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August 10th Dealing with Inconsistencies, Classical Approaches
	09:30 – 10:30 Avoiding Explosion in Philosophy and Economics (Alexander Linsbichler)
A central theme in methodology of economics is reconstructing how economists reason with models. Acknowledging that the role of thought experiments in economics as well as the relation between thought experiments and models are contested, this paper provides an account of reasoning with models as centrepieces of thought experiments.
Numerous thought experiments can be reconstructed as one or more arguments. More specifically, many thought experiments in philosophy and the natural sciences can even be spelled out by Häggqvist’s argument template. This paper substantiates the applicability of Häggqvist’s template to economics and presents a refined template devised by Linsbichler and da Cunha which focuses on the avoidance of explosion in reasoning.
	11:00 – 12:00 Neurath's Utopianism Between Science and Activism (Ivan Ferreira da Cunha)
Otto Neurath proposes that scientific models for the transformation of society should never be offered in isolation, but always in 'groups of utopias', as Neurath calls them. Thereby, such models can be discussed and compared by the community of decision-makers. This talk will present a logical template for thought experiments with Neurathian utopias. An example will be given with the recent transition to ecological energy sources in Germany. This offers an opportunity to discuss the limits between science and political activism.

August 11th Dealing with Inconsistencies, Paraconsistent Approaches
	09:30 – 10:30 Inconsistent scientific reasoning without an inconsistent world (Michalis Christou)
I will argue that in the history of science, scientists sometimes reasoned based on inconsistencies (either in the premises of their arguments or in their theories). I will present a paraconsistent logic that can accommodate for this phenomenon in theoretic reasoning. By combining logic and scientific theories, philosophers and scientists aim at arriving at the best explanation of the empirical world. I will show that accepting a contradiction in scientific theory (and logic) does not necessarily commit us in the belief that the empirical world is actually contradictory.
	11:00 – 12:00 What Tarski Said to the Dialetheists (Jonas Becker Arenhart)
Dialetheism is the view that some contradictions are true. At least in principle, it is possible that the view could be motivated by inconsistent scientific theories, provided that a paraconsistent logic is also embraced. In this talk, some remarks by Alfred Tarski on the significance of antinomies in our system of knowledge shall be reconsidered, and their impact on dialetheism and paraconsistentism will be discussed.  
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