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Parmenides’ goddess pits being against non-being, and strongly urges the initiate to exclude the
latter and concentrate on the former. The result is the being which never comes to be and ceases
to be, utterly homogeneous and undivided.
In the modern interpretation, this “being” was interpreted either as existential (Owen) or as
predicative (Mourelatos, Curd), although the inclusion of both meanings has become the common
understanding (Furth). The extensive study of the use of “being” in ancient Greek (Kahn) seems to
support this. Availing myself of the existential connotation, | take Parmenides’ main insight to be
the following: the use of names presupposes the existence of their referents. Non-being is
excluded because the named object exists as far as the name itself is meaningfully used.
Parmenides’ “being” also comes with modality, as already noticed by Owen. It has recently gained
more attention, as witnessed by the claim that Parmenides acknowledges both the realm of
necessity and the realm of contingency as two modes of being (Palmer), and the logical
reconstruction focusing on the modal ascendancy from being to necessary being (Wedin). The
accounts of Owen and Wedin indicate the collapse of the possible existence and the actual
existence, which amounts to the enforcement of constant domain semantics, in terms of modal
predicate logic.
The problem of names has indeed haunted modal predicate logic. Some compromise in the logical
rules is required to accommodate variable domains. One workaround is the adoption of free logic,
accepting names without referents at face value.
\What are names, anyway? What are the objects referred to? | am inclined to think that it is high
time to return to Russell’s theory of description, with the tint of contemporary discussion on
persistence.
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2. AABMREBEOBE (FER)
Parmenides’ goddess pits being against non-being, and strongly urges the initiate to exclude the latter and
concentrate on the former. The result is the being which never comes to be and ceases to be, utterly
homogeneous and undivided.
In the modern interpretation, this “being” was interpreted either as existential (Owen) or as predicative
(Mourelatos, Curd), although the inclusion of both meanings has become the common understanding (Furth).
The extensive study of the use of “being” in ancient Greek (Kahn) seems to support this. Availing myself of]
the existential connotation, | take Parmenides’ main insight to be the following: the use of names presupposes
the existence of their referents. Non-being is excluded because the named object exists as far as the name
itself is meaningfully used.
Parmenides’ “being” also comes with modality, as already noticed by Owen. It has recently gained more
attention, as witnessed by the claim that Parmenides acknowledges both the realm of necessity and the realm
of contingency as two modes of being (Palmer), and the logical reconstruction focusing on the modal
ascendancy from being to necessary being (Wedin). The accounts of Owen and Wedin indicate the collapse of]
the possible existence and the actual existence, which amounts to the enforcement of constant domain
semantics, in terms of modal predicate logic.
The problem of names has indeed haunted modal predicate logic. Some compromise in the logical rules is
required to accommodate variable domains. One workaround is the adoption of free logic, accepting names
without referents at face value.
What are names, anyway? What are the objects referred to? | am inclined to think that it is high time to return
to Russell’ s theory of description, with the tint of contemporary discussion on persistence.
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