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Author argues that neoclassical school consolidated its monopoly position within economics mainly by dictating strict methodological rules. The article highlights that methodological normativism is substantially reducing our social reality in order to understand economic system as a closed system that is fully analysable. Such a misleading picture of the world as one social reality leads to one best epistemology, one best theory and one best methodology within economics. Author explains complaints against such an approach through different kinds of mutually interrelated and dependent pluralisms in a new complementarity view. Ontological pluralism rejects the idea one world, one truth principle and accepts reality as an open system with a number of parallel worlds. Epistemological pluralism logically follows from ontological by allowing a relatively separate systems of paradigms to co-exist as necessary counterparts to the plurality of the social world. Understanding economy as an open system as a conscious choice leads to theoretical pluralism with meaningful methodological standards in assessing. Author emphasizes that a limited range of methodological and theoretical approaches, each underlying the particular understanding of the world and the nature of the economy, should be presented through education process in order to obtain more anthropocentric and less dogmatic view of the world. The classroom debate as an educational method is presented as a highly efficient method for promoting more pluralism in education of today's economists.

Introduction

Consider the sequence of courses taken by any students who wishes to become an economist. First come micro and macro-economics, then follows econometrics and statistics with at best some other classes on topics from the real world (labour, finance, international). The Master's and PhD's courses often take place within exactly the same courses but with more rigorous approach. Goodwin (2007) asks does any other discipline teach in this way? Going through the same material for the third time is a uniquely and bizarre pedagogical method. The same trajectory and similar content, but only fancier methods to prove the same thing more abstractly with less application to the real problems. Thus, many authors argue that mainstream (neoclassical) economics falls short in its attempts to respond to the contemporary challenges and policy advices. [START_REF] Blaug | The Methodology of Economics[END_REF] argues that mainstream economics has weak forecasting power and has failed when attempting to provide practical advice. [START_REF] Mayhew | Foreword: Future Directions for Heterodox Economics[END_REF] points out that neoclassical economics is inadequate to account for the lives of the vast majority of people. Goodwin (2007) and [START_REF] Lawson | On Economics and Social Ontology, Interview[END_REF] point out the uncritical use of mathematical formulations and models by the mainstream economics which cause it to neglect reality. Mainstream school focuses only on internal consistency instead on external consistency, that's between theory and reality. Many authors pointed out that economic crisis in 2008 additionally intensified controversy about the status of the mainstream school [START_REF] Blinder | Teaching Macro Principles after the Financial Crisis[END_REF][START_REF] Cassidy | How markets fail: The logic of economic calamities[END_REF]Kowalski&Shachmurove, 2011;[START_REF] Gunn | Neoclassical Economics, Heterodox Economics, and Too Big to Fail[END_REF][START_REF] Maas | Economic methodology -A historical introduction[END_REF][START_REF] Hodgson | Is there a future for heterodox economics? Institutions, ideology and a Scientific Community[END_REF][START_REF] Wright | Pluralism and social epistemology in economics[END_REF]. I shall argue in the article that neoclassical school, by strictly dictating methodological rules, consolidated its position within economics mainly in order to appease the misunderstanding between economists (1). The second aim is to point out that dominant school in economics has a reductionist picture of the real world, as a closed system, which leads us to one best (positivistic) epistemology, one best (monist) methodology and one best (bizarre) pedagogical method (2). I am convinced that we need more pluralism in education of today's economists and that different pluralisms (ontological, epistemological, theoretical, methodological) are mutually related and inter-dependent (3). I have confidence that debate "pro et contra" as an educational method can help us tremendously in introducing more pluralism in education (4).

The question how much mainstream economics should be open to pluralism is a question already well addressed in the literature. Nevertheless, there is no consensus over the form of pluralism that is required. Authors mainly focused on the particular kinds of pluralism. [START_REF] Garnett | Introduction -Pluralism and the future of Heterodox Economics[END_REF] pointed out importance of theoretical and methodological pluralism to form an alternative to the current orthodoxy. [START_REF] Dow | Pluralism in Economics[END_REF] argue for pluralism in ontology, theory, methodology by considering implications for the policy makers and economics education. [START_REF] Mäki | The one world and the many theories[END_REF] presents a list of pluralisms, as ontological, theoretical, methodological, axiological, linguistic, epistemological veristic, and intensional. [START_REF] Heise | Defining economic pluralism: Ethical norm or scientific imperative[END_REF] distinguished ontological, epistemological, theoretical, methodological and paradigmatic pluralism. While there exists an extensive literature on the particular pluralism's issue, to my knowledge there were only a few attempts to show interdependence among some of them [START_REF] Heise | Defining economic pluralism: Ethical norm or scientific imperative[END_REF][START_REF] Dow | Pluralism in Economics[END_REF]. The aim of the article is to fill this gap by showing the interrelation between different kinds of pluralisms. A complementarity view of pluralism's is presented in the article (ontology-epistemology-theory-methodology-education) and debate "pro et contra" as useful social framework for introducing more pluralism in education of economists.

The article is structured as follows. In section two, methodological normativism and monism of the neoclassical school is presented. Section three presents pluralism of complaints against mainstream economics. Section four explains ontological pluralism that rejects the idea of one world one truth principle and accepts reality as an open system without apriori assumptions which enable mainstream economics to analyse it and to make often false predictions. The next section points out why multiparadigmatic pluralism can serve as an appropriate model of enquiry in economics. In the sixth section the importance of theoretical pluralism in presented through openness towards different theories. Section seven proceeds with explaining the importance of methodological pluralism by allowing a range of different methodologies. In section eight the importance of pluralism in education of today's economists is pointed out. Section nine concludes.

