Emily Austin Seems To Think That Sex Is An
Extravagant Pleasure aka natural but unnecessary.
Do you agree?

Post by “Titus” of November 9, 2023 at 5:04 PM

| remember Hegel's quick run through Epicureanism.

In one of his lectures on the history of philosophy he interprets the natural but not necessary
category of Epicurus as simply dealing with sexual desire and forgets about what | (and
Diogenes in his scholion, probably) would define instead: The amplification and variation of a
necessary need. For example, tasty drinks instead of water or especial sexual experiences
instead of simple ways of getting satisfaction.

| also know that in law it is called proportionality. It means to look whether something is
adequate in comparison to another good or more simple: The pleasure-pain calculus.

Apart from that, the introductory post made me laugh, because | always hear the opposite
about Asia, especially the Eastern part.
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