
PD01 - Blessed and Imperishable?
Post by “Cassius” of March 3, 2020 at 8:15 AM

I am going to have to look further into this but it appears that he translates the phrase as
incorruptible, and ultimately his reasoning is pretty much what I remembered, that it is an
elementary principle of physics that only the elements are eternal, and any combination of
elements will eventually come apart.

As far as making reasonable sense out of KD1, I don't see an issue there. If you are saying that
you should set as your human goal never to suffer any pain whatsoever, that is obviously
impossible for a human, and Epicurus would have realized that impossibility himself, which is
why the focus is on pleasure obtained even at the cost of pain. As far as the model of what the
best human life can be, there is a more clear and detailed statement of that in "On Ends"

Quote

XII. The truth of the position that pleasure is the ultimate good will most readily appear
from the following illustration. Let us imagine a man living in the continuous enjoyment
of numerous and vivid pleasures alike of body and of mind, undisturbed either by the
presence or by the prospect of pain: what possible state of existence could we
describe as being more excellent or more desirable? One so situated must
possess in the first place a strength of mind that is proof against all fear of death or of
pain; he will know that death means complete unconsciousness, and that pain is
generally light if long and short if strong, so that its intensity is compensated by brief
duration and its continuance by diminishing severity. Let such a man moreover have no
dread of any supernatural power; let him never suffer the pleasures of the past to fade
away, but constantly renew their enjoyment in recollection, and his lot will be one
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which will not admit of further improvement.

As far as the gods being "thought constructs" I certainly realize that modern scholars favor that,
but that is not what Epicurus appears to have held, or that Velleius describes in "On the Nature
of the Gods." The Epicureans took their view of gods seriously, and whether we agree with it or
not would not change what they thought or how we should understand their position before we
decide what to adopt as our own. Focusing on thought constructs is one of the tangents of
modern commentators that in my personal view (not in everyone's) undermines the possibility
of understanding Epicurus thoroughly and on his own terms.

I think the main aspect of DeWitt's analysis of the immortality issue starts on page 267. I am
not wedded to taking DeWitt's side in every position he takes, by any means, but I agree with
his approach that in order to duplicate Epicurus' approach we much always start with the basics
and then never let a basic rule (like nothing exists except atoms and void, in motion, etc) ever
be violated in any subsequent speculation - so that if a passage or commentary appears to
contradict an earlier foundation, then that interpretation of the passage is incorrect:
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This is an excellent detailed discussion Eugenios so thank you for it. People will not always
agree on every detail but it helps everyone to dig into the primary material and then display
their reasoning about how to interpret it. Otherwise every discussion is just arbitrary assertion.

Probably there are all sorts of other considerations in your mind in starting the thread so there
are lots of directions this can go.
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