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The Conference Report and Summary of Proceedings

A

major international conference
took place from 20-21 May
2021 at the Law Woo International
Conference Centre, Shaw Campus, Hong
Kong Baptist University. Participants
included presenters from a range of
Hong Kong institutions - HKBU – HKU

of Hong Kong and Macao).
The event was organized by Hong Kong
Baptist Uwniversity’s Department of
Government and International Studies,
in association with the Department of
Sport, Physical Education and Health
and the David C Lam Institute for

– City University – Chinese University
and HKUST. The international dimension
of the conference was reflected in
the conference themes, as well by the
participation of overseas speakers
from the UK (Cardiff University, Cardiff
Metropolitan University, Queen Mary’s,
University of London); France ( the
Institutes of Political Studies of Paris,
Aix-en-Provence and Lyon, and from
the University Hospital of Clermont
Ferrand); Australia (Griffith University,
Monash
University,
Queensland
University) and Singapore ( National
University of Singapore), as well as a
range of stakeholders from outside of
academia (for example, Bruegel, Water
Futures Pty Ltd, European Union Office

East-West Studies. It was generously
supported by Hung Hin Shiu Charitable
Foundation 孔憲紹慈善基金贊助; by
the David C Lam Institute for EastWest Studies; by the PROCORE (French
Consulate of Hong Kong-Macao and
Research Grants Council of Hong Kong),
by the Hong Kong Baptist University
Research Committee, by the European
Union Office of Hong Kong and Macao
and by the Heinrich Böll Stiftung Hong
Kong. The conference organizers
placed a quarter page advertisement in
the South China Morning Post (19 May
2021). The event was also badged as a
key conference in the 50th Anniversary
celebrations of the Faculty of Social
Sciences.
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WHY THE CONFERENCE?

arely has scientific research been
as solicited as in the past year,
as societies struggle to cope with the
coronavirus. The questions raised by
Covid 19 are germane to the medical
and the social sciences. From an
International Relations perspective,
Covid 19 gets to the heart of what
comprises a common good – the
global commons. From a public policy
perspective, Covid 19 is the wicked
policy problem par excellence, requiring
inter-agency collaboration. From a
comparative politics perspective, Covid
19 provides a vast living dataset to
engage in multi-level comparisons
and real-time experiments. In the
medical research field, the pandemic
has provided advancements in medical
science that would not have been
8

possible without access to a living
laboratory. The huge advances in
medical science have themselves been
filtered by societal variables such as
trust and transparency, or risk and
resilience.
Responding to existential dilemmas,
the Covid 19 pandemic calls for a major
transdisciplinary research effort that
necessarily combines several levels of
empirical analysis and methodological
tools and bridges distinct academic
and scientific traditions. The conference
engaged in a trans-national and transdisciplinary exercise in reflexivity. There
are overwhelming common interests in
agreeing on the terms of reference. From
a comparative politics perspective,
Covid 19 provides a vast living dataset to
engage in multi-level comparisons and

01 Why the Conference?

real-time experiments. In the medical
strategies for Covid 19
research field, the pandemic has > Crisis management and governance
provided advances in medical science > Global perspectives on Governance
that would not have been possible
and Societies in the Pandemic
without access to a living laboratory.
> Environmental Health and the
pandemic
The conference organisers thus invited > Public Opinion and support for or
communications which addressed one
opposition to vaccines
or more of the cutting-edge issues at the > (Social)
Media
Communication
transdisciplinary and/or transnational
strategies
intersection on the Covid 19 pandemic: > Big data, Smart Apps and the
pandemic
> Medical
and
psychological > The World After Covid 19
perspectives on Covid 19
> Comparative perspectives on the
Covid 19 pandemic
> Economic
and
Financial
consequences of Covid 19
> Trust and transparency as governance
tools for Covid 19
> Risk and resilience as coping
9

2

INTRODUCTION OF
THE SPEAKERS AND
PANEL CHAIRS

Prof Baker Julien

Julien Baker has been the Head of Department of Sport and
Physical Education, Hong Kong Baptist University, since September
2019. He is a Fellow of the Physiological Society, a member of the
American Physiological Society, and the Society for the Study of
Biology (SSOB). Professor Baker is also an Honorary Professor at
the University of Ningbo, and has Visiting Professor status at the
University of Sydney and Ningbo University Ninth Hospital Medical
Research Centre.

Prof Cabestan JeanPierre

Jean-Pierre Cabestan is Chair Professor of Department of
Government and International Studies at Hong Kong Baptist
University. He is also associate researcher at the Asia Centre
at Sciences Po, Paris and at the French Centre for Research on
Contemporary China, Hong Kong. His main themes of research
are Chinese politics and law, China’s foreign and security policies,
China-Taiwan relations, Taiwanese politics and China-Africa
relations.

Prof Cautrès Bruno

Bruno Cautrès is researcher at CNRS and joined the Centre for
Political Research at Sciences Po (CEVIPOF) in 2006. His research
consists of work on the analysis of political behaviour and attitudes.
Bruno Cautrès has participated in various different French and
European research projects on political participation (PartCom)
and on voting and elections.
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02 Introduction of the speakers and panel chairs

Dr Chan Kenneth Kalok

Kenneth Chan Ka-lok is an Associate Professor in political science
at Hong Kong Baptist University. His research interests include the
political economy of the European Union and comparative politics
of post-communist Central Europe. From 2012 until 2016, Kenneth
was an elected member of the Hong Kong Legislative Council,
representing the Hong Kong Island geographical constituency. He
was also the chairman of the Hong Kong Civic Party.

Prof Chaney Paul

Paul Chaney is the co-director of WISERD and Professor of Policy
and Politics at Cardiff University School of Social Sciences. He has
been a member of a number of Government advisory bodies including the UK government Steering Group on the Equality and
Human Rights Commission.

Prof Cole Alistair

Alistair Cole is Head of the Department of Government and
International Studies at Hong Kong Baptist University. He has
published extensively, mainly in the field of French, British, and
European politics. He has published 20 books (6 single author
monographs, 6 co-written monographs, 8 edited or co-edited
books), 65 refereed journal articles, 25 professional articles and 62
chapters in edited books.

Dr Deere Dan

Dan Deere is a water quality scientist with Water Futures Pty Ltd,
specializing in quantitative and water cycle risk assessment and
risk management planning. He has worked in scientific roles in the
UK, Sydney and Melbourne as an academic research fellow and
consultant, specializing in microbial water quality monitoring and
process validation.

Prof Dutheil Frédéric

Frédéric Dutheil is professor in medicine, medical doctor in
occupational and environmental health, physiologist and
researcher at the University Hospital of Clermont-Ferrand (CHU),
and Université Clermont Auvergne (UCA).
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Prof Dwyer Sophie

Sophie Dwyer is an Adjunct Professor at the University of
Queensland. She is also a public and environmental health
consultant. In the past, she has been the executive director of
the Health Protection Directorate and the senior director of the
Environmental Health Branch of Queensland Health.

Dr Fung Courtney

Courtney J. Fung is an associate professor of International Relations
and concurrently an associate-in-research at the Fairbank Center
for Chinese Studies at Harvard University and an associate fellow in
the Asia-Pacific Programme at Chatham House/The Royal Institute
of International Affairs. Her research focuses on how rising powers,
like China and India, address the norms and provisions for a global
security order.

Dr Gao Yang

Yang Gao is an associate professor of the Department of Sport,
Physical Education and Health, Hong Kong Baptist University. She
was trained as a doctor in Preventive Medicine in the Chinese
Mainland and got her PhD in Public Health (CUHK, Hong Kong).
Dr Gao teaches research and health related courses. Her research
interests include non-communicable diseases (such as obesity and
injury), and health determinants (such as physical activity).

Prof George Cherian

Cherian George is professor of media studies at Hong Kong Baptist
University’s School of Communication, where he also serves
as associate dean for research. He researches media freedom,
censorship and hate propaganda.

Dr Guthrie Lachlan

Lachlan Guthrie has extensive experience with using systems
thinking in integrated water strategic planning and water security.
Using a systems thinking approach during his PhD enabled him
to identify what aspect of the strategic plan was ultimately most
influential in the plan’s success or failure.
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02 Introduction of the speakers and panel chairs

Dr Herrero Alicia

Alicia García Herrero is the Chief Economist for Asia Pacific at
Natixis. She also serves as Senior Fellow at European think-tank
BRUEGEL and Non-Resident Research Fellow at the East Asia
Institute (National University of Singapore). She is also Adjunct
Professor at the Hong Kong University of Science and Technology.

Prof Hjort Mette

Mette Hjort is a Chair Professor in Humanities and Dean of Arts in
Hong Kong Baptist University. Professor Hjort’s research spans the
fields of literary studies, theatre studies, philosophy, and film and
media studies. Current research interests include moving images
in the context of health and well-being, the ethics of image-based
biographical fiction, and environmental aesthetics and green
filmmaking.

Dr Koh Peter

Keumseok (Peter) Koh is an Assistant Professor at the University
of Hong Kong. Peter studies the associations between health
conditions/diseases and their risk factors at various levels of
geographies using varied data including public health surveys,
census data, and spatial data.

Mr Lam Shing-hon

Shing-hon Lam is a PhD student in the Department of Political
Science at the University of California Los Angeles. He is broadly
interested in international organizations, Chinese foreign policy
and political psychology.

Prof Landry Pierre

Pierre Landry’s research interests focus on Asian and Chinese
politics, comparative local government, quantitative comparative
analysis and survey research. He has written on governance and
the political management of officials in China.
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Dr Lo Kevin

Kevin LO is Assistant Professor at the Department of Geography,
Hong Kong Baptist University (HKBU) and Founding Editor of
Journal of Asian Energy Studies (JAES). He has published in many
leading journals, including Renewable and Sustainable Energy
Reviews, Energy Policy, Energy for Sustainable Development,
Environmental Science & Policy, Cities, Habitat International, and
Journal of Rural Studies.

Dr Meng Gao

Gao Meng is an Assistant Professor at the Department of
Geography, Hong Kong Baptist University (HKBU). Gao Meng’s
research focuses on air pollution in highly polluted regions (China
and India) and its interactions with health and climate. He uses
a coupled meteorology-chemistry model to investigate in detail
the chemical and physical processes leading to severe particulate
matter and ozone pollution in Asia.

Prof Owen Bernhart

Richard Bernhart Owen became Director of LEWI in October 2018.
Prof OWEN has served as the Head of the Geography Department
(2009–2015) at HKBU and as the Director of the Environment
and Resources Management programme (2014–present). He has
published extensively on environmental, pollution, environmental
and geological studies in both Hong Kong and East Africa.

Prof Roiko Anne

Anne Roiko is the Discipline Lead of Environmental Health in the
School of Pharmacy and Medical Sciences and the Urban Water
and Waste Theme Leader in the Cities Research Institute at Griffith
University. She has over 30 years of experience as an environmental
health scientist, 12 years of which were spent working abroad
(Finland and Hong Kong) in research, teaching and regulatory
roles. Her primary research focus is on assessing and managing
water-related health risks.

Prof Scully Roger

Roger Scully is a British political scientist and academic. He has
authored numerous books including: Becoming Europeans?
Attitudes, Behaviour, and Socialization in the European Parliament,
and co-authored Representing Europe’s Citizens? Electoral
Institutions and the Failure of Parliamentary Representation
in Europe and Wales Says Yes: Devolution and the 2011 Welsh
Referendum.
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02 Introduction of the speakers and panel chairs

Prof Sermet Laurent

Laurent Sermet is a professor of Public Law at La Reunion Island
University and a specialist in human rights, international health law
and legal anthropology. He is based in Aix-en-Provence, France,
Political School/Sciences Po Aix.

