S PECIAL P RINT
F ROM :
Medicine and Ethics in Times of Corona
edited by

Martin Woesler and Hans-Martin Sass

LIT

Content
BIOGRAPHIES..........................................................................................................................vii
FOREWORDS BY THE EDITORS
Corona – A Reflection During the Pandemic
Martin Woesler .............................................................................................................................1
Corona – A threat not just to individuals, but to social and political bodies
Hans-Martin Sass .........................................................................................................................3
TRIAGE
Rationing Health Care in the COVID-19 Pandemic: Implementing Ethical Triage
James F. Childress........................................................................................................................5
The Professional Ethics of Triage of Life-Sustaining Treatment in a Pandemic
Laurence B. McCullough ............................................................................................................15
The Corona Virus and Emergency Management. Triage, Epidemics, Biomedical Terror and Warfare
Hans-Martin Sass .......................................................................................................................25
The Question of Justice in Treating the COVID-19 Patients -- has prioritizing the fittest to receive the treatment become the norm?
Michael Cheng-tek Tai................................................................................................................37
RESPONSIBILITY
Responsibility and Ethics in Times of Corona
Martin Woesler ...........................................................................................................................45
Normality “ex post”: social conditions of moral responsibility
Carmen Kaminsky.......................................................................................................................63
ETHICS AND BIOETHICS
Ethics Approaches in Dealing with the Corona Pandemic
Mathias Schüz.............................................................................................................................75
Integrative bioethics in the time/not in the time of COVID-19: Caring, Behaving and
Responsibilities towards Future Generations
Hanna Hubenko ..........................................................................................................................87
THE ROLE OF ETHICS, ETHICS COMMITTEES
Do we still need Ethics? Morals hold the direction between opposite poles
Erny Gillen .................................................................................................................................99
The Pandemic Crisis and what it reveals about Western and Eastern Ethics
Alicia Hennig............................................................................................................................107
The Foundation and Functioning of the World Emergency COVID19 Pandemic Ethics
Committee
Darryl Macer ............................................................................................................................115
SOCIAL ISOLATION AND THE CATEGORY OF THE EXTRA VULNERABLE
The Hidden Cost of Social Isolation
Irene M. Miller..........................................................................................................................135
Ethics in times of Corona: Should close relatives of persons with COVID-19 be allowed to visit their loved ones in the hospital?
David Martin ............................................................................................................................139
The Corona Virus pandemic and the Al-majiri system in Nigeria: protecting the extra
vulnerable
Peter F. Omonzejele .................................................................................................................145

iv

Content

THE ROLE OF SCIENCE AND CORONA AS A SYMPTOM
Science and Ethics in Times of Crisis
Željko Kaluđerović....................................................................................................................151
Pandemic as a Symptom
Hrvoje Jurić ..............................................................................................................................161
GOOD PRACTICE
Good Clinical Practice compliance in pandemic COVID19: It is feasible?
Salvador Ribas..........................................................................................................................173
Autonomy and Trust: Conclusions from the Greek Model of Management of the
COVID-19 Pandemic
Eleni Kalokairinou....................................................................................................................181
REGIONAL EXPERIENCES
The technology Utilization and Social Background that led to the K-Quarantine
Jiwon Shim, Juhee Eom, Sun Geu Chae ...................................................................................187
Corona Combat, Human Dignity and the Rights: Global Reflections and Indian Milieu
- An Ethical Evaluation
Rishi Raj Kishore......................................................................................................................197
Controversy in Japan’s testing policy against the novel coronavirus disease and the
difficulties surrounding the fact
Yutaka Kato ..............................................................................................................................221
Ethical and Policy Issues in the Epidemic of Coronavirus in China. A Defense for Offensive Strategy against the Spread of Zoonosis
Ruipeng Lei, Renzong Qiu ........................................................................................................233
PHILOSOPHICAL, DAOIST AND CONFUCIANIST PERSPECTIVES
Infectious diseases bear Philosophy
Kiyokazu Nakatomi ...................................................................................................................245
The Moment of Dao: Despair, Joy, and Resilience in the Time of Global Pandemic
2020
Robin R. Wang ..........................................................................................................................255
Communitarianism, Liberalism and Confucianism
Yuli Liu .....................................................................................................................................263
MODERNITY AND SUSTAINABILITY, DATA
Bioethics and Pandemics in the Modern World: COVID-19
Farida Tansykovna Nezhmetdinova, Marina Elisovna Guryleva..............................................271
Sustainable COVID-19 Response Measures: An Ethical Imperative for Enhancing
Core Human Capabilities
Leonardo D. de Castro, Jeanette Yasol-Naval..........................................................................283
Personal Data and COVID-19
Márcia Santana Fernandes, José Roberto Goldim ...................................................................301
ECONOMICS
A Shift in Economic Paradigms – The Newmality
Christian Buschmann................................................................................................................315

Martin Woesler/Hans-Martin Sass

v

Of Nemesis and Narcissus: Lessons COVID may provide for enterprises – and ethics
– of global health promotion and biosecurity
Diane DiEuliis, Nikola B. Kohls, James Giordano...................................................................323
The Coronavirus Pandemic under Unfavourable Social Economic Conditions
Geni Maria Hoss.......................................................................................................................329
Post-Pandemic Business Pivot: 4 Trends to Watch
Sean Hull ..................................................................................................................................337
WORK LIFE
Strategies for the New World of Work
Paul Melot de Beauregard........................................................................................................343
Home office in the pandemic: Curse or blessing?
Eva Dahlke, Peter Kegel...........................................................................................................351
REFLECTION AND THEOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVE
Declaration of War on Modern Civilization by the New Coronavirus is a Great
Opportunity to Review it
Tsuyoshi Awaya .............................................................................................................. 357
Islam’s Approach to Infectious Diseases through the Eyes of a Ninth Century Muslim
Scholar
Baydar, Tuba Erkoç..................................................................................................................365
How Can God Let this Happen? A Theological Reflection on the Pandemic
Martin Eberle ...........................................................................................................................377
OUTLOOK
Beyond Pandemics: the Reorganization of Powers and the New Face of Society
Christian Byk ............................................................................................................................389
The Syndemic Perspective and the Need for Health Hermeneutics
Fernando Lolas.........................................................................................................................405
Between Ego(centr)ism and Cooperation: Would People become Moraly Disengaged
or More Altruistic after the COVID-19 pandemic?
Ana Fritzhand, Dejan Donev ....................................................................................................411
Statement on Individual Autonomy and Social Responsibility
WeCope (Coordinator Derril Macer) .......................................................................................419

