CRITIQUE: PANDEMIC!

COURSE CONVENORS:
Prof Des Manderson
Director, Centre for Law Arts & Humanities
ANU College of Law / CASS

Room: 6.3.9, College of Law
Office hours: By appointment
desmond.manderson@anu.edu.au

A/Prof Nick Cheesman
Department of Political & Social Change
ANU College of Asia and the Pacific

Room: 4.1.1, Hedley Bull Bldg
Office hours: By appointment
nick.cheesman@anu.edu.au

TEACHING AND LEARNING

This course is taught over the first six weeks of 2022. It has been designed as an
intensive and interactive learning experience and is available for on-campus students
only, subject to the University’s teaching protocols and advice from ACT Health.
Please ensure that you are able to make a commitment to attend the course for the full
six weeks. Also note that due to a public holiday the last session will be held after the
mid-semester break.
There will be two three-hour seminars per week, on Monday and Friday mornings.
The seminars will be broken up into shorter segments to facilitate your learning and
will include participatory and collaborative activities. You will be working closely
with students from different disciplines and different Colleges. Interdisciplinary
learning and communication is one of the key skills you will be encouraged to
develop through this course.
When:
Days:
Hours:
Where:

Monday, 21 February – Friday 1 April + Friday 22 April 2022
Monday and Friday
8:00 AM – 11:00 AM, Mondays
9:00 AM – 12:00 PM, Fridays
Marie Reay, 6.02
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ASSESSMENT

Task 1. Critical Lexicon. In week two you’ll write an entry for a critical lexicon of the
pandemic. In week one you’ll nominate a number of terms that you think are
important for understanding the pandemic, from which you’ll be assigned one on
which to write the entry. The entry will discuss the meaning of the term and its
relevance for critique of the pandemic, ultimately with a view to answering the
question: what is that thing about which we speak? Once the entries are posted on the
Wattle site we will open them for editing by all members of the class for the duration
of the course.
Due:
Weight:
Length:

Friday 4 March, 5:00 PM
15%
400 words (VCUG), 600 words (LAWS)

Task 2. Collaborative Video. We will form interdisciplinary study groups in session
one. You’ll work with other participants in these groups throughout the course. For
assessment purposes, your study group will produce a short video together, addressing
one or another of themes relevant to a particular session (for sessions 5-11). You’ll
upload the video prior to the session to which it relates and we’ll use it as part of our
discussions. You’ll be required to submit a rationale along with the video, that sets
out what you’ve tried to do, and how.
Due:
Weight:
Length:

5 pm on day prior to the session when the theme is discussed
25%
6 minutes (min.) - 10 minutes (max.)

Task 3. Peer Assessment. At the end of the course you will be asked to assess the
participation in the course of other members in your study group. You’ll be given
guidelines on how to do this, and what makes for good peer assessment, mid-way
through the course.
Due:
Weight:

Last session
10%

Task 4. Final Essay. A research essay will be due after the completion of the course
You will have an opportunity to apply your knowledge and critical interdisciplinary
skills to an area or question of your choosing. Additional research is expected. You
will be invited to devise your own questions on subjects related to the course themes
and materials, or choose from among a list of questions provided. If you choose to
write your own question you will be required to get approval beforehand from the
course convenors. To ensure that you have a good foundation for the essay, you’ll be
required to submit an essay plan, including the question, an outline of your argument,
essay structure and indicative sources for feedback prior to working on the essay for
submission by end of the semester.
Due:
Weight:
Length:

Plan—Wednesday 20 April, 5:00 p.m
Essay—Friday 13 May, 5:00 pm
50% = 10% (Plan) + 40% (Essay)
Plan—400 words + 6 indicative sources
Essay—2000 words (VCUG); 2400 words (LAWS): +/- 10%
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COURSE DESCRIPTION
“Wash your hands to prevent Covid-19”, Yangon, Myanmar, January 2021 (Photo: PP)