Prof Sim Malcolm

Malcolm Sim is an Occupational and Environmental Physician who
leads a team of about 25 research and teaching staff in the Monash
Centre for Occupational and Environmental Health (MonCOEH). His
main research interests include the risk of chronic diseases, such as
cancer and respiratory diseases from chemical and other exposures
in the workplace and community, surveillance of occupational
diseases such as mesothelioma and silicosis, the health of military
personnel and veterans, and the mental and physical health of
long-term injured workers.

Prof Snape Ed

Ed Snape is Dean of HKBU’s School of Business. He was previously
Professor of Management at Durham University Business School.
His research interests are in human resource management,
employee commitment, leadership, and industrial relations.

Dr Stivas Dionysios

Dionysios Stivas is a Research Associate at the Government and
International Studies Department of Hong Kong Baptist University.
He is the founder of the idea of meta-securitization. His research
interests include international security and securitization, trust,
transparency, and European integration.

Prof Subacchi Paola

Paola Subacchi is Professor of International Economics and
Chair of the Advisory Board, Global Policy Institute, Queen Mary
University of London, and a visiting professor at the University of
Bologna; she also holds a number of non-executive directorships.
She writes regularly on Project Syndicate. Paola’s work focuses on
the functioning and governance of the international financial and
monetary system. Her latest book, The Cost of Free Money. How
Unfettered Capital Threatens our Economic Future, was published
in July 2020 by Yale University Press.
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Dr Tan Monica

Monica Tan is a Research Fellow at the Centre for Contemporary
Chinese Studies. She also holds another Research Fellow position at
the School of Social and Political Sciences, working on an Australian
Research Council Discovery Project. Her research interests include
health policy, state-society relations, and social determinants of
health and inequalities, with a primary focus on China.

Prof Thompson Mark

Mark R. Thompson is Head and Professor of Politics, Department
of Asian and International Studies and Director, Southeast Asia
Research Centre (SEARC) at the City University of Hong Kong. He
is president of the Hong Kong Political Science Association and
past president of the Asian Political and International Studies
Association.

Dr Tran Emilie

Emilie Tran is an Assistant Professor and the European Studies
Programme Director, at the Hong Kong Baptist University. She
does research on China-Europe relations, China’s foreign policy
and health diplomacy, and French politics.

Dr Wiltshire Huw

Huw Wiltshire is a Principal Lecturer and Associate Dean of
Enterprise in the Cardiff School of Sport. He has made a significant
contribution to Learning and Teaching within the School over the
last fifteen years as an Undergraduate Programme Coordinator
and Programme Director at both Postgraduate and Undergraduate
levels.

Prof Vallat David

David Vallat is a professor in management sciences in Sciences
Po Lyon. His research areas include Knowledge Management:
epistemological approach, methodological approach (active
learning, e- learning, MOOC, blended learning, business games,
serious games, social network, flipped classroom), managerial
approach (learning organization, agile organization, complex
thinking).
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02 Introduction of the speakers and panel chairs

Dr Xi Yang

Yang Xi is working for the David C. Lam Institute for East-West
Studies. She recently published the paper Environmental health
research and the COVID-19 pandemic: A turning point towards
sustainability in the journal Environmental Research.

Prof Xu Huang

Professor Huang is the Associate Dean of the School of Business,
and the Head of the Department of Management, Hong Kong
Baptist University. He is also the Director of the MBA program and
MSc Business Management Program of the School of Business.

Dr Yuen Samson

Samson Yuen is an Assistant Professor at the Government and
International Studies Department of Hong Kong Baptist University.
He is interested in contentious politics, civil society and state
power, with a regional focus on Hong Kong, Taiwan, and Mainland
China.

Dr Zhong Lidan

Lidan Zhong is an Assistant Professor at School of Chinese
Medicine, Hong Kong Baptist University and Senior Visiting
Fellow in Australian Research Centre for Complementary and
Integrative Medicine. Her research mainly focuses on clinical
research of gastroenterology, gynecology, rheumatology and the
standardization of Chinese Medicine.
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THE CONFERENCE
PROGRAMME

Day
ONE
08:30 - 09:30
09:30 - 09:40
09:40 - 10:00

10:00 - 12:00
12:00 - 13:30
13:30 - 15:30
15:30 - 16:00
16:00 - 18:00
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20th May 2021 (Thursday)
Arrivals and registration
Welcome from the Dean of Social Sciences
Prof Daniel Lai, Hong Kong Baptist University

Interdisciplinary COVID 19 Research at HKBU
Prof Guo Yike, Vice President for Research and Development, Hong
Kong Baptist University

The ‘Covistress’ Project: Global Perspectives
and Implications
Lunch

Civil Society and Governance: Comparative
Perspectives on Covid-19 Process
Break

The Economic and Financial Consequences
of the Covid-19 Crisis

03 The conference programme

The ‘Covistress’ Project: Global Perspectives
and Implications
Chair

Prof Alistair Cole, HKBU, GIS

‘Immune
function
and
Covid
Physiological,
psychological
psychophysiological implications’

19:
and

Prof Julien S. Baker, HKBU, SPEH

‘Chinese Medicine Wisdom on COVID-19: from
prevention to rehabilitation?’
Dr Linda Zhong, School of Chinese Medicine, HKBU

‘A clinical study protocol for COVID-19
rehabilitation with tele-exercise and herbal
medicine’
Dr Yang Gao, HKBU, SPEH
By Zoom

‘The ‘Covistress’ Project: Global Perspectives
and Implications’
Prof Frederic Dutheil: Head of Occupational and
Environmental Medicine, University Hospital of
Clermont-Ferrand, France
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Civil Society and Governance: Comparative
Perspectives on Covid-19 Process
Chair
By Zoom

Prof Mette Hjort, Dean of the Faculty of Arts, HKBU

‘Trust, Transparency and Welfare: Third
Sector Adult Social Care Delivery and the
Pandemic in the UK’

Prof Paul Chaney, Cardiff University, UK

‘Trust, Transparency and Transdisciplinarity:
lessons from Covid 19’
Prof Alistair Cole and Dr Dionysios Stivas, HKBU

By Zoom

‘Trans-European Findings on trust and the
Covid 19 crisis’
Prof Bruno Cautrès, CEVIPOF, Sciences Po France

‘The Impact of Covid-19 on Electoral
Democracies: A Global Comparison and
Lessons Learnt’
Dr Kenneth Chan, HKBU

20

03 The conference programme

The Economic and Financial Consequences of
the Covid-19 Crisis
Chair

Prof Ed Snape, Dean of Business School, HKBU

‘Trust and Debt: The Economic and Financial
Consequences of the Covid-19 Crisis’

Alicia Garcia Herrero, Senior Research Fellow at
Bruegel, Adjunct Prof at HKUST

‘The Duty of leaders: Leadership effects on
the control of epidemic’
Prof Huang Xu, HKBU Business School
By Zoom

‘Covid 19: a global debt crisis?’

Prof Paola Subacchi, Bologna University, Italy and
Queen Mary’s London, UK
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Day
TWO
09:00 - 09:15
09:15 - 10:00

21th May 2021 (Friday)
Welcome
Keynote Speech

‘Covid 19 and top athletic performance’
10:00 - 12:00

12:00 - 13:30
13:30 - 15:30

Dr Huw Wiltshire, SFHEA, Former National Per formance Director with
Welsh and Russian Rugby Unions

Pa ra lle l se s s i o n
(1. 1)Governance and Societies in the
Pandemic: A Global Perspective
(1. 2 ) Environmental Health and Covid 19 (1)
Lunch

Pa ra lle l se s s io n
(2. 1 ) Environmental Health and Covid 19 (2)
(2. 2 )Trust and Transparency in
Pandemic: A Comparative Perspective

15:30 - 16:00
16:00 - 17:30
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Break

Roundtable: The World after Covid 19

the

03 The conference programme

Governance and Societies in the Pandemic:
A Global Perspective
Chair

Prof Mark Thompson, City University of Hong Kong

‘The COVID-19 Crisis and China’s Changing
International Role’

Prof Jean-Pierre Cabestan, HKBU, GIS

‘Mapping China’s Influence in Multilateral
Institutions’
Dr Courtney Fung and Mr Shing-Hon Lam, HKU

‘Comparative perspectives of China’s health
diplomacy in Europe, the Middle East and
North Africa’
Dr Emilie Tran, HKBU, GIS
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Environmental Health and Covid 19 (1)
Chair
By Zoom

Prof R. Bernhart Owen (HKBU, Lewi)

‘Reducing vulnerability to pandemics in
the Indo-Pacific region: development of the
Covid-19 water security risk index’

Associate Prof Anne Roiko and Dr Lachlan Guthrie,
Griffith University
By Zoom

‘Transdisciplinary approaches to preventing
the health burden of COVID-19 in the
workplace’
Prof Malcolm Sim, Monash University

By Zoom

‘How the environmental health sector
responded to the pandemic - perspectives
from Queensland’
Adjunct Prof Sophie Dwyer, University of Queensland

By Zoom

‘Collaboration on Sewage Surveillance of
SARS-CoV-2’
Dr Dan Deere, Water Research Australia ColoSSoS
Project
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03 The conference programme

Environmental Health and Covid 19 (2)
Chair

Dr Tek Sheng Kevin Lo, HKBU

‘Distinct regimes of ozone response to
COVID-19 lockdown in China’

Dr Gao Meng, Hong Kong Baptist University

‘Environmental health research and the
COVID-19 pandemic: A turning point towards
sustainability’
Dr Yang Xi, Hong Kong Baptist University

‘An analysis of the media’s reports on face
masks during the COVID-19 pandemic in
South Korea: a study using Big Data latent
dirichlet allocation (LDA) topic modelling’
Dr Peter Koh, University of Hong Kong
By Zoom

‘Coping with COVID-19 in rural China:
Lockdown experiences in Henan and Hubei
villages’
Dr Monica Tan, University of Melbourne
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Trust and Transparency in the Pandemic:
A Comparative Perspective
Chair

Prof Roger Scully, HKBU

‘The European Union’s response to the Covid
19 pandemic’

Mr Thomas Gnocchi, Head of the European Union office
of Hong Kong and Macao

‘Viral Accountability: Controlling
officials during the COVID crisis.’

local

Prof Pierre Landry, Chinese University of Hong Kong

By Zoom

‘International health law, an efficient tool
to fight against the COVID-19 pandemic ?’
Prof Laurent Sermet, Sciences Po Aix, Aix-en-Provence,
France

‘Trust in Covid 19 vaccines: survey findings
from Hong Kong’
Dr Samson Yuen, HKBU, GIS
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03 The conference programme

Roundtable: The World after Covid 19
Chair

Prof Cherian George, Associate Dean, School of Media
and Communication, HKBU
Prof Alistair Cole, Head of Government and
International Studies, HKBU
Prof R. Bernhart Owen, LEWI, HKBU
Prof Julien Baker, Head of the Department of Sports,
Physical Education and Health
Prof Jean-Pierre Cabestan, Government and
International Studies, HKBU;
Dr Emilie Tran, Government and International Studies,
HKBU;
Dr Yang Gao, Department of Sports, Physical
Education and Health;
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A SUMMARY OF
THE CONFERENCE
PROCEEDINGS

Day
ONE

20th May 2021
(Thursday)

A

welcome to the conference
was delivered by Professor
Daniel Lai, Dean of the Faculty of Social
Sciences.
Professor Guo Yike, Vice-President
of Research and Development,
then presented the state of play of
‘Interdisciplinary COVID 19 Research at
HKBU’. The VPRD stressed how important
obtaining large grants was at HKBU
and welcomed the interdisciplinary
challenge laid down by the conference.
28

In the context of interdisciplinary
research, Professor Guo explained
first the operation of the six research
laboratories (Smart Society and System
Health being the two most obvious labs
for this conference) and then went onto
explain the various initiatives involving
Covid 19 at HKBU, in particular the
project involving Professor Julien Baker.
This introduction was followed
by a group photo. The panels
began after the group photo.

