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Abstracts
SECTION I:
THE DECONSTRUCTION OF TRANSLATION AS INFORMATION PROCESSING
Gail Weiss

Translating Lived Experiences Across Multiple ‘Worlds of Sense’
In this presentation, Gail Weiss suggests that if, as Heidegger asserts in On the Origin of the Work of
Art, artworks “set up a world” for their viewers, in order to successfully treat a patient, health care
practitioners must also be open to a lived “world of sense” that may be foreign to them but that
provides the crucial context necessary to effectively address a patient’s experiences of discomfort,
pain, and/or illness. Following María Lugones, Weiss identifies this as a process of “world-traveling”
that has several therapeutic benefits including: (1) enabling the patient to feel more at ease in
communicating the nature of her pain or illness to a health care professional, since she feels that her
physician is truly making an effort to understand her idiosyncratic experience rather than treating her
as a generic “case”; (2) helping to facilitate a more accurate and comprehensive diagnosis and a more
realistic treatment plan than that which might be obtained otherwise; and (3) motivating the patient
to be more proactive in following the physician’s recommendations for treatment because she feels
she is being listened to attentively and responded to holistically.

Erika Dyck

The Poetics of Psychosis:
Madness, Patients, and the Role of Empathy in Translation
1952 was an important year in the field of psychiatry. It witnessed the introduction of the first
edition of the American Psychiatric Association’s Diagnostic and Statistics Manual (DSM-1) and it also
marked the discovery of the first blockbuster antipsychotic medication. Historians of psychiatry tend
to agree that the 1950s became a period of dynamic changes for psychiatric patients as well as
practitioners and researchers who began to grasp a sharper set of definitions as well as treatments
for a group of patients who had long languished and often been amongst the most difficult to reach
due to the ways in which their disorder tampered with language, organized speech, and even one’s
ability to distinguish hallucination from reality. In this presentation, Erika Dyck will examine some of
the ways that psychiatrists and patients attempted to develop strategies for understanding—even
translating psychotic thoughts into creative insights—in an effort to empathize with psychotic
patients rather than to simply segregate them from the general (or even the patient) population. She

relies primarily on archival records, especially correspondence, between writer Aldous Huxley and
psychiatrist Humphry Osmond, who attempted to articulate the value of empathy in healing and the
power of empathy to more effectively translate experiences into medicine.

Lisa Käll

No Simple Loss:
Expressions of Subjectivity in Alzheimer’s Disease
Alzheimer’s disease (AD), along with other forms of degenerative dementia, undoubtedly constitutes
one of the most, if not the most, feared and stigmatizing conditions in Western culture and society.
The medicalization of AD during the past few decades has contributed to creating a culture in which
senility is monsterized in such a way that the experience of ageing in increasing degrees involves
anxiety and a terrorizing fear of losing one’s mind and becoming less of a person (Herskovits 1995,
153). In spite of a significant amount of research seriously challenging the notion that AD relentlessly
leads to a loss of self, leaving the body behind as an empty shell and that a living death of the mind
occurs prior to the actual physical death, such a view nevertheless prevails and has come to
dominate the cultural imaginary and popular discourse of the West.
In this paper, Lisa Käll discusses the meanings of loss and subjectivity in relation to AD and asks what
it might mean to speak of losing one’s self. What is this “self” that is supposedly lost? Who is losing
this self? And how is the experience and expression of losing oneself articulated from an outside
perspective of interpreting such expressions? In current discussions of the supposed loss of selfhood
in dementia, there is no clear consensus as to what is meant by one’s self, and the meaning of the
notion of loss is left without almost any consideration at all. In a first step, Lisa Käll will look at the
account of the loss of self in AD presented by Fontana and Smith in their 1989 article “Alzheimer’s
Disease Victims: The ‘Unbecoming’ of Self and the Normalization of Competence,” which has come
to represent the “loss of self”–paradigm against which many critical voices in current discussions
position themselves. In a second step, she turns to recent accounts of the survival of selfhood in AD,
articulated in reaction to the prevailing “loss of self”–paradigm. In a third step, she focuses on
Maurice Merleau-Ponty’s writings on the lived body as an expressive structure of self-affection and
alteration in order to suggest another route for understanding the subjectivity of dementia.

