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This book {50 the end cover assures st “gives a challenging point of view
about science and its history/philosophyfsociology. Science js in decline ... Our
society is sarurated with knowledge which does not offer people any sense in
their lives” It &5 not the first time that Lopez Corredoira has wrinen in this
vein. A previons review (124, 32, 2009) concluded that he had a large chip an
his shoulder. It has not got any smaller. He starts with some vaid points, but
expresses thermn o such impolite language and with nnvelenting bigotey thar
what we have is a one-sided diaribe against just about everything that we and
owr scientific colleagues stand for. He deplores the way nobody nowadays is
“great” like Mewton and Einstein; there is nothing left to discover, and all we
do is spend increasingly large sums of money on diminishing reterns. He uscs
‘seietice’ synonymeusly with ‘technology’, and heaps the fauls of the larter upon
the former, Money means power, the prime bent of every modera scientist. The
worst crumimals are the Insttutons, thelr swaggering administrators spending
huge amounts for their own ends and doing nothing constractive. Since Lapez
Cotredoirs hes tenurc at the IAC it amazes me that the Spanish tax-payer
suppotts sumenne who wiites aboat the awful evil in such places.

If his wrilings are to be convincing, Lapez Conredoira must present well-
bolanced, carcfuliy-argned statemtents. Shrill wridop is counter-productve,
as any traccs of reason become lost upon an irritated reader. The language s
appaliing; words like “ballyhoo® and “rubbish™ describe scicatific publications;
those outside his own circle ave fools, “commun” peopte (fe, nut Newions o
Finsteins) who only bave encugh intelligence to “worry abeut food, sex and
power”. The peer—review system comies in for comsiderable bashing, while

- trairiing studénts by giving them topics to work at is nodhing but slavery for the
ghory of the fune-grubbing staff oember, And so it goes on.

When those lopics are exhamsted, the book then turns to the philosophy of
science, but leaves the reader no happier becanse — despite having a Phbr in
Philosophy — Lopez Corredoira repeatedly confuses ‘truth” with “knowiledge’.
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He ends by visualizing a “new homanity” of hugely downsized “science™ salaries
slashed and facilities shrunk in order to encovrage guasi-monastdc devortion to
research, th-.:: scientific kei polled seeking better careers in worldly occupadons
Wwhich certainly do not help humanity. Has the age of hig discoveries reaily
passcd? Ave the Hubbie images not worth locking at, or the detaiis of exoplanets
not warth the troubic? Should we weaken scientific research, and toen aur all
ﬂ'_mse over 50 since they cannot posgibly have another new idea hy that age? Are
discoveries reaily made only by gentlemen scientists in isclagon? Money, he
FAYs, sh_uuld be used to build hospitals, not o fund research. Mister, an isolated
persan isn’t going to find a cure for cancer just by sitting and thinking abour it.

I_ want to call it a terrible book and leave it at tat, but the photograph of the
Teide Obscrvatory {Tenerife) on the front cover iy worrying. It suggests thar the
anthor is speaking on behalf of asironomers, though apact from labelling large
new tclescopes “expensive toys", astronomy gei no mention, Yer I would urge
;:leup_le to laok theough it, in ordet to be forearmed should the patent general
public get ro see it and assume its opinions are widespread. T fear this boolk will
do damuge. I sincerely hope it will be avpided, — ELr2aBETH GRIFTIN,




