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I am really glad Don posted that article because otherwise I might not have seen it.

It very much helps crystallize my thinking about one of the most important moderating
decisions I have to make in administering this forum.

If someone comes here thinking that "Epicurean 'hedonism' is primarily about the reduction of
pain," then I would welcome them and welcome the opportunity to explain how that is an
inversion of the truth and of the meaning of the reliable ancient texts.

However if someone comes here dedicated to and advocating the idea that "many correctly
note that Epicurean 'hedonism' is primarily about the reduction of pain" then that is beyond the
terms of our "Community Standards" and "Terms of Use" and our "Not Neo-Epicurean"
statement, and their membership will be rescinded.

There are plenty of places on the internet where people can focus on suffering and devote their
time to studying Buddhism and Stoicism to the exclusion of and with indifference to joy, delight,
pleasure, and happiness as those terms are ordinarily understood by ordinary people.

The purpose of this forum is to study and promote Classical Epicurean Philosophy as Epicurus
taught it. It is extremely important for us to grapple with Epicurus' framing of the term
"absence of pain" and explain how Epicurus is about PLEASURE - which can indeed be defined
for certain important uses as "absence of pain" or "reduction of pain." But to place PAIN in the
center of the philosophy rather than PLEASURE is not what the ancient Epicureans did, and it's
not consistent with the mission of this forum to allow for the regular advocacy of that position
here.

Again, we'll talk about pleasure and absence of pain as often and as intensely as necessary, but
if in the future some new person wishes to join and use their membership to cross over into
advocacy for Epicurean philosophy is primarily about alleviation of suffering on a regular basis
that's something that will not be allowed to continue.

Just to be clear - neither Don nor anyone else here has done that, nor are they anywhere close
to doing so. I think it's likely that our "Community Standards" and "Terms of Service" and "Not
Neo-Epicurean" statements that are stressed in our registration process have done their
intended work, and we don't have dedicated advocates for that position here.

But new people come on the scene all the time, and this is a good opportunity to write
something up to address this.
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As administrator I have no right or ability to state flatly that "this is" or "this is not" true
Epicurean philosophy for the general world and for all time. Everyone has to decide that for
themselves. But I do have the right and ability to help steer this forum into the direction set for
it when it was launched, and as long as I am here to administrate I will continue to do that.

Peace and love to all!
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