I have now taken the approach of what a Judge’s Duty is with regards to finding the facts in this case and providing a determination of law. Please check if my facts, and determination, are correct.

Based on the public record alone (see below) here are the finding of facts-

1. Scorch accepted all those who ignore him, provided a link, and voiced his mere opinion regarding the known actions of some users who hide from (ignore) their problems.

2. There were no objections from those ignoring Scorch, the majority of other users, or the operators present at the time.

3. One user, Reidion, decided to have some type problem with Scorch’s acceptance then proceeded with written assaults of abusive language, attacks, and defamation against Scorch.

4. Written assaults continued to escalate, including barking orders at Scorch such as “you are a fucking moron” or “shut the fuck up”.

5. Scorch attempted to help Reidion by utilizing a well-known, philosophical, method known as the “Socratic Method” of asking questions to determine the needed remedy to solve his problem.

6. Scorch acted civilly, and humbly, merely asked questions and did not argue or use abusive language against his attacker or any other user.
7. Another user, Monfang, engaged in a normal, civil, intelligent conversation with Scorch.

8. Scorch attempted to continue the civil conversation with Mongang.

9. Operators present at the time remained silent and did not offer any objections or warnings regarding the intelligent conversation, the changing topic, or the abusive assaults from Reidion.

10. Reidion appeared to throw a childish temper tantrum, acted the role of a victim of his own problems, then left the room in an over-reacting fit of all upper case ‘yelling’ and written assaults of more abusive language.

11. Time elapsed: 56 minutes.

12. New operator, SummerCat, not present during the previous 56 minutes, enters the room and bans Scorch, without warning, within a few minutes.

13. Unknown if, during the short time elapsed, this operator is capable of #1 Receiving the entire log from another user. #2 The log was correct. #3 review then entire log #4 Reach a logical, fair, conclusion. #5 Act within the limits of the public law of the channel within those few minutes.

14. State of mind, of this operator at the time, in question due to her statements of using cans of ‘furry fuel’ and entering the room with an ‘attitude’ and upper case ‘yelling’.

15. Summercat did not accept any testimony from the accused.

16. Summercat claimed Scorch had not done anything different.

17. Summercat did not provide any warnings, or explanations, as per the law of the channel.

18. Unknown if Summercat took any corrective action for the assaults from the abusive user who decided to have a problem and bring all the harassment, assaults, and drama, into the channel.

Determination of the law- There appears to be no provisions, as per law of the channel, that provide for banning the humble recipient of harassing, abusive, written assaults issued from the attacking user.

Nick highlights, in blue, as originally seen in my chat window.

Harassing statements in red.
Follow up notations in green.

In this common, law of nature, law maxim context; I wrote, with a broad smile on my face, as I addressed all those who are not listening or, otherwise, hiding from their problem-

[11:28] <+Scorch> To all those who are ignoring me: Your actions are immature and childish! If you agree; please remain silent. :)  http://www.furaffinity.net/journal/4249255/
[11:29] <AveloreFlamewing> I am a child. :3

[11:30] <Tignatious> I'm sorry, you were speaking, Scorch?

01[11:30] <+Scorch> No. Just accepting.

[11:30] <+Beeks> Scorch, i agree. wait...

[11:31] <+Reidion> ... what
[11:33] <Honeyclaw> Morning, yall

[11:33] * Honeyclaw stretches

[11:34] * Tenchi-Arizonia waves to everyone

[11:34] <+Forever_Autumn> [!]

[11:34] * Honeyclaw waves to Tenchi

[11:35] <Tignatious> Interesting arguement, Scorch.

[11:36] <+Scorch> Have I argued or merely accepted their silent consent?
Scorch humbly asked without arguing.
[11:36] <Tignatious> Both, Scorch.
Is this user of the position an argument exists in the absence of a counter point?

Doesn’t it take TWO to argue? As in: Point/Counterpoint.


