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What Do You Think You are Doing?

Gravity Works Well (Well about 99.999999999% of
the time)

The Demarcation Problem (Sounds like a Big Bang
Episode)

The material on What is Science suggests several views of what [
science actually does (for example Kuhn, Popper and Bayes; we can
leave our Feyerband), The classic teaching of the scientific method
takes a Popperian view in that you are testing hypothesis to see if

they are false. Sowhat do you think? When you do your thing are

you a Popperian? A Kuhnian? A Bayesian? Or something else?

Another major issue is science is dealing with probability. While we
do probability all the time (think about what you do when you see a
yellow light while driving), we are surprisingly bad about it in Science
{p-hacking and also loannidis' perspective on results) and also in

how the public thinks about the results of science. Think about how
health advice comes across; Vitamin X is good one day and bad the
next (or think or all the cornovirus advice). What should we be doing
differently with our results?

One of the classic problems is to determine the difference between
Science and Non-Science. Astrology or Chiropractic Medicine are the
two examples listed in the handout as examples. How do

you explain to someone what separates Science from Non-Science?




