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Abstract 
Severally, resilient pandemics have wreaked the earth. Historically, influenza, flu, 

SARS, Ebola, and many other pandemic have killed millions people around the 

world. Currently, Covid-19 (one in the family of corona viruses) is ravaging the 

world. While the USA and China trade blame on whose territory it was actually 

created lately in 2019 and spread around the world, what, nevertheless, is 

indubitable is that the disease and similar infamies are a result of human 

manipulations in the exercise of vaunted freedom and power over nature. Then, 

is humanity not culpable in the assault on nature and the reprisals in the form of 

the pandemics and climate change?  The imperative of this work is to demonstrate 

by critical survey of some of the overindulgences of humanity which have caused 

several tens of million deaths and thwarting nature’s (including humans) health. 

Recrudescent, and even though those agonies could be said to be a 

malady/malaise, they, like the wrath of climate change have told untold lessons to 

the pessimist they represent nature’s reprisals which ultimately indicate limit to 

humanity’s freedom. Accordingly, the work pursues a conclusion calling on 

humanity to redirect away from his contrivances against nature (which reprisal 

limit its freedom) and the need to consciously moderate its freedom to avoid a 

recrudescent apocalypse. 
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I.  Introduction 

Nature is replete with everything, both the essential (land, oxygen, light, dark, and 

constancy in continuity), humanity and its freedom and judgmental power—over the 

good, the bad, the ugly, and the beautiful. And man is part of nature; hence it could 

make/enhance or destroy man, depending on man’s manipulative approach to it. Consider 

the symbiosis in nature: animals depend on plants; both depend on earth, water and air. 

Accordingly, nature does not need man; man needs nature. Regrettably, for centuries long, 

man has, in his ingenuity, willfully, consciously, selfishly abused, raped, exploited, 

degraded and attempt to decimate and manipulate nature. Presently, the ecosystem has 

not just been threatened, it has lost its quality and vitality. In the following pages, we shall 

strive to argue that what the world witnesses now are nature’s smaller ways of indicating 

to human its necessity to his essential being (hence flooding, diseases, wild fires, conflicts, 

famine/hunger, hopelessness, violent confrontations sometimes considered mysterious, 

indicative of some spell on humanity). The signals are clear, the warning vivid; but 

direction reversible.  

 

Consequently, we shall argue that no matter its uniqueness, human rational capacity 

cannot surpass nature which equips him so; that recent degenerations are nature’s way of 

reclaiming its supremacy over man—a contingent being with his egotistic strides in 

science. It is necessary to carry out this research because in the attempt to contrive solutions 

and reverse the horrible trend, one must be careful to recognize the contingency of 

man/humanity, to appreciate the moral/elastic limit of science, and the proper direction of 

human reason thereby fashioning out a new program for contemporary philosophy for 

human/nature’s development.   

 

II.  The Problem and the Method 

From the Americas to the Islands of Australia, the interior of Europe to the inter-lands of 

Africa and Asia, recent developments in nature indicate some definite degeneration in the 

quality of our inherited and dear natural environment—though a condition necessitated 

by natural reactive dynamics, long propelled by human scientific activity but which finds 

some catalyst in transnational desire/competition for supremacy in the quest to conquer 

nature. Truly, such inordinacy has resulted in technological feat (in production, education, 

communication, and health) and other untold development which ordinarily should 

enhance the quality of life and nature. Unfortunately, what one witnesses today is that the 

earth is heated and hellish; the world boiling with devastating threat on nature and human 

annihilation by his own activity. It’s like a dream or meta-reality; yet, it’s real; I believe. It’s 

the lands and waters of the world. Is man and his science/technology not culprit in 

adducing his freewill and freedom in propelling this obnoxious trajectory? We shall 
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indicate how he is—heated-up the earth, exploiting the sun, developed nuclear 

energies/power, contrived same sexual bestiality, and the attendant degeneracy in art and 

values, hunger and poverty. And until recently, interests on this sad devolution do not 

commensurate with the pace of the degeneration. Yet there remains a lot to learn about 

both the exceptional essence of nature and the trajectory which has brought our world to 

present threat of extinction of all beings. It is initially appropriate to highlight some critical 

but rational analysis of literature on man’s deployment of energy against nature in guise 

of individual and national freedom. It is apt not even to think that man and society are part 

of nature, because they often think nature as other-worldness—animals, plants, rivers, 

mountains, rocks, planets, sun, moon, stars, et cetera. In fact, humanity is nature’s biggest 

creature. Unfortunately, man is also nature’s biggest antagonist and eventual prey. 

