focus as our interests change. Steffen Ducheyne (Ghent
University) argued in his plenary lecture that William
Whewell’s tidal research was vital to the development
of his philosophy of science. “Tidology” offered him a
concrete means to develop and refine his methodological views: the “Special Methods of Induction applicable to Quantity” were the methodological outcome
of his research and his defence of equilibrium theory
was not a matter of idiosyncrasy but an obvious choice
when taking his methodological views with regards to
theory-testing into account. John D. Norton (University of Pittsburgh) argued that despite the clear merits
of Bayesian Confirmation Theory (BCT), Bayesianism
is but one of several useful instruments for assessing
inductive relations. Norton offered an overview of the
current critiques of Bayesianism and the shortcomings
with BCT identified by Bayesians. On the last day a
symposium honouring Peter Lipton’s work took place.
In the first plenary in this symposium, Stathis Psillos
(University of Athens) shared his views on the possible harmonisation of Inference to the Best Explanation and Bayesianism. In the second plenary Erik Weber (Ghent University) took stock of Lipton’s contributions to scientific explanation and causation. In a second symposium dedicated to Newton’s methodology,
David M. Miller, Ori Belkind and Eric Schliesser discussed Newton’s deductions from phenomena and the
role of the rules of philosophizing in his establishment
of universal gravitation. The remaining 16 contributed
papers discussed a variety of subjects: adaptive logics
for inductive reasoning, David Hume, Richard Whately,
abduction, Karl Popper, under-determination, simplicity, IBE, Bayesianism, etc. For the full programme
see: http://logica.ugent.be/induction. During
the conference there was excellent interaction between
scholars that are working on the problem of induction
from different angles—a result which was envisioned
by the conference organizers and realized by the participants.

ing theoretical computer science, artificial intelligence,
logic, political science, mathematical economics, and
philosophy.
COMSOC-2008 was attended by around 80 participants from over 20 different countries. The programme
consisted of five invited talks and the presentation of 36
contributed papers, selected from 55 submissions.
The day immediately preceding the workshop was
devoted to introductory tutorials. The day started with a
general overview of the various research directions pursued within the COMSOC community, presented by the
author of this report. This was followed by in-depth tutorials on two important subfields. Jörg Rothe of the
University of Düsseldorf gave an introduction to computational complexity theory, specifically aimed at social choice theorists, illustrating a range of complexity
classes with problems naturally arising in social choice,
such as the manipulation problem in voting, the computation of power indices, or the solution of fair division problems. Christian List of the London School of
Economics gave an introduction to the field of judgement aggregation, which studies the problem of producing a consistent judgement regarding a set of logically
inter-related propositions by a group given the individual judgements of the members of that group.
During the workshop itself, invited talks were delivered by Moshe Tennenholtz (Technion), William
Thomson (University of Rochester), Tuomas Sandholm
(Carnegie Mellon University), Salvador Barberà (Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona), and Rohit Parikh
(City University of New York). Moshe Tennenholtz
gave an overview of his work on ranking systems, systems where the set of voters and the set of alternatives they vote for coincide. Typical applications are
search engines, with webpages being the alternatives
and a link from one page to another counting as a
vote for that page. William Thomson gave an introduction to the field of fair division, and specifically
to the problem of dividing an endowment between a
group of claimants when the sum of the claims exceeds
the endowment available. Tuomas Sandholm reported
on recent work on combinatorial auctions, including
the design of highly expressive languages for modelling preferences and requirements of business partners, stressing the relationship between the expressiveness of a mechanism (such as an auction) and its economic efficiency. Salvador Barberà gave an introduction to strategy-proofness of voting rules over restricted
domains. While, in general, any voting procedure is manipulable (that is, it will sometimes reward voters who
misrepresent their preferences), this problem can be circumvented by restricting attention to voters whose preferences satisfy certain constraints. Finally, Rohit Parikh
discussed several applications of epistemic logic to the
analysis of social procedures. Other topics covered by
contributions to the workshop included belief merging,

Steffen Ducheyne
Philosophy, Ghent

Computational Social Choice, 3–5 September
On 3–5 September 2008 the 2nd International Workshop on Computational Social Choice (COMSOC2008) was held at the University of Liverpool. Computational social choice addresses questions of a computational nature in social choice theory, the study of mechanisms for collective decision making, and explores applications of concepts from social choice theory in computer science. It brings together ideas and techniques
from a wide range of scientific disciplines, includ9

the study of tournaments, coalitional voting games, and
matching theory.
The proceedings of COMSOC-2008 are available at
the workshop website. The next edition of the workshop is planned for autumn 2010 and bids for hosting
COMSOC-2010 are currently being solicited.
Readers interested in the field are encouraged to subscribe to the COMSOC mailing list.

