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1. DRAFT/MANUSCRIPT OF JOURNAL ARTICLES & 
CONFERENCES PRESENTATION 

In the second phase of the project, the P.I., Co-P.I., and research assistants have 
written paper drafts and presentated research outputs to academic conferences. The 
list of the outputs below include accepted journal papers, paper drafts to be soon 
submitted to journals, and conference presentations: 
 
Accepted journal papers: 
-M. Wenning, “Birds of Wisdom”, Philosophy East and West, in: Philosophy East 
and West, vol. 71:3, 2021, 1-21 (https://muse.jhu.edu/article/797582/pdf) 
-M. Wenning, “Trust and Recognition Reconsidered: Reply to Frisina and 
Mollgaard”, Dao: Journal of Comparative Philosophy, 2021, 683-703 (co-authored 
with Alexei Procyshyn). 
 
Paper drafts: 
-N. Dolcini, V. Valle, Female Images in the Anti-Pandemic public discourse in the East and 
the West 
-N. Dolcini, Women at war: the war-metaphor of Covid-19 pandemic and the Italian power 
structure 
-N.Dolcini, Anti-conspirationism and Collective Self-Deception in Covid-19 pandemic 
 
Conference presentations: 
N. Dolcini, V. Valle, Women at war: the war-metaphor of Covid-19 pandemic and the Italian 
power structure, International Workshop “Forms of Patriarchy”, University of Milan, 
13 January 2021. 
-N. Dolcini, Possibilities and Beliefs, conference “The Legacy of David Lewis”, 
University of Milan- University of Edinburgh (on Zoom), 17 September 2021; 
-N. Dolcini, V. Valle, Italian Heros: the role of gender-specific images in the public discourse 
around the COVID-19 pandemics in Italy, international conference “InterFacing 2021: 
Pandemics and Plagues, Languages and Literature”, 2 October 2021. 



-M. Wenning, Confucian Respect and Egalitarianism, Invited lecture, Confucian 
Roundtable, Fudan University, Shanghai 
- M. Wenning, Ghosts and Intergenerational Justice: A Confucian Perspective, “Nature, Time, 
Responsibility VI”, Montreal (with Roni Leung) 
-M. Wenning, El Camino como medio de diálogo cultural Oriente-Occidente, Comillas 
University, Madrid 
 
 

2. PROJECT WEBSITE 

 
The research team has created a research project website, which is available in both 
Chinese and English, that can be visited to follow the updates, activities, and 
events about the project. The website also includes a video of the main research 
questions of the project (placed in the website homepage), as well as a research 
network which contributes to the research activities and the dissemination of the 
research outputs (see ‘research network’ website page). 
 
Website: https://mrq.fah.um.edu.mo 
 
 

3. INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE “THE MORAL ROOTS OF 
QUARANTINE: THE EAST AND THE WEST’ 

 
The researchers have completed the organization of an international conference on 
the project topic and the conference will take place (on Zoom) on December 16-
17 2021.  
 
About the Conference  
The conference aims at bringing together scholars from the East and the West 
currently working on Covid19, and, more specifically, on anti-pandemic measures 
and their diverse justifications, from an interdisciplinary perspective (philosophy of 
science, philosophy of politics, philosophy of medicine, among others).  
While there is an abundance of scholarship on the responses to infectious diseases 
in the European tradition, there is a lack of scholarship comparing these responses 
to related phenomena in other non-Western traditions. As the Greek term 
“pandemia” comprised of the prefix “pan” (all) and the term “demos” (people) 
rightly suggests, the current pandemic is a global phenomenon that affects all people, 
even if in different ways, which may be, at least in part, shaped by culturally factors. 
The global nature of the current emergency calls for an interdisciplinary as well as 



intercultural investigation. The conference invites scholars, for the first time, to carry 
on a comparative investigation of: 
  

(i)                  The different preventive measures taken by legislators in different 
countries and regions to respond to the same emergency and the moral 
justifications (made more or less explicit in the public discourse) provided 
in their support;  

(ii)                The different reactions of citizens in countries with different 
historical experiences and culture to the same measures and non-
homogeneous moral justifications. 

