
Happy Twentieth of September 2019!
Post by “Cassius” of September 20, 2019 at 7:01 AM

     

Post by “Hiram” of September 20, 2019 at 8:22 AM

https://theautarkist.wordpress.com/2019/09/20/happy-twentieth-3/

Post by “Cassius” of September 20, 2019 at 8:43 AM

Ok. Since that's a link to your own post, Hiram, I think we can presume that you agree with it.
And with the title being "Happy Twentieth" that also gives us the subject. So in this case we'll
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waive the "no links only" rule, though even a short comment is always welcome. 

Post by “Cassius” of September 20, 2019 at 8:54 AM

Also: (1) We have a series of prior posts on the Tsouna essay which can be found here: The
Anticipations There's a lot in that essay so it's difficult to summarize it without reading it in full -
and as you noted it is long.

(2) I scanned your latest commentary on it that you wrote in this latest post, and I think I
generally agree where you are coming from in your criticism and your conclusions. But to be
even more clear, if I remember correctly, the controversy boils down to a difference of opinion
between Tsouna and David Sedley, who she references in the article. I also seem to remember
thinking that the real issue is also linked to whether to consider anticipations in any way
"intuitive," which is the description DeWitt gives. There's a lot to unpack here and too much to
cover without rereading the essay in detail. But DeWitt's warnings about converting
anticipations into meaning nothing more than "concepts" are I think in line with your
conclusions in your post. I am not comfortable that Tsouna shares that opinion, though, so I
think readers need to be cautioned that her approach and analysis is likely in conflict with
DeWitt and probably at least some of Sedley's work too.

And all this is related to the issue of whether there are FOUR criteria of truth, as Laertius says
that "the Epicureans generally" (as opposed to Epicurus himself) held to be the case. I consider
that to be probably the most dangerous aspect of all of this, and I agree with DeWitt that it is
obvious why Epicurus held only three criteria, while the "other Epicureans" added the fourth. In
order to eventually come up with a comprehensive view of anticipations I think those issues
which DeWitt highlights need to be included in the analysis, and as I recall Tsouna fails to
mention DeWitt or his views at all. (I need to check and will revise this if needed.)

Post by “Hiram” of September 20, 2019 at 10:13 AM

Here is the relevant portion (I should have included). I think every sincere student would benefit
from revisiting this in depth.

My own thoughts is that Epicureanism can only claim to be based on the study of nature if it
preserves the (originally intended) empiricism in its canon, and so the acceptance of non-
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empirical "faculties" is incoherent with the original intention. This strengthens my view that the
third / atheistic interpretation of the Epicurean gods (or at least the idealist) is the accurate
one. One can only infer so far based on the available evidence.

---

Epicurean Preconceptions, by Voula Tsouna, was published in academia.edu. Below is a quote
from it. The word enargeia means immediacy, and denotes the quality of an unmediated insight
which requires no arguments to establish itself as true.

Quote

Broadly speaking, there are two alternatives on the table. According to one,
preconceptions derive their enargeia from their unmediated link to
aisthēseis, sensations: because of their origin in sensation, they take on, as
it were, the self-evidence and trustworthiness of sensation itself. (I call this
the ‘Lockean view’.)
According to the other, the self-evidence of preconception lies, not so much
in a natural continuity between preconception and sensation, as in the
spontaneity of the association between the preconception and the
corresponding object as well as the word that denotes that object. For
example, as soon as we hear the word ‘horse’, the preconception of a horse
comes automatically to mind, and it is precisely in virtue of this association
that the preconception captures ‘both the unmediated nature of an
experience and its direct connection with reality’. (I call this the ‘Kantian
view’.)
Recall that Epicurus and his followers argue for the veridicality of all
(sensations) partly by pointing out that they are alogoi, non-rational: the
mind plays no role in sensations, whose trustworthiness depends, precisely,
on the fact that they are non-rational events involving no interpretation at
all (Diogenes Laertius 10.31-2).

