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This formulation here sounds reasonable to me, and I begin to get the strong feeling that
Epicurus would have disapproved a lot of these arguments, as per the Elizabeth Asmis note just
above. I am getting the feeling that a lot of these arguments are unwise and similar to
Torquatus thinking that he needed an elaborate and abstract argument about the nature and
role of pleasure. All of this "necessity" and "essentialism" argument does not seem to me
consistent with Epicurus' original position, so i suspect the comment highlighted below here is
correct:
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