Methodological Normativism and Monism in Economics

Economic theory has a rich and often controversial history of opposing theoretical orientations with opposing policy orientations. In addition to periods of strong consent and unity, there were also periods, when the flow of ideas in economics was not very consistent. Due to disagreements in theory, economists turned to methodology at the break of 19 th century in search of a solution leading economics into more objective and value free science. The word "marginalist revolution" pertains in terms of methodology to the heavily use of mathematics that allowed consistent analysis and departure from more descriptive approach of the classical political economy in the 18 th and 19 th century. Such uniform methodology appeared sensible as it reduced dissent between economists. Computer additionally encouraged development of economics to a "box of instruments", with more focus on mathematical methods and statistical-econometric tools [START_REF] Groenewegen | On pluralism and interdisciplinarity in Economics[END_REF].

The economist changed from political economist who focuses on political, philosophical and historical context into an expert in math and statistics. Political economists believed that reality was too complex for empirical investigation in order to create a picture of the world. With marginalistic revolution economist become an instrument maker who writes articles for important but little read journals, instead of being more actively engaged in public discussions. The earlier focus on growth, value, distribution and classes in classical political economy was replaced by marginalist reasoning, rational decision making, price determination and equilibriums. Actual practices of economists changed over time to such an extent that economists begin to call themselves just "economists", rather than "political economists".

The purpose of marginalistic methodology has been to specify standards and criteria based on which achievements in economics are evaluated (methodological normativism). [START_REF] Mccloskey | The Rhetoric of Economics[END_REF] defines the predominating methodological approach as a combination of logical positivism, deductive method and empirical testing (instrumentalism). Theory is deductively built on the axioms of rational behaviour. Logical conclusions are achieved by employing mathematical methodology to maintain consistency. Empirical work is based on induction and testing as the main vehicles to prove scientific character. Integration of economic theory with math and statistical procedures has been the way for the economic discipline to prove its scientific character.

Such methodology is a consequence of the inconsistency between Marshall's microeconomics and Keynes's macroeconomics. Paul Samuelson integrated both aspects into "neoclassical synthesis", however it's not fully consistent as it actually combines Marshall's ideas of equilibrium with Keynes's ideas of disequilibrium. Microeconomics is from methodological standpoint essentially deductive, whilst macroeconomics is more inductively inclined [START_REF] Pheby | Methodology and Economics[END_REF]. Deductive logic is based on logical analysis, use of math and axioms (as rationality) for which no proof is required. Inductivism emphasises observation, empirical work and testing of hypothesis. On one side an excessive mathematization in microeconomics and on the other instrumentalism with building of the large-scale econometric models in macroeconomics.

With extensive use of mathematical formalism and statistical techniques economics adopted the methodology of natural sciences (methodological monism) [START_REF] Blaug | The Methodology of Economics[END_REF][START_REF] Caldwell | Appraisal and Criticism in Economics[END_REF][START_REF] Hassard | Sociology and Organization Theory-Positivism, Paradigms and Postmodernity[END_REF]. [START_REF] Rodrick | Economics Rules: The Rights and Wrongs of the Dismal Science[END_REF] and [START_REF] Pheby | Methodology and Economics[END_REF] go so far as to submit that economics has become indiscernible from mathematics, a discipline that represents the apex of scientific purity. Such an approach has become an ideal for majority of contemporary economists. Most accept such methodology regardless of whether they belong to the mainstream camp or not. It may be viewed as a paradox that the ideas of the mainstream school, unacceptable to many from the theoretical and ideological content, were quite acceptable from the aspect of methodology [START_REF] Mccloskey | The Rhetoric of Economics[END_REF]. For example, Lange (1936Lange ( -1937) ) and other authors show (Wright,1994;[START_REF] Elster | Marxsism, Functionalism and Game theory[END_REF] in the so-called "socialist calculation debate", that the mainstream methodology can be used to defend the centralplan system. Obviously, there is a false assumption that mainstream economic theory automatically implies pro-market stance.

High level of methodological unity within economics leads to the idea that rationality can be applied to all fields of human life where scarce resources and problems of choice appear. Application of rationality to new fields has led many to recognize in economics the universal science [START_REF] Eichner | Why Economics is not yet a Science?[END_REF][START_REF] Fukuyama | Trust[END_REF][START_REF] Stigler | Economics-the Imperial Science?[END_REF]. Economic imperialism of the neoclassical school is manifest internally within the economic community and externally in its drive to conquer other social sciences [START_REF] Johnson | Economic Paradigms: A Missing Dimension[END_REF][START_REF] Lazear | Economic Imperialism[END_REF][START_REF] Mäki | Economics Imperialism: Concept and Constraints[END_REF][START_REF] Stigler | Economics-the Imperial Science?[END_REF]. It seems that such methodological normativism and monism brings a pluralism of complaints against the mainstream.

