מבוא לפילוסופיה יוונית – סמסטר א'
מטלת כתיבה מס' 1 
ההוגים המטריאליסטים, העסוקים בשאלות על מספר הראשיות החומריות והכוחות שפועלים עליהן, נראים לכאורה רחוקים מאד מהגותם של פארמנידס והיראקליטוס, שהגותם חורגות מחקר הטבע והקוסמולוגיה. אבל מקריאה מדוקדקת של הפרגמנטים של ההוגים המטריאליסטים ניכרת ההשפעה וההתכתבות עם רעיונות קודמיהם. במטלה זו, משימתכם היא לתהות על היחס בין שתי האסכולות:
1. כיצד מבטאת תורת היסודות (או ה"שורשים") של אמפֶדוקלֶס נסיון להתמודד עם הקביעות של פרמנידס לגבי ה"הוויה" וה"אין"?  (שימו לב שהתמודדות יכולה להתבטא גם באימוץ של מסקנות מפרמנידס אבל גם דחייתן).
2. האם יש קווי דמיון בין תורתם של ההוגים האטומיטסים (היינו, לויקיפוס ודימוקריטוס) לבין מה שלמדנו על הגותו של היראקליטוס? נמקו והסבירו.
* * * שימו לב: יש לענות על שתי השאלות במלואן * * *
להגשה: למתרגלים, בדוא"ל עד יום רביעי הבא, ה-30.11.22, בחצות. 
אורך תגובה: עד 600 מילים (לא כולל הערות שוליים ורשימת מקורות).
יש להגיש את העבודה בעברית תקנית וברורה, ולאחר הגהה ראויה.  רק מי ששפת אמם הינה אנגלית ו/או יש להם סיבה מיוחדת (שאושרה מראש ע"י המרצה או המתרגל) מדוע הם לא יכולים לכתוב בעברית יורשו להגיש את המטלה באנגלית. 
* * * על גבי מטלה יש לרשום רק מס' תעודת הזהות, בלי שם או פרטים מזהים אחרים * * *
Nothing is not
Pothagoris is known as a mythical creature 
Most of what we know about him was written by his followrs who verwed him as a mossiah 
And for those who wernt his folowers have much speculism towards him 
Crazed cult leader from Greek mytholofgy 
Pothagoris – math music and astronomy 
Parmenidies says that nothing ever changes and flux is a complete illusion 
Convinsing or reccon with seriously 
More influential than the conclusion itself – pure reasoning
The father of rationalism 
Heroclitis relayed on experience
Heraclitus’ ultimate conclusion:
The being is constant change – everything is both in constant change and stays the same without contradiction (“the road up and the road down are one and the same” -B88). The order (logos) of the universe is random (“the most beautiful kosmos is a pile of things poured out at random” – B124).
Paramendies – completely cuts of sense observation from the picture and goes entirely on reason 
Proposition completely from sense experience 
Rationalist 
Whenever you think the content of your thoughts must be of the form something is so ans so / this is the way things are …
Eg – this table is brown 
The sky is blue etc
We cant think about something that is not – because if we could think about something that is not – it asutomatically becomes something. The concept of nothing is nonsensical. Nothing is not. 
We cant think about nothing and neither can nothing exist for then it would be something. 
Thus – something cannot become nothing, things cannot cease to exist in anyway because nothng is not there. 
Everything exists at once – nothing ever changes because nothing evolves from nothing, the something is always there which means that there is no past present of future evolvement. Everything is now and everything is one eternal distinguished from anything within it and our senses are just lying to us. 
Parmenedies rejection of all sense experience, strength of his argument. pure reason over sense experience, that woukd be accepted or rejected by all philosophers after. 
Prove me wrog but my argument makes no reference to sence experience. 
Reason is the way of truth and sense experienceis the way of opinion. It is deceiving you. 
Parmenides’ ultimate conclusion:
Being (הוויה) is singular, whole, uniform, eternal (there is no creation and no demise – everything just is) and unchanging. Rules out the arche (beginning, defining principle) and our perception and our perception as you said.
xino – if comething exists it can be devided in half and each gave can be conceivably devided and so on. The infinite divisibility of existence. 
Impedeclies- four elements – fire water air and earth. Proposed to say that there cant be any change so the way to interperste it the fundementakl elements never fchange or go out of xistance but the way that these elemets are mixed together creates all that exists. 
These 4 elemenst are constantly being rearragned around eachither -not funtemendal but apparent change – 2 forces that cause this is love and strife. 
More influential rel=ply – atomists- 
Empedocles’ ultimate conclusion:
Agrees with Parmenides on that the being is whole, eternal and complete. 
Disagrees that being is unchanging – by atrributing Parmenides’ being to the four elements (air, water, earth and fire) and the two forces (love and strife) – he considers being materialstic but sometimes treats love and strife as materials and sometimes does not. 
He attributes Parmenides’ being to each of the elements (they’re whole, eternal, were not created and have no demise) and attributes change to the interaction and mixing between them by the two forces (ex: earth and fire get mixed by love to create bone).
Democroteuis – develpolsed impedeclies idea of eternak subtances interchanging, not infinitely devisibal as claimed – the atom – indivisible by the atom – a finite space between each whole number. 
These atoms are infita in number but finit in extention 
Tiny par modeun ones. 
Indivisible and eternal – a bunch of abstract individual ones. 
Fy abot freeky according to naturkay laws 
Hook togther  in molecular combination that form the iobjects of our sense experience, and then kater they will dissasembale falling apart and thus produced change without naything truky passing out of existence. 
These atoms roam about in the void. No thing. 
Atomists say that there are 2 kionds of existence – atioms in one kind of eay and the void which exits in a different kind of way wch allows the atoms to exist . 
The iuniverse is noithing but atoims in a void – implications if thses unintelligence satoms ae moved ebntireky by natural law. Scientifically preditermained result of atoms moving around in the void = deny free will out right and become determinists. No accountability. You cannit do otherwise what youre doing. 
Everything you do I s the atoms moving around in the void andthen falling apart. 
Our experiec is merely our interpritaion of the world. 
The Atomists’ (Democritus & Leuccipus) ultimate conclusion:
The being is completely materialistic and is made of atoms. Atoms move in a spiral, and their random interactions with each other create the being we experience (including matter, and the soul). Like Parmenides’ beins, atoms are eternal (were not created, have no demise) and unchanging in themselves (though they come in many shapes and sizes).
The being is whole and made up only of atoms and the vacumm between them, which the Atomists consider as something (which is nothing) rather than nothing (confusing!).
There is no objective fact – only opinions. 
Honey :
