Are You Epicurean Or Hieronymian?

Post by “Cassius” of October 2, 2019 at 5:17 AM

Poster GFL: "If you maintain that there is pleasure beyond the absence of pain, then you are not
an Epicurean, but a Cyrenaic."

Cassius:

In the Epicurean system where all feelings are either pleasure or pain, there would be no
possibility of adding another type of feeling once pleasures expand to occupy all feeling.
However | am not aware of a Cyreniac statement which would assert such a thing, are you? The
word "beyond" in that statement would need explanation, because if we are talking quantity in
the way Epicurus stated it, there is no quantity of pleasure other than "absence of pain." Unless
we are more clear about what we are talking about the entire conversation becomes a word
game --- which is exactly what it was in its original Platonic context.

What does "quantity of pleasure" mean anyway except in context as an answer to a logic
puzzle? That is why it appears to me that this entire discussion must be kept in mind as linked
to Plato / Philebus for us to even understand what we are talking about. The original issue, as
queried by Plato in Philebus, started with the question "Does pleasure have a limit?" Are we
measuring the pleasure from ice cream in inches or pounds? What is a "limit?"

Unless you in know the reasoning behind the question, the discussion is meaningless -- and
worse: deceptive. Of course that is just how Plato intended it, as wordplay to deflate those who
see pleasure as the goal of life.
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