Pluralism of Complaints against the Mainstream Economics

Critique of the mainstream school in economics can be divided into several kinds of pluralisms. Calls for pluralism are obviously not uniform since they came in a variety of ways. Has this been a productive critique? Can pluralism help us to identify problems in our scientific discipline? I believe that the clearer conception of pluralism is needed in order to understand and define what underlines this call for different kinds of pluralism since critics and defenders of the economic discipline might have different kinds and degrees of pluralism in mind. Thus, I will firstly explain different versions of pluralism that critiques have offered in order to categories them and to show their interconnectedness. [START_REF] Lawson | Economics and Reality[END_REF][START_REF] Lawson | On Economics and Social Ontology, Interview[END_REF] rejects the idea that all researchers in economics are confronted with one social reality (one world) and with only one truth of this reality. Pluralism at ontological level refers to whether reality consists of one reality or many. Ontological pluralism rejects the idea one world, one truth principle and accepts reality as an open system. Depending on the sense how the system is viewed as being open we can have a number of parallel worlds [START_REF] Lawson | Economics and Reality[END_REF][START_REF] Wright | Pluralism and social epistemology in economics[END_REF].

Epistemological pluralism, as a necessary counterpart to the plurality of the social world by ontological pluralism, allows relatively separate systems of paradigms in economics to co-exist. The domination of the neoclassical paradigm has been often addressed in the economic scientific community. Several authors argue that the main trouble of the neoclassical (orthodox) paradigm is that it crowds out the alternative (heterodox) one [START_REF] Simonetti | The impact of economics benchmarking statement on pluralism in economics training in the UK[END_REF][START_REF] Heise | Defining economic pluralism: Ethical norm or scientific imperative[END_REF][START_REF] Hodgson | Is there a future for heterodox economics? Institutions, ideology and a Scientific Community[END_REF][START_REF] Wright | Pluralism and social epistemology in economics[END_REF].

Theoretical pluralism represents openness towards different theories that can coexists together in one discipline about on and the same phenomenon [START_REF] Dalen | Pluralism in economics: A public good or a public bad?[END_REF][START_REF] Negru | Modes of pluralism: Critical commentary on roundtable dialogue on pluralism[END_REF]. Theoretical pluralism provides different analysis of real problems, suggest different solutions and represents theories with different assumptions about the real world. Individual theory necessarily involves abstraction and thus cannot capture the complexity of the real world. This means that no theory is good at explaining all economic problems. Many authors claim the need for more methodological pluralism in economics, by including a number of different methods derived from particular understanding of the real world and problems under examination [START_REF] Rodrick | Economics Rules: The Rights and Wrongs of the Dismal Science[END_REF][START_REF] Dow | Pluralism in Economics[END_REF][START_REF] Lewis | Recent developments in economic methodology: The rhetorical and ontological turns[END_REF]. [START_REF] Caldwell | Appraisal and Criticism in Economics[END_REF] and [START_REF] Ovsenik | Stebri nove doktrine organizacije, managementa in organizacijskega obnašanja[END_REF] reject one universal method and argue that no methodology, including neoclassical, should not monopolize the field of science with its normativism and monism. Consensus on universal methodology in economics is not only unnecessary, it is detrimental.

The pledge for more pluralism in education system has been addressed not only by students (Postautistic movement, Rethinking Economics, Cambridge Society for Pluralism, Harvard petition, ISIPE) but also by many scholars [START_REF] Varufakis | A most peculiar success[END_REF][START_REF] Komlos | Real-World Economics: What Every Economics Student Needs to Know[END_REF][START_REF] Goodvin | From Outer Circle to Center Stage: The Maturation of Heterodox Economics[END_REF][START_REF] Negru | Modes of pluralism: Critical commentary on roundtable dialogue on pluralism[END_REF][START_REF] Raveaud | A pluralist teaching of economics[END_REF][START_REF] Jolink | In praise of modern plurality[END_REF][START_REF] Dow | Pluralism in Economics[END_REF][START_REF] Dalen | Pluralism in economics: A public good or a public bad?[END_REF][START_REF] Rodrick | Beware Economists Bearing Policy Paradigms, Project Sindicate[END_REF][START_REF] Moran | The Econocracy: The perils of Leaving Economics to the experts[END_REF][START_REF] Fullbrook | The crisis in Economics: The postautistic movement[END_REF][START_REF] Fullbrook | A guide to what's wrong with economics[END_REF]. Education of today's economists is based mainly on the neoclassical approach which fosters exclusion within economic community and beyond it. Such domination of the neoclassical paradigm in economics and in the broad framework of social sciences leads to partial analyses and localized worlds. Consequently, economic theory has lost its capacity of an anthropocentric view of the world, which has resulted in its increasing social irrelevance.

It seems that "pluralism" is the minimum common denominator against the mainstream economics. I believe that different kinds of pluralisms are interconnected and dependent on each other. For example, misleading picture of the world as one social reality leads to one best epistemology, one best theory and one best methodology within economics. On the other side epistemological pluralism, by allowing a relatively separate systems of paradigms which serve as necessary counterparts to the plurality of the social world, logically follows from ontological pluralism. Theoretical/methodological pluralism includes a number of theories/methods derived from a particular understanding of the real world and problems under examination. I strongly believe that complementarity view of different pluralisms (ontology-epistemology-theory-methodology-education) is needed in order to better understand the complexity of complaints against the mainstream economics.

Ontological Pluralism

Modern economics is striving for acquiring objective knowledge as a value free science. In order to do so it must assume that such a truth exists in the first place. It means that there is only one correct explanation of the world and only one best way to build up knowledge. In ontological monism all researchers are confronted with one social reality and one explanatory truth of this reality that can be achieved by internal logic or empirical testing. Without ontological (a priori) assumptions it would be impossible to analyse the system and to make predictions (Mäki, 1997;[START_REF] Lawson | Economics and Reality[END_REF][START_REF] Lawson | On Economics and Social Ontology, Interview[END_REF][START_REF] Heise | Defining economic pluralism: Ethical norm or scientific imperative[END_REF][START_REF] Heise | Comparing economic theories or pluralism in economics and the need for a comparative approach to scientific research programs[END_REF][START_REF] Dow | Pluralism in Economics[END_REF].

