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Aside from showing what Gosling and Taylor are concluding (that katastematic pleasure is not a
"greatest pleasure" or goal of life) the implicit presumption in these passages is that all
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pleasures which are "perceived" or "sensed" are kinetic, and that katastematic pleasures are
not "perceived" or "sensed."

I still need to find the passage where G&T explain that, but I am afraid it is buried deep in a
prior chapter.

So the point I am presenting is not that ataraxia and aponia are not wonderful things. The point
I am presenting, and that G&T are arguing, is that experiences of ataraxia and aponia are
*perceptions* and therefore do not meet the definition of "katastematic pleasure" in the
authorities who devote time to talking about that term.

It seems apparent that Epicurus was not himself someone who spent a great deal of time
talking about the term "Katastematic" and so for the accepted definition of that term among
other groups we are going to have to look elsewhere. (We'll find it eventually in G&T, perhaps
using the cites in the Nikolsky or Wenham articles.)
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