RESPONDING TO THE GLOBAL PANDEMIC AS A SYSTEMIC CRISIS
A Call for Papers to Define a New Paradigm:
Pope Francis and the Economy of Care
Dear Brothers and Sisters, in our reflection on the current global pandemic, we have seen that it has
made us sensitive to an even graver virus affecting our world: that of social injustice, lack of equal
opportunity and the marginalization of the poor andthose in greatest need… Our desire for a return to
normality should not mean a return to social injustices or to a delay of long overdue reforms. Today we
have an opportunity to create something different: an ethically sound economy, centred on persons,
especially the poor, in recognition of their innatehuman dignity.
Pope Francis | General Audience, 19 August 2020

The diakonia of the Church’s origins, enriched bythe reflection of the Fathers and enlivened over the
centuries by the active charity of many luminous witnessesto the faith, became the beating heart of the
Church’s social doctrine. This doctrine is offered to all people of good will as a precious patrimonyof
principles, criteria and proposals that can serve as a “grammar” of care: commitment to promoting the
dignity of each human person, solidarity with thepoor and vulnerable, the pursuit of the common good
and concern for protection of creation. (6)
Pope Francis | For the Celebration of the 54th World Day of Peace
1 January 2021

A research sponsored by the CRISIS Program (Christian Responses in Solidarity) from the
Pontifical University of St. Thomas Aquinas.
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Introduction
This proposal is a response to the recent exhortations from Pope Francis to consider the
Covid-19 pandemic as a sign of crisis in the current economic system, marked by unacceptable
social inequalities and severe damage to ecosystems, yet also representing an opportunity to
better understand the interconnectedness of these systems and to envision new paradigms for
their radical transformation. Our aim is for a multidisciplinary analysis of the pandemic in order
to expose the systemic features of this crisis, linking health in all its human and social dimensions
with the economy and the natural environment. We also seek to envision new paradigms that
support and enflesh the so-called “Economy of Francis,” which posits a holistic vision of
relations between people, and between humans and creation. This approach, pivoting on respect
and care for life in all its forms, is grounded in the notion of “integral ecology,” which
emphasizes the interconnectedness between the various forms of human and natural ecology.
The vision for this project is to forge a systemic approach, re-rooting the economy within those
social, cultural, spiritual, environmental and biological spheres that are indispensable for human
justice and flourishing.

Publication:
Given the emergencies posed by the pandemic, the goal is to prepare an edited volume of related
papers to be ready for publication in October 2021.
The volume will be published by the Angelicum University Press - the university publishing
house of the Pontifical University of St. Thomas Aquinas.Both a print publication and an
e-book will be released.

Process for Participation:
1. Please submit a brief proposal or abstract (max 200 words or 1500 characters) using the
online form: https://forms.gle/ZDYF4qKcTKqCpsUU7, or writing to:
francesco.newparadigm@gmail.com, specifying the full name, university or organisation and
position of all authors. Abstract submissions will be accepted in English, Italian, French,
Spanish, Portuguese or German. Abstracts are due by 24:00 CET on March 31, 2021.
2. Abstracts must address one or more of the generative themes identified for this research and
explained below. Authors will be advised of eligibility by April 30, 2021.
3. Formal papers are due on June 30, 2021; however, proponents will have until July 31, 2021
to request changes or update research.
The papers will be peer-reviewed by the committee organizing this initiative (listed in the
appendix that follows the orienting materials).
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The Generative Themes For Research and Publication:
The five generative themes for the articles to be included in the publication are:
1. Applying a systemic approach to integrality, meeting criteria for interpreting and
responding to reality as a complex and integrated system, with due respect for the
interconnections between ecological, health, social and economic systems.
2. Assessing and building capacities for resilience, considering the ability of the various
systems to respond to shocks or crises as well as to maintain or reconstitute a balance or
harmony after the disturbance. What destabilizing forces operated during the pandemic to
expose the fragility of economic, social, health and ecological systems? How can resilience be
cultivated in order to create favorable conditions for the “new normal” that will follow?
3. Inspiring conversion, cooperation, and new lifestyles, to shift the priorities of
policymakers, guide business and political leaders, and invite those new lifestyles needed for
fraternal cooperation and ecological sustainability.
4. Making inclusiveness constitutive to a paradigm of care, placing the human person at
the centre, and especially giving priority to those at the margins, or that current systems have
left behind, or that suffer disproportionately from economic, social, and environmental
degradation.
5. Forging a wider and intergenerational solidarity, moving across time and space to link
current activities to the common good of all human beings and of all living creatures, now
and in the future.
These themes are starting points, and do not preclude authors from exploring other aspects of
responding to the new economy that the signs of this time are summoning.
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At the heart of this endeavour is the desire to respond to the unique reading Pope Francis has
applied to this Covid-19 crisis from a variety of disciplines. Questions regarding Francis’
methodological approach may well warrant transversal consideration. What are the methods and
resources Pope Francis has used in his analysis and teachings? Which principles has Pope Francis
used to generate insights, as well as priorities, for a more human, more responsible economy?