04 A summary of the conference proceedings

Photo 1: Welcome from Prof Daniel Lai, the Dean
of the Faculty of Social Sciences

Photo 2: Prof Guo Yike, VPRD, with Prof Alistair
Cole, conference co-organiser

Photo 3: The Conference Group Photo

The “Covistress”
Project: Global
Perspectives and
Implications
Panel 1
The speakers in the first session
included:
> Professor
Julien
S.
Baker,
HKBU, Department of Sports,
Physical Education and Health:
‘Immune function and Covid 19:
Physiological, psychological and
psychophysiological implications’
> Dr Linda Zhong, HKBU, School

of Chinese Medicine: ‘Chinese
Medicine Wisdom on COVID-19: from
prevention to rehabilitation?
> Dr Yang Gau, HKBU, Department
of Sports, Physical Education and
Health: ‘A clinical study protocol for
COVID-19 rehabilitation with herbal
medicine and tele-exercise’
> Professor
Frédéric
Dutheil,
University Hospital of ClermontFerrand, Head of Occupational and
Environmental Medicine, France:
‘The ‘Covistress’ Project: Global
Perspectives and Implications’
29

Photo 4: Dr Linda Zhong, School of Chinese
Medicine

Photo 5: Dr Yang Gao, department of Sports,
Physical Education and Health

Photo 6: Prof Frederic Dutheil (Zoom)

‘Covistress’ refers to a project piloted
by Professor Baker, in association
with international colleagues, notably
Professor Frederic Dutheil, who
presented live from France during the
session.
In his paper, Baker referred to the cross30

national evidence from lockdowns
and confinements that Covid 19 has
presented a serious challenge to the
psychological well-being of individuals,
especially in terms of their primary
networks (friends, family) and practices
(as a result of social distancing). Even
within these tight personal networks,
evidence from scholars working on
psychological indicators points to an
increase in indicators of social tension,
such as divorce, gender violence and
isolation as a result of the Covid 19
crisis. Increases in social violence and
violation by communities in relation
to social distancing measures are
major concerns in relation to public
perceptions and information provided
by respective governments and their
representatives. The presentations
by Julien Baker, Yang Gao and Linda
Zhong each reported early findings of
a project funded by HKBU on Recovery
from Covid 19. Findings converged in
the sense of developing new protocols
based on tele-exercise, moderate
physical exercise, the selective use
of Chinese medicine in a restorative
capacity and focussed diet. In the
final intervention, Dutheil updated the

04 A summary of the conference proceedings

conference on the massive worldwide
presence of the Covistress crossnational survey.
These issues gave rise to a rich debate
in the main morning session. The
problem with the disease is that
it affects both psychological and
physiological parameters in infected
populations. While the physiological
parameters are easier to deal with in
response to medication, psychological
problems may be more of a long-term
problem. This is particularly true in
individuals with a history of depressive
illness. Depression affects all in society,
inclusive of all ages and gender.
The physiological and psychological
effects of COVID-19 in the longterm are currently unknown. Medical
trials have been underway since the
onset of the pandemic and different
combinations of medication have had
some beneficial effects. Drug regimens
that relate to boosting the immune
system and decreasing inflammation
have a particular role to play. However,
the treatment of depressive symptoms
and illness is more complicated. There
have been many medical interventions

employed including pharmaceutical
and medical treatments. Of course,
the most successful to date has been
vaccination. Interestingly, the general
population’s physical activity levels were
recorded as low in most cases. Physical
activity increases immune function,
decreases symptoms associated with
depressive illness and contributes to
euphoria and increased well-being.
Therefore, increased physical activity
levels pre- and post- the pandemic may
have contributed to better outcomes
for patients suffering from COVID-19.

31

Civil Society
and Governance:
Comparative
Perspectives on
Covid-19
Panel 2
The second panel considered the
relates issues of Trust, transparency,
Civil
Society,
Governance
and
electoral integrity, placing questions
of civil society and governance in a
comparative perspective.
The speakers in the second panel were:
> Professor Paul Chaney, Cardiff
University, UK: ‘Trust, Transparency
and Welfare: Third Sector Adult Social
Care Delivery and the Pandemic in the
UK’ (By zoom)
> Professor Alistair Cole and
Dr Dionysios Stivas, HKBU,
Department
of
Government
and International Studies: ‘Trust,
Transparency and Transdisciplinarity:
lessons from Covid 19’
> Professor Bruno Cautres, CEVIPOF,
Sciences
Po
France:
‘TransEuropean Findings on trust and
the
Covid
19
crisis’

32

> Dr
Kenneth
Chan,
HKBU,
Department of Government and
International Studies: ‘The impact of
Covid 19 on Electoral Democracies:
A Global Comparison and Lessons
Learnt’
Paul Chaney (Zoom) discussed the
case of welfare trust and delivery
in the four nations of the United
Kingdom: England, Scotland, Wales
and Northern Ireland. The Covid 19
pandemic accelerated a number of
trends in the administration of welfare
policy and involvement of voluntary
sector players. Each administration
(the 3 devolved govrenments and the
UK government operating for England)
adopted a distinctive approach towards
the provision of social care, undertaken
by the local government tier in each
respective country. Insofar as the four
administrations reacted in distinctive
manners, the case of Covid 19 could be
considered as a natural experiment.
There are distinctive territorial
ideologies in relation to welfare. In
Scotland, the principle of free provision
at the point of delivery is one of the

04 A summary of the conference proceedings

binding articles of faith of Scottish
devolution, and Wales follows in a
broadly similar manner. In England
and Northern Ireland, there is less
faith in civil society or state provision,
and the private sector is called upon
the delivery most adult social care
services, albeit under regulation from
local government. In each case, there
is a strong argument that Covid 19
strengthened forms of territorialisation
of public policy, underpinned by

Barometer. Cautrès started by stating
the terms of the French paradox. In this
comparator study on Trust, the French
appeared as the most mistrusting
of any nation towards their political
class (France, UK, Germany, Italy). Such
findings are not new, but they appear to
have been consolidated by the response
of the Macron administration during
the year of the Covid 19 pandemic:
hesitating between health security
and economic revival. The year was

distinctive party systems in each of the
four countries.

marked by controversies played out in
relation to Masks (are they useful? Even
the government appeared to doubt
early on in the pandemic); Tests (which
value should be accorded to these)
and, most spectacularly Vaccines (the
French government had to face strong
scepticism from an important section
of public opinion). These medical
issues were mediated by low levels of
trust in politicians in general, as well
in the media. As elsewhere, there were
much higher levels of trust in Scientists
and Medics, though the scientists
themselves were divided. Hospitals
are everywhere looked to as health
care institutions; but in the French
case, the traditional pride in the health

There was a surge in volunteering
action as a result of the pandemic. But
the argument prevailed in Wales and
Scotland that ‘like-trust-like’ whereby
local volunteers were welcomed
because it was felt they shared the same
characteristics as those who needed
care. A form of welfare nationalism
within the UK, setting the four nations
against each other, was strengthened
by travel bans from entering different
parts of the country.
Bruno Cautrès then discussed the
findings of the most recent CEVIPOF
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service has suffered from the far from
perfect response of hospitals to the
crisis. The questions of administrative
and political complexity came to the
fore in the French case, supporting the
argument that a lack of transparency
breeds mistrust. Trust in government
appeared to be extremely low in the
French case; along with Italy, the
‘southern’ countries suffer from deep
seated problems of trust, exacerbated
by the pandemic. The evidence went in

represents a crisis of trust, a central
theme of the conference. To sum up, in
the context of the Covid-19 pandemic,
dissimilar governments employed
similar techniques to control the
spread of the virus and similar political
systems resorted to divergent methods
to lessen the virus’ impact. There is no
simple reading in terms of typology of
political system. While some autocratic
(and semi-autocratic) governments
opted for soft social distancing

the same direction in the UK, but from
a higher base of trust in government.
Even Germany began to suffer a loss of
trust in governors to adopt joined up
responses to the crisis.

measures and interfered marginally
with the lives and liberties of their
citizens, most democratic governments
restricted substantially the basic
freedoms of their citizens. Inevitably,
some countries appeared to perform
better than others in controlling the
spread and mortality of the virus.

Drilling down to the level of attitudes,
the CEVIPOF study identified fear and
anxiety as being major sentiments
associated with the Covid 19 pandemic,
while hope was much less widely
shared.
These findings bore similiarity with
those of Alistair Cole and Dionysios
Stivas, in their presentation. In their
paper, Cole and Stivas discussed
the question of whether Covid 19
34

Surely the pandemic will have some
implications for the international power
structure. Some countries, especially
China, emerged relatively unaffected
by the pandemic while the majority
of the other countries of the world
struggled to keep their economies
running. Since the economic might
of each country determines to a large
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Photo 7: Mette Hjort, Alistair Cole, with Paul
Chaney and Bruno Cautrès on Zoom

Photo 8: Dr Kenneth Chan

extent the position of each country
in the international power structure,
it is inevitable that the countries that
managed to keep their economies
running during the pandemic will
rise while the others will decline.
How long will last this reshuffling in
the international power structure, it
remains to be seen.

Democracies. In his presentation,
Kenneth
Chan
considered
the
Postponement Paradox, whereby
elections and referendums have been
delayed or rescheduled as a result of
Covid 19. Drawing upon data from the
International Institute for Democracy
and Electoral Assistance (IDEA), Chan
identified at least 78 countries and
territories across the globe which
have decided to postpone national
and subnational elections due to
COVID-19. At the same time, at least
118 countries and territories have
decided to hold national or subnational
elections despite concerns related to
COVID-19. The Hong Kong Election
Observation Project EOP tracked 129
national elections and 20 referendums
held amid Covid-19 Pandemic 2020. In
terms of the incumbents’ performance,
most governments have lost votes and
seats. There has been a modest decline
in turnout, with an average decline of
-2.3%.

These figures lend some support to the
Finally, Kenneth Chan presented a well- idea that the Covid 19 pandemic has
documented and researched paper on produced democratic retrenchment
‘The impact of Covid 19 on Electoral and the strengthening of authoritarian
35

and hybrid regimes. Nearly half of
democracies have regressed on basic
rights with emergency measures to
combat Covid-19. There are steps
that governments can take, with
respect to the spread of Covid, the
turnout, and electoral violence, to
ensure that electoral participation is
not disrupted. They can adopt Special
Voting Arrangements (SVAs) to ensure
inclusive participation. They can agree
to Adjustments to Traditional Methods
of In-person Voting. They can ensure
that Health & Safety Measures are
thoroughly reviewed and adapted.
They can engage in capacity-building,
by investing in Planning,Training and
Resources. Consensus-building should
be at the heart of public education and
communication.

