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1. DRAFT/MANUSCRIPT OF JOURNAL ARTICLES & 
CONFERENCES PRESENTATION 

In the first phase of the project, the P.I., Co-P.I., and research assistants have written 
paper drafts and submitted presentation proposals to academic conferences. The list 
of the outputs below include accepted journal papers and conference presentations: 

- Conference paper/abstract: N. Dolcini, “Women at war: the war-metaphor 
of Covid-19 pandemic and the Italian power structure” (accepted for 
presentation at the International  Workshop “Forme del Patriarcato”, SWIP 
(on Zoom). Presentation scheduled on January 13 2021.  

Abstract: Women at war: the war-metaphor of Covid-19 pandemic and the Italian power structure 
The war metaphor has been largely dominating the public discourse around the COVID-19 
pandemics, in Italy as in the rest of the world. Many words have already been spent on the negative 
effects of such a rhetoric, but there is an aspect of the war narrative that has been overlooked: we 
want to argue that the war metaphor reflects the gender biases still permeating the Italian society 
and culture leading, in the context of the pandemic, to the exclusion of women from the corridors 
of power, and working as a ready-at-hand justification of such exclusion.  
Since the beginning of the health emergency, newspapers, reports on TV and social media, and 
politicians’ speeches have been permeated with warfare terms: the virus is an invisible enemy, the 
doctors and the nurses are heroes fighting on the frontline, and the restrictive preventive measures 
are sacrifices that we are all called to make in order to win the battle. Members of the leadership 
presented themselves as resolute and rational, while the opposition accused them to be not strong 
and tough enough. Effective leadership, in war more than in any other time, is in fact associated 
with stereotypically masculine traits. Citizens too were asked to be strong and rationale, to avoid 
emotionality and panic. On the other hand, they were also asked to be kind, patient and generous, 
helping each other when needed and donating to hospitals and research foundations. While 
appeals to strength and calm, as well as the rational and unemotional communication of 
governmental decisions where communicated by male politicians, scientists and doctors, female 
faces and bodies have been at the center of the more emotional appeals. Female nurses and, less 
often, doctors were associated with the word “hero”: pictures of female nurses exhausted and 
bruised by wearing mask and goggles for long shifts were accompanied by emotional reminders of 
the necessity to follow the guidelines, be safe and donate to support those that were sacrificing 
themselves for the entire community, fighting on the frontline of the war. The two pictures symbol 
of the heroism of the health-workers depict two women: Elena Pagliarini, nurse at the hospital in 



Cremona, fallen asleep on her desk still wearing PPE, and a female health-worker drawn by Franco 
Rivolli with angel wings, affectionately looking down at the Italian country that she holds as a 
baby. Women too have thus found their place in the rhetorical narrative of the pandemic as a war, 
but in a stereotypically feminine way. Compare, for instance, the two above-mentioned images 
with another, less viral, depiction of heroism: Chiara Bigatti’s drawing of a male health-worker 
standing, head held high and firm gaze, next to superheroes. Women exhausted and bruised (like 
in the many viral images of post-shift nurses, in a large majority female) in contrast with strong 
men, (super)powerful and never tired. More importantly, if women were, one way or another, 
admitted among the ranks of the fighters in this war, they were not welcome among those of the 
generals: no women appeared on the screens in a decision-making role. The large majority of the 
leadership was male: not only politicians, but also members and leaders of the task forces and 
scientific committees, as well as doctors and scientists daily asked interviewed on tv were men. In 
other words, the face of the Italian response to the crises was male. As in any war of the past, the 
role of the women is and remains that of doing the dirty work, taking care of the weakest 
(homeschooling the children and nursing sick people), so that the man can work on the real 
frontline, taking decisions for the present and future of the country. Women are too busy on the 
frontline to have the time and energy to take part in the decision-making processes. And in fact, 
the technical-scientific committee for the management of the first phase of the pandemic was all-
male, and the Recovery Committee (comitato per la ripresea?) in phase 2 counted 4 women contra 
13 men. The government response to criticisms moving in this sense was to entrust Elena Bonetti, 
Minister for Equal Opportunities, to form an all-female parallel committee which was named 
“Donne Per Un Nuovo Rinascimento”. She stated that the recovery will be prompted by “women 
and their resilience”, justifying, once more, the involvement of women by recourse to a 
stereotypically feminine quality. The main purpose of the taskforce as stated in the constitutional 
decree, moreover, is to promote the presence of women in the STEMS and business, relegating 
women decision-making power to women-related issues. In times of war, when women are 
admitted in the fight, they fight as simple soldiers, being given no role in determining the strategy. 
And when such a role is given, it is confined to the sphere of “lady stuff”.  
 

- Journal paper: M. Wenning, “Heimspiele: Kulturelle Identität in Zeiten des 
Populismus”, in: Deutsche Zeitschrift für Philosophie, vol. 68:1, 2020, 321-325. 