 

III. Humanity, Freedom and the man’s manifold Frontal Battles against Nature 

The epistemic apprehension of nature is by dint of ma’s rationality; and humanity is part 

of nature. Hence understanding humanity is part of man understanding itself. Humanity 

should not be confused with human nature—the psycho-physical features of man. Beyond 

that, in rational discourse, the term humanity is commonly used to refer to the essentially 

reasonable animal species, Homo sapiens—man, the being-with-others and whatever 

promotes or diminishes his nature. Essential philosophy questions; sometimes, it questions 

questions, and criticizes criticisms. Such is the conviction of this work concerning the 

concepts of humanity/freedom vis-a-vis nature. Its immediate quest is to question and argue 

against the all too common belief that the world is simply humans’, and the thought that 

humanity exhausts the scope of existential concerns. Once it is established that humanity 

is part of nature then it is also subservient to it. 

 

Conceptions of the twin concepts of freedom and liberty are wide and various. In social 

and political philosophy, they are construed as the absence of legal or any other mind-

dependent or external constraints (physical, social, direct or indirect) to acting or behaving. 

Liberty refers to actions which one has a right to perform (Blackburn, 1996, 218). Mill was 

so enthralled by the concept of liberty and he held that the idea is man’s most basic moral 

and political concern, for the delineation of the criteria for the wrongful interference with 

each other’s freedom. This, according to him, is because there are “rules which embody 

restrictions on freedom and are more vital to the human well-being than any other 

maxim.” If one is to attain full happiness, freedom from unjustified interference or 

intrusions of others’ rights is absolutely essential (Mill, 1910, 7). Further Mill holds that  

 

The sole end for which mankind is warranted, individually or collectively, 

interfering with the liberty of action of any of their number, is self-
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protection. That the only purpose for which power can be rightly 

exercised over any member of a civilized community against his will is to 

prevent harm to others. His own good, either physical or moral, is not a 

sufficient warrant (1910, 73).  

 

The implication of Mill’s view is that individual action, in so far as it does not interfere 

with public order is moral, just and tolerable. One weakness of this view, nevertheless, is 

that it fails to recognize that every human action is social, directly or indirectly. Mill simply 

addressed formal liberty and forgets to recognize that certain constraints to social behavior 

may be imposed not from the state but from other societal arrangements, practices and 

expectations. Hence, for Isaiah Berlin (1983)—by his distinction of “negative and positive” 

liberty and by his warning against positive liberty on the grounds that both of its liability 

can become an engine of oppression and of its embodying false assumptions about the 

human condition (Macpherson, 1977, 95)—liberty amounts to the permitted range of 

individual potential choices. In this sense, freedom from (negative freedom) is different from 

freedom to (positive freedom); and we require positive freedom to enhance negative 

freedom. Rightly, the division that Berlin makes between negative and positive freedom 

do sustain what he arrogates to the concept, in that liberty, on the whole, presupposes 

freedom, unrestrained access, untrammeled process, and unfettered opportunities.  

 

Doubtless, we shall stretch a dual conceptualization and application of the concept of 

freedom. Freedom, in the philosophical/metaphysical sense is free-will: the absence of any 

pre-deterministic tendencies in a person’s will to behave or act. Most basically, in social 

and political discourse, freedom “is the absence of any constraint which is either imposed 

by the state or by other individuals or citizens in the society, whether the constraint is 

physical or socio-cultural” (Irele 1998, 119). In this way, freedom implies liberty—logically 

constructed as: A is free to do X in order to be free from Y or Z. Note that liberty is not just 

the absence of constraints to individual action but that permissible under the statutes 

(national and international); and that, politically, we have used the term freedom in two 

senses: personal/individual and social/state, as the “condition of liberation from social and 

cultural forces that are perceived as impeding full self (group) realization” (Blackburn, 

1996, 146). Still, we shall, for our purposes in this work, however, construe freedom in all 

the sense of society and as interchangeable with state liberty (government and its agencies). 

