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To my children Zoey, Zara-Lily, Floris and Philip,

that you may always stay curious

Preface: curiosity

While writing a dissertation, one searches for a balance between aligning
with what already exists and bringing something new to the table. A
balance between scientific jargon and understandable language — that is,
if you want the message to come across in and outside of academia. | have
made an effort to do so, broadening not only my own view but hopefully
yours as well. Any dissertation is a baby step in the advancement of
science. But as any parent knows, baby steps can feel huge. As my father
always says, “Curiosity is the beginning of science.” This is the beginning of
my exploration of public trust. Are you curious?
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