Photo 9: Chan, Stivas, Cole and Hjort at the end
of their panel
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The Economic
and Financial
Consequences

Panel 3

In the third and final session
of the first day of the conference,
attention shifted to the Economic
and Financial Consequences of the
COVID-19 Crisis. The session was
opened with a set of pertinent remarks
by the Dean of Business, Professor Ed.
Snape.
Speakers in the third panel session
were:
> Professor Huang Xu, HKBU,
Business School: ‘The Duty of leaders:
Leadership effects on the control of
epidemic’
> Alicia Garcia Herrero, Chief
economist, NATAXIS, Hong Kong:
‘Trust and Debt: The Economic and
Financial Consequences of the
Covid-19 Crisis’
> Professor Paola Subacchi, Bologna
University, Italy and Queen Mary’s
London, UK: ‘Covid 19: a global debt
crisis? (by Zoom)
In his presentation, Huang Xu, of
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HKBU’s School of Business, presented
a fascinating paper on the role
of leadership. Starting from the
observation that ‘Bad leaders cause
more deaths in a crisis of this scale’
than other explanations, Huang Xu
continued with Brian Tracy’s axiom that
‘the true test of leadership is how you
function in a crisis’.

Photo 10: Prof Huang Xu, HKBU, Business School

The core of the presentation involved
the project on Chinese City leaders
and the pandemic. In his comparison
of leaders in 177 Chinese cities, Huang
Xu concentrated on the beginning of
the crisis, and the Spread of COVID-19
in China from January 19 to March 21,
2020. From the data, there appeared
to be a correlation between whether
mayors take an active leadership role
and the number of cases of the virus.
The curve flattening is greater in the
case of non-retiring mayors than those
who are retiring, suggesting that
mayors who were not seeking to renew
their mandate were less effective in
combatting the pandemic. This factor
is isolated as the second key variable,
coming after the proximity to the city
of Wuhan and the number of cases from

Photo 11: Prof Ed. Snape with Alicia Garcia
Herrero and Paola Subbachi on Zoom

that city. The consistently positive data
finding is that of the population inflow
from Wuhan is the key variables, with
the retirement horizon also significant.
The leadership study was followed
by two presentations on Zoom that
focused on the question of how to deal
with the inevitable debt that would
accumulate as a result of Covid 19.
Paola
Subacchi
Garcia-Herrero both

and
Alicia
centred their
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interventions on the question of future
debt relief. Both were critical of the past
record of the International Monetary
Fund (IMF) and in particular the lasting
negative impact of its conditionality
approach adopted towards African and
Asian states in the 1990s.
Paola Subacchi focused a good deal of
attention on the case of China; unlike
the countries of the Paris Club or the
G20, China was extremely reluctant to
engage in any exercise in debt relief.
It preferred, by far, to re-schedule loan
repayments, especially those incurred
in the context of Xi Jinping’s Belt and
Road policy. China preferred bilateral
agreements, rather than tying its own
hands through multi-later institutions.
But China also faces its own challenges,
insofar as the debt it has issued is in
dollars, but it cannot control the value
of the US currency.
Subacchi argued that transparency and
accountability are key to international
debt relief. The norm thus far has been
to respect an ex-post framework,
where actions are taken to alleviate
debt that countries had contracted
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in crisis situations. But it is preferable,
according to Subbachi, to obtain broad
international agreement on an ex-ante
policy framework, where there is clear
access to data and where agreements
are made on the basis of the rule of law.
There were similar points made in the
second Zoom intervention by Alicia
Garcia Herrero, who argued that the
IMF was no longer fit for purpose in the
field of debt relief and that a special
agency should be established, along
the lines of the European Financial
Stability Fund set up to cope with the
effects of the euro crisis one decade
ago. This body would manage debt that
would be guaranteed by signatories.
Beyond the technical aspects of this,
these two interventions fully brought
home the challenges and opportunities
brought about by COVID-19 on the
global economic and financial systems.
The Challenges are manifest: especially
that of increasing the public debt of
individual countries, making highly
likely that international organisations
will be called upon to intervene in the
post-crisis situation. However, there
are also opportunities, in the form of
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the digitalization of transactions, the
familiarization of people with electronic
communication, changing patterns of
work and the reduction of travel costs.
To sum up, there is bound to be a process
of public debt enlargement, as well as an
increase of unemployment rates even
in countries which had insignificant
percentages of unemployment before
Covid. The evidence demonstrates also
that there is an amplification of the
wealth gap between the rich and the
poor countries. In certain parts of the
world, there is a manifest incapacity
of the weaker countries to cope: for
example, in Latin America. And if the
opportunity was mainly for China?
The pandemic appears likely to boost
China’s ranking in the list of global
economies.

39

Day
TWO

21st May 2021
(Friday)

T

he keynote, on ‘Covid 19 and
top athletic performance’, was
delivered by Dr Huw Wiltshire, SFHEA,
Former National Performance Director
with Welsh and Russian Rugby Unions.
In his speech, Dr Wiltshire stressed the
importance of specific types of training
for elite-level athletes in the context of
Covid 19; these exercises were essential
in order to avoid injury through rapidly
losing fitness in the event on inactivity,
known as ‘de-training’. There are specific
sets of issues for this type of actor. The
Covid 19 crisis raises more general
issues about the survival of whole
sports (given the priority to avoiding
mass contact), as well as consequences
at the individual level.
Following the fascinating keynote
speech, the conference then split into
four matched parallel sessions:
> the first two on (1) Governance and
Societies in the Pandemic and (2)
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Environmental Health and Covid 19
(1);
> the second two on (1) Environmental
Health and Covid 19 (2) and (2) Trust
and Transparency in the Pandemic.
The ensuing commentary is based
on the Parallel sessions 1 and 4, on
Governance and Societies in the
Pandemic: A Global Perspective
and Trust and Transparency in the
Pandemic: A Comparative Perspective.
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Governance, Societies,
Tr u s t a n d Tra n s p a r e n c y
in the Pandemic
Parallel session 1.1
In the morning session, three tightly
argued papers succeeded each other.
> ‘The COVID-19 Crisis and China’s
Changing
International
Role’,
Professor Jean-Pierre Cabestan,
HKBU, GIS.
> ‘Mapping China’s Influence in
Multilateral
Institutions’,
Dr
Courtney Fung and Shing-Hon
Lam, HKU.
> ‘To Trust or not to trust? Comparative
perspectives of China’s health
diplomacy in Europe, the Middle East
and North Africa’, Dr Emilie Tran,
HKBU, GIS.
Jean-Pierre Cabestan claimed that, if
the broader trends in China- Western
relations had predated the pandemic,
there was very little cooperation over
Covid 19. China has been attempting
to position itself as the leader of the
Global south, in order to enhance its
influence. The Covid 19 pandemic has

Photo 12: Prof Jean-Pierre Cabestan and Dr
Kenneth Chan

formed part of the battle of narratives.
Cabestan claimed that China had
engaged in a certain ‘overkill’ that had
strengthened mistrust within wester
public opinion. China was suspected
of attempting to use the World Health
Organisation for national interests.
The result of the handling of Covid 19
was to antagonise countries, especially
as the EU, US and UK had offered
substantial support to deal with the
early phases of the pandemic. Public
opinion, especially as captured by the
Pew survey, had moved against China
in most European countries. China had
fuelled debt with the Belt and Road
programme – now some of this would
not be repaid. And the controversy over
the vaccines also rebounded against
China, as the quality of the vaccines it
delivered (and that of medical material
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Photo 13: Dr Emilie Tran

such as Masks) was not up to standard.
All in all, Cabestan used the example
of Covid 19 to illustrate broader trends
of competition between China and the
West in an increasing zero-sum game.
Emilie Tran continued the discussion
of China’s vaccine diplomacy – and
diplomacy more general in the Middle
East and North Africa – the MENA.
While this region had not historically
been particularly favourable to China’s
interests (Algeria excepted), China
saw an opportunity to increase its
influence, building on the success
(from the China perspective) of the Belt
and Road imitative. China was quick to
provide hospitals and doctors in line
with its Health diplomacy (also known
as the Health Silk Road). China sought
to frame its actions not just in terms of
the global south, but also as a series
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of ‘good deeds’, building on its past
investment in the Ebola pandemic cure,
largely ignored by the western powers.
There were questions about the quality
of the medical supplies proposed, but
China’s decisive action enhanced its
influence and favourable impression
in this part of the world. Building on
surveys – and notably contrasting this
region with Europe –China benefits
from a largely favourable image, one
that is consolidated in the analysis of
Facebook and Twitter posts undertaken
as part of this research.
In the final paper in this session, Dr
Coutney Fung and Mr Shing-Hon Lam,
both of Hong Kong University, mapped
out China’s strategy for influence
in the United Nations, traditionally
the preserve of the western powers
(US, France and UK respectively). In a
piece to be published in the journal
International Affairs, the speakers
identified and discussed the various
strategies for ensuring that China’s
interests are protected by Chinese civil
servants working in the United Nations.
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Environmental Health
and Covid 19 (1)
Parallel session 1.2
The speakers in the second panel of the
first parallel session were:
> Associate Professor Anne Roiko
and Dr Lachlan Guthrie, Griffith
University: ‘Reducing vulnerability
to pandemics in the Indo-Pacific
region: development of the Covid-19
water security risk index’
> Professor Malcolm Sim, Monash
University:
‘Transdisciplinary
approaches to preventing the
health burden of COVID-19 in the
workplace’
> Adjunct Professor Sophie Dwyer,
University of Queensland: ‘How
the environmental health sector
responded to the pandemic perspectives from Queensland’
> Dr Dan Deere, Water Research
Australia
ColoSSoS
Project:
‘Collaboration
on
Sewage
Surveillance of SARS-CoV-2’
The
COVID-19
pandemic
and
environmental health shares a complex

two-way relationship. On the one
hand, environmental factors such as
climate, pollution, and animal-human
interactions shape the emergence,
spread, and health impact of COVID-19.
On the other hand, the socio-political
responses, both short and longterm, have profound implications on
environmental health issues.
The panel comprised of five speakers
offering an update-to-date reflection

Photo 14: Prof R. Bernhart Owen receiving his
certificate of attendance from Prof Julien Baker

Photo 15: Dr Dan Derre and Prof Malcom Sim on
Zoom
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on the Australian experience. Anne
Roiko and Lachlan Guthrie from
Griffith University, who gave a talk on
“Reducing vulnerability to pandemic in
the Indo-Pacific region: development
of the COVID-19 water security risk
index”. Their talk highlights the role of
water-related factors on a COVID-19
outbreak and the impact of COVID-19
on water security. They argue that
investing in wastewater surveillance
and agricultural water security can
assist in containing the spread and
recovery of a COVID-19 outbreak.
Malcolm Sim, in his presentation
entitled “Transdisciplinary approaches
to preventing the health burden of
COVID-19 in the workplace”, emphasizes
the importance on not only preventing
infections, but also managing mental
health effects, among health workers
during the COVID-19 pandemic.
Sophie Dwyer gave a presentation
on “How the environmental health
sector responded to the pandemic
– perspectives from Queensland”.
Drawing from first-hand experience
working as a senior environmental
health officer, Dwyer reflected on
the challenges of developing and
44

implementing environmental health
policies to combat COVID-19.
Dan Deere gave a talk on “Collaboration
on sewage surveillance of SARS-CoV-2”
and discussed how the procedures
(sampling, testing, and reporting) of
sewage surveillance vary globally in
different pandemic phases.
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Environmental Health
and Covid 19 (2)
Parallel session 2.1
The speakers in afternoon session of
the first parallel session were:
> Dr Gao Meng, Hong Kong Baptist
University: ‘Distinct regimes of ozone
response to COVID-19 lockdown in
China’
> Dr Yang Xi, Hong Kong Baptist
University: ‘Environmental health
research and the COVID-19 pandemic:
A turning point towards sustainability’
> Dr Peter Koh, University of Hong
Kong: ‘An analysis of the media’s
reports on face masks during the
COVID-19 pandemic in South Korea:
a study using Big Data latent dirichlet
allocation (LDA) topic modelling’
> Dr Monica Tan, University of
Melbourne: ‘Coping with COVID-19
in rural China: Lockdown experiences
in Henan and Hubei villages’
The panel comprised of four speakers.
Gao Meng presented a paper on
“Distinct regimes of ozone response to
COVID-19 lockdown in China”. He found

Photo 16: Dr Gao Meng, Hong Kong Baptist
University

Photo 17: Dr Peter Koh, Hong Kong University

that restrictions on human activities
reduced emissions of air pollutants
in China, but the impact is spatially
heterogeneous. Yang Xi presented a
review and a conceptual framework
on the relationship between COVID-19
and environmental health in the talk
“Environmental health research and
the COVID-19 pandemic: A turning
point towards sustainability”. Peter Koh
discussed how the media in South Korea
reports face masks during different
pandemic phases in his paper “An
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analysis of the media’s reports on face
masks during the COVID-10 pandemic
in South Korea: a study using Big Data
latent Dirichlet allocation (LDA) topic
modelling”. Monica Tan gave a paper on
“Coping with COVID-19 in rural China:
Lockdown experiences in Henan and
Hubei villages” where she presented
first-hand evidence on how the Chinese
government control the population
during the pandemic. Furthermore,
she reported that the strict lockdown

Tr u s t a n d Tra n s p a r e n c y
in the Pandemic

measures were by-and-large supported
by rural residents, which suggests that
the level of trust in the government is
high.