So here we are. The 2020s. Coronavirus. A time that feels no different in some ways,
yet unprecedented in others. How do we think our way through this, together? And
with what objectives? Critique: PANDEMIC! will work towards answers to those
questions, or at least towards asking better questions. By drawing on critical literature
from political and legal theory, science and technology studies, history and
historiography, art, literature, and economics the course will offer participants
materials, ideas and language with which to do so, in conversation with others.
Critique: PANDEMIC! is not about the Coronavirus pandemic itself. It is, rather, a
response to it. Although there will, necessarily, be plenty of discussion about the
pandemic’s particulars, its goal is not to provide, distill and analyze data on recent
events, the relevant actors and interventions. It is, instead, to create a little breathing
space between those events and our thinking and speaking about them, a breathing
space in which to ask some more fundamental questions: what is a pandemic? What is
critique? And how might the crisis of the one provide the opportunity for the other?
Rather than working out ‘right ’answers to this particular epidemic, we wish to
understand what its history and our responses might illuminate about who we are, and
where we are heading. In a manner of speaking, our inquiry into the pandemic is an
inquiry into a monster, or monstrosity - from monstrum, a portent, monere, to warn,
and monstrare, to show.
Critique: PANDEMIC! begins with sessions aimed at getting us situated, both in
relation to this pandemic and this course. The course has two keywords – critique and
pandemic – and we take the time to think about both of them. The following sessions
ask critical questions about the relations this pandemic—and others—has revealed
and accelerated. In the last session we reflect on what we have learnt and ask
ourselves, where to from here?
The course readings will introduce leading contemporary critical thinkers across a
range of disciplines to students from all Colleges of the University, and bring their
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ideas into dialogue, through our conversations. The pandemic experience we have all
shared (though not in the same ways) thus provides a critical point of common
reference, and a test case, for our response to and conversations about these readings.
Another highlight of the course is our use of online resources that in many cases were
produced solely in response to COVID-19: podcast episodes, webinars, videos and
visual material.
This pandemic therefore provides an unusual opportunity for shared learning that
brings together students right across the university – and thinkers from all over the
world – so as to inculcate habits of mind with which to navigate our pandemic and
post-pandemic world.
COURSE DESIGN

Each session is organized around a set of juxtapositions with which to prompt us to
think about the complex social and political relationships which organize how we
approach issues and problems, and which sometimes prevent us from seeing
underlying forces at work. The juxtapositions are neither comprehensive nor
definitive. The use of these juxtapositions is itself a kind of introduction to the work
of critique – to discover relationships in new ways. It is to offer up openings for our
discussions, not to set limits on them.
1. Where are we?
2. What is pandemic?
3. Wait a sec… why
critique?

4. Science/modernity
5. Metaphor/metamor
phosis
6. Quarantine/empire
7. Representation/fict
ion
—————————
8. Law/emergency
9. Race/technology
10. Work/care
11. Democracy/univer
sity
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12.

What now?
What next?

CLASS SUMMARIES

1: WHERE ARE WE?
Ambrogio Lorenzetti, Effects of Good Government in the City (1338-39)

Let us start with how we can locate ourselves: how we make sense of cataclysmic
events in our own times – and others’. We will have an extended discussion of your
(and our) experiences, backgrounds, and standpoints coming into this course. We will
also begin to consider one of the key tensions in critical thinking about pandemic –
that between objectivity and subjectivity as ‘ways of knowing’. Moments of crisis,
particularly physical crisis, are moments of destruction but also of self-discovery.
They provide powerful impetus towards processes of state formation, collapse, and
transformation; but they also have effects on our subject positions, our political
subjectification. The immersive and creative work of literature and art is an important
resource for how we think about and respond to pandemic, so in this first session
we’re just going to do a lot of looking.
LOOKING:
Hobbes, Thomas. 1651. Leviathan frontispiece (together with Quentin Skinner,
Thomas Hobbes: Picturing the State
Lorenzetti, Ambrogio. 1337. Allegory of Good Government and Effects of Good
Government
READING:
Lanchaster, John. 2021. “As the Lock Rattles.” London Review of Books. December 16
Mbembe, Achille. 2003. “Necropolitics.” Public Culture 15:1, 11-40
Poole, Thomas. 2020. “Leviathan in Lockdown.” London Review of Books. May 1
LISTENING/WATCHING
Skinner, Quentin. 2019. Thomas Hobbes: Picturing the State. YouTube. March 26
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2: WHAT IS PANDEMIC?
WHO, Coronavirus dashboard, January 7, 2022

