Toward A Better Understanding of Epicurean Justice
And Injustice (With Examples of "Just" and "Unjust")

Post by “Don” of March 30, 2021 at 12:27 AM

Onto KD 38...

Another long one and the last of the dikalog-related KDs, although 39 and 40 have relation to
living in a community. We'll probably take a look at those as well before circling back around to
thornier issues related to "justice" and "civilized behavior." I've tried to use some of the same
translations that show up here as well as in the earlier KDs.

KD 38: "EvBa UR KAW®V YEVOUEVWY TOV TEPLECTWTWY MPAYUEATWY Avepdvn pn apudTTovTa £1LG
AV MEOANYWY T VoULoBévTa SlKata £’ adTWY TAOV £pywv, oK Av Tadta dikata. £va 68 K@Y
YEVOUEVWY TGV MPAYUEATWY 00K £€TL oLVEPEPE TX aOTA Kol Ke(peva, évtadBa 68 TOTE PEV AV
dlkal’, 8te ovvépepev €ig TAV MPOG AAAAAOLG KOWWVIOY TEOV CLUUMOALTELVOUEVWY: DOTEPOY &' 00K
Av £TL 6(Kawa, BTE Uf CLVEPEPEY.

Let's break this down...

38.1 "EvBa uf KOW®V YEVOUEVWY TRV MEPLECTWTWY TPAYUEATWY Avepdvn un dpudTTovVTA EiC
TAV MPOANYLY T VoLoBévTa ikata €’ adTWV TGOV Epywy, 00K Av TadTa dikala.

"When surrounding circumstances have not changed and what deeds had appeared 'civilized'
do not appear to fit the preconception of civilized behavior, then those were not 'civilized.""

The &pywv here is sometimes translated as "things" but that strikes me as such a non-
descriptive term as to be unhelpful. Things are also used to translate some of the nominalized
words, so that's not helpful. Hicks translates it as laws but there is no véuov here. Epicurus Wiki
uses "practice. I've used "deeds". Here is the LS) entry
http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/text?do...7:entry=e)/rgon

I've also used "circumstances" again to translate npaypdtwv as in KD 37.
38.2 £€vBa & KAV YEVOUEVWY TRV TIPAYUETWY 00K £TL GUVEQPEPE T AT dikala Kelpeva,

Note the parallel writing style again between this part and the previous one. We'll try and
approximate this in our translation:

"But when the times do change and circumstances that were civilized no longer bring mutual
benefit,

38.3 évtadBa 6& ToTE pEv AV bikal, 8Te ouvépepey €i¢ TAV MPOC AAAAAOLC Kowwviav TGV

CUUTIOALTEVOEVWVY:

http://www.epicureanfriends.com/thread/1927-toward-a-better-understanding-of-epicurean-justice-and-injustice-
with-examples-o/?postiID=11525#post11525 1



http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/text?doc=Perseus:text:1999.04.0057:entry=e)/rgon
http://www.epicureanfriends.com/thread/1927-toward-a-better-understanding-of-epicurean-justice-and-injustice-with-examples-o/?postID=11525#post11525
http://www.epicureanfriends.com/thread/1927-toward-a-better-understanding-of-epicurean-justice-and-injustice-with-examples-o/?postID=11525#post11525

"... then, on the one hand, they were 'civilized' when they brought mutual advantage among
companions living as fellow-citizens or members of one state;..."

38.4 botepov &' o0k AV ETL bikala, 8Te pf oLVEPEPEY. "...on the other hand, when later it no
longer brought a mutual benefit, then it was no longer civilized behavior."

Let's bring it all back together...

"When surrounding circumstances have not changed and what deeds had appeared 'civilized'
do not appear to fit the preconception of civilized behavior, then those were not 'civilized.' But
when the times do change and circumstances that were civilized no longer bring mutual
benefit, then, on the one hand, they were 'civilized' when they brought mutual advantage
among companions living as fellow-citizens or members of one state; on the other hand, when
later they no longer brought mutual benefit, then they were no longer civilized behavior."

This again emphasizes the contextual nature of civilized, orderly behavior, what we have called
"justice" before. The primary criteria here seems to be whether laws or deeds bring mutual
advantage or benefit to those living as members of a state. As long as that's the case, it's
"just." Is that how we define justice now? Is that a recognizable definition of "justice"? "Civilized,
orderly behavior that confers mutual benefit to parties"? What in the past could have conferred
mutual benefit but no longer does? Remember, it's mutual benefit to not harm or to be harmed.
But then we have to consider the earlier KD that talked about the power to or desire to enter
into mutual agreements.

Thoughts?
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