> Professor
Laurent
Sermet,
Sciences Po Aix, Aix-en-Provence,
France: ‘International health law,
an efficient tool to fight against the
COVID-19 pandemic ?’ (by Zoom)
> Professor Pierre Landry, Chinese
University of Hong Kong: ‘When
transparency and accountability
undermine each other: the case of
China’
> Dr Samson Yuen, HKBU, Department
of Government and International
Studies: ‘Trust in Covid 19 vaccines:
survey findings from Hong Kong’

Parallel session 2.2
In the afternoon session of the second
parallel session, four presentations
were delivered:
> Mr Thomas Gnocchi, Head of the
European Union Office of Hong Kong
and Macao: ‘The European Union’s
response to the Covid 19 pandemic’

Mr Gnocchi explained the position
of the European Union in relation to
the Covid 19 crisis. While admitting a
46
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number of mistakes, these were due
in part to the fact that the EU has not
classically had responsibility in the
field of health policy. But the position
adopted by the EU would be validated
in the long run. Had the EU stood
back, it would have been unfair to the
smaller member-states, which relied
on the collective negotiating power
of the Union to secure the best deal.
The early responses of member-states
demonstrated how difficult this issue is
to manage. The role of the Commission
was to ensure, to the best of its means,
that the key achievements of European
Union were safeguarded.
The EU had secured the best deal for
European consumers in relation to the
procurement of the vaccines. The EU
had also organized a donor conference
in May 2020, which provided mass
funding for developing countries. It
has participated fully in the Covax
programme of aid for developing
countries.
There were challenging questions
about the international trade system
and intellectual property rights. US

Photo 18: Mr Thomas Gnocchi, Head of the
European Union Office

President Biden has proposed waiving
intellectual property rights (brevets)
on vaccines, but this has run into
opposition from Germany and others.
The most substantial movement was
to launch the 750 billion euro Covid
Recovery Fund, and raise the money
on the international capital markets.
In terms of the operation of this
programme, the Commission had to
agree structural plans presented by
each member-state, with money being
focused in the environmental and
digital fields. Moreover, decisions were
taken on the basis of a majority vote,
hence the member-states had a veto
over each other.
Mr Gnocchi announced, during the
conference, that the countries of the
EU had agreed to implement a digital
47

Photo 19: Prof Laurent Sermet on Zoom

even more than the contested figures,
Covid has given rise to contested
interpretations
and
competing
narratives: about the origins of the
virus, especially where it came from and
how it was produced. The hypothesis
of a laboratory experiment has been
gathering pace once again.
There are a range of issues that could be
covered by international law: the lack of
a common response, uncertainty over

Photo 20: Prof Pierre Landry, Chinese University
of Hong Kong

Covid certification, which would allow
free travel between member-states,
and would also be open to non-EU
citizens. These digital certificates
would require proof of vaccination,
the results of a negative Covid test or
evidence of recovery from Covid. The
paper was followed by that of Professor
Laurent Sermet. Professor Sermet
presented a theoretical account of
the role of law in terms of providing
a capacity to understand uncertainty
and imperfection. We know that the
data, with some 3.3 million deaths, is
underestimated. On the other hand,
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vaccines, or again the civil responsibility
of politicians in the context of a risk
culture that emphasizes precaution.
In fact, international health law is mainly
of the soft variety. It is highly fragmented
across systems: one conclusion of the
Covid 19 pandemic is that the law needs
to be less fragmented. International
Health Law is an emerging field. There
are competing types of law – hard and
soft – but also competing standards.
Professor Sermet contrasted contrasts
normative rationality – to refer to
the norms that underpin particular
decisions – and narrative rationality
– in terms of constructing a coherent
legal discourse.
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At the moment, action needs to be
voluntary and coordinated. But, in
this sphere as in others, the crisis will
push for more global norms. Sermet
concluded that the world needs a
legally binding instrument.
In his presentation, Professor Pierre
Landry looked into the dilemmas
facing local officials in the Chinese local
government system. There are a series
of incentives for local government
officials to perform well and meet
targets. But there are also incentives
to cheat to meet ever more exacting
standards. The traditional response
has been to allow local officials to take
the blame for crises –to safeguard the
interests of the Party and the central
government. This mechanism was fully
in play in the case of Covid 19, as local
government officials were forced out,
as a result of ‘naming and shaming’.
There was a form of blame avoidance
on behalf of the centre that ensured
that local officials took the fall (the case
of Wuhan).
There were dilemmas for individual
officials; should they disclose their

nature of the pandemic (which would
be construed as a failure)? Or should
they attempt to cover up failure? Each
individual official had to face these
issues.
In the specific case of health
management in China, there are issues
of expertise that become confused
with those of the party control. In this
sector, some top appointments can be
made from outside of the party; this
admits a professional logic based on
expertise, rather than party loyalty.
The sanctions against these types of
people were more difficult to exercise,
as their expertise was rare. Moreover, if
managers were removed there would
be a total loss of institutional memory.
The case raised more general issues
of central-local relations. Independent
bodies were important in this context.
Finally, Dr Samson Yuen presented
recent survey findings from the case
of the Covid Vaccines in Hong Kong.
The central observation is the very low
acceptance rate amongst Hongkongers
of taking the vaccine. There were issues
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Photo 21: Dr Samson Yuen, HKBU

about the place of production, but
these were not raised in the survey.
The starkest finding is that citizens do
not trust the government, hence are
unlikely to be guided by pro-vaccine
messages. Hence, an indirect effect
of mistrust was the refusal to take the
vaccine. Even if it was accepted that
this would probably become inevitable,
citizens preferred to wait until the last
moment.
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Roundtable: The World
after Covid 19

concludes

International Studies, HKBU; Professor
Alistair Cole, Head of Government and
International Studies, HKBU; Dr Emilie
Tran, Government and International
Studies, HKBU; Professor Cherian
George, Associate Dean for Research,
School of Media and Communication,
HKBU; Dr Yang Gao, Department of
Sports, Physical Education and Health;
and Professor Julien Baker, Head of
the Department of Sports, Physical
Education and Health.

with the full transcription of the Final
Roundtable discussion, preceded by a
summary immediately below:
From left to right: Professor R.
Bernhart Owen, LEWI, HKBU; Professor
Jean-Pierre Cabestan, Government and

The
roundtable
finished
the
conference. We are grateful to all
participants and sponsors and the
administrative and academic staff
that made this event possible.

The final roundtable was chaired
by Cherian George, Associate Dean
of Research, School of Media and
Communication. Members of the
panel included: Julien Baker, Alistair
Cole, Emilie Tran, Yang Gao, Jean-Pierre
Cabestan and Richard Bernhart Owen.
This

conference

report

Photo 22: The Roundtable
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Prof Alista ir Cole
I just want(ed) to say that this is the
last act of our conference before
we get on the bus, for those of us
who are going to the reception
and that we will be there at 6
o’clock. So, we have a bit of time,
and so we can take our time. I’m
delighted that we have Cherian
George. He is a leading figure in
the university. He is a Dean for
Research in the School of Media
and Communications. So Cherian
is going to animate this debate,
and we’ll participate as well as we
can do.

Pro f Che ria n Georg e
Thanks so much Alistair, and
congratulations first of all for
what I understand has been a
very successful two days. I was
able to come and join in a couple
of sessions, but unfortunately
there were too many clashing
appointments to allow me to attend
the whole thing. It’s of course
wonderful to have this format to
which I am completely unused.
I realize that it’s superfluous to
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remind panelists to, for example,
unmute yourselves and turn on
your cameras. It’s wonderful as I
could actually touch you and wow,
it’s amazing!
It’s bizarre, no? However, that was
the horror old theme consigned to
history; this is an actual physical
event, but of course with a large
online audience. And we have
in the spirit of the conference a
multi-disciplinary panel, covering
everything
from
physiology,
public health to political science,
geology, and so on, area studies.
And all of whom, of course, over
the last couple of days, have been
focused on a wide range of topics
related to Covid-19 and a postCovid world. And I guess to kick
off, I’ll just ask a fairly open-ended
question: what are the main
lessons that you hope leaders,
policymakers, media and the wider
public will draw from the Covid-19
crisis, whether it’s in the medical,
scientific, political, economic
fields. What are the lessons for crisis
management, for governance, for
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public discourse related to issues
of trust and transparency, risk and
resilience and so on? Take a bite at
this, from your own fields, based
on what you gathered in the last
couple of days, shall we start with
Gemma?

Pro f Che ria n G eo rge

D r Ya ng G a o

I think we need to be optimistically
cautious because we’ve contained
the pandemic with the vaccine,
certainly. However, with the new

Thank you very much. I was
trained in medicine and public
health. So I’d like to share my
own point of views in terms of
the healthcare system. As we
know, the formal/model/modern
pattern for/of medicine is focused
on and targeted at chronic, noncommunicable disease. I speak as
a professional in medicine who
has acquired many experiences in
dealing with non-communicable
diseases. However, the Covid-19
disease, the new emerging
infectious disease, demonstrates
that the healthcare system was
not ready. I would suggest that,
in the future, we should enhance
the capacity and capability to deal
with infectious diseases.

Thank
you,
absolutely.
So
you’ve
drawn
from
your
medical, physiological, sciences
(perspectives) and so on. So Julien,
would you like to add on?

Pro f Ju li e n B a ke r

strains and mutations, we’ll need to
be so careful. There was a question
earlier on in the conference about
people being vaccinated. In my
opinion, the total vaccination
of the entire population is the
way ahead. Firstly, if we don’t
vaccinate everyone and you don’t
get vaccinated, we will catch be
the ordinary strain. And secondly,
if we don’t get everybody
vaccinated, mutations will come
around again and affect us all. So I
think that it’s very important that,
although we are quite optimistic,
we need to consider the future.
Full vaccination is really powerful,
I believe.
53

Prof C he ria n George
Are there any perspectives from
other sciences, including geology?
Frankly, I was intrigued to see that
perspective.

Pro f R. Bernha rt Owe n

going, a completely international
one that will be ready for the next
pandemic.
To me, that’s the biggest thing. It
will happen again.

In geology, in an environmental
sense, one thing that you can do
from geology is actually that you
can put a time perspective on this
pandemic, or any events. Certain

Pro f Che ria n G eo rge

unexpected events are completely
normal in a geological context.
We can expect this pandemic to
happen again, and I think that
we’re all panicking trying to deal
with this. We should be, but we
should now be thinking about the
next one. And trying to get it right
next time round and this time
round.

needn’t even be a pandemic.