SECTION II:
EPISTEMIC REGIMES AND NEW ONTOLOGIES
Alberto Cambrosio (presenting author) and Peter Keating

Translations, ‘Disruptions,’ Re-assemblages:
Rethinking Cancer Clinical Trials in the 21st Century
In the late 1950s, the United States (US) National Cancer Institute established its Cooperative
Oncology Groups program to promote stronger interactions between preclinical and clinical work
via the staging of clinical trials (CTs). Cooperative groups quickly became the backbone of clinical
oncology research. In 2010, the US Institute of Medicine published a report that criticized their
inability “to efficiently translate discoveries into clinical application.” Confronted with a similar
translational issue, 1950s oncologists and their turn-of-the-century colleagues developed different

solutions that could not be reduced to the actors’ strategies or sociological accounts that neglect the
content of bioclinical practices. According to the social science literature, CTs have both political and
epistemic functions and have been described as high-cost, high-value marketing tools or as massive
bureaucratic and corporate enterprises that play a somewhat sinister role in the broader inequalities
of global health research. CTs’ touted omnipotence rides on an original confusion of three different
frames: they can be viewed as an experiment, as a form of rationality or objectivity, and as a tool for
social control. Recent history shows that only the first truly counts as an effective use. The current
crop of CTs in precision oncology reveals how contingent the standard CT truly was—a temporary,
fit-for-purpose tool—and how quickly the prevailing notions of evidence can fall by the wayside. As
soon as the standard CT presented itself more as an obstacle and less as a tool for further
investigation, clinical researchers were quick to modify it and, when necessary, abandon it, despite
the fact that it had long been purported to contain the keys to epistemic legitimacy.
Katrin Solhdju

Caring for Abstractions and Practices: Challenges for the Medical Humanities
A growing number of interventions within the field of medical humanities share the intuition that it is
of great importance to start a new chapter in which this field of research is no longer restricted to
bridging a gap (e.g., between bench and bedside) or filling in a void (i.e., of humanity) predefined by
biomedicine. In the introduction of a 2015 Special Issue of Critical Medical Humanities, W. Viney, F.
Callard, and A. Woods ask: “Can the medical humanities intervene more explicitly in
ontological questions?”. In 2016 M. Rosengarten and M. Savransky took up this question, transforming
it into an invitation for “speculative” approaches within the medical humanities, whose task would
consist of “imaginatively disclos[ing] possibilities for alternative configurations of the worlds in which
the realities of health and disease are produced.” In her paper, Katrin Solhdju seeks to consider these
two propositions and develop them further with respect to the question of what would be
required—theoretically, conceptually, and practically—for the (medical) humanities to become
capable of resisting their enrolment into the extremely efficient machinery of the evidence-based
paradigm that reigns in contemporary medicine.
Monica Greco

Co-translating Indeterminacy:
Pragmatics of Explanation in the Symptoms Clinic
The Symptoms Clinic is a medical intervention for patients with persistent physical symptoms
currently being trialed in the United Kingdom. The core of the intervention consists of a mode of
engagement with patients designed to coconstruct explanations for their illness, with the expectation
that the explanations emerging through this process have a measure of therapeutic efficacy. Drawing
on ongoing research based on participant observation in the clinical trial, this presentation will offer
some background context for the intervention and its rationale and then unfold some of its
significance in terms of medical ontology and for conceptions of patient participation. Monica Greco
will characterize the Symptoms Clinic as enacting as a form of speculative pragmatism, where
explanations are conceived as an ingredient in the becoming of the reality of the phenomenon they
address and where their value is immanent to the quality of that becoming.

SECTION III:
LIFE MADE INTO NETWORKS OF DATA
Hauke Busch

Translating OMICS Data Into Clinical Decisions:
Woes and Virtues of Personalized Oncology
Cancer is one of the leading causes of death worldwide. Currently, cancers are treated according to
standard guidelines, depending on the tissue of origination. Genetically, they are very heterogeneous
according the somatic mutations they acquired over years and decades during their evolution within
the host.
As genetic disease, cancer has benefitted the most from the recent advances in next-generation
sequencing of the genome and transcriptome.
Sequencing identifies personal somatic mutations of each cancer patient with the goal of finding a
personalized treatment. The translation of multi-omics analyses into treatment decisions is discussed
in molecular tumor boards (MTB), which consist of oncologists, pathologists, and bioinformaticians.
Recent MTB evaluations have particularly shown their benefit in terms of patient survival. Still, the
idea of MTBs remains in its infancy. Neither clinical practice, health insurance, nor ethics have kept
up with the rapidly evolving technology. As such, MTBs are still research-oriented activities on top of
regular clinical or research work. They suffer from underfunding, as analyses are not covered by
health insurance. Legally, they are gray areas with respect to patient consent, reporting, and data
security and documentation. Nevertheless, ever more MTBs are currently being established within
Germany, likely making personalized oncology a standard practice soon.