In all, the underlying question shall be: When and why has liberty (good) become license 

(bad)? In other words, what has become of man’s (or nations’) deployment of his freedom 

against nature, and should it be so? Clearly, man’s conscious (but a mark of ingratitude) 

aggression against nature is in many fronts. Let’s take a few instances to demonstrate the 

origins of the tension between nature and its human components.    
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Degeneracy in art and values By design, nature is coherently ordered, including how man 

orders itself in society. Consider art and values as the web of society; modern art has 

contributed more to the drastic erosion of cherished values and morals. Generally, art is 

an informative/educative and entertaining human representation; but it could be 

eminently socially corruptive. The corruptiveness and nastiness of the art of social media 

is both quantitatively and qualitatively inestimable. Through the employment of social 

media, countless families have been rendered destabilized, sometimes dissolved; 

individual privacy is plundered, characters decimated, and falsehood propagated; persons 

have been deceived and got their heads cut off; and corruption, injustices, immoralities 

advertised to the parent and child alike, to the lay and pious altogether. Child-upbringing 

and control has eluded the world, particularly the African world which deeply values 

moral behavior. Given that the scientific development is a dynamic process, and that the 

function of reason is to promote the art of life, recent technology has not tended to promote 

the art of life, especially in entertainment and amorous activity (in music, dressing style, 

values, art, drama, etc.). Unregulated video theaters continually spread across the world; 

these makeshift shafts are now open to people of any age, including children. Pornography 

has become standard farce and has led to a loss of primary cultural values—those values 

which, for instance, forbid children and young adults to discuss sex-related topics much 

less practice such. Today, the selfie allows for personal adverts replete with different 

postures of nudity; irresponsible immoral disorder becomes inevitable in the ‘contagious 

effect’ and social dislocations everywhere. For example, “next-to-nudity” has become the 

ideal fashion, indecent exposure, violent attractions, rape, and perversion pervades 

nations. Able youths waste away glued to cell phones and other electronic/communication 

media, platform or device for charting, twitting, and so on non-virtues. Contemporary 

milieu, with the social media as catalyst, represents the acme of moral degeneracy; this 

condition needs to be evaluated with a conviction for its emendation (Asekhauno 2020).   

  

Institution of same sex unions Over the recent decades, the idea/issue of same-sex marriage (S-

SM) has become a source of worry for individuals/countries around the world—Nigeria 

inclusive. Although many countries have legalized the practice, some others are 

considering formalizing it beyond mere civil union; and some other ones have not; and 

many more may never. There have been so many philosophical arguments (some in favor 

and others against) the practice of S-SM. While some of those argue from religious 

grounds, others argue from cultural, legal, and political grounds. However, that the idea 

of S-SM is being accorded a modicum of praxis around the world as if there, in the least, 

are some perceived or real social values of the practice. The issue of ‘same-sex’ stirs 

controversy around the world, particularly where interfaced with basic traditional 

morality and values. In the west, same-sex permissiveness is predicated on the law and the 
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notion of freedom; in traditional Africa, the concept is considered a taboo. These positions 

pitch the law against morality. A close look at extant statutes vis-a-vis African traditional 

values on marriage/family shows that whereas in western consideration, the concept of 

same-sex marriage contradicts the law (since the statutory definition of marriage has not 

been abdicated); and that, the concept contravenes the norms and values of traditional 

Africa—ideas which had been the spine of African world-outlook. Consequently, same-

sex union/marriage is inconsistent with the ideals of civilized/normative values: it offends 

the essence/spirit of marriage and the law; in Africa, it offends traditional ethos; all-in-all, 

it marks a retrogression into the animalistic tendencies of lesser mortals—which is also 

contra natura.  

 

Sexual bestiality Beyond the same-sex union, man’s groveling quest to exploit nature incites 

him to having sex with other animals (horses, dogs, gorillas, and donkeys, alike) even on 

a business scale. As also with same-sex union, and apart from the futility and fruitlessness 

of the activity (in the sense of propagating of humanity), unimaginable but newer variety 

of diseases have been introduced to the world. Robots, pets and dogs (including snakes!) 

have tended to replace man as friends in society thereby producing newer forms of self-

inflicted alienations and challenges to nature. At best such represents a disdainful 

degeneration of rationality and human worth thereby depriving humanity the essential 

worth of social cooperation.   

