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                    Abstract
For several decades now philosophers have discussed apparent examples of internally inconsistent scientific theories. However, there is still much controversy over how exactly we should conceive of scientific theories in the first place. Here I argue for a new approach, whereby all of the truly important questions about inconsistency in science can be asked and answered without disagreements about theories and theory-content getting in the way. Three examples commonly described as ‘internally inconsistent theories’ are analysed in the light of this approach. In the process, the question ‘Is the theory inconsistent or not?’ is identified as a bad, or at least unimportant, question.
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                    Notes
	For example, does the Dirac equation entail the existence of positrons or not? Does Newtonian cosmology entail an indeterminate gravitational force on the earth or not (Vickers 2009)? And beyond such ‘material’ conundrums of entailment, there are even disagreements as to which logical inferences should be permitted.


	This assumes that we have settled on a definition of ‘inconsistent’, of course. See Vickers (2013), Chapter 2, for discussion.


	Of course, some might claim that the question is not independent of the syntactic and semantic approaches, since the content of a theory does not ‘exist’ until it is reconstructed by somebody, be that a scientist, historian, or philosopher. This issue won’t affect the point I will be making in this paper.


	Cf. Piccinini and Scott (2006).


	I’ll talk about propositions in this paper, since these are the most obvious focus for inconsistency. One can substitute talk of equations, or models, or whatever one prefers.


	See Vickers (2014).


	In Vickers (2013), Chapter 3, I conduct a much more thorough investigation of this case study.


	See Muller (2007) for details.


	For a more detailed analysis of this case study, see Vickers (2013), Chapter 4.
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