Biographies
Awaya, Prof. Dr. Tsuyoshi B.Sc., LL.M., Ph.D., Professor of Bioethics and Medical Law, Faculty of Law, Okayama Shoka University, Okayama, Japan. (Professor Emeritus, Okayama University, Okayama, Japan). Specialization in Bioethics, Medical Law, Law and Sociology. Honors: 1. Testimony at the U.S. Congress on the Transplantation of Organs from Executed Prisoners in China, 1998, 2. Award for Promotion of Research from the Japan Association for Bioethics, 1996. About 40 Books and Over 100 Academic Articles. For many years, he has been
conducting fact-finding surveys, legislative researches, etc. on organ transplantation in Asian
countries. Specifically, he conducted various surveys on organ trafficking in India and the Philippines, on excuted prisoners and Falun Gong transplants in China. He had a testimony and a
statement on the transplantation of organs from executed prisoners in China at the International
Relations Committee and the Government Reform and Oversight Committee of the United
States House of Representatives on June 4, 1998: DECLARATION OF WAR ON MODERN
CIVILIZATION BY THE NEW CORONAVIRUS IS A GREAT OPPORTUNITY TO REVIEW IT.
Baydar, Prof. Dr. Tuba Erkoç is Assistant Professor with Ibn Haldun University. She was
born in Bitlis, graduated from Uludag University Faculty of Theology with a minor in Social
Sciences in 2009. She completed her master’s degree at the Faculty of Theology at Istanbul
University in 2011 with her thesis, “Command and Prohibition in Abû Ishâq Al-Shîrâzî’s Legal
Thought”. In 2011, her doctorate studies started at Marmara University in the field of Islamic
Law and she continued to work as research assistant at the same department. In 2017, she
gained the title of doctor with the thesis of “Euthanasia and Withholding Treatment: an Islamic
Legal Analysis”. Tuba Erkoc Baydar was born in a scholarly family and began her studies at an
early age under her family. Her madrasah education continued at Bursa and at Istanbul. Meanwhile, she completed ISAM’s AYP program. She has been at France, Syria and Jordan for educational purposes and in 2014, she stayed for a year at United States at Georgetown University
Kennedy Institute of Ethics for conducting research and participating several courses: ISLAM’S
APPROACH TO INFECTIOUS DISEASES THROUGH THE EYES OF A NINTH CENTURY MUSLIM SCHOLAR.
Beauregard, Hon. Prof. Dr. Paul Melot de is a partner of the international law firm of Jones
Day in Dusseldorf and honorary professor of Fern University Hagen (Germany). After finishing
his studies at the universities in Munich and Wurzburg with the first state exam he earned his
Ph.D. under Curt-Wolfgang Hergenröder at Wurzburg University with a thesis dealing with collective bargaining agreements. After that he earned the degree of an LL.M. (labour law) at the
London School of Economics (UK). He advises and publishes in regard to all matters involving
German and European employment law: STRATEGIES FOR THE NEW WORLD OF WORK.
Buschmann, Dr. Christian, is Treasury Manager at a Frankfurt-based broker
dealer, a subsidiary of one of Japan’s largest banking groups. Before this he spent 11 years at a
leading German Bank in several positions in Frankfurt am Main, London, and Luxembourg. He
holds a diploma-degree in business administration from the Business and Information Technology School (BiTS) in Iserlohn and a MA and PhD from the Frankfurt School of Finance &
Management. Since 2017 he is board member of the Allied European Financial Markets Associaton (AEFMA) and responsible for AEFMA’s education programme. cfc.buschmann@gmail.com: A SHIFT IN ECONOMIC PARADIGMS – THE NEWMALITY.
Byk, Christian, is Judge at the Court of Appeal in Paris, Secretary General of the International
Association of Law, Ethics and Science and Chairman of the Intergovernmental Bioethics
Committee of UNESCO (2017-2019). christian.byk@gmail.com: BEYOND PANDEMICS:
THE REORANIZATION OF POWERS AND THE NEW FACE OF SOCIETY
Castro, Prof. Dr. Leonardo d. de, - Professorial Lecturer, Department of Philosophy, University of the Philippines Diliman, Quezon City. He chairs the Philippine Health Research Ethics
Board and is a member of the National Ethics Committee. He has been lecturing for UNESCO’s

viii

Biographies

Ethics Teacher Training Course. He has served as Senior Research Fellow at the National University of Singapore, Editor-in-Chief of the Asian Bioethics Review, Vice President of the
UNESCO International Bioethics Committee, President of the Asian Bioethics Association, and
Centennial Professor at the University of the Philippines. His research interests include research
ethics, transplant ethics, ethics of migration, bioethics teaching and Pilosopiyang Pilipino. Decastro.bioethics@gmail.com: SUSTAINABLE COVID-19 RESPONSE MEASURES: AN
ETHICAL IMPERATIVE FOR ENHANCING CORE HUMAN CAPABILITIES.
Chae, Sun Geu is Research Engineer at the Industrial Engineering Department in Hanyang
University, South Korea. His research interests include data mining based on machine learning
and deep learning algorithms; itwavesu@gmail.com: THE TECHNOLOGY UTILIZATION
AND SOCIAL BACKGROUND THAT LED TO THE K-QUARANTINE.
Childress, Prof. em. James F. is Professor Emeritus at the University of Virginia, where he
was formerly University Professor, the John Allen Hollingsworth Professor of Ethics, Professor
of Religious Studies, and founding director of the Institute for Practical Ethics and Public Life.
He is the author of numerous articles and several books in biomedical ethics and in other areas
of ethics. His books include Principles of Biomedical Ethics (with Tom L. Beauchamp); the 8th
edition/40th anniversary edition appeared in 2019; the book has been translated into a dozen
other languages. His most recent book is Public Bioethics: Principles and Problems (2020).
Childress has served on several national committees examining bioethics and public policy. He
was vice chair of the national Task Force on Organ Transplantation, served on the Recombinant
DNA Advisory Committee, and was appointed to the National Bioethics Advisory Commission
by President Clinton. He is an elected member of the National Academy of Medicine: RATIONING HEALTH CARE IN THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC: IMPLEMENTING ETHICAL
TRIAGE.
Dahlke, Dr. med. Eva physician in training to specialize in occupational medicine with a profound knowledge of emergency medicine and global assistance medicine. Postgraduate studies
in medical ethics focusing on the interface between occupational medicine and ethics, primarily
digital communication transformation concerning vulnerable groups: HOME OFFICE IN THE
PANDEMIC: CURSE OR BLESSING?
DiEuliis, Dr. Diane is a Senior Research fellow at National Defense University. Her research
areas focus on emerging biological technologies, biodefense, and preparedness for biothreats. Specific topic areas under this broad research portfolio include dual use life sciences
research, synthetic biology, the US bioeconomy, disaster recovery, and behavioral, cognitive,
and social science as it relates to important aspects of deterrence and preparedness. Dr. DiEuliis
currently lectures in a variety of foundational professional military education courses across all
the services: OF NEMESIS AND NARCISSUS: LESSONS COVID MAY PROVIDE FOR
ENTERPRISES – AND ETHICS – OF GLOBAL HEALTH PROMOTION AND BIOSECURITY.
Donev, Prof. Dr. Dejan. Born in Skopje, North Macedonia, in 1976. He completed his studies
in philosophy at the Faculty of Philosophy, Ss. Cyril and Methodius University in Skopje in
1999. He received master degree from the same University in 2005, and doctoral degree in June
2008, both in philosophy. The key research interests of prof. Donev are in Ethics, History of
Ethics, especially Bioethics, Ecological Ethics and Animal Ethics. During his professional career he has published numerous scientific papers, participated in a number of referent international scientific conferences and congresses, as well as in national and regional scientific research projects. Prof. Donev is working on the Department of Philosophy at the Faculty of
Philosophy,University “Sts.Cyril and Methodius”, in Skopje, N. Macedonia and currently is the

Martin Woesler/Hans-Martin Sass

ix

Head of the Center for integrative bioethics at the same faculty. E-mail contact: donevdejan@fzf.ukim.edu.mk: BETWEEN EGO(CENTR)ISM AND COOPERATION: WOULD
PEOPLE BECOME MORALY DISENGAGED OR MORE ALTRUISTIC AFTER THE
COVID-19 PANDEMIC?
Eberle, Dr. theol. Martin, studied Protestant Theology in Heidelberg, Leipzig, Berlin, Bielefeld and Madurai (India). With an interdisciplinary work on the topic “Understanding Economic
Ethics. Max Weber’s Studies on Ancient Judaism from a theological-ethical perspective” he
received his doctorate from the Kirchliche Hochschule Wuppertal/Bethel (Germany). He is the
pastor of the German Lutheran Church Washington, D.C.: HOW CAN GOD LET THIS