- Journal paper: M. Wenning, "Intercultural Encounter in the Age of Hybridity: 
Response to Eric Nelson", in: Philosophy East and West, 70:1, 2020, 225-237. 

Abstract: Intercultural Encounter in the Age of Hybridity: Response to Eric Nelson 
In an age when the geopolitical dynamics are shifting from the Atlantic to the Pacific, the reception 
of Asian sources in Europe could be seen as primarily of historical interest. At first sight, the 
interpretation of Chinese and Buddhist wisdom traditions in early twentieth-century Germany 
appears to bear little significance for contemporary concerns. In Chinese and Buddhist Philosophy in 
Early Twentieth-Century German Thought, Eric Nelson proves this assumption wrong and 
demonstrates that the short-lived cosmopolitan glimmers in between the two world wars set a 
standard for intercultural dialogue. The Sino-German philosophical encounter presents an 
exception to the cultural provincialism that has plagued mainstream Western philosophy for too 
long. The recovery of largely forgotten—if not completely unknown—philosophers reflecting on 
China, and to a lesser extent India, that started during the Weimar. Republic is an impressive 
contribution to the history of intercultural philosophy. Nelson forces the reader to revise the 
assumption that Eurocentrism has been uncontested. Constructive intercultural engagement, as 
his eight chapters illustrate in remarkable detail, is not a new phenomenon, but continues a long, 
if often hidden and internally complex conversation. Nelson builds a rich case to demonstrate that 



the reception of Chinese and Buddhist philosophy in selected and largely forgotten intellectual 
circles offers “critical models for intercultural hermeneutics and intercultural philosophy” (p. 1). 

- Conference presentation: M. Wenning, Das Fabelhafte: Konturen einer west-
östlichen Tierphilosophie (Invited lecture), University of Bamberg. 

- Conference presentation: M. Wenning Jianghu: Strukturwandel einer 
Gegenöffentlichkeit (Invited lecture), Free University of Berlin. 

 
 
 
2. LITERARY REVIEW IN THE WEST 
 
2.1. Public health ethics, ethics of quarantine, isolation and social 
distancing. Public moral discourse, public adherence  
 

a) General considerations on pandemic ethics and moral justification 

 
Bramble, B. (2020) 8 Big Questions of COVID-19. Bartleby Books.  
Intro to pandemic ethics, 8 issues raising fundamental ethical questions: Lockdown. 
Blame. Immunity Passports. Masks. Duties to Assist. Vaccine Trials. Triage. 
Onlookers. 
Key words: introduction, COVID19, ethics 
 
Schwartz, M.C. (ed.) (2020). The Ethics of Pandemics. Broadview Press 
The book collects short reflections on the most pressing ethical issues emerging 
from the pandemic. Discussions range from public health ethics to professional 
responsibility and resources allocation. Although it is little more than a collection of 
poorly argued for insights, it highlights some of the major moral issues that this 
pandemic has brought to the table.  
Key words: ethical justification, public health ethics, clinical ethics, social justice, 
COVID19 
 
Kenny et al. 2020 (in Schwartz 2020)  
The authors argue that the pandemic shows that individualistic ethics is inadequate 
and that considering pandemic ethics in isolation from public health ethics is 
problematic. They also propose a relational account of public health ethics, rooted 
in a relational understanding of persons. 
Key words: public health ethics, ethical justification, restrictive measures, COVID19 
 
Haaz 2020 Coronavirus and value pluralism: A Robust Ethical Perspective on a 
Pandemic. Journal of Dharma 45, 2. 239-258  



Employing evidence from the current pandemic, the paper shows that no society is 
free or can achieve the objective of a fairly pluralistic set of values without a given 
social practice of these values. 
Key words: value pluralism, COVID19 
 
Savalescu, J., Persson, I. and Wilkinson, D. (2020) Utilitarianism and the Pandemic. 
Bioethics DOI: 10.1111/bioe.12771  
The paper argues that, in a pandemic, utilitarian principles can be a great resource 
for ethical decision-making. They test the utilitarian principles on two question that 
have had a great relevance in the early stage of the covid-19 pandemic: treatment 
allocation (Triage) and stringent social restrictions (lockdowns). In particular, the 
authors stress the evidence and contest sensitivity of utilitarianism and, after 
considering some objections they conclude that, although utilitarianism might seem 
a demanding and counterintuitive theory it should be taken into serious 
consideration when we reflect over the moral reasons we have to implement certain 
policies in the context of a pandemic. 
Key words: restrictive measures, clinical ethics, ethical justification, COVID19  
 
Eyal, G. (2020). Beware the Trolley Zealots. Sociologica 14:1 
The paper argues on factual bases (economic trade-off) against the mainstream 
(among scholars and decision-makers as well) utilitarian approach to the covid-19 
crises, in favor of a “counter-frame taken from the Judeo-Christian tradition of 
pastoral leadership”. 
Key words: restrictive measures, ethical justification, COVID19 
 
