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re:constitution—Exchange and Analysis on Democracy and the Rule of Law in Europe





Hardly any other word has defined the headlines in 

these times as consistently as “crisis”—“energy cri-

sis”, “environmental crisis”, “international relations 

crisis”, “rule of law crisis”; the list goes on and on�

Yet, particularly in times of crisis, cooperation and 

solidarity are more important than ever� Thus, there 

were signs of light in all the crises� Despite the 

Covid-19 pandemic, which is not over yet, in person 

meetings, direct exchange and discussions are again 

possible in the context of re:constitution after a long 

break� The fellows’ meeting only took place online  

in February 2022, but we were able to hold joint 

events again in  Berlin and Lisbon in October 2021 

and June 2022� This gave our project fresh impetus� 

After all, the basic idea is to meet and reflect on 

 projects and ideas together� 

 

The mobility periods at different institutions were once again 

 possible on site in various European countries� The 2021/2022 

generation of fellows were therefore able to gain a direct impres-

sion of other (work)cultures, to develop and strengthen existing 

contacts and to make new ones� 

 

Being able to talk about questions of the rule of law and critically 

examine how to overcome the seemingly insurmountable differ-

ences between  various concepts as well as to safeguard minimum 

standards during military conflicts is more important now than 

ever before� As Albanian author Lea Ypi recently showed in her 

book “Freedom”, it is not possible to argue about ideas and ideo-

logies, if one does not see their effect on people in the context of 
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history� This is where the re:constitution project starts to consider 

the right way in state and society to connect people from different 

European countries with their own respective histories through 

personal encounters� 

 

Our alumni magazine provides a summary of the reports on 

ex periences and adventures, personal encounters and debates, 

teaching and learning� We wish you an inspiring read!

Angelika Nußberger
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What is it all about? 

We are still experiencing challenges to the funda-
mental role of the rule of law in protecting rights and 
democracy in the European Union, resulting in shifting 
political dynamics in national and European contexts� 
Addressing these shifts is a main concern for academics 
and practitioners concerned with safeguarding demo-
cracy and the rule of law in Europe based on diverse 
insights and cross-disciplinary expertise�

This is where the re:constitution programme comes in� 
By awarding 20 Fellowships to early-career academics 
and practitioners, we provide the unique opportunity 
to look at questions of democracy and the rule of law in 
the context of personal projects�

What we are offering is
•  time to work on individually chosen topics  

for a whole academic year,
•  independence to liaise with institutions, 

 organisations and experts of choice,
•  mobility to travel to institutions of scholarship  

and practice across Europe, and
•  exchange in personal meetings, seminars  

and workshops�

The Fellows explore ways to collaborate and enrich 
each other’s perspectives� Their project outcomes, pub-
lished via re:constitution, enrich academic and public 
discourse and understandings of democracy and the 
rule of law in the EU�

The fellowships are complimented by a content-driven 
series of events, the re:constitution Seminars� 
Senior experts from academia and practice, joined by 
Fellows, re-evaluate the very basic definitions and core 
constitutional concepts underlying the debates within 
re:constitution� The intimate Seminar set-up allows 
participants to openly share thoughts and discuss 
potential responses to some of the main challenges the 
EU is facing today�

Our programme partner, Democracy Reporting Inter-
national (DRI), reaches out to the media and opinion-

makers, offering timely analysis of rule of law develop-
ments and a network of experts to promote an informed 
and fact-based public debate on the issues� DRI also 
engages with the re:constitution network by involving 
Fellows in its analytical work and collaborating on the 
development of seminars and other joint projects�

While the pandemic is far from over, we are back on 
track—but with some major updates� Face-to-face 
meetings are possible again� They are vital for Fellows, 
alumni and partners to meet, exchange and con-
nect� But we are also continuing with virtual meeting 
formats, as they offer quick accessibility, flexibility 
and uncomplicated check-ins and opportunities to 
reconnect throughout the academic year� For us, it’s 
the best of both worlds—flexibly combined to promote 
exchange and debate on democracy and the rule of law 
in Europe�

On a different note: it’s now more vital than ever to talk 
about changing legal frameworks and democratic gov-
ernance, as the EU is now facing several key challenges� 
With our focus on democracy and the rule of law, 
re:constitution stakeholders will continue to address 
these challenges and crises in a networked manner 
across borders and disciplines�
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Programme partners 

Forum Transregionale Studien

The Forum Transregionale Studien is a platform for the international cooperation between 
scholars of different expertise and perspectives on global issues� The Forum provides scope  
for exchange on questions of science policy, epistemology and ethics, and develops infra-
structures and formats that allow transregional research ideas and projects to be tested,  
implemented and communicated� It appoints scholars from around the world as fellows and 
engages in joint research programs and initiatives with partners from universities and  
research institutions in and outside Berlin� The Forum is funded by the Berlin Senate Depart-
ment for Higher Education and Research, Health, Long-Term Care and Gender Equality�

Democracy Reporting International

Democracy Reporting International (DRI) is an independent organisation dedicated to  
promoting democracy worldwide� We believe that people are active participants in public life, 
not subjects of their governments� Our work centres on analysis, reporting, and capacity-
building� For this, we are guided by the democratic and human rights obligations enshrined 
in international law� Headquartered in Berlin, DRI has offices in Lebanon, Libya, Myanmar, 
Pakistan, Sri Lanka, Tunisia and Ukraine�

Stiftung Mercator

Stiftung Mercator is a private, independent foundation with extensive academic expertise and 
practical project experience� With its work, it strives for a society characterised by  openness 
to the world, solidarity and equal opportunities� To achieve these goals, it promotes and 
develops projects that strengthen democracy and the rule of law in Europe, foster integration 
and increase the educational success of disadvantaged children and young people, address the 
impact of digitalisation on democracy and society, and advance climate protection� Stiftung 
Mercator is active in Germany, Europe and worldwide� It has a particularly close relationship 
with the Ruhr region, the home of the founding family and location of its headquarters�
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Matej Avbelj

Matej Avbelj is a Professor 
of European Law and Rec-
tor of the New University, 
Ljubljana, Slovenia� He 

graduated from University 
of Ljub l jana Faculty of Law, 

obtained an LL�M at NYU School of 
Law and defended his PhD at the European University 
Institute� Dr� Avbelj has been awarded several fellow-
ships and research grants and has acted as a guest 
lecturer at many universities in Europe and the USA� 
He has written extensively in the fields of EU law, 
constitutional law and legal theory� He is currently head 
of two research projects dedicated to the ‘Ideology in 
the Courts’ and to the ‘Integral Theory of the Future of 
the European Union’, which are both supported by the 
 Slovenian Research Agency�

Luc Heuschling

Luc Heuschling is cur-
rently Professor of 
Constitutional Law at the 
University of Luxembourg� 

After his law studies at 
Sorbonne (Paris I), he passed 

the French national exam Concours 
d’agrégation and was appointed ordinary professor of 
public law at the University of Lille II (2002–2011)� He 
gained international reputation with this PhD “Etat 
de droit, Rechtsstaat, Rule of Law” (Paris, Dalloz, 
2002), for which he was awarded the thesis prizes of 
the Société de législation comparée and The European 
Group of Public Law/Groupe européen de droit public� 

Since then, he  continued to write extensively, from a 
comparative and historical perspective, on rule of law 
discourses� His last publication in this field: “‘État  
de droit’: Why import the German term ‘Rechtsstaat’?”, 
in Jens Meierhenrich, Martin Loughlin, eds�, The  
Cambridge Companion to the Rule of Law, Cambridge,  
CUP, 2021� 

Elaine Mak

Elaine Mak is a Professor 
of Jurisprudence and 
Vice-Dean for Education 
at Utrecht University’s 
Faculty of Law, Economics 

and Governance� She holds 
law degrees from Rotter dam  

and Paris and obtained her PhD degree 
at the Erasmus University Rotterdam in 2008�  
She is Chair of the Netherlands Association for Philo-
sophy of Law� Elaine Mak’s research connects a legal-
theoretical perspective with studies in comparative 
constitutional law and empirical analysis (inter alia 
surveys, interviews)� In her research, she focuses on the 
functioning of the institutions of government (legisla-
ture, executive branch, and in particular the judiciary) 
in Western liberal democracies in an evolving legal and 
societal context� In connection with this focus, she  
has a particular interest in the knowledge, skills and 
professional ethics of ‘legal pro fessionals of the future’ 
and the way in which legal educational programmes 
can prepare students for this role� She currently directs 
a research project on European judicial  cultures� 

