Are You Epicurean Or Hieronymian?

Post by “Cassius” of June 23, 2022 at 11:04 AM

It's been three years since | started this thread, and we have a good number of new people who
may not have seen it - and | think it is worth keeping in mind the name "Hieronymus of Rhodes"
who is relatively obscure but useful as a contrast against Epicurus's views

| won't try to repeat all that was posted earlier in the thread, but it's worth keeping this name in

T R B T

* What is it, then, that you ask? I will tell you, said I, and

- litly promoted "absence of

that for the sake of learning rather than of finding fault with ‘aSure was not the highest
either you or Epicurus. I too, said he, should be more

desirous to learn of you, if you can impart anything worth
learning, than to find fault with you.

Well, then, said I, you are aware of what Hievomymus' of
Rhodes says is the chief good, to which he thinks that every-
thing ought to be referred ? I know, said he, that he t.hiul.za
that the great end is freedom from pain. Well, what are his
sentiments respecting pleasure? He affirms, he replied, that
it is not to be sought for its own sake ; for he thinks that
rejoicing is one thing, and being free from pain another.
And indeed, continued he, he is in this point greatly mistaken,
for, as I proved a little while ago, the end of increasin
pleasure is the removal of all pain. I will examine, said I,
presently, what the meaning of the expression, freedom from
pain, is ; but unless you are very obstinate, you must admit
that pleasure is a perfectly distinct thing from mere freedom
from pain. You will, however, said he, find that I am
obstinate in this ; for nothing can be more real than the
identity between the two. Is there, now, said I, any pleasure
felt by a thirsty man in drinking? Who can deny it? said
he. Isit, asked I, the same pleasure that he feels after his
thirst is extinguished? It is, replied he, another kind of
pleasure ; for the state of extinguished thirst has in it a
certain stability of pleasure, but the pleasure of extinguishing
it is pleasure in motion, Why, then, said I, do you call
things so unlike one another by the same name? Do not
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To say nothing, then, of all these opinions, let us now
cxamine those others which have been long and vigorously
maintained. Some have accounted pleasure the chief good;
the chief of whom was Aristippus, who had been a pupil of
Soerates, and from whom the Cyrenaic school spring. After
him came Epicurus, whose school is now better known,
though he does not exactly agree with the Cyrenaics about
pleasure itself. But Callipho thought that pleasure and
honour combined made up the chief good. Hieromymus
placed it in being free from all annoyance ; Diodorus in this
state when combined with honour. Both these last men were
Peripatetics. To live honourably, enjoying those things which
nature makes most dear to man, was the definition both of
the Old Academy, (as as we may learn from the writings of
Polemo, who is highly approved of by Antiochus,) and of
Aristotle, and it is the one to which his friends appear now
to come nearest. Carneades also introduced a definition,
(not because he approved of it himself, but for the sake of
opposition to the Stoics,) that the chief good is to enjoy those
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