会议内容 

本次会议旨在集合⽬前致⼒于新冠病毒研究的东西⽅学者，尤其是从跨学

科⾓度出发研究对抗疫情的各种措施及准则（例如科学哲学，政治哲学，

医学哲学等）。 

虽然欧洲学术界有⼤量关于传染病应对的研究，但缺乏将这些成果与其他

⾮西⽅学术界中的相关内容进⾏⽐较的科学探讨。希腊语“pandemia”由前

缀“pan”（所有⼈）和“demos”（⼈）组成，从某种意义上也暗⽰了当前的

传染病⼤流⾏是⼀种影响所有⼈的全球现象，即便是在⽂化因素的作⽤下

程度有所不同。针对当前疫情的全球流⾏性，我们有必要进⾏跨学科和跨

⽂化研究。会议邀请学者对以下⽅⾯进⾏⽐较研究： 

（⼀）不同国家和地区的⽴法者为应对同⼀紧急情况⽽采取的不同预防措

施以及⽀持这些措施的道德准则（在公共话语中是否明确）； 

（⼆）具有不同历史和⽂化背景的国家的公民对相同的措施和⾮同质的道

德准则做出不同的反应。 
 
 
The conference includes 6 invited speakers and 6 contributed speakers, whose 
abstract has been selected by the conference scientific committee.  
 
 
CONFERENCE PROGRAM 
 
December 16th  
15:00-15:15 Greetings 
15:15-16:15 Georg Moeller (University of Macau) 



Why Morality Can’t Cure Covid-19: A View from Social Systems Theory 
16:15-16:45 Markus Heidingsfelder (United International College) 

Corona – A New Grand Narrative? 
16:45-17:15 Thomas Byrne (Sun Yat-sen University) 

How to Lose the Public’s Trust: A Phenomenological Analysis of Quarantine 
Policy during the Covid-19 Pandemic 

17:15-17:30 Break 
17:30-18:00 Jamila Rodrigues (Okinawa Institute of Science and Technology) 
  Missing Bodies – Experiencing Lack of Touch during Pandemic Times 
18:00-19:00 Alex Broadbent (University of Durham) 

An Egalitarian Evaluation of Lockdown 
19:00-19:30 Book salon 
 
 
December 17th  
14:00-15:00 Daniele Santoro (University of Minho) 

Precaution, not Deterrence. The Political Justification of Quarantine Policies  
15:00-15:30 Stefano Calboli, Giovanni Galli (University of Urbino Carlo Bo) 

The Role of Cultural Differences in the Effectiveness of Coercive and Noncoercive 
Policies to face the Covid-19 Pandemic 

15:30-16:30  Ruiping Fan (City University of Hong Kong) 
The Moral Roots of Quarantine in the East and the West: Is a New Model of 
Good Governance Possible? 

16:30 – 16:45: Break 
16:45 – 17:45: Markus Gabriel (University of Bonn) 

Why We Still Lack an Ethics of the Pandemics and How it Could Solve the 
Crisis 

17:45 – 18:15 Sven Günter (Northeast Normal University in Changchun) 
Contagium, Morbus, Pestilentia, and Co.: Framing with Epidemic Language by 
Latin Historians and Administrators 

18:15-18:45 Luis Cordeiro Rodrigues (Hunan University) 
Public Health and Theism: An African Approach to Evil and Religious Beliefs 
in the After-Life 

18:45-19:00    Lisa Onaga (Max Planck Institut für Wissenschaftsgeschicthe) 
  Seeing Clearly Through COVID-19 
 
