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Stellingen

Hossein Moeini

1. Using stored radioactive beams and performing experiments in inverse
kinematics inside a storage ring exploiting thin internal targets allow for
high-resolution measurements of reactions down to very low momentum
transfers.

2. While the storage-ring experiments look very promising in providing the
opportunity to study very low-momentum-transfer reactions, the exten-
sion of the interaction profile in this kind of experiments with internal
targets could be a bottleneck in precision measurements of the scattering
angles of the interesting events.

3. As a person who works in the field of science, one should feel absolutely free
to undermine any kind of non-scientific arguments without any hesitation.
Though this may sound a bit harsh, ultimately it would help pave the
way towards the “scientific method” as the only sound attitude toward
understanding the Universe.

4. One of the big questions that we could/would bring to next generation(s)
is how human species can ease and speed up its evolution, in order to speed
up the process of reaching the probable answers to the big questions. I
see no reason why the conscious part of the human being should be less
striving in seeking the crucial answers than the non-conscious one!

5. Although it seems to be funny to speak about pluralism in science, seem-
ingly it is the pluralistic attitude toward the world that has better func-
tionality in areas other than science.

6. We are all, in part, programmed to be losers. This could not be altered by
the part referred to as the free will which leaves us with one of two options:
taking revenge from the programmer or serving it by reproduction. One
wonders what the little piece of code is that can fool the majority of
people to serve the programmer. Incidentally, the latter statement seems
to hold whether the programmer is taken to be the Gene(s) or the so-called
God(s)!

7. In a scientific collaboration, all the beneficiary parties must take responsi-
bilities evenly. Failing to do so, would slow down the progress in the work
if not undermine the collaboration. As a consequence, it is usually the
graduate students (weakest links) who would suffer most.


