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Right -- and I suppose that another ambiguity is the "untroubled." It might not be possible to
say that a pleasant emotion is "troubling."

But regardless of that, it's not easy at all to square that with Diogenes Laertius saying that
Epicurus held that "He [the wise man] will be more deeply moved by feelings, but this will not
prove an obstacle to wisdom" so it does seem clear that Epicurus diverged significantly from
Democritus on this.

I'm not sure what Democritus held on whether the soul could be eternal even in an atomistic
world, but it seems clear that if you start with Epicurus' position that "For all good and evil
consists in sensation, but death is deprivation of sensation" from the letter to Menoeceus.
Presuming that we take "emotions" as being very closely related, and/or essential to,
sensations, then it seems impossible to think that Epicurus would wind up with absence of
emotion as being the goal of life or the definition of happiness.

I am sure that some people will try to go in the direction that this is explained by "ataraxia"
which they hold to be some type of happiness totally divorced from sensation and normal
emotions, but for reasons we discuss regularly that seems to me to be a very unpersuasive
argument.
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