
Are You Epicurean Or Hieronymian?
Post by “Cassius” of October 1, 2019 at 6:35 PM

More of my ill will toward Cicero: Cicero was nothing if not intelligent, and he had the means at
his disposal to get to the bottom of the issue, and, if necessary, consult the two opposing sides
for their own explanation of the apparent conflict between Heironymous and Epicurus. Yet
rather than present a sympathetic explanation from an Epicurean (or from a Heironymian) as to
why their positions were in conflict, he simply stated the alleged inconsistency and left it
unanswered, planting in the mind of his readers that Epicurus was a sloppy thinker and did not
even know how to make a coherent argument about pleasure.

Once again the DeWitt statement about Cicero rings in my ears:
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The bottom line is that Cicero took out of context the building-block discussion of "limit of
pleasure" - which has a perfectly legitimate place in the *foundation* of the logical structure
that Epicurus was erecting - and placed that building-block at the *apex* of the structure
instead of in its proper place as a supporting explanation of why Pleasure is the ultimate goal.
That's why it ("absence of pain") standing at the apex of the philosophy looks silly or ridiculous
or even offensive to neutral normal people, but still is absolutely correct as written when
viewed in its proper subordinate context.
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