Canca, C. (2020). The Pandemic Doesn’t Run on Trolley Tracks: A Comment on 
Eyal's Essay "Beware the Trolley Zealots". Sociologica 14:2 
The paper is a reply to Eyal (2020) claiming that his dismissal of utilitarianism is 
based on a misunderstanding of its principles and of the political policies that it 
grounds. In particular the author claims that Eyal has reduced the discussion to two 
extremes: the “saving the lives” and “saving the economy” options completely 
dismissing the “Gradual Exit Approach”.  
Key words: restrictive measures, ethical justification, COVID19 
 
Lee, C., Rogers, W.A., Braunack-Mayer, A., (2008). Social Justice and Pandemic 
Influenza Planning: The Role of Communication Strategies. Public Health Ethics 1:3 
223–234 
The paper investigates the role of communication strategies in addressing issues of 
social injustice and how these strategies would play a role in the context of an 
influenza pandemic. In particular, the paper outline when and how flu plans address 
inequalities.   
Key words: social justice, communication strategies 
 



Kotalik, J. (2005). Preparing for an Influenza Pandemic: Ethical Issues. Bioethics 19:4, 
1467-8519  
The paper analyses ethical concerns raised by the examination of the pandemic plans 
of Canada, the United Kingdom and the United States. In particular, the paper 
highlights that these plans do not facilitate a truly informed resource allocation at 
the political level, do not provide estimates of the benefits and burdens of 
vaccination, do not foresee the involvement of professional organizations and 
unions and the various populations have been inadequately informed by occasional 
media reports. The authors conclude that communication programs should be 
implemented in order to create an atmosphere of mutual trust and solidarity. 
Key words: preparedness, public adherence 
 
Derpmann, S. (2011). Ethical Reasoning in Pandemic Preparedness Plans: Southast 
Asia and the Western Pacific. Bioethics 25:8. 445–450 
The author analyses the occurrent ethical reasoning in the national plans for 
southeast Asia and western pacific. The analysis of the ethical language employed in 
such plans reveals that there is insufficient awareness of ethical considerations, and 
further inclusion of such considerations is an ethical demand. 
Key words: preparedness, ethical reasoning, southeast Asia 
 
 
b) Ethical justification of restrictive measures 
 
Parker et al. (2020). Ethics of instantaneous contact tracing using mobile phone apps 
in the control of the COVID-19 pandemic. Med Ethics 
Investigation of the ethical implications of using mobile phones in the control of 
COVID 19 pandemics. Ethical questions:  
1. benefit and harm. The ethical assessment of the technology has to be made in the 
against the scale of deaths and suffering); 
2. Intelligent and unintelligent social distancing: the assessment has to be made in 
consideration of the available alternatives, considering, for instance, the harm and 
benefit of measures such as a lockdown (e.g., the availability of the technology puts 
pressure on justifications for blanket lockdowns) 
3. Privacy: “what is the nature of the infringement of privacy, if there is one, and, 
can this be justified in the context of the COVID-19 pandemic? 
4. Possible conflicts between liberty and privacy: “Would it, for example, be ethically 
justified to retain/impose a blanket lockdown on society as a whole - including those 
not at risk themselves or a risk to others - on privacy grounds alone?”. 
5. Should the app be compulsory?  
6. Responsibility of institutions  
7. How should we treat the data collected after the end of the pandemic? 
8. Well-founded public trust and confidence: transparency and clarity about the way 
in which the technology function and the ethical justification for its implementation 



9. Equity, fairness and justice: biases might exist both within the algorithm and 
caused, in the population, because of the algorithm.   
Key words: restrictive measures, ethical justification, mobile phone app, COVID19 
 
Douglas 2020 (in Schwartz 2020) 
The author departs from the observation that quarantine is a measure that is usually 
applied as a response to people’s wrongdoing. He argues that, although the appeal 
to quarantine as a preventive measure in the current pandemic seems to be an 
exception, wrongdoings could play a role in the moral justification for quarantine in 
this case too. 
Key words: restrictive measures, ethical justification, COVID19 
 
Blow 2020 (in Schwarts 2020) 
The author argues that social distancing is a privilege. 
Key words: Social justice, restrictive measures, COVID19 
 
Savulescu, J. & Cameron, J. (2020). Why lockdown of the elderly is not ageist and 
why levelling down equality is wrong. Journal of Medical Ethics 46:11, 717–721. 
doi:10.1136/medethics-2020-106336 
The paper argues that selective isolation of the elderly is to be preferred to imposing 
lockdown on all members of society because the latter would be a form of levelling-
down equality. The moral reason is that the elderly and other more vulnerable groups 
are more at risk of suffering from the infection and thus of putting pressure on the 
healthcare system. Therefore, selective isolation of the elderly would have the benefit 
of protecting both the vulnerable group and the wide population.  
Key words: restrictive measures, ethical justification, COVID19, social justice 
 