If our social reality is singular then economic system can be regarded only as a closed system since only as such is fully analysable. Modern (mainstream) economic theory has developed a fairly straightforward and closed system based on rationality, general equilibrium and methodological individualism. In closed system boundaries of the system are knowable, all relevant variables can be identified and relationships between variables are knowable and unchanging. All elements are interconnected in a unique and knowable way.

On the other side ontological pluralism rejects the idea one world, one truth principle and accepts reality as an open system. The distinction between open and close systems became prominent with the rise of systems theory [START_REF] Ludwig | The theory of the open systems in physics and biology[END_REF][START_REF] Bunge | Ontology II: A world of systems[END_REF]. Depending on the sense how the system is viewed as being open we can have a number of parallel worlds [START_REF] Lawson | Economics and Reality[END_REF][START_REF] Dow | Pluralism in Economics[END_REF]. Relations in the system are complex, indeterminate and without regularities. External boundaries of the system are fluid and not-knowable, system is not fully analysable and deterministic. System is complex since "ceteris paribus" does not apply to the real world. Ontological pluralism rejects idea that "somewhere there is an economist who knows the truth". The pluralist has to reject the idea that our social reality is a closed system, however this can be understood as only one of many versions of our reality.

Economic system is an open system. It extracts resources and energy from the environment, process these resources into end-products and dispose large amount of resources (waste) back into the environment [START_REF] Turner | Environmental Economics: An elementary introduction[END_REF]. The material balance principle implies that energy has to either accumulate in the economic system or return to the environment as waste. Entropy law implies that no conversion from one form of energy to another is completely efficient and that consumption of energy is an irreversible process. Understanding of economy as an open system, as it is able to function only because of the support of its ecological foundations, leads us to the conclusion that there is no one best way of theorizing about the world and to build up knowledge.

Paradigmatic (Epistemological) Pluralism

Epistemological pluralism logically follows from ontological pluralism [START_REF] Heise | Defining economic pluralism: Ethical norm or scientific imperative[END_REF][START_REF] Heise | Comparing economic theories or pluralism in economics and the need for a comparative approach to scientific research programs[END_REF]. The diversity of paradigms is the necessary counterpart to the plurality of the social world. Paradigm is understood as a set of generally adopted scientific achievements which a scientist can employ without having to clarify the basic assumptions, theoretical concepts and methodological issues [START_REF] Kuhn | Struktura znanstvenih revolucij[END_REF]. Paradigm involves a set of generally adopted a priori assumptions acquired through the education process. Relations between various constitute elements can be clearly defined and specified within paradigm.

Economic discipline reached the level of paradigm in certain respective periods of its development, characterized by a high level of internal coherence. We can define four such paradigmatic periods in the history of economic thought: Classical political economy (1776-1890), Marshallian economics , Keynesian economics (1936 and the New-classical economics (1970s-date). These revolutionary periods are often identified with publications of the founders of each approach: "The Wealth of Nations" by Adam Smith (1976), "Principles of Economics" by Alfred Marshall (1890), "The General Theory" by John Maynard Keynes (1936) and collection of papers by Thomas Sargent and Robert Lucas published as "Rational Expectations and Econometric Practise" (1981).

The main trouble with the dominant paradigm in economics is that it crowds out the alternative ones [START_REF] Dalen | Pluralism in economics: A public good or a public bad?[END_REF][START_REF] Heise | Defining economic pluralism: Ethical norm or scientific imperative[END_REF][START_REF] Lee | Heterodox economics, tolerance, and pluralism: A reply to Garnett and Mearman[END_REF][START_REF] Simonetti | The impact of economics benchmarking statement on pluralism in economics training in the UK[END_REF][START_REF] Garnett | Introduction -Pluralism and the future of Heterodox Economics[END_REF]Kešeljevič, 2014;[START_REF] Wright | Pluralism and social epistemology in economics[END_REF]. These authors rather than on ontology issues focused on the variety schools of thought, understood as a mixture of theoretical and methodological commitments. Within economics relatively separate systems of particular paradigms or schools could be said to exist. In addition to mainstream (neoclassical) paradigm there are also heterodox schools, as Institutional, Austrian, Radical political economy, Evolutionary and post-Keynesian. Paradigmatic pluralism offers alternatives to the prevailing orthodoxy by offering different windows on economic reality and rejecting idea that any school could possess the final solution.

We strongly believe that epistemological pluralism, with more competitive paradigms (schools) on equal basis, can serve as an appropriate model of enquiry in economics as counterpart to the plurality of the social world. Economists should draw on the variety of schools, choosing between them in different context. Why shouldn't we shift from the neoclassical paradigm to Institutional or post-Keynesian in order to better explain the financial crisis? For this to work the discipline needs to keep a variety of schools actively alive and ready for use.

Additional reasons exist for epistemological pluralism in economics. Firstly, mutual comparison of paradigms is not possible as paradigms are more or less mutually exclusive (incommensurability). Paradigms rely on different assumptions, methods and concepts; thus, they are in a state of "paradigmatic war" [START_REF] Reed | Organizations and Modernity: Continuity and Discontinuity in Organization Theory[END_REF][START_REF] Kuhn | Struktura znanstvenih revolucij[END_REF]. Thus, a neoclassical paradigm cannot be a tool for evaluating an institutional one, as there is no neutral theoretical field for their mutual comparison.