This session asks us to think conceptually, indeed ontologically: to think about the
categories for how we understand global events that have implications for every
sphere of human conduct and human relation. This is a question that is about how
social sciences and public health organise and treat information – a question that has
been obviously of crucial importance over the past year. But it is also fundamentally a
question about the relationship between abstract categories (including ideas of right,
authority, legitimacy and so on) and the events that seem to compel us to rethink or
question them. With the help of leading philosophers of the contemporary moment,
we discuss what it means to be critical thinkers in relation to the currents of thought
running around and through this time, and in relation to one another.
READING:
Clemens, Justin. 2020. "Morbus Anglicus; or, Pandemic, Panic, Pandaemonium."
Crisis & Critique 7:3, 40-60
Esposito, Robert. 2020. “The Twofold Face of Immunity,” Crisis & Critique 7:3, 72-79
Various authors. 2020. "Coronavirus and philosophers." European Journal of
Psychoanalysis, pp. 1-6, 13-14
FURTHER READING:
Garo, Isabelle. 2020. “Changing Life? Fortunes and Misfortunes of ‘Biopolitics’ in the
Age of Covid-19,” Crisis & Critique, 7:3, 80-107
Merry, Sally Engle, and John M. Conley. "Measuring the World." Current
Anthropology 52.S3 (2011): 000-000.
Mol, Annemarie. 2002. The Body Multiple, ch 1. Durham, NC: Duke UP
Toscano, Alberto. 2020. “Beyond the Plague State,” The Bullet May 1
LISTENING:
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Philosopher’s Zone. 2020. Thinking a pandemic. ABC Radio National. April 21

3: WAIT A SEC… WHY CRITIQUE?
Nick Cheesman, Waiting Room, Yamagata, 2020

Pandemic time is a time of crisis. At such moments, there is a risk that we stop
thinking critically and act reactively. Sometimes we hear people saying that critical
thought in such times is impractical. In fact, critique and crisis are etymologically
related. Critical thinking is exactly what we need in a crisis. How else are we to find
our way out of it? In this session we discuss what it means to think critically, and why
it matters. Judith Butler argues that critique is a process that “suspends judgment.”
What might this mean for those of us embarking on this course, and to what end?
READING:
Brown, Wendy. 2005. "Untimeliness and Punctuality." In Edgework, 1-16. Princeton:
Princeton UP.
Roitman, Janet. “Framing the Crisis: Covid-19.” Arena, November 12
FURTHER READING:
Butler, Judith. 2015. “What is Critique?” Critical Inquiry 30.2: 225-48
Foucault, Michel. 1997. "What is Critique?" In The Politics of Truth, edited by Sylvere
Lotringer, 41-81 (read pp. 41-57 only). Los Angeles: Semiotext(e)
Zerilli, Linda. 2019. “Critique as a Political Practice of Freedom" In A Time for
Critique, edited by Didier Fassin and Bernard E. Harcourt, 36-51. New York: Columbia
UP
Also see: https://thesiseleven.com/living-and-thinking-crisis/
LISTENING/WATCHING:
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Fassin, Didier. 2016. The Endurance of Critique. EASA Keynote. YouTube, October 13
Harcourt, Bernard. 2021. Critique and Praxis. New Books in Critical Theory. May 31
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4: SCIENCE/MODERNITY
Joseph Wright, An Experiment on a Bird in the Air Pump (1768)

In this session we look at the relationship between bodies, scientific representations,
and systems of knowledge. We ask questions about history as well as how we know
what we know about the natural world. We consider how scientific knowledge
emerged in history, or through historicism (Chakrabarty), and with what implications
for how moderns think and talk about science and disease today, in contrast to our
predecessors.
READING:
Latour, Bruno. 1993. We Have Never Been Modern, ch 2. Cambridge, MA: Harvard
UP
Marcuse, Herbert. 1941. Some Social Implications of Modern Technology. Zeitschrift
für Sozialforschung 9.3: 414-439
Waltner-Toews, David. 2020. “The Wisdom of Pandemics,” Aeon. November 3
FURTHER READING:
Baskin, Jeremy. 2020. “Coronavirus and the Rightful Place of Science,” Arena. May 5
Chakrabarty, Dipesh. Provincializing Europe, introduction. Princeton: Princeton UP
Diamond, Jared. 2020. “The Germs that Transformed History,” Wall Street Journal,
22 May 2020
Hacking, Ian. 1999. The Social Construction of What? ch 3. Cambridge, MA: Harvard
UP
Heidegger, Martin. 1954. “The Question Concerning Technology.” In Technology and
Values: Essential Readings 99: 113
Shapin, Steven, and Simon Schaffer. 1985 [2011]. Leviathan and the Air Pump, ch 2.
Princeton: Princeton UP
LISTENING:
Analysis. 2021. Science in the Time of Covid-19. BBC Radio 4. March 22
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The President’s Inbox podcast. 2020. Epidemics in world history, with Frank M.
Snowden, May 7.
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5: METAPHOR/METAMORPHOSIS
Croatian Deputy PM Davor Božinović dancing with the virus (Image: Siniša Mareković)

