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Democracy Reporting International’s
Look Back on the 2024/2025 Cohort
of Fellows

Democracy Reporting International (DRI) was proud to once again engage with the re:constitu-
tion programme and its 2024/2025 cohort of Fellows—an intellectually vibrant and multi-
disciplinary group deeply committed to exploring the state of democracy and the rule of law

in Europe. Throughout the Fellowship year, DRI hosted a series of interactive and substantive
sessions across three meetings, designed to equip Fellows with insights, tools, and perspec-
tives on the challenges facing the EU, its Member States and beyond.

The first Fellows’ Exchange Meeting took place in October 2024, held in Berlin. At this session,
DRI invited the outspoken and influential legal scholar Dimitry Kochenov to lead a working
session with the Fellows. Known for his critical stance on the EU’s shortcomings in safeguard-
ing the rule of law, Dimitry guided a spirited discussion on the limits of EU enforcement mech-
anisms, the dangers of ‘rule of law backsliding’, and the implications of legal formalism in the
face of political crises. The session was refreshingly candid, prompting Fellows to engage with
uncomfortable questions about institutional complacency and the political constraints of EU
legal tools. Dimitry’s call for a more robust, value-driven approach to EU governance resonated
strongly and set the tone for critical reflection throughout the Fellowship year.

In February 2025, during the second Fellows’ Exchange Meeting, held online, DRI delivered

a focused session on the EU’s Digital Services Act (DSA). This session was led by Daniela
Rincén, DRI’s Policy Officer from the Digital Democracy team, who works closely on the inter-
section of EU digital policy and democratic processes. Daniela unpacked the key provisions

of the DSA and explored its potential impact on democracy and the rule of law - particularly
regarding content moderation, algorithmic accountability, and transparency obligations for
large online platforms. The session provided Fellows with a clearer understanding of how digi-
tal regulation can either reinforce or undermine democratic norms, and sparked a discussion
on how civil society can shape its implementation.

The final meeting of the Fellowship year took place in June 2025 in Copenhagen. During this
gathering, Dennis Wenzl, DRI's Programme & Outreach Coordinator and a specialist in advo-
cacy and engagement, led an intensive training on advocacy and outreach. With years of
experience connecting research and policy at the EU level, Dennis offered the Fellows practical
strategies for communicating complex legal findings to policymakers and building coalitions

to effect change. Through case studies and interactive exercises, the session emphasised the
importance of narrative, timing, and persistence in shaping democratic discourse and driving
institutional reform.

Beyond these structured engagements, DRI’s relationship with the 2024/2025 cohort
extended into collaborative projects. A notable success story was our cooperation with

Fellow Maria Skoéra, who played a central role in analysing the 2025 Polish presidential
elections. Drawing on her expertise in democratic transitions and civic engagement, Maria
collaborated with DRI's team to produce a timely and impactful policy brief assessing the
manifestos of key candidates and the possible outcomes for reforming the rule of law in
Poland, depending on who would win the vote. The brief garnered significant attention from
the media and policymakers and stands as a testament to the meaningful and lasting partner-
ships fostered through the re:constitution programme.

As we reflect on another year of dynamic collaboration, we remain inspired by the criti-
cal thinking, energy, and dedication of the Fellows. DRI looks forward to continuing these

exchanges through joint projects, alumni cooperation, and future Fellowship cohorts.

Jakub Jaraczewski
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EXChange Meeting: 15th anniversary celebration
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Reuter-Platz in Berlin—joined by

Perspective on Law the 2024/25 Fellow cohort
towards Change”

23-25 October 2024, Berlin , ==
How can interdisciplinary legal perspectives help J,_

L]
safeguard democracy and the rule of law in Europe —

amidst ongoing political and societal crises?

Interactive workshop with
Karina Theurer (Legal scholar/
International lawyer/Author)

on Eurocentrism as an obstacle to
reparations for colonial crimes

Session facilitated by DRI with
surprise guest: Dimitry Kochenov
(CEU Democracy Institute)
opened an intense and critical
discussion on the state of rule
of law in the EU

Joint Cooking Session: An enjoy-
able tradition led to a delicious
dinner and relaxed conversations
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2nd Fellows’

Exchange Meeting:
“The Contested Relationship
between the Rule of Law
and Democracy”

5-6 February 2025 (online)

Exploring how democratic tools, international

courts, and transregional solidarity can strengthen
the rule of law amid rising authoritarianism and

digital challenges
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The fireside chat with Alberto
Alemanno, member of the
re:constitution Advisory Board

moderated by Maria Skora, reflected
on what the EU can learn from and
offer to the US in addressing demo-
cratic backsliding and navigating
de-democratization on both sides of
the Atlantic.

The session Media Interaction
facilitated by Neus Vidal Marti
and Alexandra Kemmerer, members
of the re:constitution Advisory
Board, provided the Fellows with
practical insights on how to use
social media strategically for
science communication, storytelling
and networking while navigating
related challenges.

Session: Mapping your
re:constitution projects

Photos: Canva (fireside chat), all others: re:constitution
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3rd Fellows’

Exchange Meeting:
“Judicial Re:Actions and
the Rule of Law in Crisis’

11-13 June 2024, Copenhagen (in collaboration
with iCourts)

How do courts react in times of increased
authoritarianism and what could be potential
judicial strategies and forms of resilience?

A R

e Cultural Visit of the UN City
Copenhagen with Presentation by

The International Organization
for Migration (IOM)

)

¢ Panel Discussion “European
and EU Rule of Law in Crisis”
with Marlene Wind (University

of Copenhagen) and moderated by
Max Steuer

i
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Panel Discussion “Studying

international courts in critical
times” with Mikael Rask Madsen,
Mikkel Jarle Christensen (both
iCourts, University of Copenhagen)
and Ezgi Ozlii, moderated by
Etienne Hanelt

World Café with Zuzanna
Godzimirska, Jakob v. H. Holter-
mann, Shai Dothan and Henrik
Palmer Olsen (all iCourts,

Photos: re:constitution

University of Copenhagen)
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e Surprise Concert

Advocacy for the Rule of Law -
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e Training session “Advocacy
for the Rule of Law” with DRI

Other events

20.02.2025

© 18:30

BERLINER LANDESZENTRALE FUR
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REVALER STR !‘910&! BERLIN

AT THE CROSSROADS?

GERMAN CONSTITUTIONAL RESILIENCE
AFTER THE BUNDESTAG ELECTIONS 2025
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20 February 2024
At the crossroads? German constitutional

re:constitution

resilience after the Bundestag elections 2025
Panel discussion co-organised by Democracy
Reporting International, Forum Transregionale
Studien, Landeszentrale fiir Politische Bildung
Berlin, Verfassungsblog and re:constitution.
With Christoph Méllers (HU Berlin),

Thu Nguyen (Jacques Delors Centre) and

Max Steinbeis (Verfassungsblog) moderated

by Nino Tsereteli (Democracy Reporting
International)

14 March 2025

Collaborative Event with Recharging Advocacy
for Rights in Europe (RARE) and re:constitution:
exchange around the topic of Advocacy and
Communication

Photos: re:constitution



* re:flections on a Year That Flew by

his last year passed in what felt like a moment—but it was a moment full of encounters,
ideas, and time to think. Much has happened over the course of these twelve months:
in addition to a multitude of developments in Europe, migration policy has become increasingly
shaped by narratives that frame human mobility as a security risk. At the same time, political
leaders across Europe have begun to champion ‘innovative’ solutions to migration governance
that often undermine migrants’ rights. Moreover, a new German government entered office
and introduced rules that rather blatantly contradict rules at the EU level. These troubling
developments unfolded before our eyes, and the re:constitution Fellowship gave me the space
and support to engage with them in depth.

[ am immensely grateful for the opportunity to connect with a vibrant and generous research
community in Berlin. I spent my mobility stays at Humboldt University and the Stiftung
Wissenschaft und Politik in Berlin. These stays enabled me to exchange ideas, discuss press-
ing issues with colleagues, and, ultimately, to focus on writing.

A personal highlight was giving a guest lecture on European adminis-
trative law, where I explored with students how recent developments
in migration law intersect with democratic backsliding and rule of
law concerns more broadly. Moreover, being able to engage with the
work of a think tank required me to reflect on ways that I can com-
municate my research and present it to an audience that is not fully
immersed with the ins and outs of migration law.

The personal meetings in Berlin and Copenhagen were true high-
lights of the year. There is a particular kind of joy in suddenly finding
yourself in a room with people whose work you have long read and
admired—and then chatting over coffee, lunch, or late-night walks.
Copenhagen, in particular, was memorable: a few sunny days, intel-
lectual curiosity, learning, and waterside conversations.

What stayed with me most was the exchange with the other Fellows.
There were brilliant minds from diverse backgrounds, each offering
a unique angle on how law, politics, and society interact. These
conversations sharpened my thinking and sparked new project ideas.

Throughout the year, I also deepened ties with researchers working on the rule of law across
Europe, a network that will continue to shape my work. re:constitution gave me what is
otherwise rare in academic life: time, intellectual generosity, and a community committed to
understanding and defending Europe as a space grounded in the rule of law.