Secondly, today's consent within orthodox economics is largely based on a political process of power and dogmatism by rendering individual schools to subordinate. Inability to pluralistically express dissent leads into intellectual imbecility [START_REF] Mccloskey | The Rhetoric of Economics[END_REF], intellectual slavery [START_REF] Eichner | Why Economics is not yet a Science?[END_REF][START_REF] Kristensen | Denmark an Experiment Laboratory of Industrial Organization[END_REF], ideological conduct of scientists [START_REF] Calas | Past postmodernism? Reflections and Tentative Directions[END_REF] and reduced creative thinking [START_REF] Dutt | Pluralism in Economics: What and Why[END_REF]. Monism is substantially reducing the diversity of approaches and such restriction of academic freedom has become a source of subordination within economic community [START_REF] Kešeljević | Is economics scientific discipline loyal to its own starting points and fundamental principles?[END_REF][START_REF] Heise | Defining economic pluralism: Ethical norm or scientific imperative[END_REF]. At the epistemological level Feyerabend's pluralism (1999) allows the highest degree of intellectual openness and more democratic debate within the discipline. Epistemological pluralism contributes significantly to better understanding of the economy since economists would have a range of incommensurable economic schools with plurality of theories and methods at their disposal in order to solve today's problems.

Thirdly. It is a paradox that the orthodox economics with a strong emphasis on the importance of the market mechanism has failed to consider such a mechanism within its own discipline in the market of ideas. All possible representations of the world can and must enter into competition with one another [START_REF] Heise | Defining economic pluralism: Ethical norm or scientific imperative[END_REF][START_REF] Heise | Comparing economic theories or pluralism in economics and the need for a comparative approach to scientific research programs[END_REF][START_REF] Wright | Pluralism and social epistemology in economics[END_REF]Dalen, 20107). [START_REF] Kešeljević | Is economics scientific discipline loyal to its own starting points and fundamental principles?[END_REF] argues that no theoretical platform can persist in the long run without adequate demand for its findings in the science market. The legitimacy of economics do not rest within monism, leading to exclusion of others, but in the struggle between competing paradigms for customers and for legitimacy of a paradigm in the science market. Market demand for intellectual products by different buyers will show how successful a particular paradigm is in resolving actual problems of our time.

Theoretical Pluralism

Epistemological pluralism contributes significantly to better understanding of the economy since incommensurable economic schools have plurality of theories at their disposal in order to solve today's problems. Petition in American economic Review already in May 1992 by Nobel laureates and well-known economists supported the need to recognize that different theoretical approaches should live together within economics.

However, more pluralism should not be at the expense of a less rigorous approaches in economics. There are several reasons in favour of theoretical pluralism in economics. Firstly, understanding of economy as an open system leads us to parallel worlds and plurality of theories [START_REF] Mäki | The one world and the many theories[END_REF][START_REF] Dow | Pluralism in Economics[END_REF][START_REF] Negru | Modes of pluralism: Critical commentary on roundtable dialogue on pluralism[END_REF]. The variety of theories provides different analysis of the real world, understanding of economy and contemporary economic problems. Secondly, all theories involve abstraction and cannot capture every aspect of the complexity of the real world. It means that no theory is good at explaining everything. The real world and the nature of the problems and context change over time which leads us to the conclusion that single theoretical approach could be seriously inadequate [START_REF] Dow | Pluralism in Economics[END_REF][START_REF] Dalen | Pluralism in economics: A public good or a public bad?[END_REF][START_REF] Rodrick | Beware Economists Bearing Policy Paradigms, Project Sindicate[END_REF][START_REF] Jolink | In praise of modern plurality[END_REF]. Economics teaches us for example that there is a time for fiscal expansion and a time for fiscal retrenchment. Sometimes, taxes should be high, sometimes, they should be low. Some economists claim there is no need for more pluralism since orthodox economics is already heterogenous enough [START_REF] Davis | The turn in Economics: Neoclassical dominance to mainstream pluralism[END_REF][START_REF] Smith | Econ Critics Are Stuck in the Past[END_REF]). The claim that economics is insufficiently pluralist is unlikely to convince those who believe that economics is already pluralist enough. However, the neoclassical paradigm as a unifying nexus for newer theoretical approaches (game theory, newinstitutional economics, new-behavioural economics, experimental economics) is in spite of greater diversity still as a continuation of the same neoclassical research programme. Simply pointing to a multitude of theories does not necessarily prove the existence of pluralism in economics if these various theories either only complement each other. Such theories do not make conflicting claims about the world since they supplement each other.

Theoretical pluralism based on ontological pluralism is different from paradigmatic monism that allows only intra-paradigmatic theoretical pluralism. The latter excludes theories from heterodox paradigms such as post-Keynesianism, neo-Ricardianism, Marxism [START_REF] Heise | Defining economic pluralism: Ethical norm or scientific imperative[END_REF]. [START_REF] Heise | Defining economic pluralism: Ethical norm or scientific imperative[END_REF][START_REF] Heise | Comparing economic theories or pluralism in economics and the need for a comparative approach to scientific research programs[END_REF] and [START_REF] Mäki | The one world and the many theories[END_REF] argue that theoretical pluralism has to include more than one theory with oppositional stance due to incommensurability of their elements. Degree of pluralism is higher in the case of theories as substitutes than in the case of complements.