A Collegium of experienced scholars and practitioners from various Euro-

pean countries provides guidance and support for the re:constitution pro-

gramme and network� The Collegium is responsible for the evaluation of 

Fellowship applications, advises on the topical focus of the re:constitution 

 Seminars and the overall development of the programme� 
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Xavier Philippe

Xavier Philippe is Profes-
sor of Public Law  
at the Law Faculty of the 
University Paris 1   

Pantheon- Sorbonne 
(Sorbonne School of Law) and 

Extra ordinary Professor at the Uni-
versity of the Western Cape (Cape Town/South Africa)� 
He holds a State Doctorate in Law (1989) and two 
Master’s degree (1983/84) in Public Law and Public 
Health� He has been appointed Professor since and was 
seconded to South Africa during the transition period 
as legal expert and academic at the University of the 
Western Cape (Cape Town/South Africa)� From 2004 
until 2007, he was seconded again to the International 
Committee of the Red Cross as Regional Legal Advisor 
for the CIS countries (Moscow delegation)� From 2008 
to 2018, he went back as Pro fessor at the University 
of Aix-Marseille (AMU) and headed the Louis Favoreu 
Institute� He  created a new Master Programme on the 
Law of State Rebuilding in post-conflicts situations� His 
main fields of expertise are constitutional comparative 
law (drafting processes), human rights, international 
humanitarian law, international criminal law and tran-
sitional justice� He is also deeply implicated in national 
dialogue and constitution rebuilding processes in post-
conflict or post-crises situations, especially in Tunisia 
and Myanmar� He is the co-founder and co-chair of 
the Franco phone Association for Transitional Justice and 
heads the ‘Sorbonne Constitutions & Liberties’ Centre�

Pál Sonnevend

Dr� Pál Sonnevend is 
Professor and Dean of the 
Faculty of Law at Eötvös 
Loránd University Law 

School� He is an expert of 
EU law and constitutional law, 

and he also has remarkable experience in administra-
tive law, energy law and international arbitration� 
He has been  teaching EU law and international law 
since 1998 at Eötvös Loránd University Law School� 
 Previously, he was an adviser to two con secutive 

 presidents of Hungary, His Excellency Mr� Ferenc Mádl 
and His Excellency Mr� László Sólyom, on constitu-
tional  matters� In March 2013 he was appointed agent 
of Hungary before the International Court of Justice in 
the Gabcikovo-Nagymaros system of locks case�

Laura Ştefan

Laura Ştefan is the Founder 
and the Rule of Law and 
Anticorruption Coordina-
tor for Expert Forum 
(EFOR) in Bucharest and 

has over 15 years of profes-
sional experience combining 

public sector and private sector practice� Ms� Ştefan 
also served as an international expert in the areas of 
judicial reform, anticorruption and money laundering 
for the European Commission, the World Bank, the 
UNDP, the OECD and the Council of Europe� In 2011 
she was appointed by the European Commission as 
one of the 17 members of the Expert Group on Cor-
ruption� She has conducted numerous evaluations on 
corruption in the context of visa dialogue or accession 
negotiations for the European Commission in the 
Western Balkans, Moldova, Ukraine, Georgia, Albania 
and Turkey� Between 2005 and 2007 she served as 
Director at the Romanian Ministry of Justice respon-
sible for anticorruption policy� She drafted and advo-
cated for the adoption of key anticorruption legis lation, 
designed awareness programs and worked on reform-
ing the Public Prosecutors Office� Ms� Ştefan is an 
Eisenhower fellow and was part of the Women Leader-
ship Program in 2015, as well as of the Personnalités 
d’avenir program in 2017� In 2015 she was awarded 
the title Woman of Courage—by the US Embassy in 
Bucharest� As a Chevening scholar she has completed 
the LL�M� (Master of Laws) program organized by 
 Cambridge University (UK) in 2003–2004� 
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Meet the Team

Forum Transregionale  
Studien

                      Dorit Modersitzki

Dorit is the re:constitution Pro- 
gramme Coordinator� She over-
sees all aspects of programme 

management for the re:constitution 
Fellowships and Seminars and with the strategic devel-
opment of the programme� In her work, she focuses 
on fostering international collaboration in networks� 
Before joining re:constitution, Dorit held various project 
management roles at universities including serving as 
Inter national Strategy Officer at Humboldt-Universität 
zu Berlin� She holds a Master’s in British Studies from 
Humboldt-Universität and studied towards a Bach-
elor’s degree in European Studies at the universities of 
Osnabrück, Germany and East Anglia, UK� 

  “My favourite moment this year was the kick-
off Fellows’ meeting in October 2021. After so 
many online meetings, it was wonderful to see 
the Fellows actually engaging with each other 
in real life. I clearly remember the buzz we felt 
at that inaugural meeting—and some lively 
debates happening!”

                       László Detre

László graduated from Eötvös 
Loránd University, Budapest, 
Faculty of Law in 2010� Between 

2010 and 2020 László worked at 
the Constitutional Court of Hungary as a legal adviser� 
In December 2020, he joined the re:constitution team 
at Forum Transregionale Studien as academic advisor, 
developing academic priorities for the programme  
and supporting and advancing programme design� 
László holds a Masters of Law degree in European 
Human Rights from Eötvös Loránd Uni versity in 2017�

  “Returning to personal engagement this year 
has shown the driving force of re:constitution: 

connecting committed experts to work together 
on safeguarding democracy and the rule of law 
in Europe.”

                      Lisa Hake

Lisa works as programme asso-
ciate for re:constitution� She is 
responsible for the communication 

with fellows and the organisation 
of Fellows’ Meetings and similar events� Before joining 
re:constitution in May 2019, Lisa worked in the Europe 
department of Stiftung Mercator, a German private 
foundation, where she co-organised a two-day confer-
ence on the future of Europe� She holds a binational 
Master’s Degree in European Studies from the Euro-
pean University Viadrina in Frankfurt/Oder and the 
Institut d’Études Politiques in Strasbourg� Her interests 
include civil society engagement, the future of town 
twinnings and intergenerational dialogue�

  “After almost two years of online meetings 
and (seemingly) endless video conferences, 
my  highlight was the first Fellows’ Meeting in 
Berlin. Fellows walked through the door and 
almost immediately started talking about their 
ideas, dreams and projects. After such a long 
time, it was great to meet real people from  
all over Europe!”
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Democracy Reporting 
International

                       Paul Zoubkov

As Programmes Manager, Paul 
leads on DRI’s work across Europe 
and on digital democracy work 

worldwide� He has over two decades 
of experience in anti-corruption, good governance and 
human rights, and has served as expert advisor to a 
range of multilateral institutions, development agen-
cies and INGOs� Paul holds Bachelor’s and a Master’s 
degrees in Law, and a BA in Politics and Philosophy 
from the Victoria University, New Zealand�

  “A true highlight of the past year was seeing 
the growing traction between re:constitution 
work and media and policymakers. This has 
allowed an ever-larger number of EU citizens 
to learn about key rule of law developments, 
and more informed and networked decision-
making from Brussels and beyond. Pushing the 
boundaries of knowledge, breaking down silos 
and building momentum for change—these are 
the hallmarks of re:constitution to which the 
Fellows help contribute on a daily basis.”

                      Albert Guasch Rafael

As Communications Coordinator, 
Albert oversees DRI’s commu-
nications and outreach efforts, 

guaranteeing a consistent message 
and visibility across headquarters and country offices� 
Before joining DRI, he worked in communications at 
Club de Madrid and as a freelance journalist for outlets 
such as La Vanguardia, Euronews and Are We Europe� 
Albert holds a Master’s in European Integration and  
a Bachelor’s in Journalism, both from the Autonomous 
University of Barcelona� 

  “The rule of law is intrinsically linked to 
 democratic governance. It’s a fundamental 

guarantee that all citizens have the same  
rights and responsibilities—and yet poorly 
understood by many. It is both challenging and 
incredibly rewarding to work alongside top 
experts and up-and-coming fellows to address 
this knowledge gap and find new and different 
ways to bring the rule of law in Europe to  
the mainstream.” 
 

