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Several philosophers have questioned the value of the scientific realism debate. Although the 
accusations are varied in content, they have been trickling in at a constant rate. The aim of this chapter 
is to take part in the debate over whether the scientific realism debate is worth having. I begin with a 
short introduction of the scientific debate, distinguishing between broad and narrow construals as 
well as outlining the main positions, arguments and players. I then proceed to canvass the various 
accusations that have been launched against it, focusing on three in particular. I argue that although 
all three, and indeed the whole meta-debate, should be taken seriously, their proponents are rushing 
in their attempt to seal the debate’s fate. 
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