Pathological metaphors are the life blood of politics: we talk of its ideas as
contagious, or of the body politic being infected by unwelcome political creeds or
values. In fact, it is epidemiology itself that is exerting its influence on the political
domain through language that casts political threats, including those arising from
actual pandemics, as pathogens, against which measures must be taken to vaccinate or
immunize our collective bodies. We consider how as life itself became politicized it
rendered politics utterly vulnerable to contagion, and therefore, to immunization.
READING:
Khullar, Dhruv. 2014. “The Trouble with Medicine’s Metaphors.” The Atlantic. 8
August
Pelling, Margaret. 2001. "The Meaning of Contagion." In Contagion, edited by Alison
Bashford and Claire Hooker, 15-38. London: Routledge
Sontag, Susan. 1978. Illness as Metaphor. New York: Farar, Straus and Giroux
FURTHER READING:
Craig, David. 2020. “Pandemic and Its Metaphors.“ European Journal of Cultural
Studies 23.6: 1025-1032
Flusberg, Stephen J., Teenie Matlock and Paul H. Thibodeau. 2018. “War Metaphors
in Public Discourse.” Metaphor and Symbol 33.1:1-18
Lakoff, George and Mark Johnson. 2003. Metaphors We Live By. London: U Chicago
Press
Manderson, Desmond and Lorenzo Veracini. 2020. “Bubbles: Covid and Its
Metaphors.” Meanjin Quarterly, 79.3; see also Arena, May 19
LISTENING:
Politics Theory Other podcast. 2021. New Pandemics, Old Politics, with Alex de
Waal. April 23
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6: QUARANTINE/EMPIRE
The Mongolian Octopus, The Bulletin 1889 (Source: National Library of Australia)

Imperialists spread diseases that ravaged people living in places to which they arrived,
including Australia. Perversely, at the same time they blamed racialized others for the
spread of disease. And they brought with them racialized methods for the containment
and control of those infected or at risk of infection. The capacity and resolve to
implement projects to keep people in their place so as to protect the body politic
reached its apex in schemes for the removal or encampment of the colonized.
Diseased bodies became a matter both for exceptional measures as well as routine
ones. Empire made pandemic possible.
READING:
Bashford, Alison. 1998. “Quarantining and the Imagining of the Australian Nation.”
Health 2.4: 387-402
Forth, Aidan. 2017. Barbed-wire Imperialism, ch. 3. Oakland: U California Press
Luckhurst, Roger. 2020. “The Chinese Virus.” Critical Quarterly 62 (4): 54-62
FURTHER READING:
Bell, Dianna. 2014. “Colonization, Race and Disease.” Vanderbilt University.
December 13
Kahn, Jeffrey. 2019. Islands of Sovereignty, ch. 3. Chicago: U Chicago Press
Manderson, Desmond. 1993. From Mr Sin to Mr Big, ch. 1. Melbourne: Oxford UP
LISTENING:
LSE Public Lectures & Events. 2019. Quarantine. February 25.
Talking Politics. 2020. From Cholera to Coronavirus. March 30
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‘It is as reasonable to represent one kind of imprisonment by another,
as it is to represent anything that really exists by that which exists not !’
Robinson Crusoe’s Preface
in Daniel Defoe, Robinson Crusoe (1719)
in Albert Camus, The Plague (1948)
in Cheesman & Manderson, Pandemic : Critique (2022)

