PD10 - Interpretations of PD 10 Discussion

Post by “Elayne” of January 17, 2021 at 11:56 AM

Don then maybe you would be more inclined to agree if | frame it as what PD10 does not_say?
PD10 does not say that prudence is more important than pleasure. It does not say anything that
would rule out a bliss pill, IF said pill was known to reliably give the person in question
pleasure-- if it was an accurate decision, to take the bliss pill, and had the intended results,
which would have to include not having anxiety over imaginary things like gods. PD 10 does not
say that it would be impossible to use prudence accurately to choose a bliss pill, because it is
not considering that particular hypothetical, so it can't be used as evidence Epicurus would say
no.

PD10 does not say anything to rule out the pleasures of the profligates if the painful
consequences could be removed, or if they could be combined with the pleasure of information
about reality that would remove false fears. Nor does it say anything to rule out the possibility
that there could be an individual who successfully enjoyed those pleasures without having
pains. So it can't be used as an argument against that possibility, which would certainly be
permissible in the whole context of the philosophy.
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