[11:37] <+Reidion> seems more like just making an ass of yourself, but sure, guess it's a good point
Ok, here is it starts, very first thing this user does is to call Scorch an ass even though Scorch was not addressing him directly or giving him a hard time indirectly.
[11:38] <+OverDoseD> Scorch I choose to ignore only when a person is just annoying or doesn't benefit me in any way. Offered comment in a very civil, intelligent, manor and Scorch accepts his position.
[11:40] <+Scorch> Does an argument exist in absence of a counter point? Why would one choose to be annoyed or that there is a requirement of a direct benefit?
Scorch merely asked and did not argue with anybody.
[11:41] <+OverDoseD> I cant be bothered to talk smart today XD

Has this user just acknowledged an advanced concept is being applied within a specific context?
[11:41] <+Reidion> try talking like a normal person, you'll seem like less of an ass

Is this user claiming there is a cookie cutter definition for ‘normal’ in a furry chat room?
Is he judging Scorch based on his personal beliefs? Is his comment within context of the advanced, intelligent, topic?
[11:41] <+Scorch> Your silent consent is accepted.
Scorch accepted OverDoseD statement he cannot be bothered.

[11:42] <+Beeks> isn't "silent consent" a little... rapey? lol
Is rape within the context of this advanced concept? Why introduce such a controversial topic?
[11:42] <+Scorch> Isn't 'normal' merely a subjective opinion? IE: What is 'normal' in one society may be abnormal in another.

Scorch merely asked and did not argue with anybody.

[11:42] <+Reidion> I'm not being silent
Was Scorch addressing Reidon when he accepted the previous statement of OverDoseD?
[11:43] <+Reidion> you're just being moronic
Note: Scorch will not be defending himself, arguing, or taking any positions against such abusive attacks. BTW: Moron is defined as: “a retarded person mentally equal to a child between eight and twelve years old: an obsolescent” And this public record does reveal WHO acts the role of CHILD.
[11:45] <Tignatious> This is why I stick to the afterdark room.

[11:45] <+Scorch> If she consciously remains still, and silent, and does not object or say no, is it rape?

Scorch merely asked, and did not argue, within the context of the advanced concept & Law maxim.
[11:45] <+Reidion> there is no such thing as "Silent consent"
From a user who, apparently, hasn’t studied the Law maxim or its applications such as a wedding ceremony, utility bill, or silent communications between mates and lovers.
[11:46] <+Reidion> remaining silent is neither agreeing, nor disagreeing
Interesting statements from this user. Is he claiming he cannot silently consent to the sexual advances of his mate? Or any other type of interchange, or commerce, for that matter?
[11:46] <+Scorch> Are there other methods of communication, besides the spoken word, such as body language?   Scorch merely asked, within context, and did not argue.
[11:46] <+Reidion> ...

[11:46] * AlexiaLupei (~UnholyFea@fur-3E3C56C1.dhcp.stls.mo.charter.com) has joined #furaffinity

[11:46] <+Reidion> you're a moron if you don't know the answer to that question yourself
Once again; Scorch will not be defending himself or engaging these attempts, from this user, to start an argument by way of his abusive attacks.
[11:47] <Tignatious> I'm leaving, someone ping me when he's done defending rape.
Did Scorch defend rape? Or did he merely question a topic, he didn’t bring up, within the context of his original topic? (keep this train on track and not be derailed by abusive attacks.)
[11:47] * Tignatious (~Tignatiou@fur-91A877E5.sub-70-193-1.myvzw.com) has left #furaffinity (Leaving)
[11:49] <Tenchi-Arizonia> Reidion what did i walk into?

[11:49] <+Reidion> Tenchi-Arizonia: someone being a moronic asshole
Who is the moronic asshole? Would this be the party taking positions, using abusive language or, otherwise, acting like a child, speaking for Scorch, harassing and attempting to start an argument and judging another user based on his own beliefs?

Has an argument started?