 

Hunger and poverty As we settle into the second decade of the 21st century, issues of grave 

concern have increasingly brought people face to face with questions about social values 

and survival: millions of people around the world (especially in Africa) battle with day-to-

day existence, trying to obtain food, shelter, and clothing; people struggle to redress 

violence or life-threatening health issues and problems; issues of unemployment, housing, 

education and health care are a concern to all but those who enjoy substantial wealth and 

influence (especially in Africa); peoples are worried about poisons in their air and 

environment, about water and food; enormous changes in national and global economies 

are creating an ever widening gap between the rich and the poor; without critical 

reflections as to whether or not these developments elsewhere in the world are relevant to 

the its circumstance, more leaders embrace those tendencies expressive of individualism 

and exploitation; worse still, military interventions, civil wars and ethnic conflicts are 

responsible for the death of thousands in Africa and millions of people each year around 

the world; millions more starve to death while their own countries export certain foods, 

feed grains to livestock and lose arable land to desertification or expansion of cities. In fact, 

contemporary world condition is one of degenerate values manifested in palpable poverty 
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and underdevelopment on the continents (as against what obtained in the pre-colonial 

Africa). This trend also is against man as a social/communal being; against nature. 

 

Deforestation Cities expansion and other exploitative activity have had much of the world’s 

forests demolished. Deforestation has ruined wildlife and symbiosis, forests razed and all 

manner of hazardous chemical substances invade the biosphere. All these have also ruined 

the quality of the interdependence between plant and animal life. 

 

Decimation of aquatic species Similarly, human destruction of nature has left major rivers, 

oceans and seas devastated in the form of fishing, capturing, dumping of highly toxic 

materials, or testing of biological/nuclear bombs. Human ruthlessness on world waters has 

led to the rapid decimation of certain aquatic species and even to extinction of wildlife in 

the sea already emptied of fish—with a devastating effect on consumable water and fish. 

 

War and destruction Although in all ages war has been an important topic of analysis, the 

20th (and well into the 21st) century has marked more wars than all previous combined. 

Now emerged from two world wars, humans are now in the shadow of nuclear, biological 

and chemical weapons threatening another holocaust and human existence. In all, the 

question is: Is war not against fellow humans (of attrition), which would be ironical and 

senseless the life humanity expect to build and protect? Such, certainly, is another threat 

to nature.  

 

Exploration and manipulation of planetary bodies Since 19….., and having decimated the earth, 

man’s explorations beyond the earth had begun. By the 21st century, man has not only 

planted highly hydro-sensitive satellites capable of putting pressure on the planetary 

bodies, he is also opting to inhabit other planets (moon, Mercury, Venus, Mars, and even 

the sun). It may be once that is achieved, it would mark the end of the egotistic human 

race/specie since they could not turn back the hand of time. Invariably, man’s 

manipulation of nature is pulling the world backwards, making today worse than his 

yesterday and his tomorrow most uncertain. Perhaps the world would be better 

untouched/infested by human’s filthy hands; yet having decimated the good natured earth 

and affecting the sun and skies making it less effective, he seeks options in other planets 

via his tendentious but competitive scientific and technological powers.  

 

IV. The Impact of Science and Technology  

The commitment to empirical success has led us quite unwillingly to treat people like 

things, once the legal arrangements have been made, so that one can now on his own 

produce some harmful gadget/objects scientifically. This is science. Science is 
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experimentation. This is applied knowledge; science is discovering. Thus man creates 

robotics and cloning (perhaps to replace natural specie beings). Historically, man has 

through invented tools, and more tools; surely those helped him to cope with problems of 

advancing life. For better or for worse, the developments led to great inventions which 

have aided socio-cultural enhancement—especially in communication and health. The 

positive progress in science and technology are within measurable but summarized 

indices—the discoveries in space, medicine has ensured man’s health and long-life aided 

by the electric tooth brush and signing air conditioners; aiding computers and robots. The 

movements between thousand miles are reduced by fast flying jets; television – telephone 

brings two people, each on the other side of the tropics, together. There is also the 

industrial impact with faster modes of production and distribution. At least the 

traumatized idea of the world’s vital citizens is that civilization has been spread around 

the world. The centrifugal social forces have been conquered with technology on the dual 

basis of an overwhelming efficiency and an increasing standard of living. Despite, this 

whole technology seems irrational especially with its deficiency in coping with the 

obnoxious latent consequences: its productivity is destructive of the free development of 

human needs and faculties; its pace maintained by the constant threat of war/violent 

conflict (amongst individuals, groups, and mostly nations. The condition absolves 

Marcuse when he wrote:  

 

… in the medium of technology, culture, politics and socio-economics 

merge into an omnipresent system which up all other alternatives. 