 
CONTENT OF THE CONFERENCE DISCUSSION 
 
Hans-Georg Moeller (University of Macau) 
Why Morality Can’t Cure Covid-19: A View from Social Systems Theory 
World society consists of multiple, functionally differentiated, social systems. Each 
system reacts in its own ways to the “irritation” by the pandemic—an event in the 
biological environment of society. A highly complex social dynamics evolves: Media 



communication of the pandemic effects virus politics which effects Corona 
legislation which effects a pandemic economy which effects the funding of academic 
research which effects the medical system in endless mutual feedback mechanisms. 
Involved in “cybernetic circles,” none of the systems is really in control of the 
pandemic. Morality intensifies communication in social systems: it helps politicians 
to “profile” themselves in opposition to others; it helps media to generate attention; 
it makes medical communication urgent; and legal measures more “just.” In all cases, 
moral distinctions amplify divisions and indicate conflicts. Accordingly, moralizing 
Covid-19 makes the coordination of social responses to Covid-19 even less possible. 
 
Alex Broadbent (University of Durham) 
An egalitarian evaluation of lockdown 
“Lockdown” has come to designate a cluster of non-pharmaceutical interventions 
intended to slow or stop Covid-19. One familiar line of objection to lockdowns is 
libertarian: lockdowns restrict freedom of movement, association, and so forth. 
However, the appeal of libertarian arguments is limited to (a) moral contexts globally 
where individual liberty rights are a primary dimension of policy evaluation and (b) 
audiences that see such rights as outweighed by the dangers of Covid. Among the 
latter are some motivated by egalitarian considerations, who claim that Covid hits 
poorer people including “minorities” harder than richer people. This paper contends 
that there is a neglected but extremely powerful egalitarian argument against 
lockdown, based on the fact that most poor people live outside rich countries in 
circumstances where lockdowns offer no protection, where the risk posed by Covid 
19 is lower both absolutely (due to demographics) and relative to other risks to life 
(due to these being greater), and that lockdowns greatly exacerbate these risks. This 
includes racial and other majorities who are routinely referred to as “minorities” by 
authors in rich countries. The paper argues that neglect of these facts is an instance 
of epistemic injustice, the victims of who are predominately so-called “persons of 
colour”. The paper argues further that the unfair features of lockdown are not 
coincidental, but that it was these very features that led to their endorsement by 
powerful groups, nations and international bodies, and to the persistent positive 
attitude to lockdowns. From an egalitarian standpoint, their actions can be 
interpreted as using the commanding heights of the global knowledge economy, not 
to reduce the global burden of Covid overall, but to transfer as much of the burden 
of Covid as possible from the global rich to the global poor. 
 
Ruiping Fan (City University of Hong Kong) 
The Moral Roots of Quarantine in the East and the West: Is a New Model of Good Governance 
Possible? 
The anti-Covid 19 measures adopted by various states (as well as particular reactions 
given by distinct citizens) in today’s world represent, roughly, two different ethical 
models of good governance: self determination and family determination. The self-
governance model is rooted in the modern Western values of self ownership and 
individual autonomy, initiating and emphasizing the idea of individual human rights 



for limiting state power rather than pursuing collective welfare or general happiness. 
The family-governance model, on the other hand, has been a long-standing Eastern 
tradition that takes society as a big family in which government plays a parental role 
in promoting the total wellbeing of society. This presentation explores the possibility 
of constructing a new model of governance by addressing the merits and problems 
of each model in relation to the circumstances of combatting the Covid 19 
pandemics. I will argue that it is plausible to develop a new Mencian model of 
benevolent governance by integrating both thoughts of rights and virtue. 
 