HAPPEN? A THEOLOGICAL REFLECTION ON THE PANDEMIC.
Elisovna, Prof. Dr. Guryleva Marina doctor of medical Sciences, Professor of the Department
of biomedical ethics, biomedical law with a course in the history of medicine of the Kazan state
medical University. Chairman of the Local Ethics Committee for clinical research of Kazan
state medical University, member of the International society of clinical bioethics. Research
interests: bioethics, ethics and standards of clinical research, history of medicine, public health.
E-mail: meg4478@mail.ru: BIOETHICS AND PANDEMICS IN THE MODERN WORLD:
COVID-19.
Eom, Prof. Juhee is Research Professor in the Graduate School of Public Health at Yonsei University in Korea. She studied constitutional law, public law and bioethics at Yonsei University in
Korea and leads an NRF-funded (National Research Foundation of Korea) project on neurolaw
foundation construction in relation to emerging technology, neuroscience and ethics on legal
perspectives; juheelight@gmail.com: THE TECHNOLOGY UTILIZATION AND SOCIAL
BACKGROUND THAT LED TO THE K-QUARANTINE.
Fernandes, Prof. Dr. Márcia Santana - Brazil. PhD in Law (UFRGS) and Post-Doctorate in
Medicine in Medical Sciences (UFRGS). Professor of the Professional Master in Clinical Research of the Hospital de Clínicas de Porto Alegre (HCPA) and Associate Researcher of the
Bioethics and Ethics in Science Research Laboratory (LAPEBEC/HCPA). Collaborating Professor at PPGD-PUCRS. Professor at Feevale University. Associate and member of the board of
the Institute for Cultural Studies (IEC). Fellow of the Digital Society Inititiave, University of
Zurich. CV: http://lattes.cnpq.br/2132565174726788: PERSONAL DATA AND COVID-19.
Fritzhand, Prof. Dr. Ana. Born in Skopje, North Macedonia, in 1978. She completed her studies in psychology at the Faculty of Philosophy, Ss. Cyril and Methodius University in Skopje in
2001. She received master degree from the same University in 2007, and doctoral degree in
May 2010, both in psychology. The key research interests of prof. Fritzhand are in Developmental psychology, Moral psychology, and the Psychology of peace and conflict. During her
professional career she has published numerous scientific papers, participated in a number of
referent international scientific conferences and congresses, as well as in national and regional
scientific research projects. Prof. Fritzhand is currently the head of the Department of Psychology at the Faculty of Philosophy in Skopje and Vice President of the Chamber of Psychologists
of North Macedonia. E-mail contact: anaf@fzf.ukim.edu.mk: BETWEEN EGO(CENTR)ISM
AND COOPERATION: WOULD PEOPLE BECOME MORALY DISENGAGED OR MORE
ALTRUISTIC AFTER THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC?
Gillen, Dr. theol. Erny (*1960), founder and director of Moral Factory, has taught and published on ethics in theology, medicine and organisations in Luxembourg and Freiburg i.Br. for
over twenty years. As a practical ethicist, he has led Caritas in Luxembourg, was President of
Caritas Europa and First Vice-President of Caritas Internationalis, and Vicar General of the

x

Biographies

Archdiocese
of
Luxembourg
in
times
of
extensive
erny.gillen@moralfactory.com: DO WE STILL NEED ETHICS?

restructuring.-

Giordano, Prof. Dr. James, Ph.D., is Professor in the Departments of Neurology
and Biochemistry and Chief of the Neuroethics Studies Program, in the Pellegrino Center for
Clinical Bioethics, Georgetown University Medical Center, Washington DC, USA; and Senior
Research Fellow, Biosecurity, Technology and Ethics, US Naval War College, Newport RI,
USA; jg353@georgetown.edu: OF NEMESIS AND NARCISSUS: LESSONS COVID MAY
PROVIDE FOR ENTERPRISES – AND ETHICS – OF GLOBAL HEALTH PROMOTION
AND BIOSECURITY.
Goldim, Prof. Dr. José Roberto - Brazil. PhD in Medicine: Medical Clinic at the Federal University of Rio Grande do Sul (UFRGS). Master in Education (UFRGS) and Biologist. Biologist
at Hospital de Clínicas de Porto Alegre (HCPA) and head of the Bioethics Service at the Hospital. He is a Collaborating Professor at UFRGS School of Medicine, being responsible for the
disciplines of Bioethics at PPG in Medicine: Medical Sciences/UFRGS and Supervising Professor at Master's and Doctorate level at this same PPG. Associate Professor at PUCRS Medical
School, in charge of Bioethics and Gerontology discipline at PPG in Biomedical Gerontology/PUCRS and Supervising Professor at Master's and Doctorate level. He coordinates the Bioethics Research Group - Interinstitutional Bioethics Nucleus, existing since 1998, with a line of
research on Bioethics and Complexity. He is the researcher responsible for the Bioethics and
Ethics in Science Research Laboratory of the Experimental Research Center of HCPA. In 2017
he received the Fritz Jahr International Award for Research and Promotion of European Bioethics. Fellow of the Digital Society Inititiave, University of Zurich. CV
http://lattes.cnpq.br/0485816067416121: PERSONAL DATA AND COVID-19.
Hennig, Prof. Dr. Alicia is holding a full research position as Associate Professor of Business
Ethics at the department of philosophy at Southeast University in Nanjing, China. She obtained
her PhD in philosophy and applied ethics (business ethics) from Technical University Darmstadt, Germany with co-supervision from Thomas Pogge (Yale, CT, US). During her PhD she
worked at a leading private business school in Germany, Frankfurt School of Finance and Management, and published first working papers on China and business ethics. Her current research
focuses on Chinese philosophy and its application in organizations in the context of values, ethics and innovation. In addition to her research she also has practical working experience gained
at Chinese as well as foreign companies in China: COMMUNITARIANISM, LIBERALISM
AND CONFUCIANISM.
Hoss, Prof. em. Dr. Geni Maria holds a PhD in theology with a major in bioethics, from
Faculdade EST, Brazil. She was professor of bioethics in the courses of human sciences. Currently is an independent scholar and is also active as guest lecturer and consultant in the area of
bioethics, hospital humanization projects, health and spirituality, pastoral counseling and Christian Theology and environmental responsibility. E-Mail contact: geni.hoss@yahoo.com.br: THE
CORONAVIRUS PANDEMIC UNDER UNFAVOURABLE SOCIAL ECONOMIC CONDITIONS.
Hubenko, Prof. Dr. Hanna, Ph.D., is Associate Professor in the Department of Public Health
of the Medical Institute (Sumy State University (SSU) and Founder and Head of ‘Bioethics’
(NGO), hanna.hubenko@gmail.com, bioethics.ngo@gmail.com: INTEGRATIVE BIOETHICS
IN THE TIME/NOT IN THE TIME OF COVID-19: CARING, BEHAVING AND RESPONSIBILITIES TOWARDS FUTURE GENERATIONS.

Martin Woesler/Hans-Martin Sass

xi

Jurić, Prof. Dr. Hrvoje, PhD, born in 1975 in Bihać, Bosnia and Herzegovina, studied Philosophy and Croatian Culture at the University of Zagreb (University Centre for Croatian Studies), earned his PhD degree 2007 in Philosophy at the University of Zagreb (Faculty of Humanities and Social Sciences), worked since 2000 in the Department of Philosophy of the Faculty of
Humanities and Social Sciences, University of Zagreb, since 2019 as Full Professor of Ethics
and Bioethics. Head of the Department of Philosophy (2016-2020) and Head of Department’s
Chair of Ethics (since 2015). Chief Secretary of the international conferences “Days of Frane
Petrić” (2002-2006) and “Lošinj Days of Bioethics” (since 2002). Since 2014 Chief Secretary of
the Centre of Excellence for Integrative Bioethics, which embraces seven Croatian bioethical
institutions. President of the Croatian Bioethics Society (2016-2020). Since 2017 Head of the
University Centre for Integrative Bioethics of the University of Zagreb. Since 1999 Deputy Editor of the philosophical journals “Filozofska istraživanja” and “Synthesis philosophica”. hjuric@yahoo.com: PANDEMIC AS A SYMPTOM.
Kalokairinou, Prof. Eleni is Professor of Philosophy, Ethics and Bioethics, Aristotle University of Thessaloniki, E-mail: ekalo@edlit.auth.gr: AUTONOMY AND TRUST: CONCLUSIONS FROM THE GREEK MODEL OF MANAGEMENT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC.
Kaluđerović, Prof. Željko (1964, Vrbas, Serbia) is employed as Full Professor at the Department of Philosophy at the Faculty of Philosophy of the University in Novi Sad, Serbia (subjects:
Hellenic Philosophy, Hellenistic-Roman Philosophy, Ethics, Bioethics, Journalistic Ethics and
Philosophy of Morality), and at the Department of Philosophy and Sociology at the Faculty of
Philosophy of the University in Tuzla, Bosnia and Herzegovina (subjects: Ancient Greek
Philosophy and Political Philosophy). Books: Aristotle and Presocratics (2004), Hellenic
Concept of Justice (2010), Presocratic Understanding of Justice (2013), Philosophical Triptych
(2014), Dike and Dikaiosyne (2015), Early Greek Philosophy (2017) and Stagirites (2018). He
has published more than 120 papers and reviews in different science and philosophy journals in
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Montenegro, North Macedonia,
Romania, Serbia, Turkey and USA. Kaluđerović took part in around 55 international
symposiums and in one international congress (9th World Congress of Bioethics). He is an editor
in chief of the Journal of Philosophy Arhe (Novi Sad), coordinator of the Center for Bioethics at
the Department of Philosophy, Faculty of Philosophy, University in Novi Sad and a member of
several editorial boards of journals and proceedings, organizational, scientific and program
committees of various international conferences and symposiums, E-mail contact: zeljko.kaludjerovic@ff.uns.ac.rs: SCIENCE AND ETHICS IN TIMES OF CRISIS.
Kaminsky, Prof. Dr. Carmen, PhD, is full professor for Practical Philosophy at the Faculty for
Applied Social Studies at Cologne University of Applied Sciences and private lecturer at
Heinrich-Heine-University-Duesseldorf, both in Germany. Her research areas of focus concern
central issues of applied ethics. She published on diverse topics of medical-ethics, public healthethics, media-ethics and ethics of social work. Her most recent works issue ethical questions of
digital technologies. – carmen.kaminsky@th-koeln.de: NORMALITY “EX POST”: SOCIAL
CONDITIONS OF MORAL RESPONSIBILITY.
Kato, Prof. Dr. Yutaka currently holds an associate professorship in the Department of Liberal
Arts at Ishikawa Prefectural Nursing University and will be a professor at Shiga University of
Medical Sciences in October 2020. His main research interests include comparative study of the
ethical, legal, and social dimensions of healthcare. He received a Ph.D. in medical ethics from
Osaka University after completing a master’s degree in religious ethics at Yale University:

