Gosling & Taylor, The Greeks on Pleasure.

Post by “Cassius” of June 25, 2020 at 3:10 PM

This is PART, but not all, of what | am remembering. | am remembering that G&T document
somewhere how a mental process such as "gladness of mind" is a kinetic pleasure. If "Gladness
of mind" is not a static pleasure, then | once again emphatically hold that | hardly can imagine
what IS a static pleasure, and | can't imagine how | would have a use for them - much less that
they are the "highest good."

It has been too long since | read this article. Very well written, very persuasively argued, in my
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least not quite agree with this. Firstly, in one of his utterances quoted by
Cicero and Diogenes Laertius, Epicurus states that he cannot think of any
other good than pleasures related to gustatory, auditory, visual or sexual
sensations," i.e., pleasures which are on the traditional interpretation regarded
as kinetic. Secondly, in his letter to Idomeneus written on his death-bed
Epicurus stressed that, although the continual pains from strangury and
dysentery were so great that nothing could increase them, he set above
them all his gladness of mind at the memory of their past conversations;'
and since the gladness of mind is a kinetic pleasure, which on the usual
interpretation it is, then we should have to admit that sometimes a kinetic
pleasure can quite well compensate for the absence of a static pleasure.
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