                  Jakub Jaraczewski
 
As Legal Officer, Jakub conducts 
research and analysis on the rule 
of law and human rights, work-

ing with our Europe Team on the 
re:constitution—Exchange and Analysis on Democracy 
and the Rule of Law in Europe programme� Jakub has 
extensive experience in academia, as a researcher at 
the Adam Mickiewicz University (Poznań, Poland) 
and  lectured at several other universities� He holds a 
 Master’s in Law from Adam Mickiewicz University, 
where he is currently pursuing a PhD�

  “The highlight for me was how the fellows  
were able to adapt to the ever-changing 
pandemic situation and carry out their projects 
despite all the challenges. They’re not only 
some of the brightest minds regarding the 
rule of law but also exceptionally flexible and 
adaptable people.”

                      Christoph Alexander 
Reinke

As Programme Officer for Europe, 
Christoph oversees DRI’s projects 

in Ukraine, in close collaboration 
with the Kyiv office� He also works on the state of demo-
cracy and the rule of law across the EU as part of the 
re:constitution programme� His previous experience 
includes working at the GIZ development agency pro-
moting business integrity, corruption prevention  
measures and the rule of law� Christoph holds a 
 Master’s degree from the Freie Universität Berlin and  
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a Bachelor’s in History and Sociology from the Uni-
versity of Leipzig�

  “My personal highlight was the in person (!) 
event welcoming the third group of re:consti- 
tution Fellows in October 2021. More than one 
and a half years into the pandemic and after 
a multitude of online-only events, it felt great 
and truly refreshing to meet and exchange off- 
line with the Fellows and re:constitution 
 partners again. At first, it felt a bit odd to be  
in the same room with so many people, but 
after a few moments it became apparent how 
much I had missed offline events like this.”

                       Nino Tsereteli

As a Research Officer for the 
re:constitution project, Nino tackles 
the rule of law challenges in the EU, 

including issues related to the inde-
pendence of the judiciary and confrontation of European 
Courts� Before joining DRI, Nino worked as a senior 
researcher for the Judicial Studies Institute at Masaryk 
University, a researcher at the University of Oslo, and Ilia 
State University� She also worked as a legal advisor at the 
Ministry of Justice of Georgia� Nino holds a Doctorate 
in Law from the University of Oslo and an LL�M� degree 
from Central European University and Leiden University�

  “I joined DRI and re:constitution in October 
2021. It has been a fascinating experience as  
it has pushed me toward thinking about 
research outputs in terms of their accessibility 
and usefulness for journalists and policymakers. 
By bringing together scholars and practitioners 
interested in the rule of law, re:constitution 
allowed the creation of an intellectually stimu-
lating environment. I personally found various 
engagements with fellows—discussing their 
research projects, group exchanges, reliance 
on their expertise in preparing country-specific 
analytical outputs—to be very helpful and 
inspiring, and a sign of convergence between 
various modules of the programme.”

                       Dennis Wenzl

As Outreach Officer, Dennis is 
responsible for designing and 
implementing DRI’s outreach 

strategies� He also monitors develop-
ments among relevant international institutions and 
actors� Before joining DRI, Dennis worked in commu-
nications and public policy at PubAffairs Bruxelles after 
completing a traineeship in the Democratic Governance 
Department of the Council of Europe in Strasbourg� 
Dennis holds a Master’s in Democracy Studies and a 
Bachelor’s in Political Science and German Philology 
from the University of Regensburg�

  “For me, it was very satisfying to see how 
stakeholders in the EU institutions, especially 
the European Commission and European 
 Parliament, are taking up our research and 
policy recommendations. Working with policy-
makers through re:constitution showed me how 
crucial civil society engagement is to stop the 
rule of law backsliding in the EU. The research 
the fellows conduct is the backbone of a factual 
public discourse around the rule of law but 
also essential for our policy advice to the EU 
institutions. This is particularly important at a 
time when the institutional monitoring mecha-
nisms do not have the capacity to observe and 
analyse the ever-changing and increasingly 
complex situation in some countries in detail, 
which is necessary to enable appropriate policy 
responses.”

11 Meet the Team
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• …and a pub quiz where we travelled  
across Europe!

• Keynote on The European Court of 
Human Rights and the Shadow of Rule of 
Law Backsliding by Başak Çalı, Centre for 
Fundamental Rights at Hertie School

Fellows’ Meeting  
in Berlin

26–30 October 2021

• Conversation on the need for an updated 
Charter for Fundamental Rights with  
Bijan Moini, Jeder Mensch e�V� association

• Exchange on freedom of information  
with Jesse Lehrke, Democracy Reporting 
International

• Brainstorming on how academics  
and practitioners can work more closely 
together with participants from the  
RARE programme

14 Events



• Exchange on fellows’ re:constitution 
projects with Barbara Grabowska-Moroz, 
Giuseppe Martinico, Petr Agha and  
Dimitry Kochenov

• Keynote on Three Ways Not to Think 
About the Rule of Law by Martin Krygier, 
University of New South Wales

• Panel debate on EU values and what  
they mean to the citizens in the EU

• Exchange on the rule of law and funda-
mental rights with Augusto Santos Silva, 
President of the Portuguese Parliament

• World Café session on “Can democracy 
be illiberal” with Jakub Jaraczewski,  
Democracy Reporting International

• Keynote on “The Liberal Democratic 
Nature of the EU Legal Order” by Miguel 
Maduro, Católica Global School of Law
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8–9 February 2022 14–17 June 2022

Online Fellows’  
Meeting 

Fellows’ Meeting  
in Lisbon
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The third cohort of re:constitution fellows began participating in 

the programme at an optimistic moment in time, when the arrival 

of reliable vaccines led to hope that some degree of return to 

pre-Covid normalcy was possible� Trying to capitalise on that opti-

mism, the first Fellows’ Exchange Meeting in October 2021 took 

place in person in Berlin, allowing the programme team to meet 

the fellows face-to-face� For this event, Democracy Reporting Inter-

national decided to engage with fellows in an unusual way� Instead 

of hosting a session prepared primarily by lawyers for lawyers, we 

asked the head of our Digital Democracy programme, Jesse Lehrke, 

to host a session on freedom of information and its implications 

for a democratic society� Among the topics discussed were govern-

mental secrecy and transparency, access to information and the 

role of private corporations such as Google and Meta�

This Fellows’ Exchange Meeting was also significant for another reason—it was the first 
interaction between re:constitution and the RARE—Recharging Advocacy for Rights in Europe 
programme organised by Dutch and Hungarian Helsinki Committees and the Hertie School of 
Governance� This collaboration was especially welcome for us at DRI because of our participa-
tion in both initiatives� Moreover, thanks to an appearance by the RARE team and participants, 
re:constitution fellows got the opportunity to exchange with young leaders and advocates for 
human rights, democracy and the rule of law from all over Europe�

Unfortunately, hopes of the Covid-19 pandemic being behind us were premature� By the time 
of the second Fellows’ Exchange Meeting in February 2022, the new wave of the omicron vari-
ant dashed all hopes of holding the event in person� Returning to the online format, Democracy 
Reporting International contributed to the meeting with a session on communicating the rule 
of law to the broader public and countering anti-democratic narratives� This session focused 
on how to take a complex topic, which the rule of law is, and boil it down to a message that 
resonates widely and is resistant to whataboutism and other rhetorical constructs used by sup-
porters of anti-democratic governments�

Last year, I opened my reflections on the previous cohort of re:constituton fellows by stating 
that their participation in the programme entirely took place at an unprecedently challenging 
time for everyone on the planet� Of course, I was referring to the Covid-19 pandemic, and at 
that point I was sure that it was Europe’s most significant challenge facing this generation� 
Unfortunately, however, I was very wrong� Just a few weeks after our February meeting, the 
full-scale Russian attack on Ukraine threw Europe into turmoil, shattering any notions of 
regional peace and security, resulting in a massive wave of refugees fleeing the war and compli-
cating Europe’s rule of law crisis�

16 Reflections by Jakub Jaraczewski, 
Democracy Reporting International



Another opportunity for re:constitution/RARE exchange happened in May 2022 during a 
RARE camp on leadership in Budapest� A group of re:constitution fellows joined the RARE 
participants and presented their projects, contributing to a discussion on how academia and 
civil society advocacy can work together�

The third Fellows’ Exchange Meeting, held once again in person in Lisbon in June 2022, was 
an opportunity for the final meeting of the third cohort of fellows and a discussion on current 
challenges to the rule of law and democracy in the European Union� For this occasion, we 
opted for a world café format and a discussion on what the essential elements of democracy 
are, whether “illiberal democracy” is even possible, how to dismantle and erode democracy—
and how to rebuild and strengthen it� The format proved to be a big hit with the fellows, with a 
lively discussion and an opportunity to exchange views�

