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Joshua identifies an important objection – I also anticipate that ANY and, most likely, ALL
members of those -isms will refute my analysis. As Joshua succinctly expresses, they would no
doubt say: "Stop calling [my belief] an -ism!"

I'm taking on a sensitive issues with people, because, in an enormous way, "Anti-ismism is a
cottage industry!" It REALLY is. In fact, as far as ideologies go, I suspect that this idea is
rooted at the foundation of all traditions.

Early Christians referred to their philosophy as ἡ ὁδός or "The Way"; it was a non-Christian,
Greek community in Antioch that first coined the term Χριστιανός "Christianus". Within 70
years, the early Church Father Ignatius of Antioch employed the term of Χριστιανισμός or "
Christianismos" to refer to the tradition revealed by Christ.

The isming of the religion of post-Classical Arabs has been seen by both modern academics
and practitioners as offensive for the exact same reason. Until the 19th or 20th centuries, "
Islam" was almost universally referred to by non-Arabs as "Mohammedanism", mistakenly
framing Muhammad as being divine, like Christ is to "Christianity"

Our rendering of "Buddhism" is a Germanization of the original Pali बुद्ध धम्म or "Buddha Dhamma",
meaning, approximately, "The Awakened One's Eternal Law". The first recorded use of "
Buddhism" was sometime in the late 18th, or early 19th centuries, after Europeans romanized
Indic vocabulary (Merriam-Webster suggest 1800).

The same is also true of "Hinduism", the Germanization of the Sanskrit or सनातन धर्म "Sanātana
Dharma" meaning "Eternal Order". In fact, the word "Hindu", itself was used by non-Indians to
refer to people living around the Indus river. Indic populations would have referred to
themselves as "Sanatan" or "Arya" (from which we get the term "Aryan".

The term "Atheism" (rendered in its modern form in 1530 as "atheonism", from the ancient
Greek ἄθεος "without god[s]") was, in fact, first used by "Atheists" to refer to themselves as a
neutral, philosophical; however, as Joshua identified, the term is also used by their detractors to
compare their philosophical position to a blind ideology.

I also note that people have taken the philosophical position denoted by "atheism" for
millennia, since, at least, pre-Greek (pre-employment of the term ἄθεος), heterodox traditions
in ancient India. Along this line of thinking, we should remember that every other belief,
tradition, attitude, or religion will apply the same sort of linguistic revision: for Christians,
Adam and Eve were the first Christians; for Muslims, they were the first Muslims; and in the
example listed above, modern atheists will happily identify members of the ancient Indian
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tradition of चार्वाक or "C(h)ārvāka" as "atheists", even though some of the contextual nuances of
Cārvāka will be lost in translation. For that matter, many of our friends who have adopted the
term "atheist" may misinterpret ancient Greek philosophers who were not using ἄθεος, which,
at the time, would not have been explicitly used to refute the idea of "God" as we understand it
(being framed in a Christian world).

In out effort to identify FRESH expressions from – what I mentioned Heidegger called –
originally language, all -isms will necessarily be removed from the context of the language in
which they first arose. They will ALWAYS be rooted in the the Modern European tradition of
Ismism, the tradition of categorizing other peoples' cultural traditions from the "enlightened"
perspective of "objective" academics. Therefor, referring to any wisdom tradition around the
globe (whether it be the offensive "Mohammedanism" or the much more neutral "Buddhism
"), will usually be seen, in one way or another, as being derogatory to practitioners of that
religion, adherents to that tradition, or philosophers of that position.

So, like Josh mentions, my analysis can also – quite reasonably, and responsibly – be applied to
the other -isms, especially if we're trying to analyze our misinterpretations using linguistic
deconstruction. That being said, for the purposes of using Reddit as a forum to introduce others
to our pleasure-based tradition, I still think it would be good practice to avoid using
Epicureanism whenever possible, as a means of confronting the fact that the study of nature
using our feelings, senses, and anticipations is far-removed from the idealism of every other
tradition. In this case, I think we can argue without seeming derogatory to others, that our
tradition is NOT an ideology, just like the enterprise of science is not an ideology; whereas
Abrahamic, Dharmic, and Platonic traditions require a sense of faith that an eternal, identity
exists that is separate from the world of physics, only accessible to us NOW as an idea
contained within our minds.

Hiram has used this critique before, but I'll re-iterate, that a succinct way to condense the
lengthy points I've explored is simply to say that "we reject ideology" (defined as "systems of
the ideal"). In this case, if you'll excuse my continued isming, "Idealism" can be seen as the
prototypical -ism amongst all other -isms.
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