…technological rationality has become political rationality (1964: 82). 

 

Summarily, it is important to note that interaction in central to social direction. Therefore, 

communication, with all its attendant transmission, thereby tending to produce a world 

culture. The latest in New York is known in Calcutta, within seconds. Thus, the 

developments in science and technology have social, economic, religious, ethical, etc. 

implications for violence ineffable immorality. 

 

V. The Role of Philosophy and Politics 

For all my small years of appreciating social import or product of philosophical reflection 

is the realization that all of human history has been a product of some critical reflection. 

Right from the ancient Greeks’ curiosity over the basic “ustuff”, to the present, human 

history has witnessed both steady dialectical progress (rationality) and desolation. From 

Galilean world view, Newtonian physics, to Wright Brothers airplane; and from the 

computer, atomic/nuclear/oxygen bomb, to the boundless social media of the 

contemporary, the world has had untold progress (through its curiosity and critical 
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thought), with its devastating evil other-side—the acme of which is a highly 

technologically united world that can be extinguished in few minutes by its own product 

(philosophy). Such philosophical thought precipitated Goldman’s anarchism (against 

patriotism), colonialism, nationalism, Marxism, liberalism, conservatism, communism, 

fascism, and Nazism all which respectively became potent pressures in quest for 

prejudiced change. Of particular interest is White’s (1967) articulation of his perceived 

biblical genesis of human’s exploitation of nature, basing his claim on the command by 

God at Genesis 1: 28 that man should have dominion and exploit the earth. At best, his is 

narrow and untenable since it could not account for exploits by other non-Christian 

entities, nor could it show that humans ultimately obey such commands.  

 

Consequently, the contention here is that the much blood has flowed in every part of the 

world as a result of the tensions arising from incompatible philosophical ideologies and the 

men and women who espoused them, culminating in a polarized world and the World 

Wars and several others within (Asekhauno, 2017). A careful analysis of some of those 

pedestals for war-passions exposes that although philosophical though has improved the 

world, it has also set-up the matrix for fierce dissention. While man’s willful advances 

against nature are tendentious, nature responds as implicated.  

 

VI. Nature’s Manifold Reactions: Climate Change and the Pandemics 

Just as man’s willful and conscious aggression against nature is on many fronts, nature’s 

gentle and mostly inevitable response is also multifaceted. Note that natural order helps 

man to fulfil its end; nature unceasingly provides man with inevitable materials for 

existence—water, power/light, birth, growth, air, plants and other raw materials; with an 

ecosystem and solar movements so instituted, regular, consistent, ordered and organized. 

Check it out: the sun never ceases to rise in the east and set in the west; rains must come 

down regularly to enrich the land, and death must intercede birth.  Any defect in this 

assurance and its disaster (pollution, radiation, emissions, corruption, 

explorations/expeditions, forcing wild life home; rivers overflowing their bounds and 

fresh bushes burning in cold lands) is ignited by human infraction.  

 

Nature’s warnings/signals are clear—base and bounds of earth/crust is everywhere 

tumultuous, its surface, heated up/polluted; space invaded by multifarious forces; nature 

defaced and decimated; society bestial and irrational; all these ignited by human irrational 

activities, a pointer to some imminent Armageddon, another big bang that could inevitably 

collapse the planetary bodies. The earth is over-heated and hellish; the world boiling with 

devastating threat on nature and human annihilation, especially with the intermittent 

pandemics inflicted on earth 
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A pandemic is the worst case scenario in the realm of infectious diseases; it occurs when 

an epidemic spreads beyond a country’s borders (officially). Beyond communicable 

diseases during humankind’s hunting-gatherer days, the shift to agrarian life ten thousand 

years ago created communities that made epidemics more possible (e.g. malaria, 

tuberculosis, and smallpox). Thus the more civilized humans became, building cities and 

forging trade routes to connect with other cities, and waging wars with them, the more 

likely pandemics became. Hence pandemics have been ravaging human populations. 