Hughes, J.A. (2020) Lockdown and levelling down: why Savulescu and Cameron are 
mistaken about selective isolation of the elderly. Journal of Medical Ethics 46:11 
The paper is a short response to Savulescu and Cameron (2020). The author argues 
that they completely ignore all the existing arguments against the claim that levelling 
down equality is always wrong, and that, however, general lockdowns cannot be 
considered instance of levelling down because they provide absolute benefits to 
those who would be worse off under selective isolation. 
Key words: restrictive measures, COVID19, ethical justification, social justice 
 
Arunachalam, M.A., Halwai, A. (2020). An analysis of the ethics of lockdown in 
India. Asian Bioethics Review 12, 481–489 
The paper describes the restrictive measures taken in India to montain the spread of 
Covid-19 and analyzes them in the light of the ethical guidelines provided by WHO 
and the Indian Council for Research’s Ethical Guidelines. The authors highlight that 
several other measures should have been taken in addition to the lockdown. 
Key words: ethical justification, restrictive measures, COVID19, India 
 



John, S. (2020). The Ethics of Lockdown: Communication, Consequences, and the 
Separateness of Persons. https://kiej.georgetown.edu/ethics-of-lockdown-special-
issue/  
The paper is an investigation of the ethical reasons and the costs-and-benefits 
analysis that should guide the discourse about both the ethical and prudential 
justification of lockdown measures. Crucial in the assessment of both moral and 
prudential reasons is the fact that lockdown measures are beneficial to some (the 
elderly) but not others (the young). The paper does not provide any conclusive 
answer. Rather, the author aims at highlighting the complexity of the issues 
concerning ethical justification of lockdown and its communication to the public.   
Key words: restrictive measures, ethical justification, public moral justification, 
COVID19, UK 
 
Barry, C. & Lazar, S. (2020). Justifying Lockdown. Ethics and International Affairs  
The paper is a brief consideration of the three main arguments that can be put 
forward to ethically justify lockdown measures: the paternalistic argument; the 
altruistic argument; the argument for preventing excessive harm. The authors 
conclude that the arguments are compatible (although none of them is decisive) and 
the choice among them should be done taking into account contextual factors.  
Key words: restrictive measures, ethical justification, COVID19 
 
Rainey, S. & Giubilini, A. (2020). Return to Status Quo Ante: The Need for Robust 
and Reversible Pandemic Emergency Measures. Cambridge Quarterly of Healthcare 
Ethics, 1–12 
The paper presents a million-liberal argument for the ethical justification of 
lockdown measures in liberal democratic states, contextualized in accord with 
elements of Habermasian discourse ethics. They highlight that such a justification 
is valid in so far as strategies for a return to the status quo ante of the political 
decision-making are included. The authors propose that an emergency committee 
is necessary to guarantee that state action during pandemic is aimed at re-
establishing the conditions of legitimacy of government action that the virus has 
temporarily curtailed. 
Key words: restrictive measures, ethical justification, COVID19 
 
Camporesi, S. (2020). It Didn’t Have to be This Way: Reflections on the Ethical 
Justification of the Running Ban in Northern Italy in Response to the 2020 
COVID-19 Outbreak. Journal of Bioethical Inquiry. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11673-
020-10056-1  
The author argues that the ban on running outdoor enforced in Italy breaks the 
criterion of proportionality that is recommended by public health ethics scholar 
and international guidelines. The author also tries to explain the large public 
support received by the ban in north Italy even if the motivation for the measure 
seems to lack evidentiary base rooted in the Catholic tradition and facts reported 
by the media about Patient 1 in Italy 



Key words: restrictive measures, ethical justification, public adherence, Italy, 
COVID19 
 
Fusiek, D.A., The view of the coronavirus pandemic response through the lens of 
political philosophy: Utilitarianism and the Rawlsian approach. HAPSc Policy Briefs 
Series 
The paper departs from the realization that utilitarian and Rawlsian arguments are 
employed by the western governments to justify the restrictive measures taken in 
response to Cocid-19 outbreaks and argues for a combining approach  that  covers  
the  concerns  of  both  and answers  the  moral dilemmas  that  have emerged so 
far in the pandemic. 
Key words: restrictive measures, ethical justification, COVID19 
 
Winsberg, E., Brennan,J., Surprenant, C.W. (2020) How Government Leaders 
Violated Their Epistemic Duties During the SARS-CoV-2 Crisis. Kennedy Institute of 
Ethics Journal. pp. 215-242 https://muse.jhu.edu/article/773103  
The authors maintain that lockdown measures can in theory be justified, but argue 
that ethical justification would require epistemic practices that many world leaders 
have ignored. As a result, many governments have not met the burdens of moral 
justification.   
Key words: restrictive measures, ethical justification, COVID19 
 
 
c) Public moral discourse and public adherence 
 
Timmermann, C. (2020). Pandemic preparedness and cooperative justice. Developing 
World Bioethics 
The author departs from the observation that pandemic preparedness (the ability to 
anticipate, detect and respond effectively from health emergencies) is a public good 
that requires close to universal participation and depends on the citizens’ voluntary 
cooperation with public health measures. He argues that, since people cooperate 
only with systems that they consider fair, the widespread discontent about current 
social arrangement could lead to boycott of health measures. The solution is to 
consider preparedness as a public good and build social cohesion by addressing the 
demands of cooperative justice. He also identifies the key social justice issues that 
can impact on citizens’ compliant to prevention and mitigation measures.  
Key words: preparedness, ethical justification, citizens’ response, social justice, 
COVID19 
 