xii

Biographies

CONTROVERSY IN JAPAN’S TESTING POLICY AGAINST THE NOVEL
CORONAVIRUS DISEASE AND THE DIFFICULTIES SURROUNDING THE FACT.
Kegel, Hans-Peter, born on 20.04.1981 in Homburg/Saar, works as a physician in the field of
occupational, social and environmental medicine since 2009. His professional experience includes the planning, implementation and evaluation of scientific studies in the field of occupational, social and environmental medicine, working in student teaching and the training and further education of medical professionals, as well as providing occupational medical care for employees at schools in the state of Rhineland-Palatinate. Previously published contributions, including book contributions, range from topics of classical occupational medicine such as occupational toxicology to questions of future trends of occupational medicine with regard to
new/digital media: HOME OFFICE IN THE PANDEMIC: CURSE OR BLESSING?.
Kishore, Dr. Rishi Raj is an expert in both, Medicine and Law. He served the Ministry of
Health, Government of India for nearly 35 years and was associated with the drafting of Indian
Transplantation of Human Organs Act, 1994. In 1997, Dr. Kishore founded the Indian Society
for Health Law and Ethics (ISHLE) of which he continues to be the President till date. In 2002,
Dr. Kishore was appointed a Health Law and Bioethics Fellow in the Boston University School
of Health Law, USA. He has been on the Board of Governors, World Association for Medical
Law and has been the Chairman, International Committee on Organ Transplantation. He has
also been a rapporteur for the World Health Organization. Subsequent to his retirement from
the Ministry of Health in 2004, Dr. Kishore has been practicing as an advocate in the Supreme
Court of India. Dr. Kishore has been working on a variety of issues in bioethics, health law and
human rights such as organ transplantation, end of life, clinical trial on human subjects, assisted
reproductive technologies, foetal rights, abortion, sex selection, stem cells, cloning, HIV/AIDS,
DNA sampling, and human dignity. By now, he has presented nearly 100 papers in international
conferences and several of his articles have appeared in leading international journals: CORONA COMBAT, HUMAN DIGNITY AND THE RIGHTS: GLOBAL REFLECTIONS AND
INDIAN MILIEU - AN ETHICAL EVALUATION.
Lei, Dr. Ruipeng works at the Department of Philosophy, Centre for Bioethics, Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Wuhan, China. Contact E-Mail: lxp73615@163.com:
ETHICAL AND POLICY ISSUES IN THE EPIDEMIC OF CORONAVIRUS IN CHINA. A
DEFENSE FOR OFFENSIVE STRATEGY AGAINST THE SPREAD OF ZOONOSIS.
Liu, Prof. Dr. Yuli is a Professor in traditional Chinese Ethics at the Department of Philosophy,
the Party School of the Central Committee of C.P.C. She graduated from Renmin University of
China with Master’s Degree in 1997 and got her PhD in Philosophy at the University of HULL,
UK in 2002. She was a post-doctoral fellow in the National University of Singapore in 2003.
She was also invited to be a visiting scholar at Yale University and the University of Trinity St.
David Wales. In 2015, 2016 and 2017, she was invited to give speeches in the World Peace
Convention in the UNESCO: COMMUNITARIANISM, LIBERALISM AND CONFUCIANISM.
Lolas, Dr. Fernando is Medical Doctor both at the University of Chile as well as the Central
University of Chile: THE SYNDEMIC PERSPECTIVE AND THE NEED FOR
HEALTH HERMENEUTICS.
Macer, Dr. Darryl, Ph.D., Hon.D., is Director, Eubios Ethics Institute, New Zealand, Japan
and Thailand, Email: darryl@eubios.info: THE FOUNDATION AND FUNCTIONING OF
THE WORLD EMERGENCY COVID19 PANDEMIC ETHICS COMMITTEE.

Martin Woesler/Hans-Martin Sass

xiii

Martin, Prof. Dr. David, born 1973 in Vermont, USA, grew up in the USA, France and England. He is a pediatrician, pediatric endocrinologist, oncologist, diabetologist and hematologist.
He holds the Gerhard Kienle Chair of Medical Theory, Integrative and Anthroposophic Medicine at the University of Witten/Herdecke and leads the pediatric endocrinology, diabetology
and integrative pediatric oncology services in the Filderklinik, an anthroposophic hospital in
Germany. He has received several prizes for his research in the field of growth, skeletal development and endocrinology and is Counselling Professor of the German National Academic
Foundation. He is the founder and director of www.feverapp.org, www.warmuptofever.org, and
the Clinical Foundation Course of the Eugen-Kolisko Academy www.kolisko-academy.org,
faculty of www.anthroposophic-drs-training.org, scientific director of http://icihm.damid.de/en
and is co-founder and co-director of www.lebens-Weise.org and www.medienfasten.org. Contact: Chair of Medical Theory, Integrative and Anthroposophic Medicine, Department of Health,
University of Witten/Herdecke. David.Martin@uni-wh.de: ETHICS IN TIMES OF CORONA:
SHOULD CLOSE RELATIVES OF PERSONS WITH COVID-19 BE ALLOWED TO VISIT
THEIR LOVED ONES IN THE HOSPITAL?
McCullough, Prof. Dr. Laurence B., Ph.D. is Professor of Obstetrics and Gynecology in the
Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology of Zucker School of Medicine at Hofstra/Northwell,
Hempstead, New York, and Ethics Scholar in the Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology of
Lenox Hill Hospital, New York, New York. In 2016 the President and Board of Trustees of
Baylor College of Medicine (Houston, Texas) made him Distinguished Emeritus Professor in
Baylor’s Center for Medical Ethics and Health Policy, upon his retirement from the College after 28 years on its faculty. In 2013 he was recognized for his contribution to medical education
at Baylor with the Barbara and Corbin J. Robertson, Jr., Presidential Award for Excellence in
Education. He has published 590 papers in the peer-reviewed scientific, clinical, ethics, and
philosophical journals, as well as 62 original chapters in scholarly books. He is the author or coauthor of 8 books and editor or co-editor of 8 books. He is currently writing Thomas Percival’s
Medical Ethics and editing Thomas Percival’s Medical Jurisprudence and Medical Ethics for
the Philosophy and Medicine book series published by Springer (New York City). He lives in
Austin, Texas, with his wife Linda J. Quintanilla, Ed.D., a retired community college history
professor and active scholar of Mexican American history. E-Mail contact: Laurence.McCullough@bcm.edu. Contact: mctaicht@gmail.com: THE PROFESSIONAL ETHICS
OF TRIAGE OF LIFE-SUSTAINING TREATMENT IN A PANDEMIC.
Miller, Irene M. celloimm@aol.com, born in Berlin, a cellist, has practiced medicine in USA,
China and Africa. Now retired, she lives in New Hampshire: THE HIDDEN COST OF SOCIAL ISOLATION.
Nezhmetdinova, Prof. Dr. Farida Tansykovna, PhD of philosopher, associate Professor.
Head of the Department of philosophy and law of Kazan state Agrarian University, Federal expert in the scientific and technical sphere of the Ministry of science and higher education of the
Russian Federation, President of the International society of clinical bioethics, member of the
Local Ethical Committee for clinical research of Kazan state medical University, Deputy
Chairman of the Local Ethical Committee for clinical research of Kazan Federal University.
Research interests: bioethics, social and ethical problems of modern technologies, professional
education. E-mail: nadgmi@mail.ru: BIOETHICS AND PANDEMICS IN THE MODERN
WORLD: COVID-19.
Omonzejele, Dr. Peter, PhD, is a philosopher and bioethicist. He trained in bioethics at the
University of Witwatersrand, Johannesburg, South Africa and at the University of Central Lan-