Initial Research Questions:
Aiming to provide stimulus for research and submissions, the organizing committee has
prepared context and questions from six disciplinary perspectives: theology; economics;
sociology and anthropology; health and healthcare; ecology; and ethics.
The list below is neither exhaustive nor mandatory. It is offered, instead, to provide direction or
inspire ideas on the generative themes, and to encourage much-needed interdisciplinary
approaches.
a) The Theological Perspective:
• Does the spread of disease in 'business class', fromindustrial areas to less favoured places,
lead to a change in the perception of disease?For many cultures today, as for ancient cultures,
natural calamity is no embarrassing exception to the "magnificent and progressive destiny" to which
humanity is believed to be entitled. While maintaining in some cases a high level of exceptionality, at
least as regards the extent and severity of the phenomenon, contagious disease is a "normal" condition
in societies that we consider "backward". Could this virus, which, on the other hand, “arrived in
business class” - according to someone's effective expression - even highlight class differences, change
the perception of pandemics? Could it change the prevention policies? In what terms?
• False or true awareness of the anthropic roots ofthe crisis: case or crisis of illusions; end of the
world or end of a world?In the Bible it is a relatively common mechanism to attribute a plague to the
guilt of the leader (Oedipus, Pharaoh or David) or of the people, while recognizing that it is linked to
social or natural causes (war or famine). Is it just a shortcut, often practiced also by today's media (if
calamity is not the fault of the leaders, it is their unpreparedness, non-prevention or clumsy reaction), or
a real awareness of the anthropic
• What would happen if a virus like Covid-19 was usedas a weapon? What are the chances that the
pandemic constitutes the episode of a conflict? If this is the case (or is believed to be the case), how will
the conflict evolve? What international policies and agreements could put a danger of this magnitude
on hold? What reactions should we expect at the international level?
• Ensuring solidarity as a legacy of the “sacrificeof so many”.In the Exodus myth, the death of
firstborn sons decides the exodus from Egypt and changes the map of the Near East. What social
balances, what economic prevalences, what "adjustments'' of the system will remain as a legacy of the
crisis? What should we do in order not to disperse or waste the accumulated capital of solidarity and to
prevent negative reactions from becoming part of the world political culture? root of many
misfortunes?
4 of 9

b) The Economic Perspective:
• Fragility of the economic system and multisectoralinterconnections. The fast and global
spreading and the pervasiveness of Covid-19 in the various areas of economic and social life have
highlighted the fragility of the contemporary economic system. Global problems (in space and sectors
of activity) cause systemic crises, that is, negative consequences on all sectors. How to theorize, measure
and predict the multisectoral and multidimensional effects of a systemic crisis such as a pandemic?
• Rethinking public services for unpredictable systemic crises. In a few months, human society has
discovered that it does not have the adequate tools to cope with an unforeseen systemic crisis. Decades
of neo-liberalism and monetarism have minimized public intervention in the economy, cut health and
social services, limited multilateral institutions. Some services, such as hospital places or local public
transport, strongly limited in a market logic, have demonstrated their strategic value in the pandemic.
How should we rethink public services after Covid-19? What is the scope of economic policies in
general?
• Economy of cooperation and inclusion.The crisis has shown that "no one saves himself": individual
measures or measures of individual states have proved ineffective or outdated by the global scale of the
crisis. Likewise, as long as there is an outbreak somewhere in the world, we will all be threatened.
Coordination of decisions, then, is the only effective way to fight the pandemic and also the cheapest
way. Vaccine production and distribution prove it: competition between pharmaceutical giants and
between states risks increasing prices and limiting access. What is the "cost" of competition and
exclusion? What would be the benefits of cooperation and inclusion?
• Virtuous lifestyles and lessons for new eco friendly policies. In the pandemic we have redefined
the scale of priorities: we have identified activities that are essential or compatible with the fight against
the spread of contagion. In many cases, unfortunately, the lifestyles induced by the crisis have
aggravated the impact on the environment, such as the preference for packaging or plastic consumer
goods or car transport. In other cases, however, a positive correlation has been exploited between the
fight against the virus, continuity of economic activity and the environment, such as the use of bicycles
or green and outdoor spaces. What connections can be identified between pandemic control, economic
development and respect for the environment? And how to promote them?