‘actually’ sentences are true, it is often a matter of
chance which propositions are expressed by such sentences.
Stephen Barker (Nottingham) gave advice on how to
be a global expressivist. He defended the view that belief has no explanatory role in characterising the nature
of assertion. Rather, assertions are expressions of belief
only in the sense that they are manifestations of belief,
where beliefs are, partly, dispositions to sincerely, and
Ulle Endriss clear-headedly assert.
ILLC, University of Amsterdam
Dan López De Sa (Barcelona) distinguished two
roles of elements in a ‘circumstance of evaluation’: being features of the context shiftable by an operator of the
language vs. being features relative to which the objects
Phlox, 3–5 September
of attitudes are true. He argued that this distinction alAt the end of last year the DFG-funded research group lows for a proper taxonomy of positions in the relevant
Phlox (Philosophy and Logic of Explanation) was born debate.
at the Humboldt University of Berlin. From the 3rd to
Benjamin Schnieder (Berlin) took issue with the view
the 5th of September this year, a launch workshop on that semantic antinomies such as the property-variant of
Current Issues in Metaphysics and the Philosophy of Russell’s paradox prove natural languages to be inconLanguage took place in Berlin to celebrate this event. sistent. He showed how we can explain the fact that evIt brought together young researchers from some of the ery speaker runs into the paradox without positing any
leading philosophy departments and research groups in inconsistency in property-talk.
Europe. Since only three talks were scheduled per day,
Miguel Hoeltje
there was ample time for in-depth discussion of the variPhlox research group, Humboldt University, Berlin
ous contributions, helped by the fact that all papers were
made available in advance.
Katalin Farkas (Budapest) started off the conference
by reconsidering the question of whether we can make Causality Study Fortnight, 8–19 September
sense of contingent identity. In opposition to Kripke,
she argued for a tentative ‘yes’. Ofra Magidor (Ox- The Causality Study Fortnight took place at the Centre
ford) criticized Williamson’s claim that meta-linguistic for Reasoning (University of Kent) 8–19 September. A
safety principles help to explain why we cannot know major goal of CSF was to bring together philosophers
the alleged sharp cut-off points of vague expressions. and scientists from a broad range of disciplines to disShe concluded that an epistemicist about vagueness is cuss the topic of causality for fifteen long days. The orin need of a better explanation and sketched various op- ganizers Federica Russo and Jon Williamson managed
tions.
to host in Kent some forty scholars and to set up the
Fabrice Correia (Geneva) and Sven Rosenkranz conditions for very fruitful academic exchanges.
(Berlin) presented an exhaustive classification of muNot only did the participants come from very diverse
tually exclusive A-theories of time and proposed a non- backgrounds, but also from different countries, which
standard version which combines many of the virtues of made the Fortnight a truly interdisciplinary and internaB-theories while avoiding many of the vices that afflict tional event. Two-day tutorials opened CSF. Causality
more standard A-theories. Elia Zardini (St. Andrews) was broached from different disciplinary perspectives.
investigated the semantics and logic of a particular class From Hume to causal pluralism, Julian Reiss gave an efof modalities, obeying an obliterative principle with re- ficient overview of philosophy of causality. Kevin Korb
spect to a (possibly different) obliterating modality. A provided an introduction to causal modelling and causal
formal Kripke-style semantics was developed in detail. discovery that proved very useful for philosophers (and
Nick Haverkamp (Berlin) developed a formal frame- very helpful for understanding some of the talks later
work which brings out the distinction between infinitely during the Fortnight as well). Jim Joyce made it clear
improbable and impossible events. He showed that any that causality matters in decision theory, but he also
standard probability function which fudges the distinc- showed that causal decision theory is insensitive to the
choice of one’s particular theory of causality. Finally,
tion can be ‘regularized’ to honour it.
Moritz Schulz (Berlin) proposed a meta-linguistic David Lagnado presented results and trends in experiresolution of a puzzle concerning ‘actually’ sentences mental psychology, concerning in particular acquisition
and objective chance. He argued that, though it is never of causal knowledge.
a chancy matter whether the propositions expressed by
The tutorials were followed by a three-day interna10