Theoretical pluralism has a natural place in economics due to a number of different theories. It is however difficult to defend an idea that the higher degree of pluralism the better. We need an optimal level of pluralism or the theoretical pluralism in the right way [START_REF] Mäki | The one world and the many theories[END_REF]Kešeljevič, 2014). I believe three arguments should be pointed out in this aspect as limitations. Firstly. Pluralism is vital, however certain degree of consensus is required within economics to enable cumulative advance, to avoid endless repeated discussions of everything and to ensure control of quality to limit low-quality research [START_REF] Hodgson | Is there a future for heterodox economics? Institutions, ideology and a Scientific Community[END_REF]. Secondly. We should strive for theoretical substitutes from different paradigms, with conflicting claims about the world. For example, Keynesian, Marxist and Schumpeterian understanding of business cycles means that each school has an alternative set of premises leading to a unique explanation of the cycle by using different methodologies. Thirdly. Our goal should not be to consider all theories but to consider a limited number of theories in order to learn how to adapt our policies to the changing context.

Methodological Pluralism

Economic methodology investigates the nature of assumptions, forms of explanation and specifies criteria based on which we can evaluate economic theories [START_REF] Boumans | Economic methodology -Understanding Economics as a Science[END_REF][START_REF] Pheby | Methodology and Economics[END_REF]. Economics adopted the method of positivism in order to free itself from the medieval dogma and everyday experience. By employing mathematical formalism and model approach, mainstream economics rules out any possibility of "exceedingly free" formation of methodological approaches due to one correct explanation of the world and one best methodology. The singularity and closure assumed by the orthodox economics in seen in the construction of the general equilibrium theory in order to meet the methodological requirements of positivistic model construction.

Methodological pluralism is the necessary counterpart to the plurality of the social world [START_REF] Burell | Sociological Paradigms and Organizational Analysis[END_REF][START_REF] Dow | Pluralism in Economics[END_REF][START_REF] Lewis | Recent developments in economic methodology: The rhetorical and ontological turns[END_REF]. Different economic schools of thought, such as Institutional, Neoclassical, Austrians or Marxian economics, have developed different methodologies to help them to comprehend the economic reality. Methodological pluralism offers a "range of toolbox" that helps us to be aware that no methodology could be said to be the best and which methodology is the most appropriate for the particular subject-matter under investigation. For example, institutionalist could opt and accept econometrics as a tool if could be justified by the subject under investigation. This is in opposition to methodological monism defined by universal regularities.

However, plurality of approaches brings problems for policy makers since policy makers do not have time, knowledge and energy to consider all of them. With different methodologies there could also be not only one set of policy solutions. For example, Lange (1936Lange ( -1937) ) and others (Wright,1994;[START_REF] Elster | Marxsism, Functionalism and Game theory[END_REF] show, in the so-called socialist calculation debate, that the mainstream methodology can be used to defend the central plan system. There is obviously a false assumption that the mainstream approach automatically leads to legitimization of markets. Neoclassical core is ideologically adoptable either to free market policies either to socialism. Obviously, there is no close mapping between chosen methodology and policy [START_REF] Hodgson | Is there a future for heterodox economics? Institutions, ideology and a Scientific Community[END_REF]. Thus, the policy driven demarcation between mainstream and heterodox school and pluralism in policy making should be rejected.

Methodological pluralism is criticized by many authors, especially if equated with relativism. [START_REF] Parker | Life After Jean Francois[END_REF] maintains that it is difficult to agree with the "anything goes" principle since it may lead to intellectual nihilism. [START_REF] Hassard | Sociology and Organization Theory-Positivism, Paradigms and Postmodernity[END_REF], [START_REF] Heise | Defining economic pluralism: Ethical norm or scientific imperative[END_REF]), Calas&Smircich (1999) and McKinley&Mone (1999) argue that it is impossible to have all the answers as claimed by monism however this also does not require a poorly defined pluralism. [START_REF] Dow | A Future for Schools of Thought and Pluralism[END_REF] argues for the middle ground between monism and pure pluralism as a structured plurality with the finite range of approaches. [START_REF] Hodgson | Is there a future for heterodox economics? Institutions, ideology and a Scientific Community[END_REF] and [START_REF] Heise | Comparing economic theories or pluralism in economics and the need for a comparative approach to scientific research programs[END_REF] argue that we should strive for structured pluralism based on quality assurance (standards). I believe that understanding of complex problems requires a broader theoretical insight based on different methodological approaches with rigorous methodological standards to ensure rigorous type of analysis. Structural pluralism, between pure pluralism and monism, means that there is a limited range of approaches, each approach underlying the particular understanding of the world and the nature of the economy. [START_REF] Mccloskey | The Rhetoric of Economics[END_REF] argues that methodological pluralism involves besides scientific methods also the communication by which economist seeks to persuade one another in their everyday life, conferences and public debates. Similarly, [START_REF] Dalen | Pluralism in economics: A public good or a public bad?[END_REF] argues for designing institutions that stimulate diversity of views and debate within economics in order to minimize blunders in decision making. Methodological pluralism as a rhetorical practise fosters proliferation of mutually competitive approaches. The rhetoric approach is a social framework in terms of how we produce and disseminate new ideas in economics and how we are persuaded and exposed within these structures to direct critique and persuasion of others. This aspect is my opinion especially important in the education process of economists.