c) The Social and Anthropological Perspective:
• Concerns never experienced before. The ongoing pandemic is in many ways devastating and has
created concerns in each of us that we never thought we would experience in our lifetime. The effects
of this unexpected and global situation are likely to be long-lasting as various social models spread
around the world that seemed to us to be fixed, consolidated, cracked or failed. As a result, our value
system may also change, especially in terms of our attitude towards the future, our willingness to get
involved, our commitment to build something lasting for our children. What challenges does this
situation present to scientists, politicians, professors and teachers, educators and the more aware
citizens in general?
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• Exclusion and heritage for the younger generations. This crisis has accentuated social inequalities,
hitting especially those sections of the population at risk of poverty even before the coronavirus, such
as young people or temporary workers. This risk is much higher for those who live in families where
work is entirely performed in precarious and temporary activities than for those who belong to families
where there are mainly clerical or public sector jobs. To these are added the small entrepreneurs, such as
shopkeepers, restaurateurs and all those who have invested their lives in those activities in which the
gain is linked to everyday work. All this puts into crisis a model of society and market that could change
the face of our cities and the lifestyles of us all.What scenario could present itself to the younger
generations in a few years or decades? How to prepare children and young people to face a world that
could be profoundly different from that of their parents?
• Educational poverty and social exclusion caused by the lockdown. The forced cloistering
imposed by the virus containment measures is causing a strong impoverishment of educational and
developmental opportunities for children and young people, who also need experiences and
relationships outside the family to grow up. This closure risks being paid dearly, especially by those who
are at an economic and social disadvantage, or in serious family hardship. The same who have been able
to benefit from distance learning with much more difficulty than their more fortunate peers, due to
scarcity or lack of adequate tools, housing conditions, limited skills of parents, accumulating further
disadvantages. How will it be possible to recover the educational poverty that this situation is further
aggravating? What proposals for a school that is able to face other possible similar crises in the future?
What kind of support from institutions to families for this specific problem that involves in the first
place the youngest and the generations to come?
• Elderly people and their quality of life.Elderly people are a particularly weak link in the pandemic
crisis, not only because they are at greater risk of becoming ill due to the natural deterioration of their
average level of health, but also because of the isolationto which they have been subjected due to the
difficulty or impossibility of bringing them social assistance during the period of forced quarantine and
physical isolation. Limiting oneself to 'being alive' is not the goal of a happy old age. Being alive must in
fact include at least being part of a social fabric and maintaining a role. What services can guarantee the
elderly a dignified and serene "quality of life"? How can we activate networks of solidarity in society
that do not exclude anyone, but know how to value the contribution of even the people most exposed
to illness and loneliness because of age?

d) The Health and Healthcare Perspective:
• The One Health approach and policy. The pandemic has re-proposed the urgent need for a
systemic approach to the protection of human health, determined by a variety of factors that are not
merely biological, but also environmental and socio-economic. This multisectoral and interdisciplinary
approach, supported for example by the evolution of the concept of One Health, also finds space in the
social encyclical Laudato si’. In light of the fact that the most recent scientific research confirms that
pandemics could recur more frequently in the coming years, which social actors will be able to play a
key role in supporting the health system and in direct or indirect participation in prevention activities?
Which coordinated health policy interventions will be a priority at the international level?
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• A new paradigm of care to guarantee dignity for all. Older and more vulnerable people have
suffered the serious consequences of the pandemic crisis also in terms of a higher number of deaths,as
demonstrated by the Italian experience. How to reconfigure care services in the face of the
phenomenon of demographic aging that has now assumed a global dimension? Which could be
indicated as the "pillars" of a renewed "paradigm of care" to be applied in the post-pandemic period, to
protect health, but also and above all the dignity of the human person in the most vulnerable phases of
existence?
• Responsible communication for an equitable access to health services. Information asymmetry is
one of the main causes of market failure in the fieldof healthcare services. It manifested itself with
particular evidence during the period of the pandemic, both in the initial and subsequent phases of the
virus' spread. How will it be possible, for all the institutions involved, to make communication more
responsible and transparent, so as to protect informed consent, promote prevention, favor the
treatment of patients and promote the fair distribution of vaccines?
• The economic/health dilemma, is it real? During the current pandemic, the alleged "dilemma"
between measures aimed at protecting health or supporting the economy has often arisen. The
countries of the world have tried to solve this “dilemma” in a somewhat diversified way. Is it reasonable
to assume that such measures are necessarily conflicting? What criteria have been used and can be used
in the future to resolve this "dilemma" in favor of the protection of human health?