7: FICTION/REPRESENTATION
In this class we explore depictions of pandemics in the creative arts (particularly
literature), looking at what fiction can contribute to illuminating both present
experience and past memory. We begin with Camus’ classic, and invite all of you to
think of examples of creative work produced during the current pandemic that have
been important for you. But this class is not just about literature. It is about the
question of representation itself – what is at stake when the “real world” is
represented? This is a question of politics as much as it is of literature: representation,
fiction, and truth are in all times and places in an uneasy alliance in both.
READING:
Camus, Albert. 1948. The Plague. Stuart Gilbert, trans. New York: Random House
Pitkin, Hanna. The Concept of Representation, chs 4-5. Berkeley: U California Press
Tagg, John. 2021. The Burden of Representation, ch. 1. Minneapolis: U Minnesota
Press
Felman, Shoshana. 1977. “To Open the Question,” Yale French Studies 55/56: 5-10
Johnson, Barbara. 2014. “Nothing Fails Like Success,” 327-332. In The Barbara
Johnson Reader, Durham: Duke UP
FURTHER READING:
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For this session we will invite each study group to select a short piece of creative
writing to read and discuss: more information will be given in the preceding
sessions.
LISTENING/WATCHING:
The Seventh Seal. Directed by Ingmar Bergman.
New Yorker podcasts: Fiction — https://www.newyorker.com/podcast/fiction
The Writer’s Voice — https://www.newyorker.com/podcast/the-authors-voice
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8: LAW/EMERGENCY
Gustav Klimt, Jurisprudence (detail) (1900-1907)

Law responds to the demands of pandemic through states of exception, declarations of
emergency and other methods for the exercise of executive power. This creates spaces
for pioneering practices of regulation and control, deregulation and licence. The legal
practices of exception work to reconfigure and consolidate power, and to accelerate
practices and enable technologies for certain types of political and social re-ordering.
Legal theorists and critics help illuminate these conundrums.
READING:
Agamben, Giorgio. 2003. State of Exception, ch 1. Stanford: Stanford UP
Celermajer, Danielle and Dalia Nassar. 2020. “COVID and the Era of Emergencies,”
Democratic Theory 7.2: 12-24 (and interview)
FURTHER READING:
Calhoun, Craig. 2013. "The Idea of Emergency." In Contemporary States of
Emergency, edited by Didier Fassin and Mariella Pandolfi, 29-58. New York: Zone
Chua, Lynette J. and Jack Jin Gary Lee. 2021. “Governing Through Contagion.” In
Covid-19 in Asia, edited by Victor V. Ramraj, 115-132. Oxford UP.
Dyzenhaus, David. 2006. The Constitution of Law, ch. 1. Cambridge: Cambridge UP
“Surveillance and the ‘New Normal’ of Covid-19.” 2021. SSRC
LISTENING:
Fully Automated podcast. 2020. Coronavirus, Catastrophe and Agamben. March 21
The Minefield. 2021. How Much Dissent Is Permissible in a Public Health
Emergency? August 12
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9: RACE/TECHNOLOGY

Cameron Rowland, Leveler (Extension) Rings for Manhole Openings (2016)

“Viruses don’t discriminate, and neither do we,” the ANU Vice-Chancellor said as the
pandemic took hold. This was a virtuous statement of principle, delivered at a crucial
time. But viruses do discriminate in fact, because they are not only biological but also
sociological. And so do we, whether we like to think so or not, because the
technologies for the organization of our knowledge about the world are power-laden.
It is not just that some people obviously have access to things, like vaccines,while
others do not. The problems of discrimination we encounter in the time of the
pandemic are more elusive than that.
READING:
Benjamin, Ruha. 2019. Race after Technology, ch. 1. Cambridge, MA: Polity
Younge, Gary. 2021. “What Covid Taught Us About Racism—and What We Need To
Do Now.” The Guardian, December 16
FURTHER READING:
Blakely, Jason. 2020. We Built Reality, ch. 5. Oxford: Oxford UP.
Ellis, Maliya V. and Kevin Lin. 2020. “A Harvard Epidemiologist’s Reminder of Our
Common Humanity.” The Crimson, April 17
Moran-Thomas, Amy. 2020. “How a Popular Medical Device Encodes Racial Bias.”
Boston Review, August 2
Yiwani, Yasmin. 2020. “How Racism Works and Shifts during the COVID-19
Pandemic.” The Conversation, July 1
LISTENING/WATCHING:
Lilly Singh. 2021. Automatic Soap Dispensers Are Racist. YouTube. April 28
Stuart Hall. 2006. Race as a Floating Signifier (in 5mins). YouTube. October 5
United States of Anxiety. 2020. Why Covid-19 is killing black people. WNYC, April 29
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10: CARE/WORK