xiv

Biographies

cashire, Preston, England. He is Professor of Cross-Cultural Bioethics in the Department of Philosophy, University of Benin, Benin-City, Nigeria. – pfomonzejele@yahoo.com: THE CORONA VIRUS PANDEMIC AND THE AL-MAJIRI SYSTEM IN NIGERIA: PROTECTING
THE EXTRA VULNERABLE.
Qiu, Prof. Renzong, Professor, Institute of Philosophy, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences;
Institute of Bioethics, Centre for Ethics and Moral Studies, Renmin University of China; qiurenzong@hotmail.com: A DEFENSE FOR OFFENSIVE STRATEGY AGAINST THE
SPREAD OF ZOONOSIS.
Ribas, Dr. Salvador holds a PhD in Philosophy from the University of Barcelona; he is Manager for Quality Assurance in clinical trials, a Board Member of the Spanish Quality Assurance
Society (SEGCIB), and also Vice-President of the International Society for Clinical Bioethics
(ISCB); salvador.ribas@gmail.com: GOOD CLINICAL PRACTICE COMPLIANCE IN PANDEMIC COVID19: IT IS FEASIBLE?
Sass, Prof. em. Dr. Hans-Martin, is Professor Emeritus at Georgetown University, Washington DC and Ruhr-University, Bochum FRG, Honorary Professor at Renmin University and Peking Union Medical College in Beijing, PRC. This article is based on 2005 and 2009 lectures at
Peking Union Medical College and Tsinghua University, PRC, and in hospitals in Bochum,
FRG. His numerous articles and books discuss issues of bioethics, philosophy and social and
political science. - sasshm@aol.com: THE CORONA VIRUS AND EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT. TRIAGE, EPIDEMICS, BIOMEDICAL TERROR AND WARFARE.
Schüz, Prof. Dr. phil. Mathias studied physics, philosophy and education at the Johannes
Gutenberg University of Mainz. He was a co-initiator and long-standing member of the Executive Board of the Gerling Academy for Risk Research, Zurich, and is currently Professor of Responsible Leadership and Business Ethics at the Zurich University of Applied Sciences
(ZHAW) in Winterthur, Switzerland: ETHICS APPROACHES IN DEALING WITH THE
CORONA PANDEMIC.
Sean Hull is a technologist, problem solver and consultant with a 15+ year history of designing,
planning and driving the delivery of strategic programs globally, primarily in the insurance domain. His track record includes work with Fortune 50 firms, Big Six Consulting, and not-forprofit organizations. Sean is a certified project manager and his academic qualifications include
a Master of Business Administration (MBA) from Ashland University and a Bachelor of Arts
(BA) in International Relations from the Ohio State University; sean.hull@gmail.com: POSTPANDEMIC BUSINESS PIVOT: 4 TRENDS TO WATCH.
Shim, Prof. Dr. Jiwon is Research Professor in Humanities Research Institute at Chung-Ang
University in Korea. She wrote her PhD dissertations on human enhancement at Muenster University in Germany, and leads an NRF-funded (National Research Foundation of Korea) project
on issues of human enhancement, artificial intelligence, and medical ethics;
g1dmpkr@gmail.com: THE TECHNOLOGY UTILIZATION AND SOCIAL BACKGROUND
THAT LED TO THE K-QUARANTINE.
Sun Geu Chae is Research Engineer at the Industrial Engineering Department in Hanyang University, South Korea. His research interests include data mining based on machine learning and
deep learning algorithms; itwavesu@gmail.com: THE TECHNOLOGY UTILIZATION AND
SOCIAL BACKGROUND THAT LED TO THE K-QUARANTINE.
Tai, Prof. Dr. Michael Cheng-tek, Chair professor of bioethics and medical humanities of the
Institute of Medicine, Chungshan Medical Univeristy, Taichung, Taiwan. He earned his Ph.D.
in Comparative Ethics from Concordia University in Montreal, Canada and had taught at Con-

Martin Woesler/Hans-Martin Sass

xv

cordia University, Montreal, King College, Bristol, Tennessee and University of Saskatchewan,
Saskatoon, Canada before his return to Taiwan in 1997. Since then he had served the dean of the
College of Medical Humanities and Social Sciences and the chairman of the department of Social Medicine of the Chungshan Medical University. He was the president of International Society for Clinical Bioethics from 2006-2010 and served on the editorial board of the Journal of
Medical Ethics (England), European Journal of Bioethics (Croatia), Medicine and Philosophy
(China), Medical Education, Tzuchi Journal of Medicine (Taiwan) and the chief editor of Formosan Journal of Medical Humanities. He is a member of Medical Research Ethics Committee
of Academia Sinica, IRB member of the National Chengchi University, Taipei, IRB member of
Chungshan Medical University, Taichung and convener of the subcommittee on Education and
International Relation of the Ethics Governance Committee of Taiwan National Biobank. He
also sits on Medical Affairs Committee, Medical Ethics Committee and Biobank Research
Committee of the Ministry of Health and Social Welfares, Taiwan. Among his monographs are
The Way of Asian Bioethics (in English), A Medical Ethics of Life and Death, The Foundation
and Practice of Research Ethics, The Medical Humanities in the New Era etc. and numerous
scholarly papers around the world: THE QUESTION OF JUSTICE IN TREATING THE
COVID-19 PATIENTS – HAS PRIORITIZING THE FITTEST TO RECEIVE THE TREATMENT BECOME THE NORM?
Wang, Prof. Dr. Robin R. is Professor of Philosophy at Loyola Marymount University, Los
Angeles and The Berggruen fellow (2016-17) at The Center for Advanced Study in the Behavioral Sciences (CASBS), Stanford University. Her teaching and research center on Chinese and
Comparative Philosophy, particularly on Daoist Philosophy, Women and Gender in Chinese
culture and tradition. She is the author of Yinyang: The Way of Heaven and Earth in Chinese
Thought and Culture (Cambridge University Press 2012) and editor of Chinese Philosophy in
an Era of Globalization, (SUNY Press 2004) and Images of Women in Chinese Thought and
Culture: Writings from the Pre-Qin Period to the Song Dynasty (Hackett 2003). She was the
President of Society for Asian and Comparative Philosophy (2016-18). Contact:
robin.wang@lmu.edu: THE MOMENT OF DAO: DESPAIR, JOY, AND RESILIENCE IN
THE TIME OF GLOBAL PANDEMIC 2020.
Woesler, Prof. Dr. Martin, holds a Ph.D. in Chinese Studies and was born in 1969. He is a
member of the European Academy of Sciences and Arts (Salzburg), Professor of Literature and
Communication in China (Witten/Herdecke University), Xiaoxiang Scholar Distinguished Professor of Chinese Studies, Comparative Literature and Translation Studies (Hunan Normal University) and in 2020, he is appointed Jean Monnet Chair Professor. He is President of the World
Association of Chinese Studies and the German China Society. His research focuses on Chinese
literature, cultural comparison and social transformation processes, especially digitization, in
China, including in comparison to Germany, Europe and the USA. He has received wide attention with his paper “Learning from China: Stopping the epidemic, not just slowing it down. And
why 70% of Germans will not fall ill with COVID-19”. Bulletin of the German China Society
(2020.3.30)17-27, online: http://universitypress.eu/de/ 9783865152862_002.pdf: RESPONSIBILITY AND ETHICS IN TIMES OF CORONA.
Yasol-Naval, Prof. Dr. Jeanette L. - Professor at the Department of Philosophy, College of
Social Sciences and Philosophy (CSSP), University of the Philippines, Diliman. She has served
as the Chairperson of the Department of Philosophy and is currently the Director of the UP
Padayon Public Service Office under the Office of the Vice President for Public Affairs, UP
System. She has completed two Postdoctoral Research Fellowships at Kobe University, Japan
where she worked in the areas Environmental Ethics and Philosophy of Food. Her current
researches include emerging animal ethics in disaster and epistemological, ethical and political