e) The Ecological Perspective:
• Reductionist biomedical approach vs. ecological and systemic approach. It can be argued that
the COVID-19 pandemic is laying bare the lack of resilience in our ecological-health-social-economic
systems. Further, the pandemic has demonstrated that the reductionist biomedical framework is
inadequate for understanding and managing complex host-pathogen-environment interactions such as
zoonotic diseases. How can the concepts of social-ecological resilience and adaptive management
contribute to analyzing the pandemic and developing solutions in a systemic way?
• The care for human and ecological health. In what ways is nature “crying out” to us through the
pandemic (cf. Laudato Si’ 49, 53, 117)? Through our science, we now comprehend some of the
ecological causes of zoonotic diseases, including wildlife trafficking, growing bushmeat consumption,
land use change due to deforestation, agricultural expansion, uncontrolled urbanization, and ecosystem
degradation due to pollution and biodiversity loss. These demonstrate the interconnections between
human and ecological health. What can we do to better understand the role of ecosystems in defending
us from the spread of zoonotic diseases, and to change our behaviors and improve our care for creation
so that we minimize the spread of disease in the future?
• Mapping connections between ecological, health, social and economic systems. The pandemic
has demonstrated that our ecological, health, social and economic systems are interconnected, on
spatial and temporal scales. How can we map or draw these connections in order to better understand
where they are broken, to increase the resilience of ecological, health, social and ecological systems, and
to help us envision solutions that promote integral ecology?
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• Spiritual benefits and ecological conversion. In seeking to promote a more integral ecology in the
face of the pandemic, particular initiatives for ecological restoration will be necessary. What guiding
principles can be developed that will help us propose concrete initiatives with positive health, social,
economic, and even spiritual benefits? Could our work to recover from the pandemic help us recover
spiritual perspectives in our lives and facilitate ecological conversion as Pope Francis envisions it in
Laudato Si’ and Fratelli Tutti? Further, could these initiatives help build economic prosperity, overcome
divisiveness and build community? Can we find any examples of such initiatives that are currently being
undertaken?

f) The Ethical Perspective:
• Models for a radical and urgent conversion. Global economic decision-makers have for decades
shown themselves to be highly resistant to ethical accountability. How can we design our process and
its outcomes to engender a much more radical and urgent conversion? Evidence has not been enough
to change minds, hearts, or behaviours. What is the model for conversion that we need to propose or
enact so as to make the promise of the Francis economy welcomed and
• Moral Framing for a New Economy. As well as a distinct methodology, Pope Francis applies his
own mode of interpretation to his teachings. He shares dreams and quotes poetry, as well using
conventional citations of scripture and previous papal documents. What might be defined as the
hermeneutical frame Francis has used for his teaching about the economy and during the pandemic?
And how can his mode of interpretation inspire and inform the ethics for realizing his economic vision
for after Covid-19?
• The ethical trajectories for reanimating the common good. A consistent aspect of Pope Francis’
teaching is to take seriously, and as central, the needs, perspective, and special wisdom of those persons
most at the margins - those considered “disposable” by the economy. The validity of an ethics rests on
addressing this vulnerability. What new moral “grammar" or vocabulary is needed to summon care and
inclusion in business? How might those capacities which Francis stipulates (for kindness, care,
tenderness, and generosity) be shifted from being subjective personal options into indispensable
objective expectations?
plausible?
• Catholic Social Teaching in the Key of Francis.Pope Francis is addressing his teaching not only to
Catholics and Christians, but all humanity. Given the suspicion prevailing towards all institutions, what
is the moral authority for the economy Francis envisions? How can the principles of Catholic Social
Teaching grow relevance among persons of different faiths, cultures, or world-views? Indeed, what has
Francis added to each of the principles of CatholicSocial Teaching? What gaps in current social
teaching or understanding has he identified explicitly or implicitly? What new interpretations or nuances
has Francis contributed?
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The Organizing Committee:
• Cristiano Colombi, colombi@pust.it (Facoltà di Scienze Sociali, Pontificia Università S.
Tommaso d’Aquino, Roma)
• Sr. Raffaella Petrini, petrini@pust (Facoltà di Scienze Sociali, Pontificia Università S. Tommaso
d’Aquino, Roma)
• Teresa Doni, doni@pust.it (Facoltà di Scienze Sociali, Pontificia Università S. Tommaso
d’Aquino, Roma)
• P. Paolo Garuti, garuti@pust.it (Facoltà di Teologia, Pontificia Università S. Tommaso
d’Aquino, Roma)
• Sr. Damien Marie Savino, dms002@aquinas.edu (Dean, Division of Science and Sustainability,
Aquinas College, Grand Rapids, Michigan, USA)
• John Dalla Costa, jdallacosta@ceo-ethics.com (Founding Director, Centre for Ethical
Orientation/Faculty of The Directors College (Canada))
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