Or will Scorch merely remain civil, not argue, and accept the position of his attacker?
[11:50] <AlexiaLupei> O.o

Scorch, with a humble smile despite all the attacks, accepts all the rude, childishness, that confronts, and attacks, him; by way of his conditional acceptance, civil, method of saying: Put your money where your filthy, rude, mouth is! –

[11:50] <+Scorch> I accept that I am a moron upon proof of your claim. Should you fail to prove your claim, authored, and certified, under penalty of perjury of no less than 10,000.00, that I am moron, asshole, or there is no such thing as silent procedure, then your silent agreement (no certified documentation) is accepted. :)  Note: 10,000.00 was not specific. No designated denomination such as USD or $. So, for the purposes of this offer, the money of exchange shall be: grains of rice. (
[11:51] <+Reidion> case and point
What point? Has this attacker just fallen silent or, otherwise, DISHONORED Scorch’s conditional acceptance of his very rude name calling, unverified claims, and harassing abuse of another user?

[11:52] <Tenchi-Arizonia> Reidion so i see
Did he actually see anything? Or did it just go over his head and, completely, beyond his comprehension?  Will this newbie user take the side he thinks he understands?
[11:52] <+Scorch> What can I say. It’s very common, every day, banking and commercial procedure. HOW do you deal with somebody who receives your goods, or services, who falls silent and doesn't pay you?  Scorch merely asked and did not argue with anybody in his continuing attempt to discover intelligent life in this room.
[11:54] <Tenchi-Arizonia> last i heard Reidion courts don't class body language as a form of consent
Really? What do courts do with mute parties to the case? Or testimony such as: “I remained silent because I agreed”? Or what is meant, at a wedding ceremony/contract, when the priest declares: “If there is anyone, here, who objects to this union; speak up now or, forever, hold your peace!”.

[11:54] <+Forever_Autumn> Honeyclaw: I'm jealous :)

[11:54] <+Reidion> Tenchi-Arizonia: who said we're in court?
Asks the user who has been conducting all the JUDGING, and LABELING, of the wise, old, dragon. Who is wise enough to understand that to take a position is to create a counter-position (argument).  Which he has been warned about in the past and he most definitely will not bring such controversy aboard his favorite vessel (#furaffinity). Therefore he will not be arguing.
[11:54] <+Reidion> since when was #furaffinity a court room?

Interesting question from somebody who is acting so very judgmental aboard this vessel.

Hasn’t he ever heard the saying: “Judge not less ye be judged?

[11:55] <+Reidion> since when was anywhere other than an actual court room, a court room?

Has he not heard of such things as the court of public opinion? Is he not judging, and labeling,  others in this room?

[11:55] <+Reidion> and I honestly wasn't talking about the rape stuff, I'd rather stay away from that topic

[11:55] <+Reidion> I was talking about Scorch's attitude in general

Is the well-known* procedure of asking questions in other to discover the solution to his PROBLEM completely beyond his comprehension?

“See: “Socratic Method” http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Socratic_method
What type of ATTITUDE is issuing from this user?
[11:55] <+Cesar> Reidion, Blackgate

[11:56] <Tenchi-Arizonia> fair enough Reidion 
Interesting statement from this newbie. Has Reidion actually been ‘fair’?

[11:57] <+Scorch> In a commercial law court; it's done by way of documentation including notary certifications of the administrative process and the court clerk. But what IS 'court'? Does it have to be specific room? Or can a controversy be resolved in any room including a living room or a chat room?

Scorch merely asked and did not argue with anybody.

[11:57] * +Reidion sighs

[11:57] <+Reidion> Scorch: you wonder why people ignore and block you
Does Scorch actually wonder this? Or has he already ACCEPTED their actions of hiding from their problems? And if he has such a problem with Scorch; why isn’t he doing anything to solve HIS problem?   Does he play the role of VICTIM in order to gain support?!?
[11:59] <+RoboDozer> Scorch: Shut the fuck up, seriously
[11:59] <+RoboDozer> actually wait, no.. Don't shut up. Keep on, hopefully someone'll ban your stupid ass soon.

