Should Epicurus be viewed as a pure
consequentialist, virtue ethicist, or both?

Post by “Cassius” of May 8, 2026 at 8:37 AM

Further, even if you prefer the "beautiful" wording there (which | don't because of it's very
Platonic ring) you can refer back to the adage that Epicurus spits upon the beautiful unless it
brings pleasure.

As | understand it the Hicks version is "[135] He believes that the misfortune of the wise is
better than the prosperity of the fool. It is better, in short, that what is well judged in action
should not owe its successful issue to the aid of chance."
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