Once again, we at Democracy Report International would like to thank all the fellows for their 
engagement with us and the programme� This cohort carried out their research projects in 
challenging times� The war in Ukraine shifted perceptions away from the rule of law crisis in 
the European Union and opened a new chapter in the discussion on rights and freedoms in 
Europe� We hope that the re:constitution fellows will be at the forefront of this conversation 
and we are ready to support all current and former participants of the programme in getting 
their message out and influencing public debate on the rule of law in the EU�

17 Reflections by Jakub Jaraczewski, Democracy Reporting International



When I received the great news that I had been admitted to the re:constitution fellowship 
programme, it had been four years since I earned my PhD and started practicing law� 

I had also been working on developing the activities of Passerell, the NGO I co-founded, to 
provide legal support to vulnerable migrants� I was still continuing my academic activities (i�e�, 
teaching and research) and was struggling not just to manage my time but, more importantly, 
to make sense of the discrepancy between the EU’s high standards of individual rights protec-
tion I had been studying for several years and the all too common human rights violations I 
witnessed in my daily practice� The re:constitution fellowship was a blessing: it opened new 
horizons, both geographically and intellectually� 

The first meeting in Berlin felt like a breath of fresh air, especially after limited travel oppor-
tunities over the last few years due to the pandemic and childcare responsibilities� It was a 
pleasure to meet the re:constitution team, who were kind and flexible, proactively sought to 
assist with personal and family-related constraints, for example, and provided a welcoming and 
safe environment to discuss our topics, exchange arguments and connect with the fellows� The 
online fellows’ meetings throughout the year then really helped sustain those connections and 
keep the discussions going� In particular, re:constitution fellow Théo Fournier and I realised 
we shared many academic interests as well as a strong desire to combine those with more 
practice-oriented approaches� Our collaboration is starting to materialise; the first concrete step 
will be a workshop on the rule of law and administrative law at the re:constitution conference 
in September�

I was lucky to have also received a warm welcome at the institutions 
where I completed my stages� As regards those stages, I already men-
tioned that intelligent flexibility is one of the assets of this programme� 
Given my experience over the past four years, I felt I needed more time in 
an academic setting and less time in the more practice-oriented setting� 
This was approved and so I completed a (remote) month-long stage at 
noyb, an NGO specialising in data protection advocacy and litigation, 
during which I interviewed a few of the staff members� Then I spent five 
months at the Institut d’études européennes at Saint Louis University 
in Brussels� I was impressed by the high intellectual standards and truly 
interdisciplinary approach of the team—lawyers, political scientists and 
sociologists working together� My stay at Saint Louis also gave me the opportunity to meet 
Cecilia Rizcallah, a re:constitution alumna, in person and it was a pleasure to discuss our 
respective experiences�

Back when I applied for the re:constitution fellowship, I mentioned how I hoped it would allow 
me to take a step back and reflect on my professional activities� This expectation was totally 
fulfilled: having more time to read and think led me to re-balance those activities and I have 
recently taken up a position as a lecturer at the European Institute of Public Administration, 
which specialises in training professionals, especially civil servants and magistrates from all 
over the EU and the neighbouring countries� I get to teach and write on topics dear to my heart, 
such as fundamental rights, EU citizenship law and asylum and migration law� So the time 
and space provided by the re:constitution programme allowed me not just to progress in my 
research but also to take the next step in my career� For that, I am very grateful�

18 Reflections by Catherine Warin, 
re:constitution Fellow
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Get to know the Fellows 2021/2022

Veronica Anghel Rule of Law or Rule of Norms? 
Informal Institutions and their Role for  
Democratic Resilience

Dr� Veronica Anghel is Adjunct 
Professor of Risk in Interna-

tional Relations and Economy at 
Johns Hopkins University—School 
of Advanced International Stud-
ies� She is a Max Weber Post-Doc 
Fellow at the European University 
Institute and Editorial Fellow of 
Government&Opposition� Dr� 
Anghel held research fellowships 
at Stanford University (Fulbright), 
Johns Hopkins University—School 
of Advanced International Studies, 
the Institute for Human Sciences 
Vienna, the Institute for Central 
Europe Vienna, the University of 
Bordeaux and the Institute for Gov-
ernment in Vienna� She received 
her Ph�D� summa cum laude from 
the University of Bucharest in 
co-direction with the University of 
Bordeaux� Dr� Anghel worked as 
a Foreign Affairs Advisor for the 

Romanian Presidential Administra-
tion (2014–2015) and a Diplomatic 
Advisor for the Romanian Senate 
(2012–2014)� Dr� Anghel provides 
risk analysis for consultancy outfits 
on European integration, rule of 
law issues and party politics in 

post-communist Europe� Among 
these, she works for the Economist 
Intelligence Unit and Oxford Ana-
lytica� Dr� Anghel is the recipient 
of the 2020 “Rising Star” Award of 
the European Consortium of Politi-
cal Research�

How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? The formal rules that generate 
political institutions tell us how politics is supposed to 
work, what is possible and what is not. The problem 
is that you cannot write a rule for every occasion. The 
realm of shared informality provides instruction on what 
to do in such circumstances. Informal institutions are 
the world’s open secrets. Examples of informal rules 
that also govern politicians and citizens’ behaviour 
include the peaceful transition of power, civil disobedi-
ence, charity or corruption. People know them and use 
them. They are useful to organise societies, but they 
have also been linked to slower rates of development. 
For this reason, informal institutions may be both a 
problem and a solution. My project identifies four main 

ways in which recent European developments have 
revealed the growing role of informal institutions. First, 
formal institutions are weakened by aggressive forms of 
populism and extremist discourse and actions. Second, 
informal institutions that reinforce the functionality of 
formal institutions are challenged by alternative societal 
and elite behaviours. Third, informal institutions that 
sustain discriminatory behaviour are under scrutiny as 
we increasingly hold democracy and civil rights imple-
mentation to a higher standard. Fourth, the evolution of 
democratisation undergone by post-communist states 
demands a reassessment of our expectations of interac-
tions between formal and informal rules. It also shows 
that the choice to implement democratic institutions 

20



of power sharing and checks and balances is not only a 
requirement of transition but an ongoing struggle.

How would you describe the current situation 
of democracy and the rule of law in Europe? Are 
we moving forward or backward? The biggest 
issue facing Europe today is moving forward with the 
EU project. Studies focusing on the EU and public 
discourse concentrate disproportionately on the flaws 
in this supranational construct, giving the impression 
of constant crisis. And yet, Europe has always been a 
work in progress. The greatest threat is still resistance 
to structural and systemic change while keeping rule of 
law and ever higher democracy standards constant. By 
remaining true to a policy of double standards—such as 
putting pressure on candidate countries to consolidate 
democratic rule while accepting authoritarian inclina-
tions among leaders of members states—Europe is 
simply stagnating.

In what way has the pandemic changed your 
outlook on your research topics/questions? The 
Covid-19 pandemic presented democracies with tough 
choices in handling the trade-off between public safety 
and fundamental democratic princi-
ples. The effects of the pandemic on 
democracy and European integration 
are difficult to ignore. It was the type 
of exogenous shock that created 
incentives for governing elites to 
deploy self-empowering mecha-
nisms to avoid institutional checks and balances—with 
lasting consequences for democratic performance. Over 
the last two years, I have worked with colleagues to show 
how elites displayed a similar propensity to overlook the 
intricate institutional balances during a moment of crisis 
in both traditional and newer democracies in Europe. 
The Covid-19 pandemic also led to widespread fear 
among the population; longer-term, potentially erosive 

consequences that Covid-19-specific anxieties may have 
for citizens’ commitment to liberal democratic norms. 
The results of these studies now contribute to the litera-
ture on the supply and demand-side determinants of the 
rise of authoritarianism.

How do you feel about the future of Europe?  
Europe’s great challenge moving forward is to step away 
from the institutional models that worked in the past 
and adapt to contemporary demands. Europeans cannot 
meet the substantive challenges they will have to face 
without seeing Europe as a framework for action and 
self-identification. The future of Europe is more than 
ever determined by how it manages to project its author-
ity to the outside; but first, Europeans must set their 
own house in order.