With what’s tended to happen is
that there is the panic, and then
people are turned inwards. The
countries are turned inwards, even
Schengen is starting to be falling
apart. So I think that the world has
been actually trying to get a system
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And we need to talk about the next
ones, it seems that the general’s
always fight the last war. The need
one needn’t be coronavirus, it

Pro f R. B e rnha rt Owe n
I can give you a many different
ways to destroy the world.

Pro f Che ria n G eo rge
Tell us!

Pro f R. B e rnha rt Owe n
Super volcanoes, I can give you
many different ways, but there’s
still a same point: that there will
be a future international crisis.
Do you know that the population
of the Earth went down to just
a few thousand people when
Tembora volcano erupted that
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created a squeeze on the Earth’s
population? When they talk about
mitochondrial leak and so on, this
is the point that they’re referring
to when the world population
expanded out from that point.
There’s no reason why we can’t
go down to just a few thousand
people again.
The thing is to expect the
unexpected and try to be as ready
as you can. And I think that involves
a
large-scale
collaboration,
keeping supplies ready. If it is a
super volcano, then we’ll be able
to help each other. However, we
will certainly break up – societies
would end.

Pro f Che ria n Georg e
The broader lesson, I guess, is that
the things we take for granted are
precisely valued when any of these
calamities happen.

Pro f R. Be rnha rt Ow e n
And the melts would be very
big, regional crises but they can
be confined. If Hawaii collapses

again, as it has done several times,
the western sea border of the US
could be wiped out. The Hudson
Island in the Indian shores, that
was collapsed, it has done before;
the eastern sea border of the US
would be wiped out. Now you
imagine that a disaster of that
scale wiping out Washington and
all the other cities on the east
coast, that’s something that has to
be dealt with international roles.

Pro f Che r ia n G eo rge
But are these risks simply beyond
the scope of the institutions that
we’ve relied on governance and
internal stability?

Pro f R. B e rnha rt Owe n
Yes, certainly some of them are. If
you have something that creates
a nuclear-winter type event, a
meteorite impact, for example,
that will mean your world food
crops pool will fail. That could
fail because of a disease! Most
of the bananas we eat are very
genetically restricted. So one
disease could wipe them out. We
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are thinking about pandemics of
people, but it could be pandemics
of crops, and how are we going to
deal with that?
So that are just so many ways to
cause a problem like Covid-19, such
as crops failure, and the best thing
to do is to be trying to cooperate
as much as possible, which is not
really being what’s happened
in this pandemic; it’s still not
happening. Look at the problems
between the UK and Europe in
terms of AstraZeneca. That’s really
a panic-induced problem: it’s not
really that logical. This argument
blew up partly Brexit-induced but
between the UK and Europe.

Pro f Cheria n G eorg e
We now get onto politics, which
is your domain, Alistair and JeanPierre. Would you like to add on?

Pro f Alista ir Cole
I’ve got a couple of reflections
actually, one on time and one
on message. Because you know,
Bernhart gave us the long-time
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frame. And I suppose in a way
that the difficulty about public
discourse in this pandemic is that
political leaders have to address
the public in an extremely shorttime frame. I’m also thinking
about the difficulty of adopting
a constant legitimizing discourse
where you have to change
radically, very often!
Because Emilie’s sitting on my left,
the French president Macron now
comes to my mind. It could be any
other leaders: Boris Johnson, or
whatever. However, Macron has
been on the TV eight or nine times
now. Every time the message has
been a little different. The first time
the message was “this is a war,
where we’re at a war against this
virus; we’ll win the war”. But then,
the message shifted every time:
“quoi qu’il en coûte, whatever it
costs, we’ll come to the end to this
pandemic”. Of course, that spills
over into other considerations.
However, the key point area is:
it’s actually quite difficult for
any politician to have a slow and
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consistent discourse. We could
say that, really, discourse needs
to be authoritative, quite slow
and reflective. Unfortunately, in
a pandemic and in a digital age,
public discourse can’t be that slow
and reflective. It has to accelerate.
That’s the main point that I want
to make for the moment.

Prof C he ria n George
The politicians, especially in the
context of an election cycle, which
at the long-term is six years, is
there anything systematically out
of sync with the risks that we’ve
been talking about?

Prof Al ista ir Cole
I think it’s an extremely important
point and one of the comparisons
we’ve had throughout the
conference has been that political
regimes don’t tell us that much, but
they do actually tell us something.
They do impose different source of
temporality. Let’s say, sometimes
in a liberal democracy, it’s quite
difficult to manage this crisis (the
Covid) because there are numerous

internal counterpowers, if you
like, such as regions, as Thomas
Gnocchi said, in Italy or Spain. It’s
the region that decides a lot. This is
not the central government. That
creates a form of territorial spaces
determined response, in a way.
In the case of the UK, of course,
you haven’t been able to go
from England to Wales for a very
long time. You might be able to
now, but it’s only just changed
recently. The point of democratic
countries is that they have to face
the challenge of transparency, as I
said in my paper. This is extremely
difficult because (politicians) are
constantly be held to account for
decisions that they are probably
not capable of taking on the basis
of information that they probably
don’t have. Whereas in the other
types of regimes that we’ve been
talking about, those constraints
are a little bit less. Maybe JeanPierre Cabestan is the best person
to talk to that one!
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Pro f Jea n-Pie rre Ca be s ta n
Democracies have been facing
conflicting objectives, but not
only democracies. One of the
big dilemmas of the crisis or the
pandemic from day one has been
the choice whether you give
priority to lives, or whether you
give priority to the economy. You
have to stop or slow down the
economy in order to save lives.

to, it’s sometimes hard to draw
lessons, because sometimes in
China we say, “History is a mirror”.
But the trouble with the history is
that we never swim twice in the
same river. The water goes down
and then we swim in another river.
So, circumstances always change.
We always get ready for the war
which took place before but never
fought the coming war.

Conversely, you can’t do that in a
longer-term perspective. You have
to, at one point, make difficult
decisions.
That’s
something
which has in other ways been
understood. We talked about
Trump in the conference. Even
Trump made the wrong decision,
but I can understand why he had
made that decision, which he gave
priority to the economy. He really
thought that it’s the best way
for him to get reelected. He was
wrong, actually, he miscalculated
or underestimated the magnitude
of the pandemic.

One more thing, I mean, coming
out from the conference: leaders
shouldn’t be too partitive, not
to be too optimistic, but not to
be too negative! As Alistair Cole
reminded us, Macron went too far,
by using very strong words such as
“declare war against the virus”; that
was somehow counterproductive.
Politicians need to be vigilant,
but at the same time they need
to reassure the public and most
important of all, to be consistent.
Try to stick to the same steady
policy or strategy in order to make
it credible.

Now, among the lessons you refer

Different
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countries

that

have
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discussed earlier in the conference
have faced different situations. It’s
been easier for island countries
with borders, such as Ireland, to
control the virus. And then the
European Union, you mentioned
Schengen. Yes, yes! Of course,
Schengen has been put into freeze
for some time because there was
a need to restore the authority of
the nations-state and to reassure
the public.
One of the lessons for political
scientists, or the lessons of the
pandemic, is the return of the
nation-states. And also something
which goes beyond differences
between political regimes is that
the need for authority of leaders.
There has been a lack of authority,
which means accepted leadership
in the last few months.
Now, the final thing that I’d like to
say, I’m afraid, is that we’ll need
to live with the Covid. We need to
live with this virus, as we had lived
with smallpox, lived with polio. So
vaccination is the only way out.
We need to return to some kind of

normality.
In modern societies, we tend to be
risk-averse and a bit too cautious.
Governments take precautionary
measures but a society without
risks doesn’t exist! We may face
and will meet another in this
age – all the kinds of risk you
(Professor Owen) have mentioned
eruption – but looking into the
southeast Asian relations, looking
at the tensions between China
and Taiwan, we may have a war!
It’s gonna to happen! We’ve got to
react, and that’s a new catastrophe,
you know: a local war becomes a
bigger war, that’s something that
we are not really ready for, I’m
afraid! I’m sorry to be pessimistic
but that’s another kind of risks
that we need to manage.

Pro f R. B e r nha r t O we n
I can be more pessimistic than
you, haha! I haven’t completed the
list, yet!

Pro f Je a n- P ie r re Ca b e s ta n
And we have to complete it, yeah!
59

D r Emilie Tra n

Pro f Che ria n G eo rge

I think what Jean-Pierre said about
the return of the nations-state is
true and we’ve seen that in the
first months when the center of
the epidemic has moved from
China to Europe. All the sudden,
European states rediscovered their
borders and closed them down –
there was a surge of nationalism,
sovereignty and protectionism.
At the same time we’ve heard in

My next question: no other
complications that have emerged
in our discussion. It’s this tension
between the nuances that we
hope, academic research will bring
to the table, on the one hand; and
there’s a clear and simple public
messaging that is required for
effective public communication
during a crisis. So the best research,
whether a medical science or

this morning and afternoon about
international organizations and
the role they play. We’ve heard
about health and health union
that is now being invented and
built in Europe.

social sciences, can’t be reduced
to a slogan. However, strong calls
to action often do require slogans.
How do you think we as academic
researchers should manage this
tension when we attempt to make
interventions in public policy
communication?

We’ve heard also about the need
to build an international law
structure and health international
law. So we’ve collapsed a little bit,
falling into/onto nations-state
nationalism, but at the same time
rediscovering multilateralism and
the importance of globalization
and global solidarity.
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Dr Em ilie Tra n
That’s a tough question, Cherian.
There’s this tension, but I want to
also highlight another problem
that we’ve seen with this
pandemic: “infodemic”. We have a
surplus of information that is true,
and other misinformation, or fake
news. The tension is also lying with
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the public. How can they make
use, understand and process this
infodemic? How can they reach
out and digest all this information
and separate the truth from the
fake? That’s the first problem we’ve
to deal with.

Pro f Che ria n G eo rge

Since we’re speaking from our
university, our first job and you are
coming from the Communication
and Media Faculty, for programs

What Emilie said just now is a
supply problem, but also a demand
problem. No matter how much
we supply high quality and even
well-processed information, what

and schools, this (handling the
infodemic) is even more important.
the first duty of ours is to teach our
students to handle this infodemic.
The second tension is getting the
message out there. That relates to
my first point, the message is out
there. However, how can we make
it that the public is going to grab
it? How to take on it? We’ve a lot
of good research and we’ve a lot
of specialized journalists, who are
getting these simplified messages:
we’ve a lot of media on all sorts
of platforms: printed media,
online media that simplify the
good research that is getting out
there. Nevertheless, people do not

always want to choose to listen to
these messages. They’d rather go
for other forms of fake news. The
main issue is how to fight against
this infodemic of fake news.

do you do for the bizarre reason
there’s a demand for something
else? That would be a frustration
that you see all the time. Do you
have views on that, Julien?

Pro f Ju li e n B a ke r
Part of the problem without a
word is that many publications
in scientific journals are not for
public read. We don’t to seem
to get a lot of media coverage,
particularly in the university We’ve
done a lot of high-quality research
on the Covid pandemic. There’s a
very little to find its way out to the
public, except within the scientific
community and scientific journals.
61

Certainly, there is a mismatch in
terms of information produced
and information perceived by the
public.
Schools have got a role to play
as well, particularly teachers of
the 16+ children. As we’ve just
discussed briefly, this pandemic
or a pandemic will come back
later on. We need to embrace an
awareness among the population
about these things. Create a
forum for discussions and debates
among all the population.

