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You are indeed correct Godfrey. When I went back to check G&T on the "replenishment" theory
I was overwhelmed (again) by the depth of the discussion.

G&T have exhaustively researched in great detail the full history of Greek philosophy's attitude
toward pleasure, and their credentials are sterling, yet they are infrequently (at best) cited by
the current crop of contemporary writers (no need to slam them by name - just check the list of
cites in any of them for G&T and DeWitt.)

This is not accidental. It is G&T's thorough analysis of the issue that led then to first question
the allegation that Epicurus emphasized the katastematic / kinetic distinction, which in turn led
to Nikolsky tracking down the Carnaedes roots of that issue in DL.

I am afraid that the very depth of their research and soundness of their analysis is what has led
them to being ignored - their conclusions do not fit the preferences of the "absence of pain"
crowd, and the only response that crowd can take is to ignore their work. I would feel
embarrassed for them but for the fact that they have no excuse for their error, given what G&T
have tracked down.
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