
PD10 - Interpretations of PD 10 Discussion
Post by “Don” of January 8, 2022 at 8:21 PM

I think we need to look at alternative translations, too (Thanks to @Nate  

“If every pleasure were condensed, if one may so say, and if each lasted long, anda ffected the
whole body, or the essential parts of it, then there would be no differenceb etween one
pleasure and another.” Yonge (1853)

“If all pleasure had been capable of accumulation, if this had gone on not only in time,but all
over the frame or, at any rate, the principal parts of man's nature, there would not have been
any difference between one pleasure and another as, in fact, there nowis.” Hicks (1910)

“If all pleasure had been capable of accumulation,—if this had gone on not only by recurrence
in time, but all over the frame or, at any rate, over the principal parts of man's nature, there
would never have been any difference between one pleasure and another, as in fact there is.”
Hicks (1925)

“If every pleasure could be intensifed so that it lasted and infuenced the whole organism or the
most essential parts of our nature, pleasures would never differ from one another.” Bailey
(1926)

“If every pleasure were alike condensed in duration and associated with the whole organism or
the dominant parts of it, pleasures would never differ from one another." De Witt, Epicurus and
His Philosophy 235 (1954)

“If every pleasure were cumulative, and if this were the case both in time and in regard to the
whole or the most important parts of our nature, then pleasures would not differ from each
other.” Geer (1964)

“If every pleasure were condensed in <location> and duration and distributed all over the
structure or the dominant parts of our nature, pleasures would never differ from one another.”
Long, The Hellenistic Philosophers 115 (1987)

“If every pleasure were condensed and existed for a long time throughout the entire organism
or its most important parts, pleasures would never differ from one another.” O'Connor (1993)

“If every pleasure were condensed and were present, both in time and in the whole compound
[body and soul] or in the most important parts of our nature, then pleasures would never differ
from one another.” Inwood & Gerson (1994)

“If every pleasure could be prolonged to endure in both body or mind, pleasures would never
differ from one another.” Anderson (2004)
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“If all pleasures could be added together consecutively with respect to space and duration, and
across the entire span over which they had all existed, or at least across the principal parts of
human nature <which are naturally susceptible to pleasures:> then, pleasures would not be
different from each other in any respect.” Makridis (2005)

“If every pleasure were condensed and were present at the same time and in the whole of
one's nature or its primary parts, then the pleasures would never differ from one another.”
Saint-Andre (2008)
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