What is your next project? The major security threat 
caused by the war in Ukraine regenerated a stagnating 
EU enlargement agenda. Europeans have been here 
before. The atrocities that unfolded during the Balkan 
wars shocked the EU into reconsidering its post-1989 
slow enlargement policy. The similarities between the 
determinants of EU decision-making outputs in the 

context of the 1990s and those that 
underscore current EU policymak-
ing are striking. The EU is likely to 
once again follow a pattern of failing 
going forward to protect its own 
security and stability, albeit fragile 
and temporary. In so doing, a wider 

EU is not sure to be the preferred outcome for its lead-
ers. In my next research project, I aim to assess (1) the 
chances of EU enlargement providing lessons learned 
from its recent history, and (2) the impact of the war in 
Ukraine on key elements of European integration. This 
endeavour will improve our foresight regarding manifes-
tations of Europe’s futures.

 The Covid-19 pandemic pre-
sented democracies with tough 
choices in handling the trade-off 
between public safety and funda-
mental democratic principles.
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How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? Anyone who reads the news may 
have heard about the ‘autocratic tendencies’ in Hungary. 
Since 2010, the national-conservative Fidesz government 
has done everything to eliminate counterbalances to its 
power, even if I would not call that an autocracy. This con-
centration of power was able to happen in a formally legal 
way thanks to the two-thirds Fidesz majority in the Hun-
garian parliament—which they have retained again and 
again since 2010. Thanks to this supermajority, Fidesz 
alone adopted a new constitution and has subsequently 
amended it many times, along with pursuing its own 
everyday political interests. New institutional solutions 
have been cemented into laws that can only be changed 
with a two-thirds majority, and loyal officials have been 
appointed to head state institutions. But Fidesz certainly 

will not reign forever, so I wanted to examine how a new 
government could once again reinstate the rule of law in 
Hungary even without a two-thirds majority.

How did you come up with your re:constitution 
project? What inspired you to pursue this question?  
At the time when the 2021/2022 cohort began, there 
seemed to be a realistic chance of the Hungarian opposi-
tion winning the 2022 election. Following an unprece-
dented strategy in Hungary, six parties united as a bloc to 
challenge the ruling party. Although they regularly spoke 
about the importance of the rule of law, at the beginning 
the opposition avoided the question of what they would 
do with Fidesz’s constitutional heritage if they lacked a 
two-thirds majority. When they finally started to discuss 
this problem, they came up with clearly unconstitutional 

Beáta Bakó graduated from the 
Faculty of Law of Pázmány 

University Budapest in 2015� She 
completed an LL�M� in German 
Law at the University of Münster 
in 2017� She completed her PhD 
exam at the University of Münster 
in 2020 with magna cum laude� In 
her dissertation, Beáta examined 
the possible alternatives to the 
Article 7 TEU mechanism concern-
ing the enforcement of the founding 
values of the European Union, 
focusing on the cases of Hungary 
and Poland as examples� During 
her postgraduate studies, Beáta was 
a visiting student at the EUI (2018), 
a visiting researcher at the Max 
Planck Institute for Comparative 
Public Law and International Law 
in Heidelberg (2017) and at the 
University of Warsaw (2018–2019)� 
She has been a Max Weber Fellow 
at the EUI Florence in the cohort 
2020–2021� Beáta also holds an 

M�A� degree in communication 
and media studies from the ELTE 
Budapest (2013)� Since 2013, she 
has been working as a journalist for 
different Hungarian media outlets, 
currently she is co-author of the 
newsletter Gemišt� In 2022, Beáta 
joined Prof� Tomás Dumbrovsky’s 
team at the Law Faculty of Charles 
University in Prague, where she 

conducts research on constitutional 
identity in a comparative perspec-
tive� Beáta’s first book entitled 
‘Challenges to EU values in Hungary. 
How the European Union Misunder
stood the Government of Viktor 
Orbán’ is forthcoming at Routledge 
in 2023�

Beáta Bakó The Dilemmas of a “New Transition”  
in Hungary
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ideas such as overriding constitutional rules with a simple 
majority or dismissing constitutional judges. I found such 
promises very disappointing because I am convinced 
that the rule of law cannot be built on violations of the 
constitution.

Were there any (political) events in the last 
year that changed your view of your research 
topic? The Hungarian general election on the 3rd of 
April 2022, when the united opposi-
tion suffered a dramatical loss while 
Fidesz gained a record number of 
votes—and a two-thirds majority in 
parliament for the fourth time. This 
was not because Fidesz had built a 
‘ dictatorship’ but because of the opposition’s huge mis-
takes during the campaign. The outcome of the election 
made it clear to me that there is another, much more 
substantial research question that has to be answered in 
order to make the rule of law longstanding: why is there 
a lack of public demand to limit state power in certain 
societies and how might such demand be established?

How would you describe the current situation of 
democracy and the rule of law in Europe? Are we 
moving forward or backward? We are certainly 
moving backward, and it would be hypocritical to blame 
countries like Hungary or Poland exclusively for this. 
There is a much more substantial, EU-wide problem that 
became visible during the Covid-19 pandemic. It was the 

European Commission—which raises concerns about the 
rule of law and human rights so often—that came up with 
the idea of ‘EU Green Certificates’. These not only killed 
the Schengen area by making border controls a rule rather 
than an exception but also motivated Member States to 
introduce large-scale discriminatory measures against 
unvaccinated persons to such extremes that, in some 
countries, they were not allowed to work and earn a living. 
Those who raised their voices against this madness were 

labelled as lunatics by politicians and 
mainstream media. The common 
consensus is that it is madness to 
do what conscious citizens normally 
do: question the abuse of power and 
resist the trampling of freedom and 

equality. Now we should ask ourselves whether our ‘liberal 
democratic’ civilisation has started to decline.

What is your next project? I am already in the run-up 
to my book project, which will be published by Rout-
ledge in early 2023. The title is ‘Challenges to EU values 
in Hungary. How the European Union Misunderstood the 
Government of Viktor Orbán’. In the book, I explain why the 
debate over the rule of law between Hungary and the EU 
is a dialogue of the deaf and how Hungary is deceiving 
the EU with a legal constitutionalist charade. Beyond that, 
I have become a member of an international research 
team at Charles University in Prague. We are examining 
the identity-building capacities of constitutions in some 
European and Arabic countries.

Get to know the Fellows 2021/2022

Why is there a lack of public 
demand to limit state power in 
certain societies and how might 
such demand be established?

Colleen Boland is a postdoctoral 
researcher at the Autonomous 

University of Barcelona� She 
works on the EU Horizon2020 
funded ITFLOWS project, seeking 
improved prediction and manage-

ment of mixed migration flows 
to the EU, and co-coordinates 
the project’s Gender Committee� 
She obtained her PhD in Sociol-
ogy and Anthropology from the 
Complutense University of Madrid, 

with the thesis “Second generation 
Muslims in Madrid: hybrid identi-
ties, experiences of discrimination 
and rights expectations”, exploring 
belonging within the framework 
of citizenship that includes socio-

Colleen Boland EU Refugee and Asylum-Seeker 
Rights Dilutions: Gendered Crimmigration Experiences 
in the Dutch and Spanish Cases
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cultural rights� She holds an M�A� 
with distinction in Near and Middle 
Eastern Studies from the School 
of Oriental and African Studies, 
University of London, with a dis-
sertation on tribal law in modern 
Iraq� Her professional roles have 
included Research Manager at the 
transnational NGO Common Action 
Forum and Managing Editor of the 
quarterly International Journal of 
Health Services, with work experi-
ence at the Johns Hopkins Public 
Policy Center and American Bar 
Association Rule of Law Initiative� 
Her research interests relate to the 
intersection of gender and diversity, 
asylum rights and management, 

and the construction of citizenship 
and belonging, with specific refer-
ence to minorities and vulnerable 

populations residing in European 
societies�

How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? If the audience were less familiar 
with the field, I would describe my project as looking at 
the ways in which immigration and criminal law overlap 
to affect women migrants in different EU Member States. 
More specifically, it investigates these “crimmigration” 
(convergence of criminal and migra-
tion law) phenomena through the 
experiences of women migrants 
(and their legal advocates) seeking 
asylum or international protection 
in Spain or the Netherlands. It notes 
how multi-scalar legal regimes 
beyond national law (informal administrative legality, 
transnational or international legality) play into policies 
or practices of criminalisation, or feeling criminalised 
as a migrant. As part of this, the project explores how 
these localised, concrete experiences can be connected 
to broader EU fundamental rights frameworks and nar-
ratives, emphasising why intersectional dimensions of 
class, race and gender inequality matter in this context.