Jamila Rodrigues (Okinawa Institute of Science and Technology) 
Missing bodies – experiencing lack of touch during pandemic times 
The body has become a topic of interest for the social sciences increasingly, in our 
days especially. My interest in comprehending how different bodies operate and 
express in different life situations they live, focusing on lack of social interaction, 
loss of touch and its embodied experience. Pandemic forced us to constrain our 
bodies into private spaces and avoid other bodies; through social distance. It also 
created a sense of being apart from the flock, keeping our bodies safely out of reach 
but still wanting to remain in touch with others. Because communal sharing is an 
essential type of social relationship in which members implicitly assume that their 
bodies share a common substance that binds them together, which can be real, 
imagined, or implied (Fiske 2004), new technologies came to sustain our communal 
sharing. Nevertheless, the lack of touch and physical interaction has caused a 
disconnect between desired and actual levels of social interaction (Arbuckle 2018). 
This talk will draw from Experiences of Social Distancing during the COVID-19 
Pandemic project, and anonymous subjective reports of the effects of social 
distancing on people’s experiences of self, others, and the world, their experiences 
of isolation and lockdown, how it affects interpersonal relationships. COVID-19 is 
the catalyst for speeding up the embodiment and (dis)embodiment of bodily lived 
experience in these unusual times of the pandemic. Thus, touching and being 
touched may render people more willing to share resources and cope with loneliness 
in times of crisis. 
 
Thomas Byrne (Sun Yat-sen University) 
How to Lose the Public’s Trust:  A Phenomenological Analysis of Quarantine Policy during the 
Covid-19 Pandemic 
Amidst the rise of the novel coronavirus pandemic, governments around the world 
set in place different public health measures, including stay-at-home orders, 
lockdowns, and quarantines. While these measures were implemented based on the 
best scientific understanding available, protests sprang up in response to these 
restrictions in different parts of the world. Many attempts have been made to 
persuade protestors and dissidents via education or incentives. Yet, they have met 
minimal success, where this has endangered the lives of millions. 

My paper demonstrates that such efforts to redress dissidents are ineffective, 
because they do not address the underlying disease, but rather treat only one 



symptom in abstraction. I reveal that these skeptics can only be swayed, when their 
objections are first recognized as a rational response to a much larger societal 
problem. By drawing from the resources of Edmund Husserl’s phenomenology, I 
argue that the factical historical development of the sciences has led everyday individuals to feel 
alienated from the results of the sciences, where this has set the conditions for dissent against 
quarantines and a general anti-scientism. To accomplish this goal, the paper is divided into 
three sections.  

First, the paper historically traces the crisis of the sciences, which inspired the 
protests against quarantines and lockdowns, all the way back to Galileo’s formulation 
of the sciences. Galileo inaugurated a certain “style” of scientific thinking that posits 
a cleavage between the world, as it presents itself in the perceptual experience of 
everyday life (the life-world), and the world, as it is in scientific truth. According to 
Husserl, this cleavage was the (indirect) result of the specific methods and 
techniques, which Galileo employed. In this section, I follow Husserl’s attempts to 
clarify these methods and techniques. 

Second, I outline how this gap between the life-world and the world of 
science, which widened over the historical development of the sciences, led to the 
formulation of public health policy proposals, which ignored and destroyed the lives 
of the individuals they were meant to help. Because public health scientists 
(incorrectly) understand their experiments and statistical analyses to take place in 
abstraction from the life-world, they also believe that they do not have to consider 
the particularities of the life-world they are dictating to. When these life-world 
particulars are overlooked and control measures are imposed, policy makers are 
perceived to be insensitive to the lived reality of the pandemic. This destroys the 
trust required to motivate compliance and, in contrast, motivates rebellion. To 
concretely demonstrate how this has occurred, I outline two different ways how 
quarantine recommendations, which ignore the lived reality of the pandemic, have 
devastated individuals and communities. 

In the conclusion, I make a critical clarification. I highlight that while I am 
identifying the conditions of dissent against health recommendations, I am not 
endorsing such dissent. Following Husserl’s treatment of Galilean science, I merely 
hope to have shown that uncritically applying public health policy, without extensive 
consideration of the lived experiences of the public, can result in dissent. 
  
