
Glossary - What is the Epicurean Definition of
"Pleasure?"
Post by “Cassius” of January 16, 2020 at 9:05 AM

Comments on other slides from the Aristotle / Eudaemonia presentation:

(1) (1:50 in the presentation) I think this one is significant because the implication, which is
pretty much express, is that "first principles" are a source of knowledge. The lecturer is
implying that E=mc2 is a "first principle" which is an independent source of knowledge
separate and apart from observation. I believe that Epicurus would dispute this, and contend
that E=mc2 is derived from observation, and is not itself an independent source of knowledge.
The contention that "first principles" which are implied to be arising from logic alone, or from
god, or from nature through reason alone, is something that Epicurus rejected and presumably
for that reason removed "reason" from the canon of truth, leaving only the senses,
anticipations, and feelings, which are direct contacts with reality and thus the ultimate source
of everything that we believe to be true.

(2) This "middle ground" / golden mean wordplay by Aristotle is so superficial as to hardly need
discussion. There is no basis for this categorization whatsoever other than Aristotle's personal
assertions.

(3) For Aristotle, eudaemonia has nothing to do with pleasure, but is the sum of intellectual
virtues + virtue of character. WHY, Aristotle, WHY would we care about these if they did not
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bring pleasure?????

(4) More groundless "moderation" wordplay, allegedly tied to "reason," by which we are to
recognize "good" and "bad" behavior! All totally groundless. Why would be concerned about
any of this gymnastics if it did not bring pleasure?

In sum: Epicurus would say that good and bad, right and wrong, are contentless abstractions
that are meaningless apart from a particular context, and that context does not come through
REASON, but through the feelings of pleasure and pain, which alone tell us what to choose and
to avoid so as to make life worth living. It is as ridiculous to say that life gains meaning through
reason as it would be to say that life gains meaning through "the English language' or "through
the German language" or "the Spanish language" or through hammers or screwdrivers or
yardsticks - or "friendship." All of those are nothing more than tools for the achievement of
pleasure.
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