What impressed you the most during a professional 
stay abroad? I don’t think I could pick just one thing 
that impressed me about the mobility stay, but the open-
ness and generosity (in terms of time and attention) from 
my colleagues at both host institutions would be at the 

top of the list. At the Van Vollenhoven Institute at Uni- 
versity of Leiden, colleagues were very welcoming in mak-
ing sure I could join more informal, internal departmental 
update meetings as well as research meetings. Many  
colleagues were very outgoing and approachable and 
would take me to a typical Dutch or local establishment 

off campus to connect or catch up.  
It was also interesting to compare 
and contrast the similarities and dif- 
ferences in Dutch and Spanish 
academia—there seemed to be some 
universal truths (a lot of juggling in 
research and teaching life) but also 

some differences. These might include more formal offi-
cial ceremonies in the Dutch setting, for example, or the 
earlier Dutch versus later Spanish workday—just interest-
ing to note! Similarly, at the Dutch Refugee Council, they 
also expressed interest in my research and made time for 
me despite heavy workloads and very busy schedules.

In your view, how can re:constitution make a differ-
ence? I think re:constitution gathers a group of people 
that are motivated and passionate, but at the same time 
represent very diverse backgrounds and expertise. The 
motivation aspect along with the different perspectives 
and approaches to solving a problem really produces some 
creative solutions and allows for the collective brainstorm-

I think re:constitution gathers a 
group of people that are moti-
vated and passionate, but at the 
same time represent very diverse 
backgrounds and expertise.
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Ylenia Maria Citino Social Media, Fundamental 
Rights and Threats to Democracy in Europe

Ylenia Maria Citino is Post-
Doctoral Research Fellow at 

the Department of Political Sci-
ences (DISP) in Luiss Guido Carli 
University and Research Member of 
the Center of Parliamentary Studies 
(CESP) directed by pr� Nicola Lupo, 
in Rome� She is Assistant Contract 
Professor for the Chair of Public 
Law held by pr� Peter Leyland in 
Luiss� During her re:constitution 
fellowship she visited DG CON-
NECT in the European Commis-
sion, and the Maastricht Center 
for European Law, directed by 
pr� Bruno de Witte, in Maastricht 
University� She holds a Ph�D in 

Public Law from the Department of 
Political Sciences in Roma Tre Uni-

versity� Ylenia collaborated with the 
Chair of Public Law at the Depart-

ing, critical thinking and exchange to go one step further. 
Also, the organisers and staff go to great lengths to 
provide opportunities that inspire or stimulate this kind of 
exchange. I think it’s important in the European project to 
adopt this kind of approach as a way to move forward and 
actually work toward building something and troubleshoot-
ing the problem—finding solidarity through diversity—
rather than complacently regarding democracy and rule of 
law as static concepts, or presuming shared values.

In what way has the pandemic changed your 
outlook on your research topics/questions? The 
pandemic has perhaps reaffirmed some truths that 
had already emerged in the research: that citizenship 
regimes can be exclusionary, fundamental rights can be 
selectively accessed or applied and mobility is a privilege 
enjoyed by individuals that are already included in these 
citizenship or fundamental rights frameworks. At the 
same time, I think it has helped demonstrate that when 
the more privileged experience temporary restrictions 
on these things they normally enjoy (mobility, etc.), 
something like empathy or political will can be leveraged 

to address exclusionary policies and rights frameworks 
on more of a “fast track” than usual. For example, in Por-
tugal during the pandemic, the government temporarily 
allowed foreigners in Portugal with pending applications 
to be treated as permanent residents. This was largely to 
ensure that migrants had access to the national health 
service given the situation, but this also provided them 
with other public services like bank accounts and work 
contracts. While temporary, it demonstrated that meet-
ing fundamental rights obligations is not beyond the 
realm of possibility.

What is your next project? My next project is look-
ing in further depth at the case of Catalonia (as initially 
explored in my re:constitution project), complementing 
the research from the perspective of women asylum 
seekers with accounts of law enforcement and document 
analysis of several Catalonian newspapers. I will also be 
publishing an article on how EU migration policies (rather 
than Member State or national level integration policies) 
can serve as a “pull factor” for potential beneficiaries of 
international protection that come from Latin America.
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How would you explain your re:constitution pro-
ject to a stranger? The overarching topic of my 
re:constitution project is social media, fundamental 
rights and threats to democracy. My main goal is to 
study the constitutional dimension of the phenomenon. 
I delve mainly into free speech on very big platforms to 
find out how it challenges the time-honoured values 
of constitutionalism. The great bulk of research on this 
topic focuses on the perspective of competition and tech 
law, sociology or political science. Very few pay attention 
to the need to reconceptualise the traditional categories 
of constitutional law in order to 
apprehend the rise of new forms 
of expression and public opinion 
through the media. Platforms and 
providers have an impact that ranges 
from the system of fundamental 
rights to the very core of the form of government, and it 
goes beyond the traditional dichotomy of private-public 
power. It is a new, peculiar form of power.

How did your ‘stage’ at the European Commission, 
DG CONNECT contribute to your research? The 
period I spent at DG CONNECT was very enriching. I was 
in Unit I.1, dealing with Audiovisual and Media Services 
Policy, and was part of the team assigned the task of 
drafting a European Media Freedom Act. I conducted 
research on media independence and editorial freedom 
and took part in many remarkable meetings with differ-
ent stakeholders and public officials. This allowed me to 
grasp all the different nuances of the research in a way 
that would have been impossible by referring only to 
existing academic studies. In the field of technological 
innovation, doing research is not about locking oneself 

away in a library but about talking to and interviewing the 
actors who tackle new challenges, day after day. However, 
it is crucial to select only the necessary information from 
practice and convert it into a systematic set of scientific 
argumentations that can foster research, otherwise there 
is a risk of chronicling reality without a clinical eye.

What was your best re:constitution moment so 
far? I teamed up with another Fellow and we applied 
for funds from re:constitution. We planned to organise 
an international workshop on freedom of expression in 

the digital ecosystem that brought 
together high-level experts from 
academia, practice and the Euro-
pean Union, as well as very talented 
young scholars from all over the 
world. re:constitution accepted 

our proposal with enthusiasm, and we collaborated 
for months. The outcome of the workshop was great, 
the academic level was remarkably high, and we are 
currently in the process of editing a volume that will be 
released by an international publisher.

What fascinates you the most about your work?  
I didn’t expect to work as a researcher in constitutional 
and public law and travel as much as I have over the past 
year. As soon as the health crisis restrictions were lifted, 
a lot of in person initiatives were organised and the aca-
demic community of constitutionalists proved to be one 
of the most dynamic. I really enjoy presenting my ideas 
at national and international symposia. In addition to 
this, a fundamental part of my work is teaching students. 
This allows me to see what I am researching from a 
completely different, ever-changing point of view.

In the field of technological inno- 
vation, doing research is not 
about locking oneself away in a 
library (…).
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ment of Political Sciences in Roma 
Tre University and with the Chair 
of Constitutional Law at the Law 
Department in Marconi University, 
Rome� In 2019 she won the prize 
for the Best Doctoral Dissertation 
on Public Law, awarded by the Book 
Series “Sovranità, Federalismo, 
Diritti”, University of Insubria, in 
partnership with the association 
“Gruppo di Pisa”� Graduate in Law 

of Luiss Guido Carli University 
(110/110 cum laude), Ylenia has 
a Master’s degree in Diplomatic 
Studies at SIOI and a Postgraduate 
Diploma on Public Administra-
tion Studies from the French 
Ecole Nationale d’Administration� 
Previously, she was legal adviser for 
the President of the Defence Com-
mittee in the Italian “Senato della 
Repubblica” (2010–11), stagiaire 

at the Legal Service of the Council 
of the European Union (2013) and 
at the cabinet of the Prefect of Paris 
(2013–14)� Ylenia is member of 
the Editorial Board of the top-tier 
scientific journals “Nomos—Le 
attualità del diritto” and “PasSaggi 
Costituzionali”, and active member 
of ICON-S, IACL and Gruppo di 
Pisa� 
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How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? The largest online platform com-
panies, the so-called Big Tech, have become so big and 
entrenched in so many aspects of the public and private 
lives of citizens that they have acquired unprecedented 
power. In many aspects, it seems they have become a 
quasi-state, with their own population, laws and institu-
tions, which ends up challenging the sovereign states 
and the rule of law. My project focuses on these chal-
lenges and how the EU is trying to address them. The big 
question is whether the EU is succeeding in doing so or 

are Big Tech companies actually gaining more power and 
de facto legitimacy?