Jonas Bornemann, Fellow 2024/2025

Photo: Noémi Fanni Molnar
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Snapshots from Berlin:
Meeting an Alumna,
urban art & the iconic bear

& UNIVERSITY OF
:', CAMBRID(JE

CHANGED
PRIORITIES

Valid until 31/03/2025

A glimpse of campus life ; 7 oo B ' Dt K Sipulova

at Tilburg University

Changing priorities
in Cambridge

Witnessing Judges’
Protest in Budapest

Academic life
in Frankfurt

Katarina §ipulové (Cambridge), Max Steuer (Budapest)

Golunova(Berlin), Noémi Fanni Molnar(Frankfurt),

Photos: Maria Crippa (Tilburg), Valentina



2 Reflection by Noémi Fanni Molnar,
re:constitution Fellow 2024/2025

hanks to the re:constitution Fellowship, I had the opportunity to spend three months

at the Institute for Public Law at Goethe University in Frankfurt am Main. Within the
Institute, I was warmly welcomed and supported by Gabriele Britz, a former judge of the
Federal Constitutional Court of Germany, and her colleagues. My dive into this court’s case law
was enriched by regular lunches with the department community. I am grateful to have been
hosted by a department that not only offered me valuable insights into German constitutional
law but also allowed me to meet kind-hearted people. I was quite surprised to find that I felt at
home in a financial centre full of skyscrapers.

But the department in Frankfurt was not the only place I met interesting people. From our
very first meeting in Berlin, it was clear that I landed in an excellent cohort. We have become
something like a ‘school class’. What I found especially interesting was how everyone in

the group managed to professionally connect. By the time we met in Copenhagen for the third
time, we Fellows were already actively shaping the
programme ourselves. I had the honour of hosting
a discussion with human rights lawyer Morten
Kjaerum, former head of the EU’s Fundamental
Rights Agency. It was fascinating to hear how
someone with nearly four decades of experience
sees the current state of human rights.

I really hope our ‘class’ sticks together. There is
a good chance it will, since we have already
supported each other during our weekly Fellow
talks by giving feedback on each other’s research
projects and sharing contacts and interesting
events. And this community works really well!
Just a couple of weeks ago, Philipp Schonberger
and I were at a freedom of information con-
ference in Berlin. Next week, I am heading to
Strasbourg to visit Ezgi Ozlii. Max Steuer and I
are teaming up to prepare for the rule of law
conference in September. I probably would not have met any of them without re:constitution.
[ truly believe that everything I have gained during the Fellowship, from knowledge to
connections and friendships, will be of real value to public interest litigation in Hungary.

Photo: private






24

Get to Know the Fellows 2024/2025

Jonas Bornemann Safety First? The Collective
Securitisation of EU Migration Law and Its Implications

for Migrants

onas Bornemann works as an
]Assistant Professor of European
Law at the University of Groningen.
Previously, he was a Postdoctoral
and Doctoral Researcher at Uni-
versité de Lausanne and the Uni-
versity of Konstanz, as well as a
Postdoctoral Fellow of the National
Center of Competence in Research
(nccr)—on the move. His research
focuses predominantly on develop-
ments in European constitutional
and migration law.

How would you explain your re:constitution project
to a stranger? My project examines how political
decision-makers portray migration as a security threat to
justify measures that restrict immigration. This approach
harms migrants, but it also undermines the rule of law in
Europe by setting troubling precedents.

What keeps you inspired? My research helps me
make sense of current developments in the news, which
| find deeply motivating. Engaging with issues that
resonate on a societal level is both
relevant and rewarding. Legal analy-
sis often reveals the complexity and
nuance behind these developments,
offering a richer understanding of motivating.
the forces at play. Moreover, teach-

ing students is a particularly challenging but also deeply
rewarding part of being an academic. It is incredible to
see so many inspiring and ambitious young scholars
working on projects that will have a lasting impact on
our society.

The re:constitution Alumni Network aims to pro-

mote a new and diverse generation of rule of law
experts to collectively shape the rule of law field.
What can or should be achieved, from your per-
spective? The Alumni Network plays a valuable role in
connecting researchers working on the rule of law. Just
as importantly, it contributes to diversifying the field,
bringing in voices from different legal and political tradi-
tions from across Europe and beyond. This diversity is
essential for developing more inclusive responses to rule

of law challenges.

My research helps me make
sense of current developments
in the news, which | find deeply

How can a diverse group of rule
of law and democracy experts
make a difference? | believe that
bringing together people with dif-
ferent personal backgrounds and research perspectives
enriches the conversation around the rule of law and
democracy in Europe. It adds methodological depth and
broadens the scope of debate. This is precisely what
re:constitution fosters, and what the debate on the rule
of law and democracy in Europe needs.
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What is your next project? Over the summer, | will
finish my book manuscript, which is scheduled for pub-
lication in 2026. After that, | plan to investigate how the
EU’s constitutional framework facilitates the securitisa-
tion of migration. | will focus on recent efforts by some
national governments to invoke security-based argu-

ments to trigger what they interpret as an emergency
clause. Another project that | want to delve deeper into
focuses on the externalisation of the EU’s return policy,
particularly the creation of so-called return hubs in third
states.

Maria Crippa Prosecuting International Crimes
against Migrants before Italian Courts: Joining Forces to
Close the Accountability Gap

aria Crippa is a Postdoctoral

Researcher at the University
of Milan. She holds a PhD in Legal
Studies ‘Cesare Beccaria’ from the
same university, with a thesis on
the implementation of international
criminal justice before domestic
courts, under the supervision of
Chantal Meloni. In 2016, she
interned at the Appeals Division of
the International Criminal Court
(ICC). In 2021, she was a DAAD
Scholar at the Humboldt University
of Berlin. Together with Florian
Je3berger and Chantal, she edited
the book Domesticating Internatio-
nal Criminal Law (Routledge, 2023)
and authored one of its chapter

she has been a reviewer for the In-

on crimes against humanity and titled “International Criminal Law
ternational Journal of Human Rights
and an evaluator at the Inter-
national Bar Association (IBA) ICC
Moot Court Competition. Maria is

a qualified lawyer in Italy.

and Judicial Cooperation on
International Crimes”, funded by

genocide. She publishes extensively
on international criminal law and

the domestic prosecution of inter- the Italian Ministry of Justice and
organised with the support of the

University of Milan. Since 2024,

national crimes. Since 2022, Maria
is a tutor on a Project of Excellence

How would you explain your re:constitution project  within the Italian legal system, and how cooperation
to a stranger? My re:constitution project explores how

international crimes against migrants are prosecuted

between national authorities and international actors
affects these prosecutions. The research starts with the
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observation that domestic courts are increasingly using
universal or extraterritorial jurisdiction to prosecute
international crimes committed against foreigners
abroad. Due to its proximity to Libya, Italy offers a valu-
able case study.

The first part of the project focuses on Italy’s prosecution
of crimes against migrants on the Central Mediterranean
route, particularly in relation to abuses committed in
Libya. Although Italian courts have jurisdiction over

such crimes, in practice they mostly pursue smuggling
charges against lower-level offenders rather than pros-
ecuting more serious international crimes or high-profile
perpetrators.

The second part of the project compares Italy’s approach
with strategies used by other European jurisdictions.
Some of these countries have made progress through
enhanced cooperation with organisations such as Euro-
just and Europol. For example, a Joint Team between

the Netherlands, Italy, Spain and the UK has facilitated
evidence collection and coordination on cases of human
trafficking in the Central Mediterranean, and led to the
opening of proceedings before Dutch tribunals. How-
ever, even there, the charges so far have been limited to
smuggling.

By combining legal analysis and
empirical research, this project seeks
to identify more effective models for
accountability. Ultimately, it aims to
assess how international coopera-
tion can help close accountability
gaps and strengthen the role of national courts—particu-
larly in Italy—by responding to serious crimes committed
against migrants.

What is your favourite place in Europe (off the
beaten track)? A small, almost unknown valley in

the Alps. It holds deeply personal memories for me and
offers peace and untouched beauty. But | won’t share its
name—some places are best kept hidden!

How did your ‘mobility phase’ at Tilburg Univer-
sity contribute to your research? My mobility
phase at Tilburg University, under the supervision of
Elies van Sliedregt, was instrumental in advancing my
research. Her team’s focus on the domestic prosecu-

tion of international crimes created a highly stimulating

Despite a very challenging year
for international law, the energy,
dedication, and belief in justice,
human rights, and the rule of law
were truly uplifting.

environment that offered valuable feedback and new
perspectives.

| also had the opportunity to engage with Dutch pros-
ecutors and officers working on human trafficking cases
involving migrants. These exchanges provided firsthand
insight into the practical difficulties of prosecuting such
crimes and the role of international cooperation in the
joint teams.

What keeps you inspired? This year, what kept me
inspired was the passion of the students | had the
privilege to teach—one group in a legal clinic on inter-
national criminal law, and another preparing for the ICC
Moot Court. Despite a very challenging year for inter-
national law, the energy, dedication, and belief in justice,
human rights, and the rule of law were truly uplifting.

In a time of growing cynicism, their enthusiasm re-
minded me why this work matters.

What is your next project?

| am exploring how ltalian criminal law applies extrater-
ritorially—namely, how it can be used to address acts
committed abroad that may amount to international
crimes. Italian law allows for the
prosecution of certain offenses
committed outside its national
borders, particularly when they fall
under international conventions
that obligate states to take legal
action. Many of the abuses suffered
by migrants in Libya—such as torture, enslavement,
and inhuman treatment—may qualify as international
crimes and, in some cases, fall within the scope of these
conventions. This opens the door to examining whether,
despite the lack of domestic provisions on international
crimes, Italian law could be used more effectively to
address such conducts, beyond smuggling charges.

