Parmenides (515-459 BC) vs. Heraclitus (535-475 BC): 

Something vs. Nothing;

Being vs. Non-Being; 

One vs. Many 


To think is to confine yourself to a single thought that 

one day stands still like a star in the world’s sky.

 – Martin Heidegger, “Letter on Humanism” 

· The Very First Question: What? (The What-ness of What)

· Ontology: Theory/Systematic Study of Being 

· Metaphysics: Beyond Physical Appearances

· Question of Essence
· Question of "objectivity"
· Logos vs. Mythos: The Birth of Philosophy

· Parmenides’ Ontological Monism vs. Heraclitus’ Ontological Relativism/Pluralism

· Q "Nothing is” makes no sense whatsoever for Parmenides, whereas it makes a perfect sense for Heraclitus – in fact, in a sense, that is the only sentence he could make sense of! (or at least the only thought that, he thought, is worth philosophizing over). How can we make sense of that difference?, this cosmic nonsense? What is the issue here? What sort of different world-views are revealed in that difference? What are the similarities, though, if any, between the thought of Parmenides and that of Heraclitus?  