xvi

Biographies

searches include emerging animal ethics in disaster and epistemological, ethical and political
discourses in gastronomy. Contact : jlyasolnaval@up.edu.ph: SUSTAINABLE COVID-19 RESPONSE MEASURES: AN ETHICAL IMPERATIVE FOR ENHANCING CORE HUMAN
CAPABILITIES.
Members, World Emergency COVID19 Pandemic Ethics (WeCope) Committee:
STATEMENT ON INDIVIDUAL AUTONOMY AND SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY WITHIN
A PUBLIC HEALTH EMERGENCY
Dr. Thalia Arawi (Lebanon)
Dr. Mouna Ben Azaiz (Tunisia)
Dr. Lian Bighorse (San Carlos Apache Nation, USA)
Dr. Andrew Bosworth (Canada)
Dr. Rhyddhi Chakraborty (India, UK)
Mr. Anthony Mark Cutter (U.K.)
Dr. Mireille D'Astous (Canada)
Dr. Ayoub Abu Dayyeh (Jordan)
Dr. Nilza Maria Diniz (Brazil)
Dr. Hasan Erbay (Turkey)
Prof. Nader Ghotbi (Japan)
Prof. Abhik Gupta (India)
Prof. Soraj Hongladarom (Thailand)
Prof. Miwako Hosoda (Japan)
Prof. Dena Hsin-Chen Hsin (Taiwan)
Dr. Anower Hussain (Bangladesh)
Prof. Bang-Ook Jun (Republic of Korea)
Prof. Hassan Kaya (South Africa)
Dr. Sumaira Khowaja-Punjwani (Pakistan)
Prof. Julian Kinderlerer (South Africa)
Dr. Lana Al-Shareeda Le Blanc (Iraq)
Prof. Marlon Lofredo (the Philippines)
Dr. Manuel Lozano Rodríguez (Spain)
Prof. Darryl Macer (New Zealand)
Prof. Raffaele Mantegazza (Italy)
Dr. Aziza Menouni (Morocco)
Dr. Endreya Marie McCabe (Delaware Nation, USA)
Prof. Erick Valdés Meza (Chile, USA)
Dr. Ravichandran Moorthy (Malaysia)
Prof. Firuza Nasyrova (Tajikistan)
Dr. Suma Parahakaran (Malaysia)
Prof. Maria do Céu Patrão Neves (Portugal)
Prof. Deborah Kala Perkins (USA)
Prof. Osama Rajkhan (Saudi Arabia)
Ms. Carmela Roybal (Tewa Nation, USA)
Prof. Mariodoss Selvanayagam (India)
Prof. Mihaela Serbulea (Romania)
Dr. Jasdev Rai Singh (England)

Dr. Raquel R. Smith (USA)
Prof. Takao Takahashi (Japan)
Dr. Ananya Tritipthumrongchok (Thailand)
Dr. Lakshmi Vyas (UK)
Prof. Yanguang Wang (China)
Prof. John Weckert (Australia)
Dr. Anke Weisheit (Uganda)