The second part of the project investigates the potential
liability of EU institutions and Member States, including
Italy, for their direct involvement in or complicity with
policies and practices that contribute to systemic vio-
lence and the exploitation of migrant vulnerability. This
includes examining cooperation agreements with Libyan
authorities, border externalisation practices, and the
broader EU migration management system, which may
facilitate or perpetuate human rights violations.
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Dominik Dworniczak Too Small to Claim,
Too Big to Fall: Addressing the Stealth Dimension of
the Rule of Law in the EU

Dominik Dworniczak is a lawyer
and historian whose research
covers European private law,
consumer protection, financial law,
contract law, and legal history. He is
currently completing his PhD thesis
entitled “Ordering Legal Reality: A
Comparative Study on Consumer
Credit in European Judiciaries”,
which combines interdisciplinary
approaches to consumer law and is
conducted at the European Univer-
sity Institute (EUI) under the super-
vision of Mathias Siems. Dominik
holds a law degree (Magister) from
the University of Wroctaw (Poland),
an LLM from the EUI (Florence,
Italy), and a BA (Licencjat) and MA
degree (Magister) in history, both
from the University of Wroctaw. At
the EUI, he has been involved in
research projects on start-up corpo-
rate law and legal transplants and
twice on national implementations
of the Temporary Protection Direc-

How would you explain your re:constitution project

to a stranger?

a loss or for an injustice done to you. Let’s assume this

Imagine feeling that someone owes
you something—that you deserve to be compensated for

tive. Currently, Dominik is also a
collaborator at the Polish Academy
of Sciences on the research project
“Justice, Fundamental Rights and
Artificial Intelligence (JuLIA)”. His
broader research interests include
methodology of comparative law,

isn’t just a feeling, but a perfectly reasonable belief, and

that the law itself supports it. Your friend who is a lawyer
would confirm it; your legal advisor would tell you the
same. And yet, despite all this, you decide not to pursue

it. You let it go.

What made you choose that path? Was it the cost of
hiring lawyers and going to court? Was it the complexity
of understanding the language of law and legal doctrine?
Perhaps it was the stress and emotional strain of legal

access to justice in EU law, and
socio-legal approaches to EU law.
Dominik is particularly interested
in the impact of EU law and policy
from a bottom-up perspective, pri-
marily in litigation before national
courts.

proceedings? Or maybe it was the fact that you would
need to initiate the claim in a different country, in a
language other than your own? This research investigates
the factors that made you choose the path of letting it go.

How did you come up with your re:constitution
project? What inspired you to pursue this question?
Funnily enough, coming from a rather traditional area

of legal doctrine—private law—my interest in access to

justice has often been sparked by the most mundane
situations in my own life. For instance, I've travelled
frequently by train across Europe, and as anyone who
does this regularly knows, delays are quite common. Yet
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claiming compensation for a delayed train, especially
when the train company insists that you’re not eligible,
can be nearly impossible in practice for many people.
Another example was when my laptop broke less than a
month after | bought it. Naturally, | wanted to exercise
my rights properly, but the manufacturer’s authorised
service centre didn’t quite see it that way. | had to pay an
additional fee just to find out whether the laptop could
be repaired—and if it could, | would have had to pay
even more for the actual repair. Eventually, | managed to
recover that money in a rather unexpected and peculiar
way, though I hadn’t really believed
it would work. These two situations
led me to a broader realisation:
even |, as an educated lawyer, faced
difficulties in recovering what |

was rightfully owed. And if this is the case for someone
trained in law, how much more challenging must it be for
people who don’t deal with legal matters on a daily basis?

How would you describe the current situation

of democracy and the rule of law in Europe? Are
we moving forward or backward? As | see it, the
enforcement of rights is an essential part of the rule of
law in our everyday lives. However, | am not convinced
that things are moving in the right direction. In particu-
lar, the recent adoption of new legislative instruments
without a thorough reconsideration of their access-to-
justice aspects seems to create legal frameworks that, to
some extent, remain practically unenforceable.

As | see it, the enforcement of
rights is an essential part of the
rule of law in our everyday lives.

On the other hand, projects like this one, as well as other
initiatives within re:constitution, aim to fill these gaps
and provide further incentives for improvement. In this
respect, | am optimistic that young practitioners and
scholars will be able to contribute fresh perspectives to
the future state of the rule of law in Europe.

How can a diverse group of rule of law and democ-
racy experts make a difference? | believe they can
make a huge difference because upholding the rule of
law and democracy is not a uniform task; it varies greatly
across different areas of law and
must always remain sensitive to
context. Speaking for my cohort, we
come from diverse legal traditions,
speak different languages, and were
educated in different legal systems. We also work in
different ways—some of us are academics, while oth-
ers engage with these scholarly topics in legal practice.
The more diverse such groups of experts are, the better
equipped we will be to develop a coherent and convinc-
ing worldview that reflects the complexity of legal reality.

What is your next project? I’'m planning to expand
on access-to-justice topics in recent years, particularly
in relation to the newest EU regulatory instruments.

| already have several ideas in mind, building on the
research I've been conducting for the re:constitution
project.

Valentina Golunova The Rule of Law in the

Post-Truth Era

alentina Golunova is an

Assistant Professor in Digital
Democracy at Maastricht University.
Her research lies at the intersection
of platform regulation and funda-

mental rights. Valentina’s PhD the-
sis addressed the interplay between
algorithmic content moderation,
the regulation of digital services

in the EU, and freedom of expres-

sion online. Currently, Valentina is
pursuing research projects on the
legal approaches to countering dis-
information and strategic litigation
in the field of digital rights.
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How would you explain your
re:constitution project to a
stranger? My project looks at how
the rule of law and democratic back-
sliding in Europe impact the cur-
rently developing initiatives against
disinformation. While access to
trustworthy information is seen as
key for any well-functioning democ-
racy, it is much less clear how it
should be protected and facilitated.
My project puts a spotlight on the
often-overlooked internal dimension
of the antidisinformation policy. The
rise of right-wing politics, declining
media freedom, repeated attacks on
civil society and researchers, as well
as many other worrying develop-
ments severely affect the Member States’ resilience to
disinformation. | would like to offer pathways to crafting
a flexible yet comprehensive approach to countering
disinformation.

What made you apply to the programme? What did
you get out of it? As much as | enjoy burying myself
in books and spending long hours writing in solitude, |
truly thrive when surrounded by like-minded people |
can look up to. Being a re:constitution Fellow gave me
the sense of community that | constantly crave and
completely transformed me not
only as a professional but also as a
person. However, | have also learned
that we have a long way to go in
bridging the gap between academia,
civil society, and legal practice.
While we often work towards the

discourse.

same goals, we do not always speak the same languages
and struggle to find suitable avenues for collaboration.

Have there been any (political) events in the last
year that changed your view of your research
topic? At the start of the project, | was pretty sceptical
of the EU’s growing toolbox against Foreign Informa-
tion Manipulation and Interference (FIMI). After all, the
evidence concerning the actual impact of influence
operations on major political events, be it the 2016
Brexit referendum or the 2024 US presidential elections,

It’s just a matter of striking the
right balance between debunk-
ing falsehoods while promoting
healthy and diverse democratic

is contradictory and inconclusive. However, seeing how
the US—the EU’s long-standing partner—turned into

one of the biggest vehicles of disinformation made me
realise that the risks posed by overseas interference
are becoming real and need to be addressed. It’s just a
matter of striking the right balance between debunking
falsehoods while promoting healthy and diverse demo-
cratic discourse.

Which events or publications inspired you
recently? One of the most memorable events that

| had the pleasure of attending
during my mobility phase at the
Hertie School was the 2025 Annual
Keynote Discussion, “Defending
Human Rights”, hosted by the
Centre for Fundamental Rights. The
event, featuring an all-female panel,
addressed the growing challenges faced by human rights
defenders globally, including in Western democracies.
The intervention of Carla Hinrichs, the spokesperson

for the climate movement Neue Generation, made a
particularly big impression on me. Even when faced with
a prison sentence in Germany, she doubled down on her
mission to fight against environmental destruction, call-
ing it a small price to pay given much graver challenges
encountered by activists in the Global South.
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What is your next project? | would like to explore
the effects of the current geopolitical situation on the
global movement for platform accountability. While

my research has so far been focused on the EU, | don’t
assume that its approach to regulating online platforms
is superior to those adopted by other jurisdictions.

As some states are rushing to enact laws to counter
online harms, while others have embraced free speech
absolutism, the regulatory framework becomes more
fragmented and difficult to navigate. | would like to
investigate possible avenues for transnational coopera-
tion in the area of digital rights.

Etienne Hanelt Castles of llliberal Thought and
Mercenary Thinkers: Academic Legitimation of
Authoritarian Politics in Hungary

E tienne Hanelt is a political sci-
entist interested in democratic
backsliding, European responses to
the rule of law crisis in EU Member
States, and judicial politics. He
holds a DPhil from the University
of Oxford, where he wrote a thesis
titled “Supranational Tug of War:
Overcoming the European Union’s
Authoritarian Equilibrium”. There,
he examined the interplay between
democratic backsliding in Hungary
and Poland and elite decision-
making on the rule of law in the
EU. Since 2021, he has worked

at the Judicial Studies Institute of
Masaryk University (Czech Repub-
lic), conducting qualitative research
on informal judicial institutions
and supranational actors’ influence
on democracy in EU Member States
as part of the European Research

fassungsblog’s

How would you explain your re:constitution project
to astranger? Do | have to talk to strangers? [Laughs]
I'd say I'm looking at fake knowledge institutions in Hun-
gary, who exist to legitimate the Orban regime in inter-
national contexts. My focus is especially on propaganda
‘think tanks’ (such as Mathias Corvinus Collegium, MCC)

Council (ERC)-funded “INFINITY”
project. He currently works on Ver-

)«

Judicial Resilience
Project”, which employs scenario

analysis to study the vulnerability
of the German judiciary against
authoritarian-populist actors.

and ‘research’ institutions, but also the ongoing capture
of universities. These ‘illiberal castles’ build networks in
Central and Eastern Europe, with Western Europe, and
across the Atlantic. It’s not yet widely understood how
these operate and how we should engage with them.

| want to find out.
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How did you come up with your re:constitution
project? What inspired you to pursue this question?
| was attending a panel at the European Consortium for
Political Research (ECPR) conference in Prague, where
two people affiliated with MCC presented a paper. This
paper was very much repeating usual talking points

of Orban’s government and had little academic merit.