[11:59] * +Reidion highfives RoboDozer

[12:00] <+RoboDozer> ^5 Reidion 

[12:00] <Tenchi-Arizonia> so this isn't a 1 off moronic event then RoboDozer?

[12:00] <+Scorch> Why be rude to somebody who does not argue and, actually, accepts your position?
Scorch merely asked and did not argue.

[12:00] <+RoboDozer> Tenchi-Arizonia: no, pretty much every time I see him he's stirring up shit like this. Is this a mere assumption? What is meant by “every time”? Has RoboDozer been seeing Scorch for this many years? What about all those OTHER times when there was no conscious decision, from ANY user, that Scorch is their ‘problem’? What about all those other users who have NEVER made a conscious decision that somebody else is THEIR problem? Is Scorch expected to PAY for THEIR problems? Are these three users, (one instigator and two followers), speaking for the entire channel including the operators present at the time? 
[12:01] <Monfang> I would like to answer Scorch's question.
Another user actually offers to be civil and the direction of the conversation can now move AWAY from all the abusive attacks from users bringing THEIR problems, concerns, judgments, labels or, otherwise, their DRAMA into the channel.
[12:01] <+Reidion> I would like to see your answer Monfang

[12:02] <+Scorch> Have you decided the acceptance of your position(s) or the mere asking of question(s) is your problem? Scorch merely asked, and did not argue, as he attempts to discover the remedy to THEIR (Scorch’s attackers) problem(s).
[12:03] <Monfang> A 'court' is a concept of a person going before someone of higher position, a judge in modern times, who is elected or born into the position of casting judgement on a case presented by ether the state or another person. Thus a court  can be defined in simple terms as a place where judgement is cast on a case.
FINALLY, 30 minutes later, and somebody actually offers intelligent input in a civil manor and this user now has Scorch’s full attention.

[12:03] <+Reidion> actually, I'd like to ask a question myself... why the fuck does this guy have voice?
Reidion still appears to have some kind of problem and insists on bringing his drama, and foul language, into this channel in spite of Scorch, and other users, attempting to maintain a civil, intelligent, conversation.
[12:04] <Monfang> However, that place does not need to be a static place. In ancient times, a judge might leave his chambers and go out to the scene where a dispute is happening. Thus where he is casting his judgement becomes the court.
Amazing! This user actually appears to know what he is talking about. This conversation is now becoming an intelligent conversation and there does appear to be intelligent, adult, life in this room! (
[12:05] <+Scorch> Is a judge a higher authority? Or is he a NEUTRAL authority similar to that of a referee judging the players on the court?

Scorch merely asked, and did not argue, as he address this NEW player and NOT the abusive attackers.

[12:05] <Monfang> But a place can be built with the intention of being the place where court occurs. Thus it is called 'court'.

[12:05] <+Reidion> I believe the answer to that is both

[12:06] <Monfang> It depends on the setting. In old times the Judge is the higher authority. A prince, a king, a priest, or someone born higher. In more modern times, the judge can be both the one who casts the judgment and serves as the mediator between the one presenting the case and one defending against it while a jury may cast their judgment.
It does appear this user is intelligent and knows what he is talking about as Scorch humbly listens.
[12:07] <Monfang> Now, if that is settled, I need to go for a walk.

[12:07] <Tenchi-Arizonia> Monfang in laymans terms someone who arbitrates justice
[12:07] <+Reidion> in our times, the 'neutral authority' is the jury
Doesn’t he know most cases are judged, and ruled, without any jury? Does this user know how to BE neutral among his peers? Does the golden rule apply? Shall he be treated as he treats others?

[12:07] <+Scorch> This may be. By way of the CONSENT of the people they may CHOOSE to place their judge in a higher position. A position similar to a father over arguing siblings.
Scorch responded to the intelligent user.
[12:08] <Monfang> That depends again on the setting, Scorch. Judges might be placed into power by other elected officials, be elected themselves or selected by those not elected into power but who have taken power.