Diogenes Laertius (10.33)--cited in the work--introduces preconceptions in this manner:

Quote

Before making this judgement, we must at some time or other have known
by preconception the shape of a horse or a cow. We should not have given
anything a name, if we had not first learnt its form by way of
preconception. It follows, then, that preconceptions are clear. The object of
a judgement is derived from something previously clear, by reference to
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which we frame the proposition, e.g. "How do we know that this is a man?"

In section five of the essay, which is about the length of a short book, the author explains the
controversy surrounding whether anticipations are ontologically a separate thing, a third entity
separate from the word and the thing meant. This controversy is summarized as the three-
tiered interpretation (which accepts anticipations as a third, distinct thing and is influenced by
the Stoic doctrine of lekta) versus the two-tiered interpretation, which says that only names and
name-bearers (objects referred to by names) may exist. I may be wrong, but it seems to me
that this last interpretation is truer to Epicurean teaching. The anticipations appear to be
related to our brain's pre-cognitive faculty of memorizing meanings and easily recalling them,
as if unconsciously. If names are accurate, it's because the named objects correspond to them,
not because meaning somehow asserts itself independently of the named objects. We have no
reason whatsoever, in my view, to suppose that they exist as de-contextualized Platonic ideas
on their own, or to imagine that they emerge as phenomena in any way independent from the
names or the things named. The author says:

Quote

Both the implicit denunciation of investigations of ‘mere utterance’ and the
Epicurean rejection of dialectic are warnings against concentrating on
language but losing connection with reality. And although Epicurus makes
clear elsewhere that attending to prolepsis ensures, precisely, that we
remain grounded in reality, nevertheless, in the present instance as well as
in others, he chooses to highlight only words and things.

Furthermore, the view that meanings exist as separate things from names and things named is
a useful nursery for superstitions of all sorts. Ancient Egyptians believed that words (written or
spoken) had magical powers, and that a person's name contained part of their essence. One
could curse, influence or enchant a person by the use of their names, which is why the Pharaoh
had numerous secret names, and why descendants had to continue repeating the names of
their ancestors in the belief that, if the names were forgotten, their souls would no longer be
efficient or would "die" on Earth.

This view of meanings as a separate thing from names and things named also lends itself to the
superstition that meanings existed apart from, and even prior to, the things that are named--
and so we have problems like "in the beginning was the Word", where a complex cognitive
process is believed to have preceded nature itself. The study of nature demonstrates that
nature obviously existed prior to language, and that language is an emergent property of social
sentient beings. Nature must not only provide a mind that has the ability to think, but also
contents for it to think about, prior to the formation of thoughts and words.

For more discussions on anticipations, you may visit this forum page.
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Post by “Martin” of September 20, 2019 at 11:32 AM

Happy 20th!

Post by “Joshua” of September 20, 2019 at 11:45 AM

Happy Twentieth!

Fragment, Sept. 20th

Raise to Epicurus then a glass--

For though this be the Autumn of our school,

Yet take heart! Many a bleak midwinter

Cold assails the hapless acorn: but it

Hath no need of luck; for it wraps itself

In woody dreams, and holds the coming warmth

Of May¹ in usufruct. Such our doctrine

Holds, but more; it waits not for warmth or light.

Warmth it bears in fair aspect, and light

In all the truth and wisdom of its words.

__________________________________________

¹May, and not March (Mars); for as Ovid tells it, "June is the month of the young (iuvenes); the
preceding is the month of the old (maiores)." And it is fitting to honor such in a toast for the
Twentieth.

Post by “Cassius” of September 20, 2019 at 2:08 PM
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Happy 20th to you guys too! Hiram at some point I'll probably move the posts in this thread
about the Tsouna essay and make another thread under the Anticipations subforum so we can
find these posts in the future. This essay is in important one that we'll keep coming back to.
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