What was your best re:constitution moment so far?  
My best re:constitution moments were the fellows’ 
meetings, for both their human and intellectual aspects. 
After two years of pandemic restrictions, it was crucial 
to have some in person contact. There is only so much 
you can concentrate on and apprehend when you are at 
home facing a computer screen. So, meeting the cohort 
in Berlin and Lisbon was great and refreshing. I think 

What is your next project? My next project covers a 
topic that I am currently working on at Luiss University. 
In particular, I am studying the constitutional limitations 
that prevent a country from leaving the European Union. 
The Italian case is peculiar because our Europe-wide 

clause (Article 11 of the Constitution) might legally pre-
clude a populist decision to exit the EU only if interpreted 
as a provision embedding in the principle of European 
integration. From a theoretical standpoint, this requires 
overcoming a series of obstacles.

Susana Coroado is a researcher at 
the Institute of Social Sciences, 

University of Lisbon (ICS-UL)� She 
concluded her PhD at ICS-UL in 
2020 with a thesis on the risks cap-
ture of Portuguese regulatory agen-
cies� She holds a MA in International 
Law from the School of Oriental 
and African Studies, University of 
London, and a BA in Political Sci-
ence and International Relations 
from NOVA University of Lisbon� 
She has also studied at Sciences-Po 
Paris and University Pompeu Fabra� 
Susana has conducted extensive 
research on regulation, corruption 
and institutional capture, lobbying, 
money laundering, having written 
several publications on these topics� 

She also has working experience in 
consulting and in both the private 
and public sectors� Since 2020, 
Susana is the chair of Transparency 

International Portugal (pro bono), 
while she has previously served as 
its researcher�

Susana Coroado Goliath vs Leviathan:  
How Big Tech is Challenging the State and the  
Rule of Law
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everyone got along quite well. The same goes for the 
invited speakers and the re:con sti tution team. Beside the 
inspiring talks, the coffee break chat offered great brain-
storming. I hope that the re:con stitution alumni network 
remains active and more collaborations take place (or 
just social meetings; why not?).

What keeps you inspired? Travelling! It allows me 
to change scenarios, get inspired by new things and see 
old things from new perspectives. Travelling helps me to 
get some distance from problems and conundrums. It 
was what I missed the most during the pandemic and I 
think that not having such escapes 
and breaks had a negative influence 
on my work. So, I was quite happy 
to be able to go to Florence for my 
stage. I’m now beginning to develop 
some self-imposed flight-shame due 
to climate change but being based in one of the most 
peripherical countries in Europe—Portugal—makes it 
harder to avoid flights.

How do you feel about the future of Europe? I feel 
a bit gloomy about Europe’s future these days. The rise 
of populism and extremism, the deep inequality between 
and within countries and the democratic backsliding 

make me feel uneasy. It seems that the European Union, 
for instance, has forgotten that it was created to protect 
and promote peace, democracy and human rights in the 
first place.

What is your next project? I don’t have a specific 
work project planned. I’ve decided to take a few months 
off for what I’m calling a “reading sabbatical”. These days, 
we are bombarded by so much information and, more 
often than not, very superficial information. In addition, 
especially in academia, we are required to be productive 
all the time and publish more and more. There is barely 

any time left to read, reflect and 
build actual knowledge. After more 
than a decade of busily working 
simultaneously in academia and civil 
society, I now need some quiet time 
to catch up on reading and think-

ing. My reading list already includes Cloud Empires: How 
Digital Platforms Are Overtaking the State and How We Can 
Regain Control, by Vili Lehdonvirta, which unfortunately 
came out right after I finished my re:constitution working 
paper; and Every, a tech dystopia by Dave Eggers, as well 
as all the cohort’s working papers, of course.
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Simon Drugda is a PhD Candi-
date in Law at the University 

of Copenhagen, where he works 
on a comparative project about the 
judicial reputation of constitutional 
and supreme courts� Simon holds 
degrees from universities in Slo-
vakia, Japan and the UK� He spent 
a semester studying in Norway at 
the University of Bergen and won a 
Japanese government scholarship 

as the only Master/PhD researcher 
in Slovakia for 2015� Simon is a 
co-editor of the Global Review 
pro ject and an Academic Associate 
at I·CONnect, the blog of the Inter-
national Journal of Constitutional 
Law� He is a member of several 
academic networks, including the 
Jean Monet Network “BRIDGE” on 
the future of the European Union 
and the NOS-HS-funded network 

“CONNOR 2030: Constitutionalism 
in the Nordics” on current consti-
tutional challenges—digitalization, 
climate change and migration� His 
research interests are constitutional 
change, constitution-making, 
judicial speech, judicial studies, and 
other related topics in comparative 
constitutional law�

Simon Drugda Merchant of Venice:  
The Nature and Determinants of Effective Trans-
national Constitutional Advice-Giving

My best re:constitution moments 
were the fellows’ meetings, for 
both their human and intellectual 
aspects.
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How would you explain your re:constitution pro-
ject to a stranger? A constitution is a special type 
of product that needs to be produced well to work as 
intended. It may be produced nationally or with input 
from external actors. The need for external input in 
the process of making a constitution is a function of 
the complexity of the knowledge needed to draft such 
a document and the cost of access to this knowledge. 
The cost of access is higher if the required knowledge is 
altogether lacking in the jurisdiction 
concerned or there is low supply. In 
such a case, the state may access 
the knowledge necessary to draft a 
successful constitution, at a lower 
cost, from transnational consti-
tutional advisors. I am studying 
one such institution, which offers 
assistance to nation states on constitution-making: the 
Venice Commission. I am trying to explain why states 
seek advice from the Commission and what underpins 
compliance with the Commission’s advice.

Which phases of your professional career have had 
the biggest impact on your work or your personal 
development so far? While I am still an entry-level 
professional, I have had the pleasure of visiting multiple 
research institutions all around the world. I find interna-
tional mobility essential. The formative experience in my 
career was my studies as a law student in Japan. I had 
the pleasure of being supervised by a seasoned scholar, 
Aikyo Koji, who broadened my horizons beyond black-
letter law. I can still remember reading some books in 

Japan that forever changed me as a scholar, including 
titles such as Judicial Review in New Democracies by Tom 
Ginsburg and Comparative Matters by Ran Hirschl, not to 
mention the many papers by Richard Albert. I became 
truly obsessed with these authors and their writings at 
law school.

What keeps you inspired? Most certainly my mentors 
and colleagues who keep pushing the envelope and add-

ing to the collective knowledge in our 
field and profession. Most of my work 
and ideas originate from the interac-
tions with fascinating individuals who 
inspire me and others around them. 
I hope to be an inspiration for some-
one else in the future.

What is your favourite place in Europe (off the 
beaten track)? My favourite place in Europe is the 
National Archive in Bratislava, where I have been studying 
the historical records of the Slovak Constitutional Court. 
While not many will find this place idyllic, the communist 
architecture of the building and the forgotten history 
contained in the National Archive are truly amazing.

What is your next project? First, I hope to continue 
working under my supervisor at the University of Copen-
hagen, Helle Krunke, on a postdoc on the digitalisation 
of public law. While this subject might seem distant from 
my current focus, I am fascinated by the topic and hope 
to contribute to the debate. The life of the law has been 
considerably accelerated in the 21st Century due to tech-
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Most of my work and ideas 
originate from the interactions 
with fascinating individuals who 
inspire me and others around 
them. I hope to be an inspiration 
for someone else in the future.
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How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? Government responses to the 
pan demic brought very serious restrictions of human 
rights. Countries closed their borders, introduced  curfews 
and contact tracing apps, public assemblies were limited 
or totally banned, and the functioning of parliament, 
judiciary and executive were significantly altered. These 
restrictions weaken the democratic discourse, undermine 
trust in government and thereby put a strain on demo-
cratic political systems. Freedom of information is the 
lifeblood of democracy and rule of law. I was interested 

in finding out what considerations behind information-
related government measures in EU countries are, if 
any. What is the policy content of measures legislative, 
executive and judicial branches have taken in EU Mem-
ber States in the field of freedom of information in the 
context of the pandemic? Is there any concept behind 
restricting access to or distributing information, or are 
these just piecemeal ad hoc (re)actions? While I have 
found that these information-related measures could 
indeed be grouped around some key themes such as 
protecting public health, protecting national security and 

