From an interview Robert B. Laughlin
(1998 Nobel prize in physics):
[Der Spiegel 1/2008, translation and markup by HH.]

SPIEGEL: Aren't the great success of physics based on the belief
[...] that every phenomenon can be explained by laws, which in
turn can be derived from more fundamental laws, until in the end
one arrives at the ‘universal formula’?

Laughlin: That is historically incorrect. Consider metallurgy, which
is doubtlessly of enormous significance for our every-day life — for
building cars, airplanes or [other] machines. And what does this
science consist of 7 Of nothing but black magic. Over centuries, it
has been developed into a really sophisticated art, but it is based
on nothing but recipes [i.e., heuristics].



From an interview Robert B. Laughlin:

[Der Spiegel 1/2008, translation and markup by HH.]

SPIEGEL: In your opinion, is it the case that the role of deep
understanding in all of physics is overestimated?

Laughlin: Not only in physics. Consider [the field of] medicine.
There too, the really important steps of progress are often based
on mere recipes of how to get well again ...



From an interview Robert B. Laughlin:

[Der Spiegel 1/2008, translation and markup by HH.]

Laughlin: 1 don't know which system of belief is best suited to
achieve progress in science. But | know one thing for sure:
Regardless of what you believe, in the end you have to ask
yourself: Which experiment allows me to prove that my favorite
idea is wrong? And only when that experiment fails, you have a
chance to be right. And exactly this is [psychologically] difficult,
because it is not uncommon that your career will depend on the
correctness of your idea.



From an interview Robert B. Laughlin:

[Der Spiegel 1/2008, translation and markup by HH.]

[On the subject of falsification of results and fraud in science,
asked whether this happens only in a very small part of the
scientific community:|

Laughlin: Absolutely not. My personal experience tells me that we
are dealing with a shockingly common phenomenon. And there are
many ways to tell a lie. For example, it can be sufficient to make
statements that are true, but irrelevant. There are loads of
experiments that simply don't test what they pretend to test. Or
you can pretend to have found what everyone already believes.
That way you can be quite sure that no one will raise any doubts.



The “S”In CS —Why CS Is a Science

Definition of "science”:
(according to the Merriam-Webster Unabridged Dictionary)

“3a: knowledge or a system of knowledge covering general truths
or the operation of general laws especially as obtained and tested
through scientific method”

(Interestingly, thisdictionary lists “information science” aswell as
“Informatics’, but not “computer science”.)



The Scientific Method

make observations
formulate hypothesis/hypotheses (model)

While not satisfied (and deadline not exceeded) iterate:
1. design experiment to falsify model

2. conduct experiment

3. analyse experimental results

4

. revise model based on results