 

The earliest recorded pandemic happened in 430bc: from Athens to Libya, Ethiopia to 

Egypt killing two-thirds of their populations. The symptoms included fever, thirst, bloody 

throat and tongue, red skin and lesions. Centuries later, the Antonine plague (165AD) 

came next and was possibly an early appearance of smallpox that began with the Huns, 

who then infected the Germans who passed it to the Romans and then returning troops 

spread it throughout the Roman Empire. Symptoms included fever, sore throat, diarrhea 

and, if the patient lived long enough, pus-filled sores, unlike the Cyprian plague (250AD) 

which entailed diarrhea, vomiting, throat ulcers, fever and gangrenous hands and feet. The 

later possibly started in Ethiopia, through Northern Africa, into Rome and Europe. First 

appearing in Egypt, the Justinian plagues (541AD) spread through Palestine and 

throughout the Mediterranean. In the 11th Century, leprosy, a slow-developing bacterial 

disease that causes sores and deformities, leprosy was believed to be a punishment from 

God that ran in families. Responsible for the death of one-third of the world population, 

this bubonic plague (The Black Death, 1347AD) possibly started in Asia and through Sicily 

it spread throughout Europe rapidly. Dead bodies became so prevalent that many 

remained rotting on the ground and created a constant stench in cities. The deaths of some 

56 million Native Americans in the 16th and 17th centuries, largely through diseases, may 

have altered Earth’s climate as vegetation growth on previously tilled land drew more CO2 

from the atmosphere and caused a cooling event (Clendening, 1960).  

 

The great plague of London, the bubonic plague led to the deaths of 20 percent of London’s 

population. As human death tolls mounted and mass graves appeared, hundreds of 

thousands of cats and dogs were slaughtered as the possible cause and the disease spread 

through ports along the Thames. In 1817, the First Cholera Pandemic over the next 150 

years appeared. This wave of the small intestine infection originated in Russia, where one 

million people died. Spreading through feces-infected water and food, was brought to 

India, Spain, Africa, Indonesia, China, Japan, Italy, Germany and America where millions 

more died. In 1855, the Third Plague Pandemic, starting in China and moving to India and 

Hong Kong, the bubonic plague claimed 15 million victims. After Fiji measles pandemic 

(1875) ravaged Fiji and the British Empire, the Russian Flu (1889) started in Siberia through 
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Finland and Poland into Europe, killing hundreds of thousands. Worse, the Spanish Flu 

(1918) killed about 50 million deaths worldwide—first observed in Europe, the United 

States and parts of Asia before swiftly spreading around the world. Then from Hong Kong 

came and spreading throughout China and then into the United States, the Asian flu (1957-

8) causing millions of deaths. The all-too-familiar HIV/AIDS (1981) surfaced in America; 

the immune system destroyer has the symptoms of fever, headache, and enlarged lymph 

nodes upon infection. When symptoms subside, carriers become highly infectious through 

blood and genital fluid, and the disease destroys t-cells. HIV is believed to have developed 

from a chimpanzee virus from West Africa in the 1920s. The disease, which spreads 

through certain body fluids, moved to Haiti in the 1960s, and then New York and San 

Francisco in the 1970s. Treatments have been developed to slow the progress of the disease, 

but 35 million people worldwide have died of AIDS since its discovery, and a cure is yet 

to be found. SARS, Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome (2003) is believed to have possibly 

started with bats, spread to cats and then to humans in China, followed by 26 other 

countries, infecting 8,096 people, with 774 deaths. SARS is characterized by respiratory 

problems, dry cough, fever and head and body aches and is spread through respiratory 

droplets from coughs and sneezes. Lessons from the pandemic were used to suppress 

diseases like H1N1, Ebola and Zika (Dobson, 2007; Byme, 2008; Cartwright, 2014). 

 

On March 11, 2020, the World Health Organization announced that the COVID-19 virus 

was officially a pandemic after barreling through 114 countries in three months and 

infecting tens of millions of people worldwide. COVID-19 is caused by a novel 

coronavirus—a new coronavirus strain that has not been previously found in people. 

