Prolepsis of the gods

Post by “Cassius” of June 25, 2025 at 8:17 AM

| will write more in response to Rolf''s question but my first comment would be that | think most
of us agree that a prolepsis comes before any opinion or conclusion. So anytime the statement
is something like "sharing food is fair" that is a conclusion and not a prolepsis.

If prolepsis is a PRE-conception, | would describe it more as "the ability to recognize that an
issue is involved." The monkeys recognize that there is an unequal distribution of food in this
example, but that in itself does not tell us or them what a "fair" distribution of food would be.

Lucretius argues that the gods could not have created the universe because it makes no sense
that the gods had any inkling of the possibility of any kind of universe at all until there was first
a universe of a kind to serve as an example from which they could recognize a pattern.

Further, the principal doctrines make clear that even "justice" is a very fluid concept, and that
what appears to be just at one moment can be unjust at the next if circumstances change --
and that includes compacts not to harm or be harmed, which not all are even willing or able to
make in the first place. We can recognize that justice as an issue exists, but we don't know
what is just or unjust with evaluating in our reasoning minds particular contextual facts.

So the reason prolepsis is not an "objective morality" - | would say - is that prolepsis has no
"objective" content (opinion, conclusion) within it. To say that the monkeys have prolepsis of
justice does not mean that Nature gives them a correct conclusion as to whether they are
getting a fair or just amount of food.
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