
Follow the “science”?   
Dave Kisker, Ph.D. 
19 April 2021 
 

“Follow the science”…    

How many times have you heard this phrase over the last few years?  Whether 
the topic is the effectiveness of lockdowns and mask wearing during a pandemic, 
the actual fatality rate from COVID disease, or whether there is a pandemic at all, 
this demand is made.  Similar demands are made in response to numerous other 
topics:  from the causes and impacts of climate change to an assertion that 
firearm ownership in the U.S. is itself a public health crisis, we have been 
routinely told that “science” has the answer and that we should unquestioningly 
queue up and “follow it”.     

But, does this make sense?  What, exactly, IS this “science” thing to which we are 
supposed to kowtow while the political class uses it to justify their agendas?  
Based on the pronouncements of media personalities, government employees 
and politicians, this mysterious, all powerful entity known as “science” has the 
answer, if we were to simply comply in lockstep with their demand.   

However, this is not the whole story.  In fact, as a trained and practicing scientist 
for over 30 years, I find the very phrase "follow the science" to be an insulting 
misunderstanding of what "science" even is, confirming the science ignorance and 
likely political agenda of anyone who utters such malarkey.  
 
Science cannot “lead” us anywhere!! 
 
The practice of "science" is simply the collection of information about a particular 
topic of interest, usually following a process referred to as the "scientific 
method". Done competently, this may enable an understanding of the underlying 
mechanism of the investigated phenomena.  This methodology can also enable 
others to reproduce the results which gives confidence that the observations are 
valid.  
 



However, the result of this process is NOT imbued with any sort of all-powerful 
ability to discern right and wrong.  The results are simply information. Period. End 
of story.  
 
How that information is used (or misused) falls entirely outside the purview of 
science, being driven instead by one or more of several other interests including 
economic, political and potentially even legal or moral.  When those value 
judgements enter the picture, it is no longer science.  
 
However, it's sadly the case that this distinction seems impossible for the 
politicians or media to discern and as a result, we are bombarded with the inane 
demand that we should "follow the science" as if it were some sort of omnipotent 
Pied Piper.  But, whenever this phrase is used, you can be certain that someone, 
likely not a scientist, is trying to promote their own agenda, using the Pied Piper 
of science as the justification. 
 
In fact, this knowledge-base known as “science” is seldom static and real 
scientists and those who understand enough of it are glad and delighted this is so.  
That is exactly why skepticism is ALWAYS a characteristic of a good 
scientist.  He/she is always asking if there might be anything that had been 
overlooked or ignored.  It's not "science denial", as some would assert.  But 
rather, it's part of the process of collecting and evaluating the information.  
 
Furthermore, the arc of humankind has been determined by the amount of 
skepticism allowed to exist, flourish and fuel progress. Progress slows when 
science inquiry is retarded and when honest skeptics are accused of being 
“deniers”.   So, when you hear someone demand that you (or “we” as a nation) 
simply “follow the science”, you should instead increase your skepticism and ask 
yourself what are they really trying to accomplish with their demand, as it has 
nothing to do with SCIENCE. 
 
 
 
 
 