Timmermann, C. (2020). Epistemic ignorance, poverty and the COVID-19 
pandemic. Asian Bioethics Review 
The paper argues that good health policies have to consider circumstances of 
population groups not only because it is just, but also because it is in the interest of 
all citizens. In fact, people cooperate in systems only if they trust them, therefore 



traditionally minoritarian groups cannot be expected to cooperate because of 
distrust, especially if their mistrust is not misplaced.  
 
Farmer at al. 2010 Public Participation in National Preparedness and Response Plans 
for Pandemic influenza: Towards an Ethical Contribution to Public Health Policies. 
Ramon Llull Journal of Applied Ethics 
The article presents an analysis of the various national preparedness and response 
plans for pandemic influenza. In doing so, the author shows that public health has 
become necessary to preserve the economic and social integrity of nations as well as 
for the prevention of illness. This calls for the difficult creation of a negotiated 
balance between differing interests. Because of this, ethics and public participation 
are of increasing importance for their role in ethical justification as well as in their 
contribution to an effective management. 
Key words: preparedness, ethical justification, public participation 
 
Lofredo, M.P.P. (2020). Social Cohesion, Trust, And Government Action Against 
Pandemics, Eubios Journal of International and Asian Bioethics 30 (4), 182-189 
The paper analyses, although quite roughly, the restrictive measures and citizens’ 
response in the early stage of the pandemic in Italy, India, and Philippines. Assuming 
that the success of COVID-19 response relies on how cohesive the society is, how 
trusting the citizens are, and how trustworthy the government is, the author argues 
that the ways in which nations and societies respond to the pandemic today reveals 
the quality of leaders and people a nation has. 
Key words: restrictive measures, citizens’ response, COVID19 
 
Ding, H. (2014). Transnational Quarantine Rhetorics: Public Mobilization in SARS 
and in H1N1 Flu, Med Humanit (2014) 35:191–210. 
“The paper examines how Chinese governments, local communities, and overseas 
Chinese in North America responded to the perceived health risks of SARS and 
H1N1 flu through the use of public and participatory rhetoric about risk and 
quarantines. Focusing on modes of security and quarantine practices, I examine how 
globalization and the social crises surrounding SARS and H1N1 flu operated to 
regulate differently certain bodies and areas. I identify three types of quarantines and 
conduct a transnational comparative analysis to investigate the relationships among 
quarantines, rhetoric, and public communication. I argue that health authorities must 
openly acknowledge the legitimacy of public input and actively seek public support 
regarding health crises. Only by collaborating with concerned communities and 
citizens and by providing careful guidance for public participation can health 
institutions ensure the efficacy of quarantine orders during emerging epidemics.” 
Key words: restrictive measures, ethical justification, public adherence 
 
Faust et al. 2009: The role of faith-based organizations in the ethical aspects of 
pandemic flu planning. Lessons learned from the Toronto SARS experience. Public 
Health Ethics 2:1 105–112  



The study describes the perceptions of the restrictive measures during SARS 
outbreak of spiritual leaders in Toronto who were individually interviewed. Four 
central themes were identified: “the relationship between religious obligation and 
civic responsibilities; the role of faith-based organizations in supporting public 
health restrictive measures; the reciprocal obligations of public health and religious 
communities during restrictions; and justifiable limits to duties to care.” The authors 
conclude that spiritual leaders tend to find restrictive measures reasonable and can 
therefore help in the occurrence of a pandemic.  
Key words: Toronto, SARS, restrictive measures, citizens’ response, interviews 
 
Häyry, M. (2020). The COVID-19 Pandemic: Healthcare Crisis Leadership as Ethics 
Communication. Cambridge Quarterly of Healthcare Ethics, 1–9. 
The paper analyzes the different approaches to the COVID19 crisis taken by Sweden 
and Finland and the ways in which those approaches were communicated to the 
citizens, with a focus on the moral approaches employed to back up their strategies. 
While Sweden chose the herd immunity approach and could easily employ 
utilitarianism to justify it in front of the citizenry, Finland chose the constrain and 
mitigate strategy, shifting to the test, track, isolate and treat strategy later in the 
pandemic. This requires, apart from the utilitarian argumentation something like the 
republican political philosophy or selective truth telling. The author provides an 
ethical assessment of the two strategies and points out that selective truth telling is 
morally problematic in the context of liberal democracies in which trust is grounded 
in the principles of transparency and openness.  
Key words: restrictive measures, ethical justification, COVID19 
 