[12:09] <Tenchi-Arizonia> Reidion i see your point now
Has this newbie just decided the ensuing, intelligent, conversation is now HIS problem?

[12:10] <+Reidion> Tenchi-Arizonia: arguing for the sake of arguing it seems

[12:10] <Monfang> I enjoy arguing myself as it stimulates my mind. But I must walk now.

[12:11] <+Reidion> I prefer to have my mind stimulated by other means than arguing, it only leads to high blood pressure and headaches.

What is going on here? What argument? Is he arguing with himself for the sake of arguing? If he has such a problem with Scorch, or a problem with arguing, or it causes him PAIN, then WHY is he continuing to attempt to start an argument with a guy who is merely asking questions to the room in general, or holding a new conversation with the OTHER guy?
Is he a self-victimized victim?
[12:12] <+Scorch> Who as the highest authority? For example does ANYTHING that takes place, in a commercial law court, without the official, certified, signature of public court CLERK/notary (on the court record) despite the judges appointment?

Scorch merely asked and did not argue. With regards to the fact no court record is official until the clerk/notary certifies it.
[12:12] * Folfy_Quinn_[MCY] (~ns@B9F3CB9F.CED7DD9.BAB89ACC.IP) has joined #furaffinity

[12:13] <+Scorch> Without the official public notary (court clerk) authorization, the court record is not authorized or official. A mere statement of fact. (If he wants to argue with this; he can argue with a judge or other court authority because Scorch isn’t the author of such common procedures.)
[12:13] <+Scorch> So who has the higher power? The judge or the notary?

Scorch merely asked and did not argue.

[12:13] <AlexiaLupei> Let me know when you assholes are done arguing

What is going on here?!? Why this comment, now, from another user? How do we solve HIS problem? Has there been any arguing or merely a series of attacks from a user attempting to START an argument? Will this user offer the opportunity for Scorch to help him solve his problem? Or will he merely hide from HIS problem by leaving?

[12:13] * AlexiaLupei (~UnholyFea@fur-3E3C56C1.dhcp.stls.mo.charter.com) has left #furaffinity

[12:13] <Tenchi-Arizonia> Reidion i hear that and stress and headaches aren't good with epilepsy trust me i know from experience Why does it appear Tenchi-Arizona is supporting the abusive attacker?
[12:14] <+Reidion> the chicken behind the curtain eating the corn and pushing the buttons, that's who is in charge

[12:14] <+Reidion> ALL HAIL THE CHICKEN OVERLORD
Are these words, or actions, that of an adolescent as per the definition of ‘moron’?

[12:14] <+Reidion> Tenchi-Arizonia: I'm reaalllyyy glad I don't have epilepsy... I play too many games XD

What kind of game is he playing now? What is his MOTIVE as he plays these GAMES with other people’s LIVES including his attempts to get them banned?
[12:15] <Tenchi-Arizonia> i play alot of games too Reidion

[12:15] <+Scorch> So, if somebody merely leaves the court, doesn't this result in a 'default' judgment by way of their failure to object or their silent consent? If you disagree, AlexiaLupei, please speak up! :)
Scorch asked, without arguing, in his attempt to wake them up to the ‘wisdom’ of trying to hide from their problems.

[12:16] <+Reidion> dude, Scorch, she left

Admits the user that he, STILL, doesn’t get it. . .
[12:16] <+Reidion> shut the fuck up
By what authority is this user barking orders at another user? Will any of the many operators, in this room, do their job and rein this guy in before he produces anymore rudeness, defamations, abusive attacks and DAMAGE to the well-being of the good vessel #furaffinity and its occupants? 
[12:16] * Riley (~thyself17@70EC6AE1.7B06F5AD.4DDF0BF2.IP) has joined #furaffinity

[12:16] <+Reidion> Riley: run... run while you can

[12:17] * Tenchi-Arizonia hides behind Reidion ''sheild me from the idiocy''

[12:17] <Riley> ...whut?

