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Post by “Cassius” of July 5, 2024 at 8:19 AM

Just to be clear despite my initial negative remarks I do think this thread will be very helpful. It
sounds like the questions everyone is asking are very logical and exploring this will lead to
identification of why Camus (and maybe Nietzsche too) seemed to drift "away" from Epicurus.
So far in my book this issue stems from seeing Epicurus as "sad" and "retreating" (which i
would argue is extremely mistaken) and is at the core of many problems.

Both Camus and Nietzsche seem to have some very good points, but my current speculation
would be that when they ran into the "absence of pain" problem, rather than rejecting the
orthodox academic interpretation of Epicurus, they dropped Epicurus hlmself. They should have
embraced the interpretation preserved through Torquatus that life in the "absence of pain" IS
pleasurable -- and that this position is logical, straightforward, and without any hint of irony or
sarcasm or logical double-dealing or word-gaming.

Rather than interpret Epicurus sympathetically, they decided that Epicurus was essentially a
deeply sad and fragile "snowflake" (need another synonym there to avoid the current political
overtones of that word) who adopted as his primary goal in life that of walling himself up in a
garden so as to flee from every drop of pain. That's the problem interpretation we are regularly
running into, and for Epicurus to be seen as life-affirming and happy and positive, that
interpretation has to be combated and exposed as erroneous.
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