Dialectics and Hypothetical Questions

Post by “Cassius” of January 18, 2021 at 7:05 PM

We have been discussing hypothetical questions in the PD10 thread, but | think this topic
deserves a thread of its own in the end, for the additional reason that | think it is probably
related to the term "dialectics." It seems to me that hypotheticals is what Socrates/Plato were
dealing in extensively, and | see several sentences in Diogenes Laertius that are translated
variously as "dialectics" or "logic" - Does anyone know which term is better and if so why they
are interchanged? By no means are the two issues the same (Dialectics and Hypothetical
Questions) but | suspect both involve very similar issues:
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24, Metrodorus wrote the following works
= Against the Physicians, in three books.
« Of Sensations.
= Against Timocrates,

& OF Magnanimiby

« OF Epicurus's Weak Health.
»_Against the cclicians

= Against the Sophists, in nine books

= The Way to Wisdom.

« Of Change.

» OF Wealth

= In Criticism of Democritus.
= Of Noble Birth,
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Post by “Elayne” of January 18, 2021 at 7:32 PM

As | understand it (leaving out later meanings such as in Marxism), it meant using logical
arguments to arrive at the truth. That doesn't mean all discussions are dialectical, and IMO the
difference is that we would use evidence, including referring to feeling, in our discussion. We
are not using flights of logic to get an answer but referring to our experiences and how we feel
about things. Predicting how we might feel about possible future events (hypotheticals) is not
the same as using logic, because we are drawing on our experience.

| think Plato also used it in reference to discussion of ideals. Which we aren't doing.

Post by “Cassius” of January 18, 2021 at 7:42 PM

Don (who likes to dive into the Greek) | was taken aback when | pasted this because | was going
to paste from the Bailey version | have here, and | see Bailey used "logic" and "logicians" rather
than dialectics / dialecticians. The pastes above are from Wikisource which is Hicks

Any thoughts?
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Dialectic
From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia

For varieties of language, see Dialect. Far electrical insulators, see Dielectric,

Dialectic or dialectics (Greek: GlakexTukr, dialektike: related to dialogue), also known as the dialectical method, is at base a discourse between two or more people
holding different points of view about a subject but wishing to establish the truth through reasoned methods of argumentation. Dialectic resembles debate, but the
concept excludes subjective elements such as emotional appeal and the modem pejorative sense of rhetoric.!"12! Dialectic may thus be contrasted with both the eristi,
which refers to argument that aims to successfully dispute another's arqument (rather than searching for truth), and the didactic method, wherein one side of the
conversation teaches the other, Dialectic is altematively known as minor logic, as opposed to major logic or critique,

Within Hegelianism, the word dialectic has the specialised meaning of a contradiction between ideas that serves as the determining factor in their relationship. Dialectical
materialism, a theory or set of theories produced mainly by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, adapted the Hegelian dialectic into arguments regarding traditional
materialism.

Dialectic tends to imply a process of evolution and so does not naturally fit within formal logic (see Logic and dialectic). This process is particularly marked in Hegelian
dialectic, and even more 5o in Marxist dialectic, which may rely on the evolution of ideas over longer time periods in the real world; dialectical logic attempts to address
thic

Post by “Don” of January 18, 2021 at 8:16 PM

Metrodorus's book is entitled:
Mpo¢ ToLC BLAAEKTIKOUG.
Pros tous dialektikous

Here's the LS]J for that:

http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/morph?l=dialektikou%2Fs&la=greek&can=dialektikou%2FsO&prior=tot

Post by “Charles” of January 18, 2021 at 8:18 PM

Other translations, specifically Yonge and Thayer also use the word dialectic instead of logic. |
would say that using the former is much more appropriate, as not only does it make more
sense when we compare it to the sophists and Socrates/Plato, in that the Socratic Method is
itself a form of dialectic. Not only that, but as often as we dismiss formal logic, using the word
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"Logic" itself is very challenging and difficult given how many definitions and interpretations of
what it exactly means and is defined, something we know well from the PD 10 Discussion and
the most recent podcast episode.
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