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The popularity of the Cosmos reboot has knocked Neil’s 

geek factor from a 6 all the way down to a 2, but if 

anything, that actually enhances his stature in the 

pantheon. If there were such a thing as a street brawler of 

a scientist, it would be Dr. Tyson. He even shares a last 

name with former heavyweight boxing champion and 

notable cannibal, Mike Tyson. They aren’t related, and I 

suspect that they disagree on whether the human ear 

should be bitten off, but there is no mistaking the hint of 

pugilistic spirit that Neil shares with Mike. Neil has never 

pulled any punches when it comes to ideologues who 

attack science. Most recently, when creationists 

complained about not being given equal time with the 

discussion of evolution in Cosmos, Neil pointed out that no 

reasonable person would give people who believed the 

earth was flat equal time with the National Aeronautics and 

Space Administration (NASA) in a discussion of astronomy: 

no nonsense, straightforward, and just a little bit blunt, 

kind of like the fist of science that many annoyed science 

geeks wish they saw far more often.
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argues, we can also think of science as a set of rules and processes that we use to 
generate agreement reality. Every single scientist does not go out to replicate every 
single experiment conducted in his or her area of expertise. Instead, scientists agree on 
common methods to be used in research. As long as they are convinced that other 
scientists have properly followed those methods, they accept their results as true, as 
part of reality. Thus, the science of political science is the effort to develop a greater 
understanding of politics by conducting research openly and transparently, utilizing 
methods that will convince other political scientists to accept the results as accurate 
and correct. The difficulty is that the personal, individual nature of politics extends to 
the study of politics. Just as there are a variety of reasonable perspectives on politics, 
there are a variety of reasonable and effective methods for pursuing an understanding 
of politics.

The intensity of the debate over the term political science centers on which set of 
research methodologies is best, and it probably has to be admitted that the different per-
spectives in that debate are often driven by the self-interests of scholars. An academic 
scholar invests a great deal of effort—often several years of intense work—in learning one 
of these sets of research methods. The rules, processes, and procedures are often quite 
involved, and a scholar would be in serious professional jeopardy if his or her preferred 
methodology were to lose the debate. For students, it is enough to know that all of these 
definitions of the science part of political science require that researchers always be hon-
est about their methods, transparent about the steps they have taken, open with their 
findings, and ideally, receptive to criticism. In other words, in order to create agreement 
reality regarding politics, all researchers must carefully document their research, fully 
explain their findings, disclose any of their known biases, and acknowledge any known 
weaknesses in their research. They should do this not because they fear criticism but 
because they wish to contribute to the development of knowledge and therefore welcome 




