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Living on the Real World

The Lord God took the man and put him in the Garden of Eden to work it and take care of it. And the Lord God commanded the 

man, “You are free to eat from any tree in the garden; but you must not eat from the tree of the knowledge of good and evil, for 

when you eat from it you will certainly die.” – Genesis 2:15-17 (NIV)

A recent LOTRW post suggested that scientists face a dilemma. On the one hand, scientists should be non-partisan; else they (we) 

will be unable to sustain science. Instead its progress will be intermittent, fluctuating wildly with each change in political winds as 

science falls in and out of favor. This will slow, even compromise innovation. On the other hand, unless scientists learn to be 

(more effectively) partisan, science can’t and won’t be maintained long term. That’s because science has to demonstrate 

continuing societal benefit to justify society’s substantial investment in science in the face of competing needs. But societal benefit 

is necessarily textured, improving the lot and prospects of some more than others – and in today’s world, that’s political.

A specific recent finding from meteorology illustrates this larger problem.

It turns out that the so-called “food desert” is also hot.

A brief review of food deserts:

https://www.americangeosciences.org
https://www.americangeosciences.org/
https://www.americangeosciences.org/geotimes/living-real-world-american-meteorological-society-2685576
http://www.livingontherealworld.org/
https://www.livingontherealworld.org/no-science-no-sustainability-the-implications/
https://www.livingontherealworld.org/no-science-no-sustainability-the-implications/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Food_desert