It received critical comments, but nobody seemed to
realise that there was another
problem with this paper other than
shoddy research. Namely, was it
even ‘research’ to begin with? | was
waiting for someone to bring this up,
but a room full of political scientists did not seem to rec-
ognise attempts at authoritarian legitimation in front of
them. Therefore | asked a question, which was more of a
comment, really: “Given that MCC could be described as
Orban’s think tank and given the contents of your paper:
| was wondering, where does it stop being research and
start being authoritarian legitimation?” | didn’t receive
an answer, but it sparked interesting discussions among
the audience.

How would you describe the current situation of
democracy and the rule of law in Europe? Are we
moving forward or backward? Ironically, we are
moving in both directions simultaneously. The rule of
law is a thick concept and it’s not easy to generalise. But
if we focus on one aspect, autocratisation in EU Member
States, | think we’re seeing a mixed picture. Hungary
continues to get worse, but at the same time, there will
be, for the first time in fifteen years, a realistic chance to
unseat the government. Poland is repairing some of the
damage, but the spectre of the illiberal government is
still haunting the country. Slovakia is backsliding as well
and authoritarian populist parties are making gains in

| was wondering, where does it
stop being research and start
being authoritarian legitimation?

many states, including in Western Europe. At the same
time, we understand these phenomena much better
than we did ten years ago and the EU has developed
tools to protect its interests better. Still, we see too
much reluctance to use these tools. The legal framework
has evolved. The politics has to evolve as well.

What are some of the most significant findings
or discoveries you made during
your research? What do you

In Hungary,
the government starves universi-

draw from them?

ties and research institutions of
money and strong-arms them into accepting increasing
government control. At the same time, some of the
regime-loyal institutions are lavishly funded, even in
comparison to Western European institutions. | found it
fascinating to discover that some of these institutions
have programmes similar to re:constitution, but on the
illiberal, authoritarian side. They provide scholarships
and networking opportunities, funding for individual
projects. It’s like a dark re:constitution.

What is your next project? There are many ideas.
Most likely, I'll continue working on the rule of law in
Europe but will try to extend this notion beyond its
traditional sphere. We must better understand how a
robust rule of law can help us in the security domain. We
haven’t been so unsafe in generations. We need to find
sustainable ways forward to think of democracy and the
rule of law together with defence and not as antagonistic
concepts. Defence considerations must not be in opposi-
tion to the rule of law, but the rule of law must take
security seriously as a legitimate interest of the state and
society.



32 Get to Know the Fellows 202472025

Corina Heri Litigating for Change? The Role of
Adjudication in Challenging Law and Policy

ince January 2025, Corina Heri

has been an Assistant Professor
of Constitutional and Administra-
tive Law at Tilburg University, the
Netherlands. She studied law at the
University of Zurich (BLaw, MLaw,
and PhD) and King’s College Lon-
don (LLM). Her PhD thesis consid-
ered the concept of vulnerability in
the case law of the European Court
of Human Rights (ECHR), and
was published in monograph form
under the title Responsive Human
Rights: Vulnerability, Ili-treatment
and the ECtHR (Hart Publishing,
2021). She has previously been
a Visiting Researcher at Ghent
University, the University of Auck-
land, and the ECHR in Strasbourg,
and has conducted a postdoctoral
research project at the Amsterdam
Center for International Law at the
University of Amsterdam (UvA).

How would you explain your re:constitution project

to a stranger?

because, at this point, many people already have an idea

My job is a bit easier in this regard

Corina’s work has been published
in leading international journals
including International Journal of
Human Rights, European Journal of
International Law, Human Rights
Law Review, and International and
Comparative Law Quarterly. She is

of what climate litigation is. There have been high-profile

judgments in many countries, with people arguing
in court that their human rights are being violated

because of inadequate responses to
climate change. My project is about
these cases, and more specifically
about critiques of these cases. I'm
interested in how they fit into a
democratic system, to what extent

courts can be asked to contest climate laws and policies,
and how we ensure a functioning, accessible judiciary. At
its core, this is about understanding what the function
of courts should be, who should be able to seek judicial

In other words, when courts take
on climate change, are they being

activists—or are they just doing
their job?

the co-deputy director for Europe
of the Global Network for Human
Rights and the Environment
(GNHRE) and sits on the editorial
board of the ECHR Law Review
and the Yearbook of International
Environmental Law.

review, and what this means for the separation of pow-
ers. In other words, when courts take on climate change,
are they being activists—or are they just doing their job?

Have there been any (political) events in the last
year that changed your view of your research

topic? Recent developments in
the Council of Europe—to be more
specific, the recent pushback against
climate and migration judgments,
and the related efforts to constrain
the court’s powers—have made

it more important than ever to think about the role of
judicial power for the protection of the rule of law. As
this situation has become more acute and worrisome, it
really brought home the importance of standing up for
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judicial independence and access to justice for human
rights violations, which is at the core of my project.

How did your ‘mobility phase’ at the ECHR contrib-
ute to your research? For any researcher working

on the ECHR, it’s thrilling to be inside this institution,
speak with judges and Registry lawyers, and understand
how they see their work and what worries and concerns
them. For me, and for this project, it really stressed how
beleaguered the institution is—how much pressure it’s
under from Member States, and how deeply this influ-
ences the work of the court.

How can a diverse group of rule of law and

The col-
lective experiences and backgrounds of my cohort of
re:constitution Fellows meant that we didn’t just talk
about democracy, human rights, and the rule of law in
the abstract. We were able to discuss issues related to
these topics based on a wide range of first-hand national

democracy experts make a difference?

and international experiences and from the combined

perspectives of research, legal practice, NGO work, and
advocacy. Hearing about rule of law challenges from so
many angles and countries gave me a deeper and more
contextualised understanding of what’s happening in
countries across Europe and beyond—and, maybe, how
human rights law can face these challenges.

What is your next project? For the next five years,
I'll be undertaking a research project funded by the
Research Foundation of Flanders. It’s a project under
the “Odysseus” scheme and it will investigate the
temporal limits of the law. This project will tie into

my re:constitution work, because it looks at climate
litigation and legal engagement with climate change.
However, it will do so from a completely new perspec-
tive. With a team of researchers, I'll be looking at how
legal methods and concepts take a narrowly limited
view of time and how this restricts engagement with,
for example, historic emissions, future generations, and
imminent (or not-so-imminent) risks. I’'m very excited
about this next opportunity.

Néemi Fanni Molnar Doctrines and Facts—Evi-
dence Based Review in Fundamental Rights Litigation

oémi Fanni Molnar is a law-
Nyer practicing in Budapest,
Hungary. In collaboration with the
Hungarian Civil Liberties Union,
K-Monitor, and the Streetlawyer
Association, she specialises in fun-
damental rights litigation. Before
being admitted to the bar, she
studied law and criminology at E6t-
vos Lorand University (ELTE) and
sociology at Corvinus University.
She obtained her LLM in Compara-
tive Constitutional Law from the
Central European University (CEU).
Currently, she is a PhD candidate
at the Center for Theory of Law and
Society at ELTE. Her research

interests include legal advocacy
and strategic litigation.
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How would you explain your re:constitution project
to a stranger? When someone goes to court, they

are expected to prove their case, typically by calling wit-
nesses or submitting documents. But when it comes to
the constitutionality of legislation, questions arise: What
can a constitutional court expect from the legislator?
Should the court take the government’s claims at face
value? And can a constitutional court scrutinise the
justifications for a law? My research explores the German
Federal Constitutional Court’s case law, particularly how
it integrates facts and evidence such as statistics and
expert opinions into its reasoning.

How did you come up with your re:constitution
project? What inspired you to pursue this question?
During the 2020/2021 academic year, | studied com-
parative constitutional law at the CEU. In my thesis, |
compared the case law of the German, South African,
and Hungarian constitutional courts. | was struck by how
differently the three courts approach
the use of empirical data and |
found it especially fascinating how
much more open the German and
South African courts are to engaging
with social facts. Later, as a practic-
ing lawyer, | began incorporating situations.
empirically based arguments into

my submissions to the Hungarian Constitutional Court.
For example, in a constitutional complaint, | argued
against fining individuals for begging, showing that

such penalties are not effective since those fined cannot
pay a financial penalty. In practice, this amounts to
criminalising poverty and leads to the imprisonment

of the poor.

| applied to the re:constitution programme to explore
this issue in greater depth and to identify good practices
that could be of use to lawyers in fundamental rights
adjudication.

Which stages of your professional career had the
biggest impact on your work or your personal

development so far? Looking back, many things have
shaped my journey: inspiring teachers and mentors, sup-

portive communities, and the opportunity to work closely

[M]any things have shaped my
Journey: inspiring teachers and
mentors, supportive communi-
ties, and the opportunity to work
closely with clients in vulnerable

with clients in vulnerable situations. But one group,

in particular, stands out. A few years ago, two young
constitutional scholars, Viktor Kazai and Endre Orban,
began editing a book on the early years of Hungary’s
Constitutional Court. The project brought together a net-
work of young academics. Over time, this network grew
into a tight-knit community, including Laszl6 Detre and
Daniel G. Szab6, both of whom are now re:constitution
alumni. We have discussions on public law issues daily
and organise a camp for young scholars every year. Being
part of this group has been deeply meaningful to me: it’s
not just a professional network but a community where
we can rely on and support one another. We’re currently
thinking about how to connect this small community
with our own re:constitution cohorts.

