
Confusion: "The feelings are only two"
Post by “Cassius” of May 27, 2025 at 12:56 PM

Yes I agree that that is true.

Also Rolf, have you read the Chrisypus' hand challenge, and if so what do you make of it?

It's in Book One of On Ends:

[39] But actually at Athens, as my father used to tell me, when he wittily and humorously
ridiculed the Stoics, there is in the Ceramicus a statue of Chrysippus, sitting with his hand
extended, which hand indicates that he was fond of the following little argument: Does your
hand, being in its present condition, feel the lack of anything at all? Certainly of nothing. But if
pleasure were the supreme good, it would feel a lack. I agree. Pleasure then is not the supreme
good. My father used to say that even a statue would not talk in that way, if it had power of
speech. The inference is shrewd enough as against the Cyrenaics, but does not touch Epicurus.
For if the only pleasure were that which, as it were, tickles the senses, if I may say so, and
attended by sweetness overflows them and insinuates itself into them, neither the hand nor
any other member would be able to rest satisfied with the absence of pain apart from a joyous
activity of pleasure. But if it is the highest pleasure, as Epicurus believes, to be in no pain, then
the first admission, that the hand in its then existing condition felt no lack, was properly made
to you, Chrysippus, but the second improperly, I mean that it would have felt a lack had
pleasure been the supreme good. It would certainly feel no lack, and on this ground, that
anything which is cut off from the state of pain is in the state of pleasure.

1https://www.epicureanfriends.com/thread/4469-confusion-the-feelings-are-only-two/?postID=35533#post35533

https://www.epicureanfriends.com/thread/4469-confusion-the-feelings-are-only-two/?postID=35533#post35533