[12:17] <+Scorch> IF the players leave the court; do they forfeit? If a debtor fails to appear, does the creditor win the court's judgment?
Scorch merely asked and did not argue.

[12:17] <+Reidion> Riley: just run... don't ask questions

[12:17] <+Reidion> SCORCH, SHUT THE FUCK UP

Orders the control freak.

[12:18] <+Reidion> a) we are not a court, or in a court
Says the judgmental control freak-child while sticking labels on other users.
[12:18] <Riley> Butbutbut D:

[12:18] <+Reidion> b) she wasn't even in the conversation

[12:18] <+Reidion> c) you're just making yourself even more of an ass talking about and to someone who isn't even here

[12:20] <Tenchi-Arizonia> Reidion wheres judge dredd when you need him?

Interesting to mention this! What would Judge Dredd DO in this case of one, humble, guy, acting in a civil manor, who is merely asking questions and attempting to hold an intelligent conversation; versus the other guy acting childish and rude, taking positions, cussing, attacking and trying to start arguments, by way of abusive language, in front of a room full of users and operators?
 [12:20] * Riley grabs some popcorn

[12:20] <Tenchi-Arizonia> hi CrazyHusky 

[12:22] <+Scorch> Isn't this where it started? Isn't it true there are LOTS of people 'not here' by way of IGNORing what others say about them? Am I an 'ass' for merely accepting their IGNORance? :) Are we to be condemned for accepting other people's positions or, otherwise, NOT arguing?

 Scorch humbly asked and did not argue.

[12:22] <Tenchi-Arizonia> Riley is that salted popcorn

[12:22] <+Reidion> ...

[12:23] <Riley> Only the butteriest and saltiest of popcorn, my dear Tenchi-Arizonia

[12:23] <Tenchi-Arizonia> Riley good i hate sweet popcorn
[12:24] <+Reidion> Alright... I'm gonna say this... Scorch, serisously shut the fuck up, I'm leaving not because of my 'silent consent' or whatever the FUCK you want to call it, but because I'd rather not argue, I'd rather keep my sanity, I'd rather not pass out from stress and high blood pressure, SO THANK YOU SCORCH FOR RUINING MY FUCKING DAY YOU MOTHERFUCKING PIECE OF SHIT
Interesting. Intelligent questions ruins his day??  Is this user really this childish? Can this be true? Is Scorch’s attempts to solve HIS problem; SO scary he must resort to such vulgarity then RUN AWAY from HIS problem? Why would he #1 Consciously DECIDE to HAVE  a ‘problem’ then #2 become so stressed and pained by the problem he DECIDED to have?

Was Scorch even talking to him anymore? Or was Scorch talking to other users showing signs of intelligence? Does intelligent conversation actually ‘hurt’ Reidion?

[12:24] * +Reidion (~Reidion@cpe-67-252-100-165.stny.res.rr.com) has left #furaffinity (Bye.)
Why has this user just left after his very strong name calling, harassment, positions, and HIS PROBLEMS, and his DRAMA, he just dumped into the channel? Shall this be considered ‘childish, moronic, behavior’? Does he ALLOW another user’s opinion, or even mere questions, to CAUSE his own stress, pass-outs, insanity, high blood pressure to the point it completely ruins his day?

Why would anybody make such a CHOICE?!?

Why would he create and bring such DRAMA, into this good vessel, then LEAVE?
Is he afraid to face the possible consequences of his own ACTIONS?


What shall be the consequences of such actions from such an individual ACTING the ROLE of a child obsessing over the problems decided where his then throws a temper tantrum and stomps out of the room?

Shall this type of ACTING, including abusive harassment against another user, be allowed?
[12:25] <Riley> @_@

[12:25] * Summercat (~Smmercat@mbf0536d0.tmodns.net) has joined #furaffinity

[12:25] * ChanServ sets mode: +oa Summercat Summercat

[12:26] <+RoboDozer> jesus fuck
Appears to be a response to the childish temper tantrum and sudden exit.