What fascinates you the most about your work?

A few years back, | wasn’t sure what to do with my life
or whether to keep doing public interest litigation. At

a friend’s party, a woman | had

not met before turned to me and
thanked me for the work Streetlaw-
yer had done defending homeless
people in court when the Hungarian
government started prosecuting
them. Although the Constitutional
Court didn’t strike down the law, we
stood up for those without a voice. When that stranger
approached me, it reminded me that our work is not
meaningless even if we fail in a legal sense. That’s what
drives me: convincing people and making social change.
This is why | decided to study law and do public interest
litigation.

[ would like to focus on
sharing the results of my research within the human

What is your next project?

rights community and integrating them into arguments
when we bring cases before the Hungarian Constitu-
tional Court. I’'m optimistic and hope that eventually

an independent and competent constitutional court
will be open to evidence-based arguments. So, now I'm
planning a lot of meaningful discussions and debates
with friends but also with lawyers representing the
government.
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Marcin Mrowicki Vetting Process of Judges in
Comparative Perspective—Lessons for Restoring the

Rule of Law in Poland

arcin Mrowicki, PhD, is an

Assistant Professor of EU
Law and Human Rights at the
University of Warsaw (Centre for
Europe). He is the author of many
academic and popular science
publications. Recently, his book
All Rise, concerning judicial resis-
tance in Poland, was published.
From 2012 to 2016, he worked as
a lawyer at the ECHR in Strasbourg
and, from 2016 to 2024, at the
Office of the Polish Commissioner
for Human Rights. Since February
2024, he is also a Secretary of the

Interministerial Committee for
Restoring Rule of Law and Consti-
tutional Order and a Deputy Head
of the Criminal Law Department of

the Ministry of Justice in Poland.

How would you explain your re:constitution project
Poland’s courts are a complete disaster
right now. For eight years, the previous government

to a stranger?

basically hijacked the whole system and shoved over
3,000 judges into positions through completely fake
competitions that violated European law. Now we’ve got
a new government trying to clean up this nightmare, but
they’re stuck with thousands of judges who shouldn’t be
there. It’s like inheriting a house where half the founda-
tion was built with cardboard—you desperately need to
fix it, but one wrong move and the whole thing collapses.
So, I'm sleuthing through other countries that faced
similar messes. Pakistan, Kenya, Argentina—they all
found ways to clean house without burning everything
down. I'm digging through their playbooks to figure out
what actually works when you need to separate real
judges from political plants and what disasters to avoid
at all costs.

Which career stages had the biggest impact on your
development? Working at the ECHR from 2012 to
2016 was like getting struck by lightning—it completely
rewired how | think about law. That’s where | fell head-
over-heels in love with human rights work.

Then came my time at the Commissioner for Human
Rights office from 2016 to 2024. Picture this: we were
some of the last people standing, the only independent
voices left defending democracy, while everything
crumbled around us. The government kept slashing our
budget, we were barely getting paid, but we knew we
were holding the line. Working with those colleagues
was incredible—they were pure idealists who’d rather
fight impossible battles than give up.

Now I'm at the Ministry of Justice trying to put the pieces
back together. It’s like being a medic in a war zone, but
hey—impossible is nothing, right?

Photo: European Commission
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Have any political events changed your view of
your research? The recent presidential election
results mean we’re stuck with a president who'll block
every attempt to fix the courts for the next five years. All
the judges who grabbed positions illegally over the past
eight years? They’re staying put, even though most real
judges boycotted those fake competitions and everyone
from lawyers to international experts warned people not
to participate.

We’re basically trapped in a constitutional nightmare—
stuck between unconstitutional
laws and a president who vetoes
everything. So now we’re hunting
for creative workarounds, ways

to fix the system without going through the traditional
route that’s completely blocked.

Def-
initely that magical night in Copenhagen in June. Maybe

What was your best re:constitution moment?

it was Mikael Madsen surprising us with a jazz concert,
or maybe just knowing it was our last time all together,
but something clicked. Our little re:constitution family
finally let our guard down and just... breathed.

| absolutely adore these people—they’re completely
bonkers idealists tilting at windmills. Even when they’re
obviously losing these impossible fights against the sys-
tem, they just keep charging forward. They’re stubborn
rebels who refuse to stop believing they can actually
change the world.

That’s where | fell head-over-heels
in love with human rights work.

But what really got me was that we weren’t just talking
shop or networking—we were cracking up together until
our sides hurt, just being human. That’s when you know
you’ve found your tribe.
What is your next project? Fixing Poland’s democ-
racy. Honestly, nothing else even comes close in
importance right now. The big question is: what can we
actually pull off with our hands tied behind our backs?
I’'m also diving into some fascinating research rabbit
holes. One research project exam-
ines the lessons Polish judges have
drawn from their resistance efforts
against unprecedented attacks

on judicial independence, specifically analyzing their
application of the European Convention on Human
Rights. The study investigates whether judges employ
the Convention merely as symbolic legitimation, utilize it
substantively to challenge the legal status of unlawfully
appointed judicial officers, or invoke it as a mechanism
to protect individual rights against state overreach. The
other digs into the civil servants in Poland who got hit
first when the authoritarian bulldozer started rolling
(2015-2023): how did they push back when their bosses
tried to force them into breaking the law?

Oh, and | really need to finish my habilitation disserta-
tion. That academic beast won’t write itself, and | can’t
keep putting it off forever!

Jennifer Orlando-Salling Tracing Europe’s
Imperial Footprints: Decoloniality and the Rule of Law

—A Maltese Case Study

ennifer Orlando-Salling is a PhD
]Fellow in Law at the Centre of
Excellence for International Courts
and Governance (iCourts) at the
University of Copenhagen. Her
interdisciplinary research engages
critical and historical approaches
to EU legal studies, with a focus on

(post)colonialism and constitution-
alism. She holds an LLM from the
University of Copenhagen, an MSc
in Politics and Government in the
European Union from the London
School of Economics and Political
Science, and an LLB (Hons.) from
University College London. Jennifer

has been a Visiting Scholar at the
University of Milan, Princeton Uni-
versity, and the University of Cam-
bridge. Before joining the University
of Copenhagen, Jennifer held the
position of Deputy Head of Mission
and Consul at the Embassy of Malta
in Cairo, Egypt. Between 2015 and
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2019, she was Malta’s Nicolaidis
Representative (Common Foreign
and Security Policy, CFSP/Common
Security and Defence Policy, CSDP)
at the Permanent Representation of
Malta to the EU, during which time
it held its first Presidency of the
Council of the EU (2017). She has
worked as a trainee at the European
Parliament, the House of Commons
of the United Kingdom, and the
International Criminal Tribunal for
the former Yugoslavia.

How would you explain your re:constitution project
to a stranger? My project looks at how Malta’s legal
and political system still carries the legacy of British colo-
nial rule—even sixty years after independence and two
decades in the EU. | examine how colonialism continues
to shape laws, institutions, and
attitudes, and consider what this
means for our understanding

of the ‘rule of law’ in Malta today.
Through interviews and archival
research, | explored how these inherited structures
are preserved, transformed, or even resisted, and what
this reveals about democracy, justice, and reform.

How did you come up with the project? What in-
spired it? My re:constitution project emerged from

an intersection of personal curiosity, scholarly gaps,

and a deep-seated frustration with how the rule of

law is often discussed in decontextualised, ahistorical
terms—particularly in EU discourse. As a Maltese legal
scholar, | was struck by how little attention is paid to the
colonial roots of our institutions. The idea grew from my
doctoral work, which develops a decolonial framework
for understanding legal structures in Europe. With the
re:constitution project, | wanted to take that further by
grounding it in Malta—asking direct questions about
how colonial relics have persisted and how they con-
tinue to shape the present.

That tension, between autonomy
and unfinished decolonisation,
sits at the heart of the project.

What keeps you inspired? The urgency of the work.
Legal systems that present themselves as neutral or
progressive often carry colonial baggage. Making those
legacies visible and pushing for a more inclusive and
reflexive understanding of the rule of law are important if
we are to ‘do it’ better and honestly
engage with the rule of law in a
manner that ensures necessary
accountability at both national and
EU levels. I'm inspired by the idea
that legal scholarship can be alive—interdisciplinary,
engaged, and transformative. Above all, I’'m driven by
conversations: with judges, scholars, students, and activ-
ists. It’s in those exchanges that new insights emerged
and the project came to life. It was also astonishing the
degree to which | could analyse these legacies also in
cultural movements in the country. This also coloured
my work differently.

What are the most surprising findings? Malta’s
case illustrates how colonial legacies within legal
structures, even when presented as democratic, can
hinder change. | was surprised by how little scholarly
scrutiny some colonial legal relics receive—many
British-era frameworks are still in place and function

as default authorities.

Another revealing insight was the persistence of what
interviewees called a ‘colonial mentality’: a mix of
deference to inherited systems and resistance to reform,
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often justified through appeals to ‘tradition’ or ‘stabil-
ity’. This was especially clear in elite interviews. There’s
also an ongoing ambivalence—pride in independence
coexists with nostalgia for the perceived ‘order’ of
colonial institutions. That tension, between autonomy
and unfinished decolonisation, sits at the heart of

the project.