Everett, J.A.C., Colombatto, C., Chituc, V., Brady, W.J., Crockett, M.J. (work in 
progress). The effectiveness of moral messages on public health behavioral 
intentions during the COVID-19 pandemic.  
Empirical work evaluating the effectiveness of ethical justifications inspired by three 
moral traditions (deontological, virtue-based, utilitarian) as well as non-moral 
justifications for social distancing. They found no evidence that the utilitarian 
message was effective in changing intentions and beliefs while deontological 
massages had moderate effects compared to non-moral ones. The results suggest 
that public health messaging focused on duties and responsibilities toward family, 
friends and fellow citizens is a promising approach for future studies of interventions 
to slow the spread of COVID-19 in the US. 
Key words: restrictive measures, ethical justification, citizens’ response, empirical 
study, COVID19, US 
 
Maftei, A. & Holman, A. (2020) Beliefs in conspiracy theories, intolerance of 
uncertainty, and moral disengagement during the coronavirus crisis. Ethics and 
Behaviour                                        https://doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2020.1843171  
This study investigates the effect of conspiracy ideation, moral disengage-ment, and 
intolerance of uncertainty on compliance with the anti-SARS-COV -2 social 



distancing rules. Results indicate that conspiracy ideation is associated with lower 
assessments of virus risk and lower compliance with the confinement measures. 
Moral disengagement had a parallel effect of undermining personal compliance to 
the social distancing regulations, high-lighting the need to define social distancing as 
morally relevant and prevent individual justifications for noncompliance. 
Key words: restrictive measures, citizens’ response, empirical study, covid19, 
Romania 
 
Baum, N.M., Jacobson, P.D., Good, S.D. (2009). “Listen to the People”: Public 
Deliberation About Social Distancing Measures in a Pandemic. Am J Bioeth. 9(11):4-
14. Doi: 10.1080/15265160903197531 
The study investigates, through a focus group, the U.S. public perception about 
social distancing measures likely to be implemented during a pandemic. Participants 
expressed concerns about job security, shared opposition to closure of religious 
organizations. Group discussions elicited evidence of community-mindedness (e.g., 
recognition of an extant duty not to infect others), while some also acknowledged 
strong self-interest. Participants conveyed desire for opportunities for public input 
and education, and distrust of government. The authors conclude that social 
distancing measures may be challenging to implement and sustain due to strains on 
family resources and lack of trust in government. 
Key words: restrictive measures, public adherence, US 
 
 
2.2. Clinical ethics, (professional and non-professional healthcare workers’ 
responsibility and duty, triage/treatment allocation, vaccines), research 
ethics, social justice. 
 
Kapiriri & Ross (2020) The Politics of Disease Epidemics: A Comparative Analysis 
of the SARS, Zika, and Ebola Outbreaks. Global Social Welfare 7. 33–45 
This paper discusses scholars’ narratives on the “politics” of Ebola in a low-income 
setting, Zika virus in a middle-income setting, and SARS in a high-income setting. 
The narratives demonstrated the influence of power in whose narratives and what 
narratives are presented in the literature. Marginalized populations which are more 
exposed are less represented in the scholar narrative. A greater representation of 
these narratives migh mitigate the negative impact of the politics in epidemics.  
Key words: Other epidemics, narrative 
 
Raposo, V.L. (2020). Can China’s ‘standard of care’ for COVID-19 be replicated in 
Europe?, Journal of Medical Ethics 46, 451–454. doi:10.1136/medethics-2020-106210 
The paper provides a review of the measures taken by the Chinese government in 
response to COVID19 as well as the standard treatment of the disease in Chinese 
hospitals and argues that the Chinese model cannot be replicated in Europe due to 
a different distribution of powers, a lack of technological power and a different 
conception of human rights. 



Key words: restrictive measures, clinical ethics, comparative analysis  
 
Gulland, J. (2020). Households, bubbles and hugging grandparents: Caring and 
lockdown rules during COVID-19. Feminist Legal Studies, 28: 329–339 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10691-020-09445-z  
The paper investigates the implications of lockdown measures in the UK for 
women’s gendered caring roles, with a focus on the lack of a regulation for extended 
households and, in general, strictly interdependent individuals living in separated 
households. More broadly, the author argues that regulations in the UK overlooked 
the interdependency of human life, gendered aspects of caring and the inequalities 
of housing and living conditions. 
Key words: restrictive measures, social justice, COVID19, UK 
 
Chappell & Sienger (2020) Pandemic ethics: the case for risky research. Research 
Ethics. Vol. 16(3-4) 1–8  
They defend a principle of risk parity: “if it is permissible to expose some members 
of society (e.g. health workers or the economically vulnerable) to a certain level of 
ex ante risk in order to minimize overall harm from the virus, then it is permissible 
to expose fully informed volunteers to a comparable level of risk in the context of 
promising research into the virus.” 
Key words: research ethics, COVID19, ethical justification 
 