Ridley Epstein, 9 and her grandmother, Donna Forsman, 78, March 20, 2020

How has the pandemic impelled us to rethink our assumptions and our responses to
endemic questions about economic and social inequality? How has it changed (or not)
the emotional life of work, and of caring for others? What’s gender got to do with it?
READING:
Fraser, Nancy. 2016. “Contradictions of Capital and Care,” New Left Review 100
Hochschild, Arlie. 2012 [1983]. The Managed Heart, ch. 8. Berkeley: U California
Press
Jenkins, Fiona and Julie Smith. 2021. “Work from home during COVID-19,” Economic
and Labour Relations Review 32.1: 22-38
FURTHER READING:
Ghodsee, Kristen R. 2018. Why Women Have Better Sex Under Socialism, And Other
Arguments for Economic Independence. Ch. 1. New York: Nation Books
Lewis, Sophie. 2020. “Covid-19 Is Straining the Concept of the Family. Let’s Break It,”
The Nation, June 3
Stoller, Sarah. 2020. “The Flexible Work Fallacy,” Aeon. July 21
Thornton, Margaret. 2021. “Coronavirus and the Colonisation of Private Life,”
Legalities 1.1: 44-67
LISTENING:
The Indicator. 2020. Coronavirus and the Gig Economy. Planet Money, NPR. April 7
This American Life. 2021. The $25 Tip (Act Two of Essential). August 13
Verso Podcast. 2021. The Care Crisis, with Emma Dowling. March
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11: DEMOCRACY/UNIVERSITY
ANU website

The pandemic, as we have seen, does not so much transform structures as expose and
fracture them; it might be said to act as a midwife to underlying processes rather than
an architect of new ones. In that light we can see how democratic and public
discourse have been challenged by the language of crisis and pandemic, and we can
also discern how these weaknesses have been emerging for decades. We will ask
ourselves whether the pandemic marks the death knell for democratic institutions, and
what the place of the university is, in a pandemic, in defence of democracy. Can the
university as we know it survive the virus? Our guides will be theorists and critics of
contemporary democracy and higher education.
READING:
Bregman, Rutger. 2020. Humankind, ch. 15. London: Bloomsbury
Motha, Stewart. 2021. “University as Meeting Place.” Law and Critique 32: 121-26.
Mouffe, Chantal. 2005. The Democratic Paradox, ch. 4. London & New York: Verso
FURTHER READING:
Brown, Wendy. 2015. Undoing the Demos, ch. 6. New York: Zone Books
Burawoy, Michael. N.D. The Public university – a Battleground for Real Utopias.
(Unpublished paper)
Cooper, Simon. 2020. “Last Chance for Universities?” Arena Quarterly, July
Honig, Bonnie. 2017. Public Things, ch. 1. New York: Fordham UP
Rancière, Jacques. 2014. Hatred of Democracy, ch. 4. London & New York: Verso
LISTENING:
New Books in National Security. 2021. Can Democracy Safeguard the Future? With
Graham Smith. April 16
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12: WHAT NOW? WHAT NEXT?
Kimberley Kelzer, ‘Distancing Bench,’ 2020. See Washington Post, 6 July 2020

Finally, we will reflect on our interdisciplinary journey and talk about how the
practice of critique has effected our standpoint, plans and expectations, by asking
again “what is critique” and of its usefulness for our inquiries into the pandemic and
post-pandemic world in which we all live now. We will then repair to the bar,
wherever that may be.
READING:
Arendt, Hannah. 1977. “Truth and Politics.” In Between Past and Future, 223-259.
London: Penguin
Desta, Jean. 2020. “Is Another World Possible?” Institute for Anarchist Studies, July
23
FURTHER READING:
Colebrook, Claire. 2017. “Endtimes for Humanity,” Aeon, June 1
Popova, Maria. 2020. On Eric Fromm’s Revolution of Hope, Marginalian, March 22
Webinar. 2020. “A Year Without Public Space.” Journal of Public Space, Ser. 1 No. 4
LISTENING:
Bridges to the Future podcast. 2020. Responses to Covid-19, with Rutger Bregman.
May 12
The Minefield. 2020. What if Covid-19 Doesn’t Go Away? ABC Radio National.
August 19
UCL Minds. 2020. Coronavirus: The Whole Story – How Do We Reimagine the
Future? June 15
The Book Review. 2021. Fareed Zakaria on Life After the Pandemic. January 2

19