Stefano Calboli (University of Minho, CEPS) and Giovanni Galli (University of 
Urbino, DISPEA) 
The Role of Cultural Differences in the Effectiveness of Coercive and Noncoercive Policies to face 
the Covid-19 Pandemic  
Since the spread of the Covid-19 infection, the countries worldwide have been facing 
many hurdles. Health, economy, and social endurance are at stake. Pandemic issues 
are the same in all the countries, but governments applied different strategies to 
tackle them. In this talk, we will compare two kinds of policy to define some 
epistemic assumptions that should drive policymaking. In pandemic times, 
governments and research communities, from East to West, were aware of the 



necessity to gain data relevant to understand the pandemic. According to Leonelli 
(2021) we can distinguish different imaginaries of data use, one of which regards 
surveillance strategies as lockdowns. The urgency to act and the pressure of media 
and research communities pushed governments to adopt lockdowns as one of the 
policy tools meant to slow down the number of people infected. Lockdowns have 
been recognized as a traditional kind of policy for epidemic emergencies. However, 
they produced different outcomes in different countries. We will compare 
lockdowns in India and Italy, stressing how the same strategy produced two different 
outputs. The same holds for untraditional policy tools, as nudges. Here we focus on 
a neglected cognitive phenomenon relevant to vaccination policies: the tendency to 
keep options open even if it bears some cost. We argue that it is reasonable to believe 
that the keep-options-open tendency hampers the vaccine uptake whereby fine-
based policies are in place. The threat posed by the keep-options-open tendency on 
the vaccination rate seems to depend on the prevalence of vaccine hesitancy and the 
strength of loss aversion. Nevertheless, the vaccine hesitancy phenomenon varies 
from country to country, and it has emerged that the loss aversion depends on 
cultural factors (Wang et al. 2016). We conclude that the specificity of the context 
and the cultural factors are to be taken into account to secure the effectiveness of 
the policies meant to cease the curve of infected people. This is true regardless of 
whether policies are based on coercive or noncoercive means grounded on insights 
from cognitive sciences. This way of proceeding has the merit of opening doors to 
fruitful transnational collaboration.  
 
Luis Cordeiro-Rodrigues (Hunan University) 
Public Health and Theism: An African Approach to Evil and Religious Beliefs in the After-Life  
Abstract: Religious beliefs may significantly impact on the effectiveness of health 
policies. In this article, I analyze how Theistic beliefs about evil in the world in 
connection with beliefs about the after-life have unreasonable ethical implications, 
if one takes African epistemologies into consideration. Further, I will contend that 
such Theistic implications have a negative impact on health policies, especially 
during the current pandemic. I will then offer an alternative inspired by Afro-
communitarianism, which I argue is convincing.  

 
 

Sven Günther (Northeast Normal University, Changchun) 
Contagium, morbus, pestilentia, and Co.: Framing with Epidemic Language by Latin 
Historians and Administrators 
It has been frequently noted that ancient authors, and historiographers in particular, 
apply medical language to their narration aside from mere descriptions of illness, 
diseases, and epidemics, viz as characterizations and metaphors of persons, events, 
and historical developments. However, a comprehensive study on how exactly the 
communication and agenda setting by ancient historiographers through their use of 
epidemic language functioned, is still lacking. Especially the attempts of those 
authors to frame their intended or targeted audiences, and the intended or expected 



“responses” based on their audiences’ frames of experience and knowledge are of 
interest. In my paper, I will present my research results of an in-depth analysis of 
Latin historiography of the Late Republic and Early/High Empire, expanded on the 
analysis of the use of such language in the administrative sphere. Particularly by 
applying frame and framing theories, I shall show how exactly the communication 
between author and audience via these frames functioned. By discussing several 
examples, among them the famous Letter of Pliny the Younger to emperor Trajan 
on how to deal with the Christians (Plin. epist. 10.96), where disease language is used 
to describe the spread of Christianity, I will exemplify to what degree ancient writings 
were literature wherein terms from other spheres/disciplines were heavily loaded 
with meaning, opinions, and intentions. I will argue that this ancient framing with 
disease language should warn us when reading, or even using, such epidemic 
language outside the medical sphere it originally belongs to, nowadays and 
particularly in the present situation: For spread of epidemic language can be equally 
contagious and harmful. 