Schüklenk, U. (2020) What healthcare professionals owe us: why their duty to treat 
during a pandemic is contingent on personal protective equipment (PPE). Journal of 
Medical Ethics 46:432–435. doi:10.1136/medethics-2020-106278    
Healthcare professionals’ capacity to protect themselves depends on their ability to 
practice universal precautions and universal precautions rely on the availability of 
personal protective equipment. In covid-19 pandemic, precautions were insufficient 
due to democratic governments preference for low taxes policies over public-health 
investment. After discussing and discounting various ethical arguments in support 
of a professional obligation to treat the author concludes that in the current 
pandemic the failure of the governments provides an ethical rationale to justify 
healthcare workers’ refusal to provide care to infected patients.  
Key words: clinical ethics, health care workers’ duty, ethical justification 
 
Xiaolong Chen, X. Quanhui Liu, Q., Wang, R., Li, Q. and Wang W. (2020). Self-
Awareness-Based Resource Allocation Strategy for Containment of Epidemic 
Spreading. Hindawi Complexity. https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/3256415  
Self-awareness based resource allocation. The authors develop a matrix to calculate 
the balance between selflessness and cautiousness in decision-making and resource 
allocation in the context of pandemics. 
Key words: ethical justification, resource allocation 
 



McConnell, D. (2020). Balancing the duty to treat with the duty to family in the 
context of the COVID-19 pandemic. Journal of Medical Ethics 46:360–363. 
doi:10.1136/medethics-2020-106250 
The author argues that it is morally permissible for health care workers to abstain 
from work when their duty to treat is outweighed by the risks and burdens of the 
work, considering that the obligation to protect one’s family from infection 
contributes significantly to those burdens. The author also consider complicating 
factors such s the vulnerability of one’s family members, the worker’s role and the 
available resources. In conclusion, it is suggested that society should provide 
additional incentives to maintain sufficient staff in these roles. 
Key words: clinical ethics, health care workers’ duty, ethical justification, COVID19 
 
Damery, S., Draper, H., Wilson, S., Greenfield, S., Ives, J., Parry, J., Petts, J., Sorell, 
T. (2010) Healthcare workers’ perceptions of the duty to work during an influenza 
pandemic. 
The paper reports findings of a survey on health care workers’ perceptions of the 
duty to work during a pandemic. 
Key words: clinical ethics, health care workers’ duty, UK, empirical study 
  
 
 
 
3. LITERARY REVIEW IN THE EAST 
 
 
The COVID-19 epidemic was detected in Mainland China in December 2019, and 
the local epidemic was effectively controlled by the end of March 2020. During this 
time, not only medical and natural science experts conducted research on the 
epidemic; experts in the humanities and social sciences also discussed a series of 
issues caused by the epidemic. In the field of humanities and social sciences, related 
academic seminars have been held, and many related academic articles and special 
issues have been published. Journal of Shanghai Jiaotong University (Philosophy and Social 
Sciences) published a special issue "China Epidemic, Jiaotong University Wisdom" in 
October 2020. Experts talk about urban governance, public health crisis 
management systems, and epidemic prevention and control in public health 
emergencies, express opinions on measures and other issues, conduct special 
research on political, economic, cultural, legal, and management issues related to the 
epidemic, and provide practical and effective suggestions. The following will 
introduce 5 articles from scholars in different fields of Shanghai Jiaotong University. 
 
Part of the content here is quoted from the special issue of "China Epidemic, 
Jiaotong University Wisdom”, Journal of Shanghai Jiaotong University (Philosophy and 
Social Sciences) published in October 2020. 
 



a. Intelligent Rule of Law and Mode of Order for Pandemic Prevention 
and Control 

By CHENG Jinhua 

CHENG Jinhua is Distinguished Professor of Law and Vice Dean of KoGuan 
School of Law, Shanghai Jiao Tong University. He is also the Executive Director 
of the Law and Society Center. His research focuses on law and (financial) 
development, empirical legal studies, lawyers and society, and comparative 
central-local relations. He writes both in Chinese and English and has published 
articles at top Chinese journals such as Social Sciences in China, China Legal 
Science, Chinese Journal of Law, and Sociological Studies, and also at English 
journals such as The Brigham Young University Journal of Public Law and The 
China Review. Professor Cheng received Bachelor of Laws from East China 
University of Political Science & Law in 1998; Master of Laws from Peking 
University in 2001; M.Phil. in social science from Hong Kong University of 
Science & Technology in 2005; and L.L.M. and J.S.D. from Yale University in 
2007 and 2011 respectively. 

 

This paper summarizes the three modes of order that China has successively 
adopted and practiced to varying degree in the establishment and maintenance 
of social order, namely “physical mandatory order”, “data rational order”, and 
“intelligent legal order”. Besides, it analyzes the connotation of these three order 
construction modes, and compares their advantages and disadvantages. It 
advocates that the intelligent rule of law order for pandemic prevention and 
control should be optimized and upgraded to reduce the overall social cost of 
pandemic prevention and control. Moreover, it also summarizes six specific 
working mechanisms for practical reference. 

