Dialogue on Katastematic Pleasure

Post by “Cassius” of February 18, 2018 at 8:56 AM

Also, | want to repeat the essence of my position, which is to accept as fundamental the
statement that is given in PD3, here in the Bailey version:

"The limit of quantity in pleasures is the removal of all that is painful. Wherever pleasure is
present, as long as it is there, there is neither pain of body nor of mind, nor of both at once."

"Absence of pain" is extremely significant for precisely the reason stated here: it is the "limit
of quantity in pleasures." "Absence of pain" is a term that describes "the limit of quantity" of
pleasure; it is not a complete description of those pleasures that are being experienced while
all pain is removed.

No complete description of those pleasures being experienced by any individual when all pain is
gone is in fact possible, because no complete description of the list of ordinary mental and
physical pleasures is possible. There are innumerable ordinary mental and physical pleasures of
the innumerable types, but the one thing we can say about ALL pleasures is that they are
"positive agreeable perceptions of the senses," with "senses" being interpreted broadly to
include mental pleasures, which can be more intense than physical ones.
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