What is your next project? I'm planning a broader
study that examines how postcolonial colonial legacies
operate across Commonwealth countries with colonial
pasts or protectorate histories. | aim to explore how

colonial legal infrastructures have influenced public law
and constitutional imaginaries in these contexts, and
the tangible impact they have, including their connec-
tions to other legal systems. The project would deepen
the comparative angle, incorporate more oral history,
and explore how legal memory and resistance are
shaped over time. Rich data collected during the re:con-
stitution project will continue to be fruit for further
work, so: watch this space!

Views own and written in a personal,
not professional capacity.

Ezgi Ozlii Human Rights and Human Rights Defend-
ers In the decline of the Rule of Law: A Study on Human
Rights Lawyers at the European Court of Human Rights

zgi Ozlii is a Postdoctoral

Researcher at the University
of Strasbourg. She holds a PhD
from the same university, where
her research focused on how
procedural costs affect the right
of individual application before
the ECHR. Her dissertation was
awarded the 2024 Thesis Prize
by the René Cassin Foundation in
France and the best doctoral thesis
in Public Law at the University of
Strasbourg for 2023/2024. Dur-
ing her PhD studies, Ezgi was a
Research Fellow at the Department

of International Public Law and
Dispute Resolution at the Max
Planck Institute Luxembourg for
Procedural Law. She previously
contributed to the Department for
the Execution of Judgments of the
ECHR by updating the memoran-
dum on just satisfaction awards.
Additionally, she served as a
Research and Teaching Assistant

in Constitutional Law at the Uni-
versity of Kocaeli. Ezgi is admitted
to the Istanbul Bar and also holds
MAs in Human Rights Law (Uni-
versity of Strasbourg) and Public
Law (University of Galatasaray).
Having published in three langua-
ges, Ezgi’s research interests en-
compass issues related to access
to justice, including legal aid,

procedural costs, admissibility
requirements, and reparations. She
also focuses on topics surround-
ing the legal profession, such as
legal mobilisation, legal ethics,
and litigation funding, as well

as broader procedural aspects of
international adjudication.

Photo: Olivier Minaire
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How would you explain your re:constitution pro-
ject to a stranger? My project explores the role of
human rights lawyers at the ECHR, a key forum for
pursuing legal change through the European Convention
on Human Rights. In response to growing state criti-
cism, this court has become more cautious, and recent
reforms have raised concerns about reduced access for
individuals.

| examine how these developments affect lawyers’ strat-
egies and how they continue to shape the court’s case
law. Since the mid-2000s, stricter
procedural rules may have increased
lawyers’ influence. In partnership
with NGOs, they form networks to
support victims, but access to these  legal systems.
networks is uneven. | argue that

human rights lawyers are central to the ECHR’s capacity
to uphold rights across Europe.

How did you come up with your re:constitution
project? What inspired you to pursue this question?
I've been interested in legal sociology and the sociology
of the legal profession for several years. I've presented
at conferences in these fields, even though | often felt
somewhat like a ‘classical lawyer’. My PhD research,
which focused on legal costs, naturally led me to this
topic. As part of that work, | conducted interviews with
lawyers to understand their perspectives on costs and
expenses, and those conversations sparked a deeper
interest in the broader roles lawyers play in shaping legal
systems.

What fascinates you the most about your work?
Simply, I’'m fascinated by understanding how things
function in practice. That’s probably why I’'m more
drawn to socio-legal research than to traditional legal
scholarship. Academic research, to a certain extent, is
also a creative process, which | thoroughly enjoy. There’s
something incredibly rewarding about the moment
when everything comes together and | finally arrive at an
answer to my research question.

| also really value academic collaboration, particularly
when it’s interdisciplinary. It’s inspiring to see how
scholars from different fields approach similar topics
from distinct angles. | find it especially enriching to

[T]hose conversations sparked
a deeper interest in the broader
roles lawyers play in shaping

discuss my research with historians or sociologists, as
they offer perspectives | might not consider on my own.

| equally enjoy providing feedback on others’ work. Even
when I’'m unfamiliar with the subject matter, | focus on
the research question and methodology. It’s very satisfy-
ing to know that | can contribute a fresh perspective that
supports a colleague’s work.

What has been your best re:constitution moment
so far? | would say the third meeting. At the time,

| was in my mobility phase at the
iCourts research centre at the
University of Copenhagen, where
the third meeting was held. The
re:constitution team kindly invited
me to assist with the organisation
of the event. As | was already familiar with the Fellows’
research projects and the iCourts community, | was able
to contribute thoughtfully—suggesting speakers and
designing sessions that would engage everyone. | really
enjoyed facilitating that connection between iCourts
and re:constitution.

The meeting was memorable for other reasons, too.

By that point, we had already developed strong bonds
through numerous online meetings. Seeing everyone
together in person for what we knew would be the final
time was quite emotional. Although we are now alumni
and still in touch, sharing this ten-month experience
created a unique sense of community. It felt much like
graduating or leaving a workplace you’ve loved. | believe
this atmosphere was a real testament to the success of
the re:constitution team. The activities they organised,
icebreakers, shared meals, and informal gatherings truly
fostered a feeling of belonging.
What is your next project? | plan to continue re-
searching human rights lawyers. At present, I'm organis-
ing a workshop at the University of Strasbourg this Sep-
tember on the role of human rights lawyers in Europe.
My time at iCourts was invaluable in helping me connect
with leading scholars in the field. I've also reached out
to interesting people from the re:constitution Alumni
Network, some of whom will be presenting their work at
the workshop.
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Philipp Schonberger Necessary in a Democratic
Society? The Prosecution of Disruptive Climate Activism

as Organized Crime

hilipp Schonberger studied

International Relations at the
University of Dresden and law at
the Humboldt University of Berlin.
After his second state examina-
tion in February 2022, he started
working for the environmental law
NGO Green Legal Impact Germany
e.V. in Berlin as a legal advisor for
climate policy and the protection of
climate activists. At the same time,
he works as a freedom of informa-
tion lawyer for the transparency
initiative FragDenStaat, focusing
on access to environmental infor-
mation. Since 2019, he has been
coordinating a litigation project
against the violation of migrants’
human rights at the EU’s external
borders, successfully representing
more than fifty applicants before

How would you explain your re:constitution pro-
ject to a stranger? My research explores how liberal
democracies respond to disruptive climate protests,
focusing on the prosecution of activist groups as ‘crimi-
nal associations’ under laws origi-

the ECHR in both interim measures
and ordinary proceedings. His
earlier work experiences include
stays at the Institute for Advanced
Sustainability Studies in Potsdam,

the European Centre for Constitu-
tional and Human Rights in Berlin,
the ECHR in Strasbourg, and two
law firms specialising in climate
litigation.

How did you come up with your re:constitution
project? What inspired you to pursue this question?
My project was inspired by my work at the NGO Green
Legal Impact, where | witnessed the chilling effects

of criminal investigations against
members of Letzte Generation under

nally designed to combat organised
crime. Using Germany and Spain
as case studies, | examine how

[It] raised novel questions about
the legitimacy and legality of dis-
ruptive protest in a constitutional

Section 129 of the German Criminal
Code—a provision historically used

applying these broad organisational democracy.
offenses to peaceful civil disobedi-

ence threatens core democratic rights like freedom of
assembly and association. The project aims to highlight
the structural differences between punishing the disobe-
dient act on the one hand and the collective engagement
in civil disobedience on the other hand, and proposes
solutions to better protect democratic participation while

upholding the rule of law.

to target political movements and

long criticised for its breadth. Its
application to nonviolent climate protests marked a new
level of escalation and raised novel questions about the
legitimacy and legality of disruptive protest in a consti-
tutional democracy. The re:constitution Fellowship gave
me the opportunity to explore this issue in depth from
a transnational and interdisciplinary perspective, and to
develop normative limits for treating civil disobedience
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as organised crime—drawing on both human rights law
and democratic theory.

What was the most surprising thing you learnt?
During my time at the criminal law department of
Pompeu Fabra University in Barcelona, | was surprised
to discover how deeply Spanish criminal law doctrine is
influenced by the German legal tradition. The academic
focus on German scholarship was so pronounced that |
often found myself in the cafeteria surrounded by Span-
ish scholars discussing classics of German criminal law
literature—in fluent German. Yet the transnational focus
doesn’t end there. Latin American legal literature is also
gaining increasing influence. This openness to diverse
intellectual traditions was a refreshing contrast to the
comparatively inward-looking nature of much of German
legal scholarship.

What keeps you inspired? My biggest source of
inspiration are the wonderful people | have the privilege
to work with and for in my everyday life: lawyers, activ-
ists, and journalists from across the globe who, against
all odds, continue to fight for a more just and sustainable
future.

What is your next project? Since returning to Green
Legal Impact, I've been working with a consortium of
civil society organisations to establish a Europe-wide
monitoring and support system for environmental
activists facing repression. The aim is to track legal and
political developments across jurisdictions, coordinate
responses, and provide targeted support to those
affected.