 [12:27] <Tenchi-Arizonia> holy smokes
Appears to be a response to the childish temper tantrum and sudden exit.

[12:28] <Tenchi-Arizonia> RoboDozer is this a regular occurance
Agreed. Record indicates this is not the first time a single user, or tiny minority, decided to be offended by Scorch’s attempts to participate in an intelligent conversation with other users.
[12:28] <+RoboDozer> Summercat: you missed some serious drama by like a minute

Would the serious drama be: total over-reactions, yelling, cussing, defamation, name calling, abusive attacks, harassments and written assaults against Scorch? Does the administration condone such activities?
[12:28] <Riley> Yeah waht just happened?

[12:28] <+Beeks> by 46 seconds

[12:28] <+RoboDozer> Tenchi-Arizonia: With Scorch stirring shit up? yeah I'd say so

[12:29] <+RoboDozer> why that stupid fucker hasn't been fucking banned yet is beyond me
Could it be because those who actually know Scorch and are PAYING ATTENTION can clearly see that Scorch is not actually the one “stirring shit up”? Or making the conscious decision to ‘have a problem’ with a mere question, opinion, or another user in general?
[12:29] <Tenchi-Arizonia> don't ask me RoboDozer i'm a newb here
Has this user just admitted to being a newb;  therefore has no authority to make his previous statement of: “this is a regular occurrence”?
[12:30] <+Beeks> after reading that, i must say i'm about to improve my day... and attend a funeral, lol
Are we to understand these serious abuses are considered to be ‘funny’ (lol) by this user?
[12:30] <+Scorch> Was that a yes? We are to be condemned for not arguing and accepting his position?
Scorch humbly asked and did not argue. And fully expects the operator to do her job to protect users from these abuses, and written assaults, just as she has done before. Thank you Summercat.
[12:31] <&Summercat> ....Okay, so

[12:31] <&Summercat> Before I go thermo-fucking-nuclear on the channel...
Has this operator just come into the channel voicing a biased attitude or unstable state of mind?
[12:31] * +Beeks grabs the popcorn

[12:31] <&Summercat> Will someone who is not A) An idiot, B) Semi-troll, C) New, D) Scorch please explain to me what is going on

Scorch sees, in his chat window, a string of bad punctuation and the nick highlight that reads:

Scorch please explain to me what is going on

[12:31] <+Scorch> Please forgive me for not arguing with him.
[12:31] * Riley sits with his popcorn next to Beeks :3

[12:33] <+Beeks> I can paste you the conversation, Summer, if you have a way to receive it.

[12:33] <+Beeks> i'm afraid it may hit a M limit

[12:33] <+Beeks> PM*

[12:33] <&Summercat> I'm on my old security laptop, Grapebutt.

[12:33] <&Summercat> But

[12:33] <&Summercat> I would prefer if you pastebin it.

[12:33] <&Summercat> Also

[12:33] <&Summercat> I came here to be happy.

[12:33] <&Summercat> MOTHER. FUCKING. HAPPY.
Does this operator have her own problem, that needs to be solved, before she can be neutral and level headed? If she wants to be happy, Scorch would be glad to help her do her job and he does hold high respect for her Office of Operator.
[12:33] <+Beeks> AHH

[12:33] <+Scorch> Summer: It all started with my acceptance of everybody who chooses to ignore me. Then somebody started to argue the law maxim (silent consent) doesn't exist. . . 

Scorch responds to what appeared to be Summercat’s request, for his response, in his nick highlight.

[12:34] <&Summercat> Because I'm down to 5 cans of Furry Fuel. Only an hour and a half into the second day of selling.
Is this operator of a sound, and reasonable, mind after such a hard day, at a convention, and consuming such a fuel? How much of this fuel did she drink before appearing here?