Do we still need Ethics?
Morals hold the direction between opposite poles
Erny Gillen, Moral Factory, Germany
Abstract
The Corona crisis has created a collective situation worldwide for which many people were not
prepared to subordinate their love for freedom, their ideas of self-realisation and their individual
needs to social ethical requirements. This article shows which forms of ethics help to make productive use of existing moral reservoirs with their inner tensions for the future, before biological, climatological or technical constraints increasingly will reduce or even close down free
choices. A supple and fluid morality, which aims at what is good, right, just and healthy, can
learn from the way medicine deals with life crises.
Key words
freedom, health, medicine, morality, Moral Factory, self-realisation,
What morals are back?
Will the crisis triggered by the coronavirus also change our morals and ethics in the long
term? It is already clear that we as a species are capable of changing our behaviour and actions
very quickly and purposefully in the face of potential and real threats. For a long time, this evolutionary advantage, to which humanity owes its present cultures, was no longer as tangible and
observable as it has been since the beginning of 2020.
When the severe COVID-19 disease broke out, there was a lack of proven therapies and the
risk of over-stretching our health care systems was real. Slowly but surely, a unique and new
collective situation emerged that infiltrated the consciousness of people around the world. The
invisible virus could potentially affect anyone and it makes no difference. It came from the
realm of nature, leaping from animals to humans as hosts and back again.
How would less scientifically developed cultures have reacted to this invisible and creeping phenomenon? Would they also have hidden and locked themselves away from the incomprehensible? Would they have protected themselves with prayers and expelled the virus and all
those visibly affected by it with exorcisms? Would they also have washed their hands and protected their airways in the open street? Or would they have excluded particularly affected areas
or groups from their societies? Narratives and images about plague, cholera, malaria or the socalled Spanish flu suggest that the current behavioural patterns are archaically deeply rooted in
human beings, as not yet fixed animal (Nietzsche 1954: No. 61). The movement data freely provided by Apple and Google (Yogeshwar) even show that most people did not wait for the policy
of lockdown at all, but had already consistently withdrawn from circulation days before the respective nationally declared crisis situations. Here it becomes clear that it was not politics that
set the pace, but the actions of citizens and their expectations of politics.
The dictum “First the eating, then the morality” could have been well documented by extraterrestrial observers as well. The hamster purchases and police operations in shopping malls
will be remembered as lasting images, as will the struggle for the last roll of toilet paper, condoms, or bottles of red wine in the otherwise busy temples of consumption in the Western world
with their contemplative display cases and flaneurs. What the roll of toilet paper, the condom, or
the bottle of red wine meant for individuals was the masks for the states that were not afraid to
mobilise their also military means and forces for pirate shopping on the black market and to set
up blockades in the open trading area. The observers from outer space could have documented
another archaic reaction, namely the protection of territory. The sovereignty reflex of grown
groups (Han) led to border closures in the European Union, for example, which are difficult to
explain from an epidemiological point of view, and the largest ever worldwide return flights of
the own population.
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The external observers would probably have written in their logbooks: “As far as we can
tell, an unseen phenomenon seems to provoke a largely orderly retreat into the safety of their
own nests and groups. Within a few days and weeks it became quiet on planet Earth. The view
to the highest mountains and into the depths of the oceans has improved considerably. The pristine nature spreads again to the cities and settlements. From this distance there is not (anymore)
much of the reported human superiority to be seen. Whether and when the inhabitants will come
out of their hiding places again cannot be predicted at the beginning of April 2020, according to
the calendar applicable on planet Earth. ”
What could not be seen from this great distance are the high moral achievements on the
new front of the disease. Many people have not been idle in their initial shock. The will to live
and survive made not only the individual but also the human species resilient and creative in
dealing with the new enemy. Doctors and nurses, salesmen and transporters, producers of food
and hygiene products were recognised as systemically relevant to this situation and received
organised applause from the hiding places. A new public sphere, new forms of private, commercial and political communication emerged thanks to cables and virtual networks laid earlier,
which made it possible to connect people who were otherwise physically close to each other and
among decision-makers from the protected spaces. Despite all the self-isolation, people have
found ways to communicate and to organise themselves locally, regionally and even globally,
away from the increasingly better understood sources of danger. Their language and their ability
to cooperate strategically under new conditions has also confirmed humanity as the crown of
creation to the new viral contender called Corona. The love of freedom that otherwise isolates
the individual, his exclusive ideas of self-realisation and individual needs had recognised and
accepted the needs of the community as a current priority. We will come back to the different
motives for this abrupt change in the behaviour of many.
At the time of writing this paper in June 2020, people still face their most difficult challenge. How should they organise their social and economic activities under the new conditions
of the Corona crisis? The cyber-specialists from extraterrestrial space heard a hullabaloo in
countless video conferences and telephone calls, as is typical for new beginnings. They were
unable to determine the exact meaning because they lacked the code for the human language
system. But the increase in the intensity of the conversations and several repetitive sounds such
as ‘benefit’, ‘state’, ‘or’, ‘ruin’, ‘vaccine’, ‘therapy’ and ‘COVID19’ ‘and’ ‘politics’ alone suggested that at least three large clusters dominated the lively exchange.
The will to live and survive is also in the foreground in this phase, in which everyone
slowly comes to the surface again, and with it the second nature of man, his morality. Nongovernmental organisations and critical parties are openly raising the questions: in which directions society, public health and joint economic activity should evolve? How should the three
public goods of ‘public health’, ‘social life’ and ‘economic activity’ be better balanced? The
balance to be achieved must respect human rights as much as the natural environment, which
must also provide future generations with its resources.
The United Nations and companies that are concerned about sustainability and justice join
this discourse about people’s morality for the future. On the other hand those questions face a
wall of silence or open resistance. Behind this wall stand united those who are convinced that
the Corona story was just a serious accident. After the accident sites have been cleared up and
the victims have been compensated, everything should continue as it was before the tragic
event. It is to be feared that the old rifts between the one and the other, the good and the bad, the
value conservatives and the open liberals will once again dominate the discussions. The eitheror logic is back. And with it the big moral questions: What is good? What is right?
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Using opposite polarities productively
It is precisely here at the interface of morality that it is worth pausing for a moment. Are
we on a helpful track when we approach the questions of morality with exclusive answers?
Does good exclude evil? Or are we dealing with a living polarity (Guardini)? If the not-good
does not simply coincide with evil as its negation, but represents its opposite polarity, then both
can be thought of together. What would apply to moral intentions should also apply to the determination of factual logic with its counter-concepts of ‘right’ and ‘wrong’. If we dare to leave
behind the exclusive dualism in order to allow productive polarities, we take a step into another
way of understanding morals and ethics.
For this unusual understanding of morals and ethics as a continuous process between the
polarities that determine them, we can learn a lot from practical medicine and nursing. This also
moves between polarities, namely between ‘healthy’ and ‘sick’. The one pole can only be understood in the tension with the other. Patients, nurses and doctors know what is going on in a
person who experiences his body as healthy or sick for the first time. What happens to him
opens up new dimensions that have always been present but were not consciously perceived. It
is similar with moral bipolarity: it comes to the surface and into consciousness together with a
dilemma.
Did the toilet paper hunters act right or wrong at the beginning of the crisis? Or perhaps
they acted right and wrong? As a first step, I would like to argue that good and bad intentions
determine us in a mixed and unseparated way, as well as our right and wrong actions. The next
step will be to show how the respective opposites kinetically interact as polarities of a living
tension. Before that, it will be clarified in more detail what a bipolar tension is in relation to a
contradiction or an excluding dualism.
The problem addressed is as old as the history of philosophy. Well-known and controversial are above all the last great attempts of dialectic, with which Hegel and many others tried to
resolve such tensions. In this process, the tension between polarities, such as rich and poor,
those without rights and the powerful, is lifted to a third level in a tour de force of reason, on
which the polar opposites dissolve and reconcile within the same people. Communism or socialism did not succeed to effectively reconcile the opposites in a given society. Rather, they have
created or allowed new antagonisms and injustices to arise. Also Christianity in the discipleship
of Jesus of Nazareth has not succeeded in opening a third way, but oscillates indecisively between opposite positions. At the same time, the One made its Founder did not want to abolish
the law, but to fulfil it with his Sermon on the Mount.
Is the short phase of the collective situation of consciousness, created by the corona virus,
of being one vulnerable human family enough to respond to dualisms and constraints with a philosophy of the living-concrete? Today’s science and medicine could be our guide with their approach of trial and error on the trail of a renewed understanding of morality and ethics. Their
approach owes its success, among other things, to Karl Popper’s recipe, which reversed the
logic of power through proof by the logic of falsification. In an open society, one can and
should happily experiment. As long as society is willing to learn from mistakes, it remains in a
logic of research. What is good and right, evil and wrong is not determined in advance, but is
tested and openly evaluated with determination.
Nobody simply knows and there is no secret knowledge that is only accessible to a few.
The search for therapies and vaccines to challenge the uninvited virus shows how science
works. Interim results and hypotheses are controversially and respectfully examined and rejected, written and rewritten among experts. Science is the skillful handling of knowledge and
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ignorance.
Politics, too, has had to come out before the people as a power that navigates from point to
point between knowledge and ignorance, between certainty and uncertainty. Between acting too
quickly and intervening too hesitantly, the crisis managers in the respective countries had to explain themselves almost daily on the basis of new findings and other arguments. As long as the
plausibility and in some cases also the authenticity of the decision-makers was given, the majority of people followed what they understood and accepted.
In the first hot phase around COVID-19, the majority of us as humanity have proven that
our morality is very quickly adaptable and changeable when we are individually and socially
challenged. The observer from outside can easily prove this with the photographs of deserted
places and streets, groups keeping their distance and the many masks that have become fashionable. The people on the outside behave differently before the crisis than during and after it. But
why do they do this? Out of a moral conviction that they do not want to harm themselves or
others? Out of selfish fear of being infected themselves? Out of pure fashion?
The danger of dualism lurks behind the answers, especially when one motive is qualified as
good and the other as bad. Should we now focus on the reasons, i.e. the real moral question, the
good and bad behaviour or the right and wrong doing? After the Second World War, now the
penultimate collective experience of large parts of the world, common normative sentences
were agreed upon in the constitution of human rights without giving reasons for them, because
otherwise the signatories would not have found agreement (Kühnlein-Wils). Even today we all
pay the price of this compromise of the powerful. Can our tolerance of ambiguity today withstand the fact that normative sentences are understood and justified in this way by the one and in
another?
The direction within the polarities makes the difference
In order to decisively put a stop to the appearance and the real danger of arbitrariness or
relativism, it is time to come to the productivity criterion of the theory of polarities1. It inscribes
itself in a philosophy of life, in dissociation from a philosophy of being or technology. Life as
an expression of entropy develops along the fuzziness of the immovable. Where the blurs leave
the subject free to choose, he or she is free to choose and to realise his or her decision as an individual. Where the subject does not leave its choice to chance, but submits it to its will, it acts
morally and ties its expectation of the future to this decision.
Again, the constitutive contrast between ‘sick’ and ‘healthy’ from medicine can help us as
an analogy. It all depends on the direction our actions take. The sick person can let go in his illness and surrender to it. But he can also struggle and fight for his dwindling health together with
his doctors and nurses. In both cases one will avoid the extremes and try to keep the leading direction “health” in mind.
But are we even able to determine a direction? Many individual decisions, which are perceived as free, can today be calculated statistically and in part down to the individual person
from their previous behaviour, that is to say: their choices can be foreseen (Zuboff). Yesterday’s
1

