
The Neglect of Metrodorus’ Economics
Post by “Cassius” of February 14, 2020 at 3:04 PM

Quote from Godfrey

To follow up on Elayne's post, what is "natural" for a wealthy Roman is far different
than what is "natural" for a bushman.

Yes -- this is an obvious point but one with overriding implications. There IS no "natural
measure of wealth" other than that which is arrived at by applying the calculus of pleasure and
pain to a particular context. We can call THAT the "natural measure" if we like, and if
Metrodorus used the term then I feel sure that is what he meant. But to imply that there is a
fixed amount that would apply to all turns Epicurean philosophy on its head.
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