Symptoms include respiratory problems, fever and cough, and can lead to pneumonia and 

death. Like SARS, it’s spread through droplets from sneezes. Its first reported case in China 

appeared November 17, 2019, in the Hubei Province, but went unrecognized; the virus 

spread beyond Chinese borders to nearly every country in the world. By December 2020, 

it had infected more than 75 million people and led to more than two million deaths 

worldwide. Fortunately, with several vaccines now available, number of cases and deaths 

has taken a reverse turn. Notably, only a few pandemics have ravaged the post-League of 

Nations (UN) world. Earlier, nations confronted and successfully tackled several 

pandemics. This only implies that Covid-19 is protracted in a united world as a result of 

politicization and competitiveness in the deployment and deployment of its vaccine. Even 

though those agonies could be said to be a malady/malaise, they, like the wrath of climate 

change have told untold lessons to the pessimist/antagonist; hence the Paris Accord.  
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VII. Climate Change and The Paris Accord 

Conscious of the palpable disastrous effects of exploitation of nature, climate change, 

world leaders came together in Paris (2015) Agreement charted a new course in the effort 

to combat global climate change and its negative effects, requiring countries to make 

commitments and progressively strengthen them in a world that is safer and more secure, 

more prosperous.  

 

The agreement aims to substantially reduce global greenhouse gas emissions in an effort 

to limit the global temperature increase in this century to 2 degrees Celsius above 

preindustrial levels, while pursuing the means to limit the increase to 1.5 degrees. The 

agreement includes commitments from all major emitting nations to cut their climate 

pollution and to strengthen those commitments over time. The pact provides a pathway 

for developed nations to assist developing nations in their climate mitigation and 

adaptation efforts, and it creates a framework for the transparent monitoring, reporting, 

and ratcheting up of countries’ individual and collective climate goals. The agreement is 

important in that: human-generated emissions cause global warming; global warming 

causes climate change; climate change endangers human health. As climate change fuels 

temperature increases and extreme weather events, it jeopardizes our air, water, and food; 

spreads disease; and imperils our homes and safety; the world is confronted by health 

crises. 

 

Earlier, in 1992, the Rio Earth Summit in Brazil adopted a series of environmental 

agreements, including the UNFCCC framework,  a treaty aimed to prevent dangerous 

human interference with earth’s climate systems over the long term. The pact set no limits 

on greenhouse gas emissions for individual countries and contained no enforcement 

mechanisms. And the Kyoto Protocol, a landmark environmental treaty that was adopted 

in 1997 at the COP 3 in Japan, represents the first time nations agreed to legally mandated, 

country-specific emissions reduction targets. The protocol, which didn’t go into effect until 

2005, sets binding emissions reduction targets for developed countries only on the premise 

that they were responsible for most of the earth’s high levels of greenhouse gas emissions. 

The United States initially signed the agreement but never ratified. 

 

Instructively, rarely is there consensus among nearly all nations on a single topic. But with 

the Paris Agreement, leaders from around the world collectively agreed that climate 

change is driven by human behavior, that it’s a threat to the environment and all of 

humanity, and that global action is needed to stop it. But success cries out for disciplined, 

unifying, and inspiring leadership.  
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VIII. A Terse Analysis and Conclusion: The Limit of Freedom 

A glimpse of the above rich history of pandemics reveals human role in their emergence—

perverted appetites and ambitions. Hence we have tried to situate the manifold ways that 

man has offended nature (social, political, environmental) and the emergent consequences 

thereof. To wit, This ambitions remind one of the heady exuberance of the roaring 1920s, 

followed by the deep quagmire of the Great Depression and the spread of fascism in 

Europe; of a defeated and disarmed Germany, abandoned the Treaty of Versailles, 

rearmed, and threatened once again to dominate Europe/world; of the Axis powers rapidly 

conquer vast areas of Europe and the Pacific; and then of the amazement and relief when 

it took the Allies less than three years to reverse those conquests and compel their 

opponents to surrender unconditionally. 