Katarina Sipulova Ring the Bell. Judiciaries as
Anti-Autocratization Radar Systems

I atarina Sipulova is the Director
<0f the multidisciplinary Judi-
cial Studies Institute (JUSTIN) at
Masaryk University (Brno, Czech
Republic). She earned her PhD

in European Studies from the
Faculty of Social Studies, Masaryk
University (2017) and an MSt title
in Socio-Legal Research at the Uni-
versity of Oxford. Her main area of
interest rests with courts. She has
extensively studied judicial inde-
pendence, the governance of courts,
and the role of courts and judges in
transitional justice and democra-
tisation processes (with particular
focus on Central and Eastern
European governments). Katarina
worked as Head of the International
Department of the Czech Supreme
Court. She has been an active

member of several research projects
dealing with human rights as well

as international law and its impact
on domestic jurisprudence. She
currently participates in the ERC

Consolidator Grant research project
“INFINITY: Informal Judicial Insti-
tutions and Democratic Decay”. She
is a member of the Oxford Global
Society, the Czech government’s
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Committee for Fundamental Rights
and Prevention of Discrimination,
and the ECPR Law and Courts
Steering Committee. She has
recently published in Law&Policy,

Hague Journal on the Rule of Law,
International Journal of Constitu-
tional Law, and European Constitu-
tional Law Review, and coedited

a special issue for the German Law

Journal, “Informal Institutions:
The Invisible Determinants of
Democratic Decay” (2023).

How would you explain your re:constitution pro-
ject to a stranger? The politics of the 21st century
brought judges to the forefront of public attention more
than ever before. While high profile and publicly salient
court cases always fascinated us, recently, we also noted
a more direct engagement of judges in the protection

of democracy. Just think of a few powerful images: the
district judge in Boston backing Harvard and block-

ing the ban preventing the university to enrol foreign
students; the ICC intervening in ongoing armed conflicts
with arrest warrants; and Polish judges marching in the
streets of Warsaw, mobilising the public to protect the
constitution.

These examples show us judges in a different light, often
using the label ‘guardians of democracy’. But is that

how judges see themselves? My
project focuses on the role of judges
across different democratic cultures.
It examines variations in reactions
to political pressures and aims to
answer why some judges resist political pressure while
others remain passive or defer to political development.

Which stages of your professional career had the
biggest impact on your work or your personal
development so far? There were several moments,
places, and people who hugely impacted the path I’'m on
right now. | started my career as a legal adviser working
closely with then Chief Justice of the Czech Supreme
Court. This turned out to be one of the first forma-

tive experiences that allowed me to work closely with
judges, implicitly observe their work, and learn how they
understand, interpret, and see not only law but their role
in the rule of law system. The second turning point was
my degree at Oxford, which again opened a completely
new world to me, pushing me out of my comfort zone
and into multidisciplinary research. The last important
moment was my full-time move to academia, where |
joined an amazing team at the Judicial Studies Institute.
It was mostly this position that greatly shaped my aca-

[1] understand democratisation
as a cycle, not a linear process
with an end goal.

demic interests and demonstrated how much fun even
difficult research questions can bring, when explored
among a group of friends.

What fascinates you the most about your work?
Learning to ask the correct question. Or talking about the
same phenomenon with researchers from neighbouring
fields: lawyers, political scientists, economists—we all are
interested in similar problems yet sometimes get lost in
the translation of disciplines’ vocabularies. And the ques-
tions we ask, the puzzles we see around us, differ as well.

How would you describe the current situation of
democracy and the rule of law in Europe? Are we
moving forward or backward? During my teen
years, Central and Eastern European
countries acceded to the EU. Par-
ticularly as a Slovak, with my country
overcoming the dark era of a frozen
authoritarian regime, | was hopeful
that this was it—the proverbial end of the history. It
seemed that we were finally anchoring our values in the
West, becoming an integral part of consolidated democ-
racies, and leaving corruption, oligarchy, the mafia, and
economic regression behind. From this perspective, it is
painful to watch the current development and the world
we believed in unravel.

Yet, professionally, | understand democratisation as a
cycle, not a linear process with an end goal. Therefore,
I’'m still hopeful that the ongoing backsliding is only an
episode we need to get past. But we should not give up
on the need to understand why these waves of back-
sliding and decay happen, and how we can create more
resilient societies in the future.
What is your next project? | see my re:constitution
project as a very helpful pilot and | actually hope to
extend my findings from England and Slovakia to more
countries in Europe to better understand what motivates
judges to resist or not. Similarly, | want to find out
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why, in some countries, judges understand their role
as more directly intertwined with democratic political
governments and separation of powers, while in oth-
ers, they mainly think of themselves as bureaucrats or

civic servants merely applying the law. | believe that the
differences in these cultural conventions will also help
us comprehend the role judges generally play—and are
expected to play—in our societies.

Maria Skéra Recovering from Autocracy: Strategies
for Re-Democratisation and Rebuilding the Rule of
Law. Evidence from Hungary, Poland, and Slovenia

aria Skora is a political ana-

lyst and consultant specialis-
ing in democratisation and Euro-
pean integration. Based in Berlin,
she is an Associated Researcher at
the Institut fiir Européische Politik,
one of the leading research centres
on EU policy in Germany, and a
Policy Fellow at the political think
tank Das Progressive Zentrum. She
holds an MA in Sociology and a
PhD in Economics.

How would you explain your re:constitution project
to a stranger? My project looks at the factors and
trajectories of recovery from autocratic episodes. It
considers Poland and Slovenia as positive examples and
Hungary as a country struggling with severe democratic
backsliding. It also looks at how EU institutions could
better support such efforts in EU Member States and
mitigate autocracy risks in the future. The underlying
assumption is that next to preventive approaches to
avert autocratic episodes, it is necessary to also draft exit
strategies from autocracy and accelerate re-democra-
tisation. This refers both to the national level as well as
inward-oriented EU policies for promoting democracy.
We must be better prepared for recurring autocratic epi-
sodes by applying risk-reduction strategies and ‘building
back better’. The project relies on such research methods

as literature reviews, analyses of primary and secondary

sources, and interviews with experts, academics, practi-
tioners, journalists, government officials, and members
of civil society.

Have there been any (political) events in the last
year that changed your view of your research
topic? The return of Donald Trump to the White House
and the recent victory of the candidate supported by the
Law and Justice (PiS) party in the presidential election

in Poland have shed some new light on my research
interests. It is not enough for prodemocratic incumbents
to win elections to successfully restore a democratic
regime in a country, both in the institutional and societal
sense. Institutions are difficult to fix, but restoring
institutional trust and confidence in politics seems an

Photo: Alex&Jacob
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even more difficult task. Especially political disaffection
and the rise of illiberal forces are not the outcome but
rather the underlying conditions enabling undemocratic
incumbents to emerge.

What fascinates you the most about your work?
Talking to people and seeing new places—exchanging
opinions and seeing the same problem from different
perspectives—is a great learning experience. There is
only so much that you can learn at your desk or from a
library. Although literature review is no doubt a crucial
element of research, the empirical hands-on approach
brings added value to every research project.

What made you apply to the programme? What did
you get out of it? | have known
a few alumni of the programme as
well as organisations cooperating

with it for a long time. Therefore, |
was positive that if my application
was good enough, | would benefit

immensely from the Fellowship. And indeed, this was

the case. During the mobility phase, | developed tremen-

dously in my academic work and scrutiny at the SWPS

Institutions are difficult to fix,
but restoring institutional trust
and confidence in politics seems
an even more difficult task.

University in Warsaw and the CEU in Budapest. | also
reconnected with EU policies and had the opportunity

to get in touch with many Brussels-based organisations
thanks to my stay at European Policy Centre. Thanks to
re:constitution, | have not only become a more quali-
fied researcher and better-informed analyst, but also
expanded my networks and acquired hands-on experi-
ence in the countries and phenomena that | am primarily
focusing on in my research.

What is your next project? | will be coproducing a
podcast series about rule of law resilience. We’ll consider
what methods, tools, and strategies are used to face
attacks on the rule of law. Unfortunately, the ongo-

ing decline of democratic qualities manifests in many
places in the world, in Europe and
beyond, and therefore, the goal of
the podcast is to draw analogies and
connect the dots. At the same time,
the series takes an actor-orientated
approach to show people and their
stories and thus makes the topic, usually quite abstract
and technical, more approachable and easier to digest
for a general audience.

Max Steuer Recapturing Concepts: Beyond Rule of
Law Minimalism in the European Union

ax Steuer is an (on leave)
Associate Professor at
O.P. Jindal Global University,
Jindal Global Law School (India),
and Principal Investigator at
the Department of Political
Science of the Comenius Uni-
versity in Bratislava (Slovakia).
His research centres on the science
of democracy beyond disciplines,
constitutional adjudication in
a comparative perspective (with
an emphasis on constitutional
courts), freedom of expression,

Photo: O.P. Jindal Global University
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and constitutionalism in the EU.
His works have appeared in Euro-
pean Constitutional Law Review,
European Journal of Futures Re-
search, European Journal of Risk
Regulation, International Journal

parative Constitutional Law, and
elsewhere. At the Comenius Uni-
versity, Max leads the project
“HARVEST—Harvesting Judicial
Reservoirs of Resilience to Auto-
cratization for Rebuilding Democ-

project “Illiberalism and the Con-
stitution of the Slovak Republic:
Political Discourse Analysis”
(funded by the Scientific Grant
Agency of the Slovak Ministry of
Education), and is a member of

of Human Rights, Legal Pluralism
and Critical Social Analysis,
Social Science & Medicine, the
Max Planck Encyclopedia of Com-

How would you explain your re:constitution project
to a stranger? I'm interested in how democracy, the
rule of law, and other central constitutional concepts
that are commonly invoked in public discussions are
related to or separated from each other in those discus-
sions. | explore how the ways we (dis)connect these con-
cepts is not only indicative of how we perceive our roles
in the advancement of constitutionalism but also condi-
tions our capacity to advance it. My focus is particularly
on constitutional courts, as these are commonly tasked
to be the ultimate authoritative legal interpreters.