And, BTW, what were the OTHER operators doing the entire time? Is there a SECOND witness?
There has been NO warnings. No indication, to Scorch, that ANYTHING is wrong from any operator whatsoever. Merely a single user who appears to have a PROBLEM he cannot seem to resolve and said user completely deteriorates into a moronic child who throws a temper tantrum before leaving.
Is Scorch to be condemned for the FAILURE, of another user, to resolve HIS own problem?
[12:34] <+Scorch> I tried to teach but people don't always get it. 
Scorch responds to what appeared to be Summercat’s request in his nick highlight.

[12:34] * Summercat sets mode: +b *!*@fur-CAE07B5F.netecin.net

[12:34] <Riley> Selling what, Summercat?

[12:34] * You were kicked by Summercat (10 Minutes. See part D) of when I asked what happened.)

Session Close: Sat Jan 19 12:34:38 2013

At this point Scorch sends a PM to Sumercat:

“Why the Kick?” “What I have I done wrong?” “What is part D?”

He honestly asks after the channel window has just disappeared from his view therefore he has nothing to review. . . 
Summercat responded with:

Session Start: Sat Jan 19 12:39:05 2013

Session Ident: Summercat

[12:39] Session Ident: Summercat (FurNet, Scorch) (~Smmercat@mbf0536d0.tmodns.net)

[12:39] <Summercat> Due to your behavior, specifically instigating a fight, in addition to your prior history of behavior, you are now banned from #furaffinity and #furaffinity-afterdark. You may actually believe in what you say, but A) A lot of what you say is nuttery, and B) You profess it in a manner that I cannot help but feel is designed to cause the most disruption and arguing in the channel.
Has this operator just confirmed Scorch has done nothing more, or new, than any other thing he has done in the past YEARS? Such as merely asking questions while a SINGLE user DECIDES that he has a PROBLEM with questions or those NOT arguing with him.
And the only solution to HIS problem is to either hide from it or destroy a fellow user including his actions of enticing an operator, who may not be thinking clearly, to be a party to his crimes of abuse, harassment, and written assaults against another user.
[12:42] <Scorch> Then, I guess, the answer is yes. We are to be condemned for asking questions. I am VERY confused. Did you see the WHOLE story? Did you see me NOT arguing? Did you how other DECIDE they have a PROBLEM? Are we ALL to be condemned every time somebody ELSE decides another user is THEIR problem? Please forgive me Summer. All I did was provide this FA link: http://www.furaffinity.net/journal/4249255/ then OTHERS started asking questions and I ATTEMPTED to do my BEST to HELP them.

[12:44] <Summercat> Scorch, y'see

[12:44] <Summercat> That's why you are banned.
Scorch is banned for attempting to help others solve their problems?!?

[12:44] <Summercat> You either are incompetent at dealing with people

[12:44] <Summercat> Or you are trolling.
Has this operator completely, and totally, FAILED to consider the third option?

An option such as ONE user decided he had a problem, then completely FAILED to resolve his problem peacefully and, eventually, degraded into a blithering, child-like, moronic idiot?

[12:44] <Scorch> If somebody doesn't GET it and starts yelling, cussing, being RUDE and CHILDISH, towards you, will you ban yourself?

[12:44] <Summercat> Either way, you have been the root cause of issues in the channels for fucking years.
Will the history of the public log actually reveal this?

Or will it reveal that, during the last few years, Scorch has had many, intelligent, conversations without any problem at all? And when somebody does decide to have a problem with Scorch, he, when given the opportunity, usually attempts to use the peaceful, humble, Socratic Method to help them discover the remedy to THEIR problem.

[12:44] <Summercat> You're done. It's over. Have a day.

[12:47] <Scorch> No warning? No consideration of others reactions to a NEUTRAL event? You were not even there? Are you being a fair admin? 

[13:04] <Scorch> If you agree your actions are unjustified please remain silent. If you care to explain how they are, in fact, justified, please let me know. Otherwise don't worry about it. I forgive you. And, hopefully, some day we may actually be able to hold a conversation without worrying about other people's problems. 

A deafening silence ensued while Scorch sat, in shock, staring at his lifeless chat window. . . 
Session Close: Sat Jan 19 17:08:03 2013
