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I'm not aware of any counter-examples, but it wouldn't surprise me if there were at least some.

It makes a lot of sense that what you say would be the case, though. When you have a
philosophy that is not only attractive to the average person, but whose principles are self-
evident, or logically derived from what is self-evident, you would have nothing to gain, and
much to lose by any kind of appeal to authority.

(And I'm not really sure how much the Greek philosophers were really considered authorities
outside their own students. I have the impression they were frequently thought of more like
clowns, or potential trouble-makers.)

For the later Stoics and the Christians, the situation was different. At that time, there were lots
of Epicureans, they were known as being difficult to convert, and they definitely wanted to
convert them. So it makes sense that the Stoics and Christians would try to portray their ideas
as compatible with Epicurus' teachings as much as they could.

Edit:

...then once they had accomplished that, that they would try to erase the memory of Epicurus.
Interestingly, the Jews, who were not trying to make converts, just straightforwardly called him
a heretic.
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