Pro f R. Be rnha rt Ow e n
I wouldn’t be too pessimistic
though; the things do change.
I first came to Hong Kong thirty
years ago. At that time, I taught
climate change and nobody cared.
Nonetheless, if I say that today,
everybody will argue. Things
do change but it takes time! It
probably does need institutions,
not individual scientists I think –
because we’re all very introvert.
We know our topic; we don’t want
to have to talk to anybody else.
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The institutions could change this
situation by giving incentives to
scholars to talk on radio, on TV and
so on. The incentives are mostly
about being academic. That has
become changed a little bit with
things like impact studies.

Pro f A li s ta ir Co le
Can I come here? To pick up what
Julien and Bernhart just said, our
university is very good in terms of
research undertaken on Covid-19.
In particular, when Professor Guo
was here yesterday, he gave a
very interesting talk by setting
out what have been done. There
are two points that strike me: the
first one is action research. That’s
action research that sets out to
change the world for the good. In
this case, it’s to find solutions or to
help by recovery.
Moreover, action research need
to be supported by public
intellectuals. They need not just
to be a good scientific researchers
in the journals, but they actually
need to be present in the media.
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We need to be doing interviews,
we need to be selling ourselves my colleagues in GIS are extremely
good at doing that. Public
intellectuals have a very important
role to play in terms of the points
you are making there, Cherian.
The professional pressures to
specialize increasingly to get into
particular journals, to get into
particular niches of niches. It’s
difficult to reconcile that’s always
with the need to rise up the ladder
of generality and make sense of
this complex world.

Pro f C he ria n Georg e
You mentioned public intellectual.
Jean-Pierre used earlier the
concept of “authority”. On the one
hand, this crisis has demonstrated
globally that scientific authority
is highly respected, I think it
was Harari, the author of “Homo
Sapiens” that mentioned in one of
his interviews that, even religious
leaders who claim not to respect
science that much, obeyed the
science (or claim to beat the
science about closing churches

and mosques and so on.) However,
when it comes down to scientific
authority, there is a respect for
scientific evidence.
Political authority is more than
that. It’s about needing to be
good in believing someone, to
believe in someone, rather than
simply accept the credibility of the
research.

Pro f Je a n- P i e r re Ca b e s ta n
Cherian, you are right. The weak
link here is the link between
the research, the academicians
and the decision-makers, the
policymakers. It’s one thing for
academicians to the public, to
the media, to the audience. It’s
very useful. But then you have
to convince the politicians or to
translate the result of your research
or work into applicable political
decisions. That’s tricky! You need
to be a very good politician.
Experts such as medical doctors
and virologists can help, but the
difficult decisions have to be
made and responsibilities have to
be shouldered by politicians and
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legitimate representatives of the
community. In Hong Kong, it has
never been easy, either because
politicians don’t listen, that
something one has been used to
in Hong Kong, but also translating
decisions, evaluating the risks and
risk factors into political decisions
applicable to use is not easy.
Again, the principle of precaution
can lead to biases. Politicians do
not make decisions because there’s

Pro f R. B e rnha rt Owe n

a risk and they will be responsible
as something is happening. Look
at the vaccination campaign which
has been quite unsuccessful in
Hong Kong because a number of
Sinovac patients got ill. In every
vaccination campaign, you’ve got
side effects. For example, for the
polio, one in one million vaccinated
population will die because of the
side effects provoked. Small poxes
as well.

to really think more carefully
about how they report these
events. If people don’t understand
risks, “some people die after three
days” is probably what the reader
will remember. However, the
fact is that the chance of dying is
far greater if you don’t have the
vaccination! Risk perception is
one of the big problems with the
whole thing.

In sum, there is no decision
without risks! It is very hard for
politicians to accept the decisions
with risks and then persuade the
community.
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You are having a good point.
Politicians need a good media!
These non-sense words like
“somebody dies three days after
being vaccinated”and the authority
announces that “oh, but there is
no connection”. As soon as you say
it in the same sentence together,
the authority automatically turns
so many people off from getting
vaccinated. The media does have

Pro f Che ria n G eo rge
How do you view that the media
carries the responsibility of that,
although (news-feeding) media
would normally run such a
story unless it is also pushed by
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influential newsmaker?

Pro f R. Bernha rt Owe n
They should learn to stop doing
that!

Prof C he ria n George
They should! But one thing that we
try to teach students in the School
of Journalism is, just because
something influential said that it
is not necessarily a good thing to
report it uncritically. You do really
need to make a check on your own.
It is not enough to factually report
something saying a line, you need
to check whether what he’s saying
is actual or not.

Prof R. Be rnha rt Ow e n
What they could do is to simply
report how many people died who
had been vaccinated that day.
There are so many statistics that
you can throw out there. I think
they shouldn’t even say it until
there is a proof in the link.

D r Emilie Tra n
Just to comment on what Cherian

said about the religious leaders are
binding to the scientific authority,
and what Jean-Pierre said about
political leaders not being reached
out by the scientific community,
I would say that rather, the case
of India and France are quite
illustrative.
In the case of France, Macron
was surrounded by the Scientific
Council. All the best scholars,
researchers and academicians in
France did say what would happen
and how to handle it. However,
Macron chose not to listen to
their advice. So it’s not a matter
of reaching out, it’s the political
leaders who made the particular
decision.
In the case of India, it was exactly
the same. Why do we have this
wave in India? It was because there
were several religious festivities
and there was no measures to tell
people “Do not go out!” and “Do
not celebrate!”. Mr. Modi continued
his political campaign, which he
lost in certain regions, and there
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were huge gatherings. Therefore,
the scientific community was
there, the information was there
available to him, but he chose not
to. Again, it’s a matter of choice.

Pro f Ju li e n B a ke r

In the scientific community,
many issues are at the problem.
Scientists don’t agree with each
other; conflicting views tend
to lead politicians to make no

In the case of the Covid, there is a
completely new concept started in
2019. We’ve never seen anything
like this before. Nobody had the
answer, nobody knew where it
came from. Nobody knew the
genetic makeup of it or anything
like that. So it’s a war against an
unknown malice! I would say
medical science has gained 50 to
70 years in terms of research as a

decision. Well, Macron is a special
case, because he doesn’t like to
listen too much. But, again, there
were conflicting views coming
to him and the whole thing is
complicated.

result of reacting to the pandemic.
No doubt about that. However, at a
big cost. Having said that, there’re
gaps in the scientific research,
there are bound to be when have
something like that.

Prof C he ria n George

Pro f Che ria n G eo rge

Probably scientists are the first to
admit that they can’t definitively
answer every policy question. You
mentioned earlier the trade-offs
between saving lives and saving
the economy on which lives also
depend on the economy. How
adaptable are scientists and how
aware are they are the necessary
tradeoffs?

What is the acceptable level of
risks, for example? What is the
acceptable cost to the society?
How much is a human life worth;
I don’t know, should it bother us?

Pro f Jea n-Pie rre Ca be s ta n
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Pro f Ju li e n B a ke r
I think partly to answer that is
vaccine. One in every hundred
thousand may suffer from that,
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I’m sure. But having said that, it’s
better to get vaccinated!

Dr Ya ng G a o
I’d also like to suggest that we
should promote health education.
In fact, the vaccine is already here.
However, locally or globally, not
many people are willing to take
the vaccination. So, there’s a call for
promoting health education. And
just to add on: recently, the United
States has launched a campaign
to correct the misunderstanding
about health sciences. Some
people are anti-vaccine, especially
for their children. I think it’s the
right time to disseminate the
knowledge to the public. How
to deal with infectious diseases?
Vaccination plays a key role in this
kind of battle.

Prof C he ria n George
Are there important lessons for
Hong Kong in particular? The
situation here is kind of bizarre.
We’re so lucky to have vaccine
available, and yet people just don’t
want them! Great for expatriates

for many of us who can get them
very easily, but not an ideal
situation?

Pro f R. B e r nha r t O we n
One of the things with Hong Kong
is its great danger to putting itself
into a trap. To pursue the zero covid
strategy, which is an eminently
a fine thing to do in the interim
process on the way to vaccination.
That’s the ideal, really. However,
we’ve got in this circularity now.
There is no Covid out there, to be
honest, we all know that we can
protect ourselves with our mask
on right now! Nobody’s got it here!
That’s that level. So, people then
say I don’t need the vaccination.
But if you don’t vaccinate, you’ve
got to keep your border closed. If
you keep your borders closed, then
you can’t go anywhere, you can’t
interact and you are restricted to
have little social life and so on.
That’s the real conundrum! It’s
how do you get people in Hong
Kong to vaccinate! They just need
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to go and get lots of incentives.
Hong Kong is such a rich society.
Just pay people. I know there’s a
moral issue behind that, but why
not? You could get lots of people
vaccinated very quickly if you did
that. And then you can open Hong
Kong up!

Pro f Alista ir Cole
Can I just say that Samson gave
a great paper in the last session
where he was talking particularly
about many of these issues? The
case of Hong Kong reveals the
trust issue… But the broader and
more diffuse trust issue is not
necessarily trust in the efficiency
of a vaccine as much as trust in the
other issues that are not directly
related to the vaccine, perhaps.
Some of my work on France has
also demonstrated how, initially
at least, there is an incredible
mistrust of vaccine, maybe with
some foundation, but that’s really
not the debate. But what’s been in
the French context is how France
is moving towards the norm
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anyway in terms of vaccination.
People are getting vaccinated
because, ultimately, that either
the messages are getting through,
or they’re making the calculation
that is worthy. So, I think there’s
no situation that can’t be moved.
There are extraneous variables
that are not purely accounted for
by scientific methods. They are
difficult to cope with, in a way.

Pro f Ju li e n B a ke r
In relation to that, I think there’s
a genuine fear amongst some
individuals who’re about to get
the vaccine. They think they’re
the one in the one-hundred
thousand! They definitely believe
that. there’s no doubt about that.
There is a massive psychological
component, a non-medical or
physiological one, or a social
one, but a massive psychological
component that is related to this
problem.

Pro f Je a n- P i e rre Ca b es ta n
I think maybe Hong Kong people
are not fully aware of is how
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we’ve so lucky! Last year, also, and
there has been no real lockdown.
Probably Hong Kong people do
not know what a lockdown is:
you have to stay at home for two
weeks, three weeks, one month.
Allowing to get out just once a
day to buy food and they are not
allowed to go beyond maybe
1 kilometer from your homes. I
mean, we never have that in Hong
Kong! We’ve been very lucky.
The other thing which has not
been underscored is the fact that,
on the positive side, we’ve been
very fast in this pandemic putting
together the vaccines! If you
compare to previous pandemics,
it wasn’t the case!
The third thing: Human beings
are very good at adapting to
new circumstances and new
restrictions. I think the life afterCovid will be very different from
the one in the pre-Covid era,
because we’re going to travel, I
guess. We are going to be more
aware of the carbon footprints of
frequent travel and flights. We are

going to use Zoom more often;
there’ll be a mixture, we don’t have
to go back to school frequently!
By the way, young people have
more difficulties adapting to the
new environment. One of the
lessons that I’ve also drawn from
Julien’s presentation is don’t get
obsessed with news and Twitter.
Don’t get hooked up with news
and Twitter too much.

Pro f Che ria n G eo rge
I do want to go deeper and to
lead to this question of the postCovid, if it will ever arrive in the
future, maybe that will be the final
question. Before that, I wonder if
at least some of you can reflect on
what transdisciplinary conference
like this has brought to you.
Ideally, a conference should help
us generate new questions and
frameworks from other disciplines
that we can apply it out on. Have
you had some Eureka moments
in the last couples of days that
persuade to pursue new different
questions and frameworks within
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your own work?

