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As is usual when we start talking about the natural and necessary analysis I end up thinking I
am being too hard on it. I so think it is used as a justification for asceticism by those who are
inclined to it for other reasons, but I think that is "their problem" and it is not inherent in the
analysis. I think one can easily be oriented toward normal pleasure maximization (as I think
Epicurus was) and use the observations simply as a tool of analysis for how much trouble to
expect from any course of action. No harm in that UNLESS one has already bought into the goal
of avoiding pain "at any cost.".

Yes Godfrey I see that in Nussbaum, but that is likely because she is strongly disposed towards
the Stoics, and not because Stoicism was hiding in Epicurus' when he penned the doctrine.

We can go as far as we need to in analysis of this issue of how desire relates to pleasure, but
let's not forget to come back to the reason we got into it: how does one analyze and determine
what Epicurus' meant when he said not to choose which pleasure is longest but which is "most
pleasant."

If we don't get back to it soon though I suspect we will have lost track of Philia and the reason
for her posting the thread 
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