Dialogue on Katastematic Pleasure

Post by “Cassius” of February 17, 2018 at 11:05 PM

As | think about this further and compare positions | would predict that Hiram would not defend
Torquatus' response as you do, Maciej. If | read Hiram's position correctly, Hiram is equating the
'absence of pain' position to an attitudinal emotional experience which Hiram would also
consider to be a positive pleasurable feeling in the normal sense of those words, rather than
follow Torquatus' line to leave the answer as something that can only be defined as the
absence of some prior pain.

| don't know that Hiram has stated how he would consider either "absence of pain" or
"katastematic pleasure" to be the highest possible pleasure, however, so | am not sure how to
predict on that.

(In writing this post | was reviewing book 2 of "On Ends" and one thing | am sure of: there is a
LOT of important material in Book 2 that we have not been discussing over the years at the
Facebook group. The applicable answer here is that it is possible | missed something, but it
does not appear that Cicero allowed Torquatus to explain any further the meaning of "absence
of pain" so we are left uncertain as to whether he had any more explanation to give.)
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