Comment at the Epicurean Philosophy Facebook
Group On Pleasure As The Highest Good

Post by “Cassius” of September 16, 2020 at 9:42 PM

| agree with you I think Don, and | do see a distinction between long-term and longest time.

| also think that there is a possibility that this phrasing may be another targeted argument
against Plato, and you'll recall that DeWitt discusses this as a point of contention, that Plato had
argued that another reason that pleasure could not constitute the goal is that it is not always
present (not continuous being the implication):

This first is from page 66

Neither was he in debe to his teachers for his hedonism. None of them
was g hedonia. He was in debt to Flato for mﬂu:ia:u n:unu'uing: the
classification of desres and the caloulus of advaniage in pleasare, " but
dilfered from both Plate and Aristippus in his definition of plessare. To
neither of these was gontinueus pleasure conceivable, becawse they recog-
nized only peaks of pleasure separated either by intervals void of
pleasure or by neatral states. In order 10 escape from Lheie logical dead
ends Epicurus worked his way vo a novel division of pleasures imio
those that were basic and those thaty were decorative™ The pleasune
al being sane and in héalih i3 basic amd can be enjoyed continually.
All gther pleasures are superflecus and decorative. For this docirine,
once more, e was in debt 10 no weacher.

THE HATURAL CEILINGS OF PLEASLURE

Having estsblihed bady and ssul upan a parity, uq_-u:.'l parlnm in
life, Epicurus next proceeded to propound a
first, that limits of pleasure wene set l:r:r Naiare, bqlnnd 'nrur.'h. o in-
crease was possible; second, thar pleasare was ene and pot many ; and
third, that coniinuoas plessure was pmi.bk_ These pew dooirines wene
the oflspring of controveryy, becawse the contrary doctrines had been
sponsored by Flao and his fellowers, who in this instance agreed for
the: most parn with the muluosde.

The frst paradox is part of Autharieed Decwrine . amd by this posi-
tion [tz prime imparcance i3 revealed: “The removal of all pain & the
limit of the magnimude of pleasures” The meandmg i plain if the
pleature of eating be taken as an example. Naware i the weacher, as
usual, and setn the narm. Humnger is a desire of the first categary e
ing to Epdcurs: o is boch nansrs] and necemary. Where this narural
and necesary desine for food exists, the pleasure of sadsiying it cannes
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So while | agree with you again that there's a logical distinction between long-term vs longest,
and duration of pleasure is certainly a legitimate consideration, | think this one may be parallel
in nature to "absence of pain" - it may need to be "compartmentalized" as a logical rejoinder to
an anti-Pleasure argument from Plato and the usual suspects, and as a result handled carefully
outside that context, so as not to overstretch its application.

| am glad you posted that because otherwise | would not have gone back and looked up these
sections in DeWitt, which | remembered only vaguely.

| think I am only now after 10+ years realizing the significance of some of these sections from
DeWitt, and after our discussions here and in the Lucretius podcast. | read the words here, and |
thought | understood them the first time, but it's really beginning to sink in to me how DeWitt is
pointing out that Epicurus was both the ultimate pragmatist, and disdainful of dialectical logic,
but also at the same time he responded directly to Plato in logical terms, playing Plato's own
game. | think this explains some of the difference in interpretation that | still have in discussing
these things with some other people. | am going to have to be more careful to both point out
the inadequacies of "logic" while at the same time point how how Epicurus uses "logic" himself,
as carefully as any of the Stoics or Platonists did -- just like DeWitt observed.

And ultimately that's my best argument against the "absence of pain passages" - that they are
logical points being made in the context of refuting the anti-Platonic arguments, but were never
intended to represent the full picture of the nature of pleasure any more than geometry or
map-making can represent true reality - they are useful for discussing aspects of reality but
they aren't reality themselves. So it may be that the "continuity" issue fits in the same
category.
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