Carlo Caduff

Knowing, Naming, Translating
The nondisclosure of a cancer diagnosis is relatively common in India. Studies have shown that many
cancer patients are unaware of their disease. But how exactly does nondisclosure work in a
hospital setting? What are patients told when they are not told that they have cancer? At stake in the
question of nondisclosure is the very idea of the patient—what does it mean to be a patient?
However, equally at stake is the extent to which we want to measure every relation against that of
knowing. Instead of focusing on the question of knowledge, this paper highlights the difficulty of living
in a language that is not one’s own.

Henrik Vogt (presenting author) and Sara Green

Preventive Precision Medicine in the Human Domain:
Translational Challenges in the Era of Big Data and Systems Medicine
A main promise of precision medicine is to radically improve disease prevention by way of the
introduction of a new form of massive screening using new big data and systems medicine
technologies and by taking individual variations into account. This paper focuses especially on

translational challenges that arise in the real-life setting of clinical practice and society (i.e., “the
human domain”). The argument follows Khoury´s four phases of translation: the first phase concerns
the move from basic discovery towards a medical test or treatment that may be tried in the
subsequent phases. Importantly, in the context of big data and systems medicine, the fundamental
challenge here—which underlies further challenges in the other phases of translation—is the
complexity of disease development. The second phase is about showing clinical utility in trials and
evidence-based medicine. Problems of prediction and challenges of waste and harm are noted and
commented on. The third phase is about achieving clinical utility also in the “real world.” A critical
problem here is that one cannot expect people to change their behavior or lifestyle in response to a
diagnosis of early disease or risk. The translation of basic science into individualized behavioral
changes may thus fall into the category of translation without an audience. The final phase is where the
three previous phases are summed up to yield a significant, positive impact on population health. It is
concluded that the precision medicine promise of ensuring radical improvement in the overall utility
of preventive medicine is unreliable.

SECTION IV:
UNTRANSLATABILITY
Haim Hazan

Where There Are No Others: Terms of Untranslatability
Any attempt at cross-cultural translation contains within itself moments of untranslatability,
sometimes to the extent that what is untranslatable overrides what can be translated, and the very
possibility of translation becomes unattainable. Notwithstanding the host of theoretical solutions
proposed for the problem of translatability, it is clear that an unbridgeable gulf opens between the
original source and the target addressee. This gap may result from linguistic ruptures, or from
generational rifts, or from incompatibilities of metaphor, or conspiracies of silence. It can be argued
that situations of incommunicable cognitive malfunctions present a different, ultimately more
irreversible mode of untranslatability—namely that being designated in social terms as
“excommunicated,” or “extra-cultural” bare life, or even barely human, forestalls the possibility of
cogent interpretation, representation, or translation. Furthermore, one can maintain that a culturally
constructed, exclusive frame of consciousness sets the old or primitive apart as a separate race,
determined to occupy a solitary space characterized by insularity, indestructibility, and immutability.
Translation in this model is transformed from a temporally oriented exchange that facilitates
understanding to a spatially focused existence that cripples the task of the translator by rendering the
old and incapacitated as an excess or surplus, ineluctably excluded from dialogue.
Stefan Willer

Becoming a Patient:
The Communication of Suffering in Oliver Sacks and J. M. Coetzee
In his talk, Stefan Willer will examine two narratives in which the loss of legs plays a crucial role.
First, in J. M. Coetzee's Slow Man (2005), the protagonist has to undergo the amputation of his right
leg after a bicycle accident. In Oliver Sacks's A Leg to Stand On (1984), the first-person narrator is also
hospitalized due to an accident and, though he keeps his injured leg, ultimately neuropsychologically

experiences himself to be an “internal amputee.” Both stories deal with patienthood and with the
communication of suffering. Sacks's book is in a large part about the failing attempts to fit the
enigmatic symptom into established medical knowledge. Seeing oneself as a suffering individual is a
necessary step on the way to convalescence and to the understanding of one's own complex
syndrome. By contrast, Coetzee's novel deals with the protagonist's unwillingness to accept himself
as a patient and convalescent. In a strange metafictional twist of this story, the question is raised
about how a person like this is meant to suffer.
Havi Carel

Health Care Practice, Epistemic Injustice, and Naturalism
Ill persons suffer from a variety of epistemically-inflected harms and wrongs. Many of these are
interpretable as specific forms of what we dub “pathocentric epistemic injustices,” these being ones
that target and track ill persons. We sketch the general forms of pathocentric testimonial and
hermeneutical injustice, each of which are pervasive within the experiences of ill persons during their
encounters in health care contexts and the social world. What’s epistemically unjust might not be
only agents, communities, and institutions but rather also the theoretical conceptions of health that
structure our responses to illness. Thus, we suggest that, although such pathocentric epistemic
injustices have a variety of interpersonal and structural causes, they are also sustained by a deeper
naturalistic conception of the nature of illness.

Curricula Vitae and Publications
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Selected publications:
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Selected publications:
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