 

b. Systematic Reflection on Internal Consistency of the Healthy China 
Strategy in the Context of the COVID-19 Pandemic 

By ZHANG Lufa 

ZHANG Lufa is Professor and Vice Dean of School of International and Public 
Affairs, Shanghai Jiao Tong University. He is also the Associate Director of the 
China Institute for Urban Governance, and the Executive Director of the 
Institute of Healthy Yangtze River Delta. His research focuses on health policy 
and social security. Professor Zhang received PhD in Management from 
Shanghai Jiao Tong University in 2005. 



 

This paper not only reviews and summarizes the evolution of the “Healthy 
China” project, but also analyzes how those factors affect the public health in 
different stages. It concentrates on major opportunities, challenges, and 
difficulties in the current project, and proposes several constructive suggestions 
to promote the implementation of the “Health China” project. 

 

c. Globalization and Ways of Strengthening Global Governance in the 
Context of the COVID-19 Pandemic 

By LIU Hongsong 

LIU Hongsong is Professor of School of International and Public Affairs, 
Shanghai Jiao Tong University. His research focuses on global governance, 
international organizations, Chinese diplomacy and the politics and diplomacy of 
the EU. Professor Liu received PhD in International Relations from Fudan 
University in 2008. 

 

This paper discusses the following: The outbreak and spread of COVID-19 
pandemic is exerting a noticeable impact on the process of globalization, which 
has severely disrupted global value chains and caused a sharp contraction in the 
flow of capital and people. Since the underlying drivers of the globalization 
remain intact, the COVID-19 pandemic will not lead to the end of globalization. 
The pandemic signifies the gap between needs and capabilities in global 
governance. Meanwhile, its outbreak has posed a challenge to the entire world. 
Therefore, it is vitally important for the international community to strengthen 
global governance. As a mechanism in which decisions can be more easily made 
in crisis, G20 is the appropriate core forum in the COVID-19 crisis. It should 
play a political leadership role and accelerate its institutional development to 
improve global governance in the COVID-19 crisis.  

In order to better play apolitical leadership role, G20 needs to closely collaborate 
with other international organizations. Its institutional development can be 
achieved by strengthening the peer review function of ministerial meetings and 
increasing the openness of the G20 process. 

 

d. The Definition, Transmission and Governance of Infodemic 



By XU Jian, QIAN Yefu 

XU Jian, professor of School of Media and Communication, Shanghai Jiao Tong 
University. He received systematic academic training in literature, law, and 
management, and devoted many years to the study of interdisciplinary subjects 
include communication, law and management science. Professor XU received 
Bachelor of Literature from Fudan University in 1998; Master of Laws from 
Shanghai Jiao Tong University in 2003; and PhD in Management from Shanghai 
Jiao Tong University in 2015. 

QIAN Yefu, PhD student of School of Media and Communication, Shanghai 
Jiao Tong University. 

This paper discusses the following: Accompanied by the global spread of 
COVID-19, “infodemic” is spreading faster than the virus. “Infodemic” is 
characterized by an exponential transmission speed, massive transmission 
objects, a decentralization of transmission network, and a huge transmission 
effect. Based on the SEIR model, this paper simulates the network 
communication mechanism of the new coronavirus “infodemic” in social media, 
and analyzes the changes in susceptible nodes, exposed nodes, infectious nodes, 
and immune nodes under the framework of the situational crisis communication 
theory. The results show that the real information and the false information on 
cyberspace are in a “trade-off” situation. Different information correction 
strategies can have different results. Although simply blocking related false 
information can mitigate the effect of “infodemic”, it does not significantly 
change the time when the “infodemic” peaks. The effective strategy is that the 
government, opinion leaders, and the public work together to establish a global 
information governance mechanism to fundamentally control the spread and 
transmission of “infodemic”. 

 

e. Legal Response of Local Governments to the Outbreak of Infectious 
Diseases 

By YE Bifeng 

YE Bifeng is Professor of KoGuan School of Law, Shanghai Jiao Tong 
University. Professor Ye received Bachelor of Laws from East China University 
of Political Science & Law in 1984; and PhD from the Law School of Wuhan 
University in 2002. 

 



This paper discusses the following: Local governments have the right to 
proactively respond to emergencies of infectious diseases within the scope of 
their statutory powers, based on the principle of hierarchical responsibility rather 
than territorial management. Provincial governments have the right to announce 
the pandemic through the pandemic early warning system, the provincial health 
committee has the right to do so through the authorization system, and the 
county and city governments have the right to do so through the announcement 
system of prevention and control or on commission. With regard to whether or 
not to close the city, that is, to block the affected area, the local government has 
the right to implement purpose-fitting discretion in accordance with the legally 
stipulated and non-abandonable public safety needs. For those that meet the legal 
and factual conditions, the pandemic area should be sealed off. However, there 
are serious flaws in implementing blockades without declaring a pandemic area. 
The prevention and control measures of the local government should be 
sufficient to achieve statutory purposes and comply with the principle of benefit 
measurement. 

 
 
 
 