How would you describe the current situation of
democracy and the rule of law in Europe? Are we
moving forward or backward? | see growing aware-
ness of the need for holistic approaches that recognise
that democracy is a living creature in need of constant
care and engagement, and that the rule of law is inher-
ently connected to it. However,
progress is slow and those opposed
to constitutional values can be
creative too. In some places, includ-  engagement.
ing the ‘Visegrad’ region in Central

Europe, it will take time before the moderate centre
and the ‘silent’ ones who wish to live ‘nonpolitical’ lives
recognise that global planetary challenges cannot be
resolved by short-termism, brute force, or cheating.
Such recognition may open spaces for new democratic

partnerships, but it may come too late.

What are some of the most significant findings or
discoveries you made during your research? What
do you draw from them? Most of my fieldwork was
in Hungary and focused on the Constitutional Court—
including the contemporary remnant of that once

racy in the Visegrad Four” (part
of the Recovery and Resilience
Plan for Slovakia within Next
Generation EU), coordinates the

[D]emocracy is a living creature
in need of constant care and

the “Management Committee and
Working Group on Theory of
K-Peritia—Cultural Expertise Junior
Network” (funded by COST Action).

famed institution. My preliminary results suggest a need
to revisit some commonly accepted claims about the
court. One is that it built up an ‘activist’ jurisprudence
in the hopeful post-1989 years: from the perspective

of robust readings of democracy beyond majority rule,
this is far from unambiguous, as the insiders tended to
disconnect democracy from the rule of law. If the ‘activ-
ist’ story is incomplete, it also means that the illiberal
endorsement of curtailing the court’s powers loses con-
siderable ground. The other result points to high ‘intel-
lectual polarisation’ in Hungarian constitutional studies,
which currently obfuscates the capacity for tackling
societal challenges. Paradoxically, such polarisation is

a testament to the richness of Hungarian intellectual
traditions.

My research in Hungary would not have been possible
without many supporters and mentors, of whom | can
only name a few here. Andras Sajé generously served

as my academic host at the CEU
Democracy Institute and com-
mented on my work, and Gabor
Halmai involved me in several of

his projects and welcomed me

to his PhD classes at the E6tvos Lordnd University. |

also received support from other scholars, especially

at the CEU, ELTE, and the Institute of Legal Studies of
the Hungarian Academy of Sciences, as well as from
Marta Pardavi and other Hungarian civil society leaders.
Acknowledgements are due also to all interview respon-
dents, including those who may deeply disagree with my
conceptual approach and findings, but were nevertheless
willing to talk to me within the polarised environment.

The re:constitution Alumni Network aims to
promote a new and diverse generation of rule of
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law experts to collectively shape the rule of law
field. What can or should be achieved, from your
perspective? The network has significant potential
to pluralise the constitutional value discourse by open-
ing it up to communities beyond Europe. The state of
constitutional values in Europe cannot be separated
from developments beyond it. More attention is needed
particularly beyond the ‘West’, starting with some of
the largest political communities that aspire to democ-
racy, such as India, Brazil, or Indonesia. In Europe, the
network can also pay more attention to smaller, under-

studied societies that might nevertheless be decisive for
democratic collective futures.

What is your next project? One result of my research
points to the significance of academic introspection, that
is, attentiveness to and reflection on the role of scholars
in constitutional discourse and in shaping the possibili-
ties of advancing constitutional values. The power of
scholars in the social sciences, including law, and their
corresponding responsibility, has been neglected. | would
like to start a large, inclusive project to address this gap.

Beate Streicher Breaking Bias: Empowering Judges
to Challenge Gender Stereotypes in Courts

eate Streicher is a legal
Bprofessional with extensive
experience in international law,
human rights, and advocacy. She is
currently serving as a legal advisor
on international law at Amnesty
International Germany. She is
skilled in drafting submissions for
legislative processes and inter-
national monitoring, with a deep
understanding of human rights law
and a strong commitment to social
justice and equity. Her 2024/2025
re:constitution research project
examines gender stereotypes in
court proceedings and decisions,

and she conducted her mobility
period at the Council of Europe’s
Human Rights Education for Legal
Professionals (HELP) programme.
Beate has achieved success in state
examinations, with experience at
the German Constitutional Court,

the European Parliament, and the
Inter-American Court of Human

Rights. Previously, she worked as
a student research assistant at the
Max Planck Institute for Compara-
tive Public Law and International
Law in Heidelberg. She has a solid

academic foundation focusing

on international, European, and
national public law from Ruprecht-
Karls-Universitit Heidelberg and
completed two exchange semesters
at Université Toulouse 1 Capitole.
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How would you explain your re:constitution project
to a stranger? Gender stereotypes are everywhere.
My research project “Breaking Bias” explores how ste-
reotypes related to gender identity, gender expression,
sex characteristics, and sexual orientation influence
national court proceedings and judicial decisions, and
how human rights education for legal professionals

can help mitigate these biases. The goal is to deepen
our understanding of how stereotypes manifest in the
judicial system and how they hinder access to justice.
During my research stay at the Council of Europe’s
HELP programme, | analysed case law from the ECHR
and conducted elite interviews with experts involved in
the Council of Europe’s training programmes to identify
practices and lessons learned that can be applied to
further capacity-building efforts.

How did your ‘mobility phase’ at the Council of
Europe contribute to your research? My mobility
phase at the Council of Europe was at the heart of my
research project. | analysed case law from the ECHR,
sitting literally just around the corner from the court.
Additionally, | conducted interviews with eight experts
involved in the Council of Europe’s cooperation proj-
ects, such as “Women’s Access to Justice”, “Violence
against Women”, and related courses from the (HELP)
programme. Despite their busy schedules, the experts
were very open and willing to contribute to the research.
| could also gain valuable insights into the HELP pro-
gramme. | am deeply grateful to
colleagues at the Council of Europe,
re:constitution, and Amnesty Inter-
national for making this opportunity
possible. be dismantled.
What fascinates you most about your work?

| really appreciate that my work is not only about analys-
ing what the law says but also asking how it is applied
and what are the real consequences that follow. | think
it is important to look at how systems of oppression
influence the law and how they can be dismantled.

For example, during my interviews, many experts chal-
lenged the myth that the law, or those applying it, are
neutral. They also highlighted that international legal

I think it is important to look at
how systems of oppression in-
fluence the law and how they can

standards can perpetuate stereotypes and inequalities.
Of course, this applies not only to gender discrimina-
tion but to other systems of oppression as well. At the
re:constitution Fellows’ Meetings, we had a session

on reparations for colonial crimes, which highlighted
how colonialism and slavery continue to shape con-
temporary law. Working at an NGO allows me to
combine analytical tools with the practical question

of how to create change within an imperfect system.

What was your best re:constitution moment so
far? |If | had to choose one moment, it would be the
cooking dinner at the first Fellows’ Meeting. It was a
moment of inspiring exchange, and | remember laugh-
ing a lot. The atmosphere was warm, and the event
was, like everything else, very well organised by the
re:constitution team. Generally, | appreciated the oppor-
tunity to connect with other Fellows on both a profes-
sional and personal level. When | had accommodation
problems in Strasbourg, another Fellow even offered to
host me—a gesture | am deeply grateful for.

What is your next project? So far, | have published
two blog posts on TRAFO Blog about my research
project, titled “Breaking Bias: Entry Points for Gender
Stereotypes in Judicial Decision-Making” and “Breaking
Bias: Training Judges to Challenge Gender Stereotypes in
Courts”. After receiving feedback during my Fellow Talk,

| am eager to write a more elaborated journal article on
the topic. | had to postpone this
project because | resumed working
at Amnesty International Germany
after my mobility period, but it is
still on my mind. Also, | have grown
more familiar with socio-legal
research methods, especially elite interviews, and | hope
to apply this methodology more extensively in the future.
More broadly, | will continue focusing on gender equality,
intersectional discrimination, and power structures in
society. For example, at Amnesty International, we are
currently working on strategies to counter anti-human
rights narratives in Germany.



* Looking Ahead

The second implementation phase of re:constitution (2023-2026)
is almost done and during this time, the programme has re-
sponded to fundamental developments and requests in its field

of work by realising several structural changes and adaptations:
the Fellowship is now spreading across Europe beyond the EU and
a part-time track for practitioners has been introduced to ensure
more compatibility between the Fellowship and other professional
obligations. Hence, the current Fellow cohort will be enriched

by perspectives from EU candidate countries in active accession
negotiations with the EU and a variety of practitioners of law.

Together with a group of highly motivated former Fellows, we have laid the groundwork for
a strong, structured, and decentralised Alumni Network to foster long-term engagements
and analyses. The fully established Alumni Network, which is driven by the ideas and
commitment of its members, serves as a sustainable platform to create spaces of exchange
and networking opportunities.

Additionally, the Advisory Board has begun its work, continuously providing guidance on
the future strategic and conceptual direction of re:constitution, founded on diverse disciplines,
perspectives, and backgrounds.

In the future, we will continue to provide and promote spaces for analytical interactions and
critical discourses on current issues of the rule of law and democracy in and around Europe
based on the expertise, experiences, and collaborations of re:constitution Fellows and its
Alumni Network and Advisory Board, while involving further partners and friends. The re:con-
stitution network members are committed to strengthening rule of law structures and demo-
cratic processes through fact-based, interdisciplinary cooperation in the face of ongoing crises
in Europe and beyond. In the programmatic work, the Fellowships continue to serve as a

starting point, foundation, and key component of the re:constitution programme to contribute
critical reflections, fresh ideas, and actionable suggestions for solutions to the most pressing
rule of law issues and challenges to democracy.

As we look ahead to the coming year, we sincerely thank everyone involved for their collabora-
tion and support and invite all those interested to stay connected with re:constitution.
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