Pluralism in Education

Within the dominant neoclassical paradigm members are sharing the same system of education and the solving of relevant problems. Postgraduate students all around the world have usual diet of microeconomics, macroeconomics, statistics and econometrics, with the application of marginal principle to everything. Majority of students are never exposed to heterodox perspectives which go beyond the mainstream school. As such economics education is accused of being narrow, based on unrealistic assumptions, dogmatic and increasingly socially irrelevant. Most economists are at the end of their education technically superb but ignorant of the important problems. The mainstream environment determines education by controlling top schools, journals and research institutions. Many economists facing the urge to publish adopt the neoclassical methodology because this makes it easier for them to publish and this further reproduce the rigid structure of the neoclassical paradigm.

Scholars and students explicitly ask for more pluralism in order to obtain more anthropocentric and less dogmatic view of the world, better coverage and balance of a spectrum of views. Pluralism in education gained first momentum in 1992 when 44 leading economists with nine Nobel laureates published petition in the American Economic Review for a pluralistic and rigorous economics, involving different approaches. The pledge for a change in curriculums and education of economists has been later addressed by many authors. [START_REF] Varufakis | A most peculiar success[END_REF] suggested that students should be introduced to the main thinkers and principles in political philosophy, sociology, economic history, political economy and history of economic thought. [START_REF] Kimmarie | Promoting a pluralist agenda in undergraduate economics education[END_REF] argues that well-designed curriculum encourages students to raise questions regarding the single perspective. [START_REF] Dalen | Pluralism in economics: A public good or a public bad?[END_REF] similarly advises students to go across disciplinary boundaries to avoid economic imperialism. [START_REF] Rodrick | Beware Economists Bearing Policy Paradigms, Project Sindicate[END_REF] believes plural approach for teaching and doing economics will produce better understanding of social outcomes since all our policy paradigms had important blind spots because they were conceived as universal programs that could be applied everywhere and at all times. [START_REF] Wright | Pluralism and social epistemology in economics[END_REF] argue that students demand that teaching in economics should be more applicable, interdisciplinary and plural with a variety of different schools of thought. I believe that radical restructuring of the economic curriculum is needed today. However, changes will not be easy and will bring their own problems. There seems to be a paradigm "lock-in" situation, not only intellectually but also organizationally and socially. The today's teaching staff has mostly come out of the mathematical formalist programme so it's unlikely that they will be engaged in more pluralistic teaching in economics for the next generation [START_REF] Simonetti | The impact of economics benchmarking statement on pluralism in economics training in the UK[END_REF][START_REF] Dalen | Pluralism in economics: A public good or a public bad?[END_REF]. Also, the status in the profession is largely dependent on research rather than teaching, so it is possible to see why is more difficult to justify teaching a pluralistic curriculum [START_REF] Simonetti | The impact of economics benchmarking statement on pluralism in economics training in the UK[END_REF][START_REF] Rifka | Interdisciplinarity and problem-based learning in Economics education: The case of Infonomics[END_REF]. As teachers we are also afraid to puzzle our students and to that we do not know all the answers. Economists have interest in keeping things as they are.

The order of the courses is also important. Shall we do a parallel teaching of heterodox and orthodox economics? Shall we firstly begin with the neoclassical economics? Shall we focus only on heterodox schools? In majority of economic department neoclassical school occupies a vast majority of time and drastic change is thus not possible. Pluralist curriculum should start with the neoclassical school and later include successful heterodox approaches in order to prevent the mainstream to prevail over the program [START_REF] Varufakis | A most peculiar success[END_REF][START_REF] Raveaud | A pluralist teaching of economics[END_REF][START_REF] Simonetti | The impact of economics benchmarking statement on pluralism in economics training in the UK[END_REF][START_REF] Mearman | Teaching Heterodox Economics Concepts, University of the West of England, The Economics Network[END_REF]. I strongly believe that debate "pro et contra" as an educational method could help us tremendously in achieving this goal.

Debate "pro et contra" as an instrument for promoting pluralism in education

Debate "pro et contra" can become one of the main vehicles for introducing more pluralism into education of today's economists. Debate was introduced within different (post)graduate courses at the Faculty of Economics, University of Ljubljana between 2013 and 2021. Among a wide variety of debate formats I decided to employ the format that would help me the most to achieve the goals specified above. The format involved two opposite teams plus a public student assembly. Each week I appointed two teams and gave them reading assignments for the following week.

Both teams presented their arguments on the selected topic during a public debate following a previously defined protocol. Cross examination allowed teams to challenge the opponent, request clarification of arguments, refute their claims, etc. The forum with other students in the class took place at the end of the discussion. I kept track of time and intervened if the rules were not complied with. After the debate the class voted the winning team and we summed up the issue.

Our qualitative analysis of the debate is based on a survey of all students in the class. For higher level of objectivity all students were requested to fill out the questionnaire before taking the final written exam. The questionnaire was divided into two parts (Evaluation of the course content, Evaluation of instructor). Respondents chose their responses on a five-level rating scale to express the degree of agreement with particular statement. In the first part of the questionnaire combination of open-and closed-ended questions was used in order to allow students to evaluate the quality of the debate.

