreme
importance and that I (and I think many of us) have not devoted sufficient time to it.
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