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Cassius, I'd like to point out something so that the arguments, again, become stronger.

Quote from Cassius

The burden of proof on the issues is not on Epicureans, who are living as nature
provided using the faculties nature provided. The burden of proof is on the religionists,
skeptics, and determinists, and Epicurus' arguments provide real-world observations
that contradict their assertions. Nothing comes from nothing - the supernatural gods
are refuted. Those who allege nothing can be known contradict themselves - skepticism
is refuted. You can cite the swerve or simply say that it is not necessary to "live with
necessity" because at the very least we can exit life when it ceases to please us -
determinism is refuted. Each issue comes down to having confidence in the faculties
that nature gave us vs imagining that there are "logical" proofs that can invalidate our
practical experience. Epicurus says to go with practical experience.

It's necessary to say that every metaphysical conclusion has the burden of proof in order to be
solid, otherwise is only assumed. Both, free will and free will skepticism have the burden of
proof to sustain their conclusions. No matter if it's an automatic or an extended belief among
people, that doesn't make it true.

Quote from Cassius

The religionists and the radical skeptics and the hard determinists don't have the
evidence to establish their conclusions with certainty either, but they happily insist on
superficially persuasive arguments which have real impact on real people who swallow
them.

If any metaphysical conclusion is on the same level, we can read this paragraph like this:

The atheist and the dogmatics and free will defenders don't have the evidence to establish
their conclusions with certainty either, but they happily insist on superficially persuasive
arguments which have real impact on real people who swallow them [e. g. blaming,
punishments, meritocracy, revictimization, resentment, guilt].

I don't mean to be ironic, or something like that. I just pretend to point out certain aspects of
arguments in order to make enhance them. It's not so easy to refute a position, and it's worthy
to develop the most solid interpretation of Epicurus.
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