We can examine some quotations from the questionnaire in order to show how students recognised the importance and usefulness of debate in a promoting pluralism. Different schools of economics thought (paradigms) were presented to students in order to see the variety of perspectives. The reading materials were a combination of different traditions in order to bring out antagonism between different paradigms (e.g. Was Europe's rush to austerity in 2008/2009 a part of the problem or a part of the solution?). Many students expressed the advantages of such pluralistic approach:

• Student No.1: "It was interesting to see that we can use different economic schools. Pluralistic approach enables students to also better understand the real problems. Topics as causes of economic crisis and the problems of the capitalist system were often debated (e.g. Do we need a global financial tax? Is there an alternative to capitalism?). Many students argue that debate enabled them to better understand the real-world problems:

• Student No.1: "Debate helps to improves our understanding of the world problems".

• Student No.2: "Different economics schools enable us to understand better problems and potential solutions". • Student No.3: "Learning through debate pro et contra helps us to better understand the real problems".

The possible disadvantage of the debate approach is that it can increase confusion among the students. Thus, I have decided to enrich the standard orthodox module with different heterodox perspectives only for specific topics (etc. inequality). I believe that parallel teaching of heterodox and mainstream economics would demand much more time and the risk of pushing (undergraduate) students too far and too quickly. A few students emphasized these risks by stating:

• Student No.1: "Many times I was confused about the right explanation since so many schools were presented". • Student No.2: "At the end conclusion should be point out more clearly in order for students to be less confused". • Student No.3: "I did not like when debates were confusing".

A variety of findings emerged from a questionnaire. Several quotations show that students recognised the importance, benefits and usefulness of debate as an educational method for promoting more pluralism. The vast majority of students expressed a preference for looking on problems from different perspectives within economics and also from different scientific communities. Debate enabled students to think more critically and originally in spite that debate could increase some confusion among students. I strongly believe that such a pedagogical practice can help us in introducing more pluralistic concept in the education of economists through greater student engagement than a traditional one-way transfer of knowledge from teachers to students.

Conclusion

Economists generally portrayed economy as a closed system since it would be otherwise impossible to analyse it. Reductionist understanding of the world as a closed system brought together economists and reconciled to a certain point differences in their opinions by dictating strict methodological rules. Picture of the world as one social reality (ontological monism) leads to one best epistemology, one best theory and one best methodology within economics. I strongly believe that such a monistic approach precludes mainstream economics from deeper understanding of the complex social reality.

Pluralism has become today a popular label against the mainstream economics. I believe that the only appropriate model of enquiry in economics is through understanding of different kinds of pluralisms and their interconnectedness. Pluralism is obviously not uniform since it came in a variety of ways, divided into several kinds of pluralisms. In the article the complementarity view of different kinds of pluralisms (ontology-epistemology-theory-methodology-education) is presented by showing their interdependence.

Ontological pluralism accepts economic reality as an open system, as economy is able to function only because of the support of its ecological foundations, with a number of parallel worlds. It means that external boundaries of the economic sistem are fluid and that the system is not fully analysable and deterministic. We have to accept that there is no one best way of theorizing about the world and to build up knowledge in economics.

Epistemological pluralism logically follows from ontological pluralism by allowing a relatively separate system of paradigms (schools) to co-exists in economics on equal basis as necessary counterparts to the plurality of the social world in order to obtain more anthropocentric and less dogmatic view of the world in our discipline. We should keep a variety of incommensurable economic schools actively alive and ready for use in order to be able to choose among them in different contexts. It means that paradigmatic pluralism offers different windows on economic reality by rejecting idea that any school could possess the final solution We should strive for a limited number of theories from different paradigms with conflicting claims about the world. Simply pointing to a multitude of theories does not necessarily prove the existence of pluralism in economics if these theories either only complement each other with respect to their topical focus or are commensurable. We need pluralism with a limited and finite range of theoretical approaches for particular subject-matter under investigation with meaningful methodological standards in assessing to ensure control of quality and to limit low-quality research. Certain degree of consensus is required to avoid endless repeated discussions of everything. Legitimacy of the individual theory does not rest within dogmatism and subordination within economics but in the struggle between competing theories in resolving actual problems of our time.

We need to enrich an orthodox module within economics education with regard to particular topics in order to better comprehend the economic reality. Understanding of economy demands not only technical expertise, empirical work and testing, but also solid understanding of heterodox approaches, their limitations and sensitivity on a changing reality and context. I strongly believe that debate "pro et contra" as an educational method can help us tremendously in introducing more pluralism in education. I have confidence that such an interactive process can help students to explore new theoretical ideas and methodological approaches despite some confusion. Rhetorical approach is useful social framework not only in terms of greater student engagement but also in how we can expose students within this structure to direct critique and persuasion of others.

  • Student No.2: "Students have to look at the problem from different standpoints". • Student No.3: "Economics is not only mainstream!".• Student No.4: "I was able to see two sides of the same topic". Also looking at the same problem from different scientific communities improves the student's understanding of the problem. Students of economics study materials also from other scientific disciplines (e.g. philosophy, sociology). Many students articulated benefits of holistic approach:• Student No.1: "Ideas from different scientific disciplines were included".• Student No.2: "Topics were analysed also from social and political aspect". • Student No.3: "Other disciplines enable us different views". • Student No.4: "We should think about the problems in a broader sense". Pluralism within and beyond economics also encourages students to think more critically and originally. Different economic schools and scientific communities help students to practice critical thinking. Several students point out this advantage by saying: • Student No.1: "Debate encourages students in critical assessment".

• Student No.2: "I believe that debate encourage critical thinking". • Student No.3: "It help us to argue our own case". • Student No.4: "Debate stimulates fruitful discussion".