VS11 - VS11 and Kinetic / Katastematic Pleasure

Post by “Hiram” of February 5, 2020 at 3:19 PM

| understand if you insist on correcting what you see as an unEpicurean opinion, I'm simply
pressing based on the need, once you correct an error, to come back to the writings and
understand what the Epicureans were saying--because | have a hard time imagining that a
Platonist sneaked into the Garden and added heretical notes to a scroll! = It's more likely that
the Epicureans were discussing these things and that the discussions belong to a legitimate line
of reasoning, and that we owe it to ourselves to rescue that.

So that once we say: "passive pleasures are neither superior nor inferior to active ones", we
have to consider what was being discussed in VS 11.

One of the possible things that comes to mind is that Epicurus has been cited as saying "I call
you to constant pleasures”, and that this line of reasoning is that passive and active pleasures
both complete a lifestyle of constant pleasures. We can not be always active (or else we'd be
exhausted) or constantly idle.

And if we fail to revisit VS 11 in good faith, or if we diss "idle pleasures" which are legitimate,
we are missing an important component of our ethics.
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