A Great Summary With References Of The Epicurean
Affirmation Of The Existence of "Gods"

Post by “Cassius” of July 7, 2018 at 6:50 AM

This is a great post full of helpful information from Facebook from M.K., in response to a post
reading: "What do you think about this?? The debate of whether Epicureans were atheists or
not. The argument is that they just use the logic they created about the gods so that it didn't
contradict their beliefs and that they could still believe in them so that they didn't get
prosecuted for being nonbelievers. What are you're thoughts on that? | read this debate going
both ways but wanted to know what other fellow Epicureans think."

MK:

There is no debate. They not only did not believe in no god, they believed in poly (many) theoi
(gods).

Extant Epicurean texts demonstrate they dislike being called atheists.

Diogenes of Oenoanda [Fr. 16] denies with disgust the charge that they believed there were no
gods. An abhorrent view he attributes to Diagoras of Melos (apparently an ancient Richard
Dawkins) and another toned down version to Protagoras of Abdera (one of my favourite
advocates of classics education today describes herself as a Protagorean agnostic). He avows
Epicureans are properly the "most pious people."

Philodemus' fragments from Herculaneum, Lucretius, the Epicurean exposition put in the mouth
of a one Gaius Velleius by Tully in De Natura Deorum.

All are very clear a vibrant and live conviction in that there are gods was a pillar of
Epicureanism.

Cicero actually insinuates they seemed to have an improbably expert knowledge of what the
gods look like and how they live [Tum Velleius fidenter sane, ut solent isti, nihil tam verens,
quam ne dubitare aliqua de re videretur, tamquam modo ex deorum concilio et ex Epicuri
intermundiis descendisset]. Epicurean pronouncements on the gods were more self-assured
than most of the other schools.

The gods are integral to Epicurean ethics as a standard to aspire to of absolute ataraxia. And
are central to the anthropological aetiology of the school. Human beings are erect, sentient,
some times sapient, with eyes aimed above: because they are like the gods.
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Epicurus' argument for the existence of gods is actually attractive and rather logically durable.
Certainly defensible.

Since the senses are the sources of all knowledge, even of dreams, and human beings have a
fairly universal acquaintance with gods - that knowledge must come from something materially
real.

Knowledge of gods is a mpdAnywv - a mental preconception imprinted indelibly on the human
mind.

This is even in the letter to Menoeceos, where Epicurus says a knowledge of the gods is
engraved on our minds and so we know they exist "since knowledge of them is by clear vision
derived from sensation." [évapyn¢ yap abTOV €0TWV ) YyvOOLG']

Lucretius suggestively seems - or at least could be read to - to nod toward a time when people
saw gods but now don't (save in sleep). The prolepsis peoples still persistently have of them
derives somehow from that dim distant past.

To call all of this "functional atheism," is to too easily abandon the field to the Abrahamic
tradition. Gods do not need to be tirelessly provident and maniacally judgemental to exist.

In the classical world, that (Abrahamic) kind of thinking was considered populist (plebish).
Crucially important to the average every-person without the time, inclination or education to
think hard about these things and be good without an all-seeing eye anxious to punish. It had a

Nnama: ci |nnrc+ition

ch was the polar extreme of atheism, not belief in gods.

Post by “Cassius” of July 7, 2018 at 7:07 AM
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Wow MK, that post was dense with information, articulate, insightful, and gathers together in
one place a great list of evidence that anyone thinking about this subject needs to consider.
Thank you for taking the time to write that - | am going to make a note of it so when this
subject is discussed again your comments can be referenced! This is Facebook and we don't
expect every post to meet this kind of standard, but citing references and addressing
controversial subjects courteously and professionally - can't say enough good about it.

Also:

Those last three paragraphs in particular ("To call all of this....") is really thought-provoking and
in my view is right. Many people seem to want to conclude that Epicurus was being a coward
and just protecting himself from the religious crowd exercising the "Socrates solution" on him,
but it seems clear to me that there was no need for the Epicureans to have been so "over-the-
top" in insisting on the existence of their version of gods if they where just trying to be escape
laws against atheism. As Martin points out "Epicurean pronouncements on the gods were more
self-assured than most of the other schools" and they seemed to exhibit no hesitancy to go into
detail speculating on the attributes of Epicurean divinity. Cicero documented this in "On the
Nature of the Gods": "Hereupon Velleius began, in the confident manner (I need not say) that is
customary with Epicureans, afraid of nothing so much as lest he should appear to have doubts
about anything. One would have supposed he had just come down from the assembly of the
gods in the intermundane spaces of Epicurus! “l am not going to expound to you doctrines that
are mere baseless figments of the imagination.....

We may not agree with all the conclusions that the Epicureans reached, but | don't doubt for a
minute that they were serious about them and that we can gain a lot of insight and value from
taking their arguments seriously.
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