From The "Golden Mean" to tbe "Summum Bonum" -
Useful or Deceptive Frames of Reference?

Post by “Godfrey” of February 16, 2022 at 2:14 AM

More goodies from the Letter to Menoikeus:

128. And this is why we say pleasure is the foundation and fulfillment of the blessed life. [129]
Because we perceived pleasure as a fundamental good and common to our nature, and so, as a
result of this, we begin every choice and rejection against this, judging every good thing by the
standard of how that pleasure affects us or how we react to considering experiencing that
pleasure. And because pleasure is the fundamental and inborn good, this is why not every
pleasure is seized....

To me, "fundamental and inborn" reads as a description of the Canonic faculty and not as "the
Good".

130. Additionally, we believe abtdpkela is a great good.

132. And so the foundation of all these and the greatest good is ppdvnaoic, practical wisdom. On
this account, practical wisdom is prized more dearly than philosophy itself....

130 and 132 are two more uses of good: great good and the greatest good. So pleasure is
foundational, fundamental, inborn; self sufficiency is a great good; practical wisdom is the
greatest good. Obviously this directly contradicts the assertion that pleasure is the Good, but it
doesn't contradict pleasure being foundational, fundamental, inborn, Canonic.
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