Pro f Alista ir Cole
The title of this conference
is
“Transnational
and
transdisciplinary lessons from
Covid-19”. The two parallel
sessions worked well, though it
meant we could all be present at
each presentation. What strikes
me is this dialogue is that we’ve
been having with Professor Baker
Julien in the Pacific Coffee of the
Baptist University. From sports
and to political science, you could
say these are very different sort of
games and disciplines. We decided
to put this conference on partly
because there’re lots of questions
in common. The subplot was
trust. Trust is important in politics.
It’s important for citizens, for
institutions, for processes. These
were the common conference
themes trust, transparency,
risk, resilience – and they give
rise to multi-disciplinary insights.
Certainly from my talk with you,
Julien, Gemma, but also your
amazing bunch of post-graduate
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students and young researchers,
the papers you presented were
already interesting because we’re
not specialists in your area. The
mix of the papers that you have
presented in the morning was very
insightful from the perspective
of political science. We can carry
on, rising up with basically quite
simple questions. They’ve to be
as simple as it can possibly be, if
not, Roger Scully would say, in his
excellent presentation he gave
this week, simple but answerable
questions.
They may be why questions, how
questions, but relatively simple
questions that don’t necessarily
come from political science,
philosophy, or whatever. Those
are the questions where you can
find common analysis and engage
in different types of work. That’s
been the most useful finding,
really.
The other point that I’d just make
briefly: and it came out with our
session with the economists
yesterday which was actually
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excellent. They were mainly
online, and we had two very fine
economists giving their view. As
the debate went on, it became
clearly it wasn’t actually much
about Covid-19 in that particular
debate. The heavy variables,
if you like, were pre-Covid 19.
Covid-19 might have been an
acceleratory trend of debt, and so
on, but Covid-19 wasn’t actually
the main driver with the longer-

Pro f Ju li e n B a ke r

term evolution that’s going on in
international debt. That’s a more
general points that that I’ve got
from the conference. Again, in
Jean-Pierre’s talk, Covid-19 is
important, certainly. However,
there are at least bigger, deeper
underlying issues that are more
important. Covid-19 will change
many things, but it won’t change
everything.

for me more than anything is
to identify the fact that this is
a
multidisciplinary
problem,
touching all areas and all research,
whether its psychological or
political. Moreover, if everybody’s
involved in that academic level,
this transcends the academic level
into something bigger. And we
gonna have multi-faceted answer
to the problem, I believe. Medical
issues are not the only thing;
we’ve got psychological problems
associated with the vaccine, we’ve
got people dying and some people
won’t take the vaccine. That’s not
quite it. It’s part of an answer,
but not the full answer. So, we

Prof C he ria n George
Now, Julien, return to Alistair’s
compliment, could you explain
how political studies have
completely transformed your
world?

If we can de-jargonize things
and get a good answer to a
simple question, for example, I
know absolutely nothing about
economics and politics and things
like that, some of the questions
if put in the right way, you can
understand and relate to and
speak about. But if it’s jargonized
too much, you can’t do these
things. The conference has done
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gonna explore it a bit further, and
certainly make implementations
for the future!

Pro f Che ria n George
Thank you. Let’s move on to posing
a fairly open question about the
future. So how do you imagine
in five years after Covid? Is the
idea of recovering from Covid a
realistic and optimistic forecast?
Could we aim even higher? Are
there opportunities for reboot or
reset that could actually lead us to
some ways better off than in a preCovid times? Shall we start with
Bernhart?

Pro f R. Be rnha rt Ow e n
I can go back half a million years
and try to answer that. About half
a million years ago in East Africa,
there was a major environmental
crisis that actually affected all the
world. That resulted in a climate
that was drying out and severe
pressure, mammals went extinct,
all sorts of things went wrong.
As a result of that, our ancestors
changed. That change involved
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a change of technology, that
went on for millions of years and
then no change. Pressure came
on, they responded it, and they
came up with smaller tools. And
soon after that, we saw the very
first evidence of painting your
face that came into play. Cultural
groups got together. What it did
was to give to a flowering to that
severe pressure. I suggest that,
certainly on the science side,
mRNA technologies advanced in
epidemiology; the new knowledge
of each other’s culture, how we
responded differently; these are
all stimuli and I think when you
look through more recent history,
world wars and so on, whenever
you have a severe crisis, not long
after that, societies tend to do
quite well! I am not optimistic as
a rule, but five years and ten years
from now, I think you could see a
flowering effect.

Pro f Che ria n G eo rge
That’s a good point about for
human adaptability?
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Pro f R. Be rnha rt Ow e n
Yes, exactly. We can do it!

Pro f Jea n-Pie rre Ca be s ta n
Yes, partly agree with Bernhart. I
will start with the downside, with
the problems that we gonna face.
Not in one million years, but in
next five or ten years, the financial
cost of this whole story! Look at
how much money Joe Biden has
put into the system; how much
money Macron, Merkel and other
leaders such as Boris Johnson
have decided to spend to get out
of this crisis. Someone will need to
pay that and I am worried: there’ll
be inflation, people’s with savings
will lose part of their savings. And
there’ll be an increase in taxes, of
course. That has already started
because the democrats went
back to power. The light increase
in taxes has in recognition. This
particular context will be a burden
for the economy worldwide.
The positive side: Progress has
been made. It’s amazing how
religious activities have played a

role in the context of the pandemic.
As Julien said, people need faith.
Finally, the big debate about
democracies vs. non-democracies:
first of all, there’s more need for
transparency, accountability, but
also it had started in France with
the Yellow Vest movement some
years ago, but it’s going on with
this crisis. I think there’s more need
for direct democracy, everywhere,
but they can take different forms.
Citizens wanted to get involved
in the way policies are made and
implemented.
I am not too pessimistic about
whether authoritarian systems will
be better than other democratic
systems. Well, I can say that in
democracies, there have been a
lot of criticisms, lack of trust but
at the same time, I don’t see any
democracies will be converted
to non- democracies or more
authoritarian systems. Certainly,
some people are pushing for that,
but they are minorities, by and
large. What people want is more
accountability, more transparency
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and more democracy!

Prof Cheria n G eorg e
Democracies and authoritarianism
bring in issues like accountability
and state capacity. You may be
democratic but you don’t have
the capacity to help and so on.
So, hopefully that more refined
debate will help us.

Pro f Je a n- P ierre Cab e s ta n
And leadership with authority.

Prof Cheria n G eorg e
Well, I want to leave the last words
to Alistair. So, shall we switch to
Julien?

Prof Ju lie n Ba ke r
As a global population prior to
the pandemic, we were doing
very little physical activity. That
includes children, females, all
genders and all ages. As a result
of that, obesity’s been on the
increase and obesity is related
very closely to the onset and the
spread of Covid et the high death
rate of Covid, etc. and etc. As a
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result of the pandemic, particularly
in children, because of the change
in lifestyles – the online systems,
lack of travels and things like that
– it’ll be very difficult to redress
that decline in physical activity. I
think the physical activity levels
will decrease even further and
hence result in an increase in
obesity, cardiovascular diseases
and cancers. It’ll be extremely
difficult to stimulate postpandemic physical activities again
because the people who have
been in lockdown, particularly
the children, will get used to that
very much so. The emphasis to
get physically active will become
a loss in that generation and so
we could see a generation of
individuals coming through the
system will be prone to those
diseases just mentioned. That’s a
major problem for me.
I agree with Jean-Pierre’s words
about leadership of the politicians.
Strange enough for those
politicians to get scientific advice;
it seems that they’ve got different
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agendas! The agendas between
medical scientists and politicians
don’t match up.

Dr Ya ng G a o
The pandemic ruins the good
habits such as keeping regular
exercise and having healthy
food. It needs time to reform or
rebuild health-related habits. In
my opinion, I expect the heavy
burden for society as a whole, for
example, obesity, diabetes and
also some mental issues. I think
it’s the time to pay attention to
think about how to reform the
habits. Professor Baker is currently
leading a research which tries to
adopt a new approach to promote
exercises using Zoom or online
platforms to deliver supervisions.
We aim to promote the effect to
public in the future. The launch of
this approach will come soon.

D r Emilie Tra n
Certainly.
I agree with any
predictions that my colleagues
have made. I don’t have any
particular predictions, but I do

have a wish addressed to the
HKSAR government. As brilliantly
demonstrated by Dr Samson
Yuen, my colleague at GIS, 37.2%
of the people in Hong Kong
have been vaccinated, so there’s
a strong mistrust. Samson also
demonstrated that incentivizing
by paying people to get the
vaccine would not work! So, the
question is how we can incentivize
people to get the vaccine. Just in
this panel before, Thomas Gnocchi
mentioned that last night the
European agreed with the vaccine
certificate. So, any EU residents
who got vaccinated can go all
around EU states without any
restriction. Hong Kong is certainly
a cosmopolitan and international
city with a huge international
labor force from domestic helpers
who are vaccinated to university
professors whom many of us are
here today. Many of us did not
get to travel last summer. Vaccine
certificate is not just tourism,
it’s just to go back home to see
our families. It doesn’t really
make sense for people who are
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vaccinated to continue to impose
onto them the 21-day or 14day quarantine. There’s scientific
evidence; there’re lessons learnt
from the EU states to allow
vaccinated people free movement.
Hong Kong governments should
also take those measures from
elsewhere and apply to people
who are vaccinated. That could be
an incentive for other people to
get vaccinated.

Pro f Alista ir Cole
Thanks, Emilie, for that, and thanks
my colleagues. It was effectively
good to have explanation to this
new scheme. I hope that there’ll
be operational when I get back
this summer. And I hope I can get
to the UK as well, because that has
been proving to be quite difficult!
But for then, with many of us in
this erroneous position, we’d like
to go back, basically and see our
families for a while, because we
haven’t been for couple years, or
whatever.
Coming to think of the best part,
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thinking of the future, I’d take one
or two points picking up from my
colleagues, and then we’ll have
the final comment. Jean-Pierre’s
point was very interesting about
the economic challenge of future
years. Who is going to pay, is it
taxation? What’s interesting is
that there was a strong group of
economists on the left in France,
in particular saying that the debt
can be cancelled.
I often follow the French media. It’s
true that the number of times the
message comes across that we
don’t have to reimburse the debt
is worrying. If we have a sovereign
currency, we just produce more
currency. I think that position
that takes a particular view on the
future evolution of the economy.
It’s a risky one. As soon as you let
this message get out, in the long
run it’ll make the problem worse
that our society would face. We
heard about Argentina, actually.
We had
a presentation that
brought in the Latin American
experience. I think we should be
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more careful economically what
we do in our society about how
to pay off this debt. There’ll be
questions of geographical equity,
but there’ll also have questions
of generational equity. What’s
striking with Julien’s finding in the
first day was how the youngest
generations are the ones who
suffer the most psychologically
at least. Perhaps, they are not as
established in the lives and so on.

that’s the optimistic picture I’d like.

Pro f Che ria n G eo rge
Thank you. Thank you all for the
wonderful discussion in this
session. I hope the audience, here
as well as online, learn a lot from
it too. The diverse wisdom on this
panel and please thank them by
giving them a round of applause.

T he e nd

However, this crisis really throws
out some really important and
basic questions of solidarity
between countries, generations
and social classes, if you like. These
are the questions that we have to
look to collectively.
Let’s
come
for
resilience,
adaptability, finding new ways.
The incredible advancement in
science in the last year that you
had talked about it’s extraordinary.
We can criticize AstraZeneca, but
the advances in the science have
been unbelievable in the last year.
That’s really been a re-accelerator,
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