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I actually was not suggesting that Nate should change anything, more inquiring as to the
background and purpose of writing it the way he did. As I have been commenting in nearby
posts I see these discussions as necessary "growing pains" as we work to produce something
that's more lasting than just a facebook post that flies by and is quickly forgotten. It's very easy
to fall into patterns that might be something that we change our minds about later.

Another example is that I am not at all sure that I agree that it helps anything to label Epicurus
as "pleasure ethics" and lump him with others who discuss pleasure from different
perspectives, just as I have never cared for the term "hedonism." I think pleasure is an issue
that is quite a ways downstream from the more basic holdings about the nature of the universe,
and other than Democritus and other atomists (with whom Epicurus may not have been
particularly close in ethics) it would be necessary to dissect what their opinions are that led
them to discuss pleasure before we could really be safe in knowing that they are consistent
with the thrust of Epicurean philosophy.

All these are issues that everyone has to address for themselves and make up their own minds,
and expressing individual opinions is only natural. But the process of coming up with "group"
positions is very different and there are a lot of other factors involved. No doubt a lot of this will
become clear too as you make public the core tenets you are mentioning.
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