
Should Epicurus be viewed as a pure
consequentialist, virtue ethicist, or both?
Post by “Don” of May 8, 2026 at 7:20 AM

Quote from wbernys

He says "And he considers it better to be rationally unfortunate than irrationally
fortunate, since it is better for a beautiful choice to have the wrong results than for an
ugly choice to have the right results just by chance." (Peter Saint-Andre). This seem to
pain the picture of personal intentions mattering more than actual consequences.

To me, that section doesn't point to intention but rather taking an active role in ones choices
and rejections versus not letting chance rule what happens to you.

1
http://www.epicureanfriends.com/thread/5073-should-epicurus-be-viewed-as-a-pure-consequentialist-virtue-ethicist-
or-both/?postID=39636#post39636

http://www.epicureanfriends.com/thread/5073-should-epicurus-be-viewed-as-a-pure-consequentialist-virtue-ethicist-or-both/?postID=39630#post39630
http://www.epicureanfriends.com/thread/5073-should-epicurus-be-viewed-as-a-pure-consequentialist-virtue-ethicist-or-both/?postID=39636#post39636
http://www.epicureanfriends.com/thread/5073-should-epicurus-be-viewed-as-a-pure-consequentialist-virtue-ethicist-or-both/?postID=39636#post39636