 

Emerged from the world wars, man’s relentless invasion of nature have continued. The 

most visible of those excesses are the flaws of climate change and the pandemics. While 

Europeans lament their snowy weather and struggle to get some warmth, Africans 

bemoan their scotching weather in search of some soothing coping capacity; both their 

conditions get worsened by the depleting human activities on nature. As if all these 

problems were not enough, the planet is still getting warmer, species extinction is 

accelerating, and new viruses are bound to make the leap from animals to humans and 

threaten us again. Taken together, these challenges have left a lot of flammable material 

lying around, and it is somewhat surprising that demands for change have not been even 

greater. 

 

Those activities are masqueraded as freedom; thus climate change, devastating over-

flowing, increasing desertification, fresh bushes burning, hunger and degradation, killings 

and wars, and the pandemics are a few of the natural reprisals which mesmerizes 

humanity to re-think and curtail his much vaunted and touted freedom and contrivances. 

In particular, Covid-19 pandemic ought to bring back humanity and moderate patronage 

of bars, night clubs, brothels and casinos. Families should seek re-union in simple life-

styles and seeking coping options to the natural reprisals since humanity has abused the 

privilege of nature in guise of freedom; and only humanity must renege on its impiety—a 

commitment which informed the Paris Accord.  

 

Yet, in the world today, the scientific and political conquest of man has become the 

scientific and political conquest of nature—the union of growing productivity and 

growing destruction; the brinkmanship of annihilation; the surrender of thought and hope 

and fear to the decisions of the technological/nuclear powers; and the preservation of 

misery in the face of unprecedented wealth all which depict dilemma of man robed in 
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violence; it shapes entire universe of discourse and action, intellectual and material culture, 

turning things tupsy turby. If the pandemics emerged from other animals (as claimed by 

UN/WHO expert report), those animals manifest what the environment/natural habitat 

(now besmirched by humans) has fed them. If tiny mosquito could cause the most 

advanced nations to tremble (Ziska); if Ebola’s mysterious emergence and Covid-19’s 

tendentious contrivance, spread and devastation around the world; if the most emotional 

association (coital union) could be the most dreaded (aids); if hunger could weaken the 

strongest Samsons in the third world, and greed the most ambitious/gregarious modern 

pharaohs, with teens and boys carrying guns against their parents and siblings; and if 

tripping to nature’s secret places (moon, sun, and the planets), then one consider the 

culpability of human incongruence, invariability, superfluity, and excesses of freedom—

demonstrated in the following diagrams. 

 

 

 

Nature                                                                                                                   Nature (1b) 

(1a) 

 

 

Nature                                                             Nature (2b) 

(2a) 

 

 

 

 

While nature is depicted as both the exterior and interior bounds of the largest circles of 

the four diagrams above, the arrows represent the direction of freedom within or against 

it. 1(a) indicates an implosion caused by human devastation of the earth crust and waters; 

1(b) depicts an explosion resulting from gas emissions that heat up the universe. Both 

represent one-directional or dimensional uncritical harmful but terminal use of freedom—

a trajectory which needs to be reversed to avert inevitable reprisals of more explosions and 

implosions. Both 2(a) and 2(b) represent some infinite and multidimensional use of 

freedom within the bounds of nature; a trajectory which needs to be encouraged. 

 

To succeed, there needs to be lateral and critical reflection on the issues of reason and 

scientific development vis-à-vis its climatic implications. Though the pandemics expose 

the divisions amongst humanity one could even imagine a sustained international effort 

to construct a new operating system for the emerging multipolar or bipolar world, one that 
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sought to manage great-power competition and preserve as many positive gains from 

global cooperation as possible. Perhaps, eco-solution ignited by political will and passion 

against detrimental/adverse technology (amid interceding/propitiating prayers); only an 

impersonal, humanitistic, and non-antagonistic ideology—a philosophy which ought to 

help in bringing about moral meaning, to a better, more rational world, not war 

(Asekhauno 2017)—could reverse the trajectory and avert impending apocalypse. The 

natural reprisals invite humanity to stem its approach to the environment—plants and 

animals; since it undermines power, the reprisals call humanity to abandon military 

expenditures in favor of flavor, global cooperation to rescue humanity and nature, 

bringing back people to their Creator and to their morals. Both the scourges and ravages 

of the natural reprisals on the universe (the plague of wails), and wisdom represent 

nature’s tame to human liberty. Hence humanity must be free from freedom.  
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