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| think it would also be fair to say for Gosling and Taylor that when they say that they don't
consider the distinction between kinetic vs katastematic pleasures to be of prime importance,
they aren't saying that it is not important to recognize that some types of pleasure last longer
than others. The length of time a particular pleasure is available, and how we obtain it, is
certainly an important aspect of judging what pleasures to pursue. The controversy seems to be
more over whether there is some other quality about katastematic pleasure which elevates it
above perception and somehow makes it more desirable than other types of pleasure and
actually elevates it to being the "true end" rather than the perception of pleasure itself.

Maybe just as we acknowledge that pleasure means nothing unless we are living, we need to
also acknowledge and make clear that pleasure means nothing unless we are perceiving it.
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