I am here adopting the formal principle developed by Romano Guardini in his main work in the 1920s, (Der
Gegensatz), however, without his idiosyncratic content. He formulated his theory at a similarly uncertain time as
the one we are currently experiencing between latent and acute crises and uncertainties. The call for clarity, unambiguity and power was as great then as it is today. Between the great ideologies and narratives of liberalism, socialism or communism, he wanted to use his own doctrine of polar oppositions to clear a specific path for humane development that was not exclusive but inclusive.
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economy before the corona break, which some are striving for again, can be described as a decentralised and interconnected planned economy in more or less open systems of competing and
cooperating interests. With the ‘just in time’ or ‘on demand’ functions, production and distribution chains were created in the large data centres of the economy, which served the customer
and his sometimes individualised product more and more efficiently, even into personalised
medicine. The energy consumption for the virtual machine of our global economy is enormous
and is constantly increasing. Some people see this form of satisfying their needs as having no
alternative. They have built their lifestyle on the smooth running of this invisible market.
Since the price is paid in money and the costs to others and to nature are kept behind the
curtain of not-knowing, the economic machine driven by money and profit can determine the
rhythm of life of the payers as well as that of its maintenance staff. Incidentally, from the machine’s point of view it does not matter who it serves or whether it stutters because of supply or
demand. The bigger it is and the faster it turns, the more unimportant are the occasional local
failures, whether on the input or output side.
This economy was massively slowed down and partly stopped by the lockdown for the
sake of people’s lives and survival. The hygienic conditions under which the economic machine
can be restarted were quickly worked out and are already largely in place among the people. But
even among the business lobbyists, the TINA representatives (There Is No Alternative) are making themselves scarce. The money-makers in the central banks and political leaders more and
more link the holding of vast sums of money to moral conditions such as the renunciation of
dividends or bonus payments, but also to more climate-friendly growth. Less audible are the
voices demanding more justice for this ‘reset’ of the economy.
But who is to shape this bumpy and step by step new start with money borrowed from the
future? Does money finally reveal itself in this reset as a narrative without any ties to services or
products? To whom is the newly printed money entrusted? The customers, the producers or service providers? How do we finance the systemically relevant social and health centres? What
role should the state play? What role is left to the decision-makers in the economic centres?
These questions and many more are open to free choices. The current blurs and acute uncertainties are a wide doorway for our freedom. Here and now, it must be enough to mention
some alternatives and options, such as an unconditional basic income or low-emission or emission-free production. Again, it is not about playing off the right or the good against the wrong or
the evil. Otherwise we would be back in the scheme of dualism. In this tense polarity, however,
it is morally important to give a direction to one’s choices and actions. Good intentions are better than bad ones, and right action is preferable to wrong.
The Corona situation has shown that we are able to reorganise ourselves quickly and purposefully as human beings if we recognise the situation, understand the reasons and accept
them. In this still ongoing situation, will it be possible to develop a narrative for a good and just
coexistence of all people worldwide in order to become more crisis-resistant and resilient to future threats to our species? Do we develop an open-ended moral language that unites us and
uses the spectrum of polarities to make statements of direction that serve different interests?
In concrete terms, this would mean enriching the private and public discourse with questions of moral direction and justification. We are “back again from our hiding places” with our
silent, tested and adaptable morals. We just have learned that life is not just routine, but remains
open for beautiful and ugly surprises. In that vein we should now also be able to deal with our
own anthropodicy in a relaxed and calm way: we can act good and bad, just and unjust. The Corona crisis has produced enough positive and negative situations and experiences that cannot be
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divided up again dualistically, but sometimes flowed into each other unseparated and mixed up.
In this field of tension, from which we cannot escape if we want to develop, it is important to
give priority to the good and the right. And that, in turn, can only be done in discourse and action. We should no longer hide from our reasons and motives. In this explicit work on our morals, professional ethicists can, where desired and helpful, step in as moderators.
Professional ethics, which itself does not represent an moral point of view of its own, cultivates the philosophical craft of right argumentation and knows the pitfalls of naturalistic fallacy,
for example, when a direct conclusion is drawn from is to ought. Medicine, military and slowly
also the economic sciences have already partially integrated these competencies for their own
humane development and use comprehensible moral arguments in dealing with their counterparts. These differ from biological, climatological or technical arguments. The latter do not
automatically guide action, but provide data from the nature of things, which are to be incorporated into political and moral calculations. It is about goals and not about methods, as the nationally differing distance rules or multiple, hygienic and fashionable mouth and nose protection
utensils show. Morality dies a slow death where it is replaced by practical constraint instead of
being understood as a creative way to shape our freedom.
Test and evaluate freedom!
Which pairs of polarities can help us to shape the future in freedom and responsibility? As
I have already explained, my thesis here is that moral thought and action is a matter of development that cannot be separated from the polarities of good and evil, right and wrong. Even
from our wrong, evil or unjust actions we can learn how and what we can do better if we have
the courage to attribute the negative to ourselves. None other than Pope Francis writes a remarkable sentence about this in Evangelii gaudium, his declaration of government for the further development of the Catholic Church: “Even people who can be considered dubious on account of their errors have something to offer which must not be overlooked” (n. 236).
Develop ideas for reality
We remain learners if we keep the polarity between reality and ideas permanently in mind
and evaluate it. Which realities determine our lives, and which ideas? Especially the novel corona virus has shown us and still shows us that we have not yet fully grasped it with our readymade ideas. Whether vaccines will ever be able to combat it is as open as the search for a drug.
Whether business trips will ever regain their familiar and symbolic meaning is just as questionable as permanent home schooling. In any case, our wealth of ideas and the courage to implement them effectively has experienced an undreamed-of heyday with the crisis. What was introduced as a substitute solution may also partly survive beyond the Corona period, such as working from home.
But the reality that we create anew with our decisions is constantly changing. This reality
must be examined with the primordial question of morality: Should we do that? We are back at
the reasons and motives why we act in this or another way. These give life our identity and take
it away from the rule of the nobody, as Hannah Arendt put it in a nutshell. Reality does not have
to be as it is. Where it is fragile or blurred, we can work alone and together to change it. For this
we need ideas that can be tested as hypotheses until they are discarded or sufficiently improved.
In this way we give reality a first place and make it the benchmark for our ideas. Perhaps it is
precisely our mass society that is about to breaking up into many new real segments, which will
make it harder for future pathogens than the current monoculture.
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Open existing spaces for time
A second polarity that can help us in the moral evaluation of meaningful next steps is the
constitutive tension of space and time. We have first outwitted the virus with our understanding
of space and time. By buying time by retreating into safe spaces, we have tactically deprived it
of its breeding ground. The same tactic is used with the countless bridge loans. The selfinvented time has often helped man to cunningly dig a pit for the stronger ones as they ascend
from the realm of primeval nature. With time, we have been able to create ever new and larger
spaces, which we have designed with our own cultures. As people who are at home on the go,
we need spaces that change with us and our situations; not fortresses for eternity. Our fictional
external observers from extraterrestrial space will easily recognise the traces of the new pathogen in the architecture and urbanism of the future, as well as we are able to follow the traces of
the cholera epidemic along the underground sewers and wide boulevards in Paris and many
other cities.
Learning Transfer
How we should use the time in the race against the impending climate catastrophe is another question to our morality, which we cannot avoid further in our current directly or indirectly threatened spaces. Whether we have enough time to work out technical solutions is uncertain. Just as uncertain is whether a few will manage to escape to Mars, while planet Earth is
slowly becoming uninhabitable for most. With the polarity of space and time, time should be
used to point the way for the design of our changing habitats. Together with our creative power
to create effective and symbolic realities, the binomial space and time provides us with an excellent toolbox for shaping the future. Whether our lifelong and survival skills are sufficient to
technically master the artificially intelligent and partly autonomous systems we desire is another
major question for our morality and future. Since these systems do not share our sense of time,
the risk is all the greater that we are in the process of outwitting ourselves with this last invention of mankind.
What ethical structures (Gillen (a)) should now be created in order to approach the questions of the future under the impulse of the corona crisis in an open, but cheerful discourse about
our morals? Ethical advisory bodies have proven their worth, especially during the acute threat.
Moral movements such as “Fridays for Future” or “Black Lives Matter” unite millions of people
to denounce the bloody and dirty wounds of our future-blind economy and ruthless coexistence.
The unmistakable calls for more justice among people and with nature need honest forums that
test and evaluate changes in terms of hypotheses before they become radicalised, because no
progress can be seen. Ethics as an applied philosophy should be further integrated into all areas
of academic teaching and research. Decisive for the future will also be small-scale moral experiments by courageous citizens who, over time, will create alternative spaces and realities and
thus effectively exemplify which other possibilities are realistic. Only lived morality is convincing. The Corona situation has also confirmed this in an exemplary manner.
Man has the resources to shape his life differently. If he orients himself again and again to
the good, the right, the just and the healthy, he will find points of application as an individual
and as a member of his species to shape himself and his environment in such a way (Gillen (b))
that the freedom of all of us will also in future become larger and not smaller. Freedom is the
vehicle for our morality and responsibility. For them it is worth the effort!
12.6.2020
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