Ádám Földes is a legal advisor 
of the Policy and Advocacy 

team at the international secretar-
iat of Transparency International 
(TI)� Previously, from 2013–2015 
he was in charge of producing TI’s 
report on enforcement of the OECD 
Anti-Bribery Convention� Prior to 
that, he used to work in TI Hun-
gary in various positions, including 
legal director and executive direc-
tor� His field of anti-corruption 
expertise includes freedom of 
information, protection of whistle-
blowers, law enforcement, statutes 
of limitation, political financing, 
regulation of lobbying� He also 
led the Advocacy and Legal Advice 

Center of TI Hungary� Before TI, he 
also worked for Access Info Europe 
(Madrid, Spain) and led the Free-

dom of Information and Privacy 
Program of the Hungarian Civil 
Liberties Union�
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Ádám Földes Information Policies of the  
Coronavirus Crisis

nological advancements. The idea is 
to critically examine who should be 
held accountable for errors in algo-
rithmic decision-making and what 
we can do to make the safeguards 
and checking mechanisms more 
robust to ensure the protection of 
human rights and liberties. Second, 

I am currently very interested in 
polytextual constitution-making. I 
find that the topic is understudied 
and under-theorised, just as the 
Venice Commission was understud-
ied when I selected the topic for my 
re:constitution project. Polytextual 
constitutions, unlike the master-text 

constitutions that prevail, consist of 
multiple constitutional laws of the 
same or similar legal force. There are 
important benefits but also draw-
backs to this style of constitutional 
codification.
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maintaining key public functions/services, there is no 
sign of any comprehensive approach.

What impressed you the most during a profes-
sional stay abroad? The extent to which the legal 
faculties of European universities can differ. In the late 
nineties in Hungary, the legal faculty where I studied 
was a strictly hierarchical, rather 
hostile insti tution dominated by 
display and exercise of power, with 
very little space for thoughts, doubts 
and debates. In 2022, I spent four 
months at the Institute for Information Law (IViR) at the 
University of Amsterdam (UvA) as a visiting researcher. 
Obviously, a Central European university experience 
ought to be very different for a young student freshly out 
of high school to someone with many years of experi-
ence spending time at a Western European university 
as a visiting fellow. Still the difference was striking. The 
UvA building provides students with countless spaces 
for focused work, meetings or just relaxing. There is 
hardly any sign of hierarchy at IViR. Masters and doctoral 
students through post docs, assistant professors to full 
professors are all in daily contact, having random chats, 
lunch or beer together. The institutional culture and 
the research environment at IViR was very stimulating 
in regard to the timeliness and quality of the research, 
the inter national environment and the openness of the 
researchers to discuss ideas and collaborate. 

In what way has the pandemic changed your out- 
look on your research topics/questions? The two 
decades since 9/11 have normalised the draconian 
restrictions of fundamental rights across the democratic 
world. Biometric passports, passenger name record 
databases, telecommunications data retention, to name 
a few, have flourished and, parallel with their rise, the 
voices calling for more transparency and accountability 
are fading away. Only few scandals interrupted the 

 progress of restrictions (such as Wikileaks’ Iraq War 
Logs and Edward Snowden’s disclosure of the PRISM), 
curtailment of civil liberties has become “business as 
usual”. The government measures introduced to tackle 
the pandemic were a watershed in restrictions of rights 
globally. Most of these measures are restrictions of 
freedom of movement, freedom of assembly, freedom of 

expression/information, limitations 
of fair trial and habeas corpus rights, 
etc. In most jurisdictions, the reason 
for these restrictions is the threat 
to the life of the nation (some form 

of state of emergency); in other words, national security. 
Now that an even more widespread and thorough set of 
restrictions were and are (and perhaps will be?) in place, 
what is enacted as law and what is necessary and propor-
tionate in a democratic society to tackle the pandemic, in 
every country around the world, have become high prior-
ity questions for legal scholars and practitioners. Have we 
learned anything from the measures of the war on terror? 
Is that war still going on? Has a “war” on pandemic 
started?

What is your next project? I have more than one 
next project. In the field of freedom of information, 
I would like to further research how and why national 
security norms end up in civilian legislation and vice 
versa, and how and why civilian norms migrate to 
national security rules. Unrelated to this field, in 
my everyday work, I will return to working on grand 
 corruption cases. There, I’m exploring what opportuni-
ties there are already and what future law could be  
when it comes to locus standi of victims of corruption. 
Another project is how to use international human  
rights treaties to challenge corruption, in particular 
the African Charter on Human and Peoples’ Rights 
Article 21: Right to Free Disposal of Wealth and Natural 
Resources and Article 22: Right to Economic, Social  
and Cultural Development.
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Freedom of information is the 
lifeblood of democracy and rule 
of law.
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Théo Fournier The Missing Element—Can  
Constitutional Culture Improve Trust in Rule of Law 
Instruments?

Théo Fournier holds a Ph�D� 
in law from the European 

University Institute (Florence, 
2021) in which he looked at the 
constitutional architecture of two 
democratic transitions (Hungary 
and South Africa)� In parallel, Théo 
worked on and published several 
pieces about the so-called rise of 
populism, focusing on Marine le 
Pen’s strategy of capture of power� 
Théo is the co-founder of ConstPol 
Working Group and Thoughts for 
Europe, two researcher-led initia-
tives which aimed at bursting the 
academic bubble� He also worked 
for a legal consultant for Democ-
racy Reporting International (2020) 

and spent 6 months at the Asia 
Foundation in Manila (2016)� He 
has teaching experience at Sciences 

Po, the University of Bologna and 
University of Aix en Provence�

How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? In my re:constitution project I ask 
a rather basic question : by which mechanisms does 
a population continue to support the constitutional 
system it evolves in? Many constitutional scholars 
would elude such question arguing either that it falls 
beyond the scope of legal studies or that a constitutional 
system is self-supportive thanks to its institutions and 
its mechanisms starting with the 
vote. I consider that it is actually 
worth looking into this popular sup-
port especially in times where our 
liberal vision of democracy is at least 
questioned, at worth, threatened.
Why does a population agree to a specific division of 
powers or to elect for some representatives every 4 years 
when they did not have their word to say in the drafting 
of such rules? Perhaps because it exists somewhere 
outside a constitutional culture, a diffused assent among 
the population that we live under a specific type of social 

contract. But what if this constitutional culture loses 
its influence and if a big chunk of the citizenry votes for 
political leaders who stand against liberal democracy? 
Can we think of any institutional answers to work for a 
consolidation of constitutional culture and therefore to 
decrease political support for populism?

How would you describe the current situation of 
democracy and the rule of law in 
Europe? Are we moving forward 
or backwards? To be fair, I don’t 
buy this idea of a general crisis of 
democracy across Europe. I get that 
such an idea is a great selling point 

for publishers and research centres, but my feeling is 
that maybe academia has fallen into populist paranoia. 
Our European democracies are more resilient than that. 
One example: we all experienced massive restrictions 
of our freedoms during Covid-19, yet the situation has 
returned to normal almost everywhere. I do not agree 
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I do not agree that the current 
situation of democracy and the 
rule of law in Europe is as disas-
trous as many would claim.
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that the current situation of democracy and the rule 
of law in Europe is as disastrous as many would claim. 
It is an oversimplification. I just feel that, since the 
90s, scholars have forgotten that democracy is NEVER 
a given, that it is a moving object which adapts over 
time—luckily—and can be manipulated—unfortunately.

What keeps you inspired? Artists in general and 
especially stand-up comedians. I love to understand how 
they think, how they see the world and how they find 
inspiration. We live in a bizarre world and we tend to for-
get this. They don’t, and that is why we should perhaps 
take their shows a bit more seriously. 

What was your best re:constitution moment so 
far? Some very affordable caipirinhas in Lisbon by 
night with a Belgian, an Austrian, a Hungarian and a Brit.

What is your next project? Project, I don’t know, 
projects, sure, I have some! I am currently a trainee at 

the Conseil d’Etat—one of the two French supreme 
courts. This experience puts me at the core of the French 
judiciary. Aside from developing my legal skills which, 
to be fair, are a bit rusty after the PhD, I will use this 
opportunity to reflect upon the role of administrative 
justice in safeguarding the rule of law and democracy. 
My big idea would be to write an essay on the topic. In 
parallel, I am also a consultant for UNITAR, the United 
Nations Institute for Training and Research. My mission 
is to co-design a one-week training course for Malian 
bailiffs with two Malian experts to improve the quality of 
bailiffs acts and eventually the trust of the population in 
the justice system. The objective is not to design a one-
off training course but to make sure it will be repeated 
down through the years. This means having an impact, 
a small one for sure, but still an impact. I also want to 
publish my PhD and write an article on post-colonial 
constitutions in French-speaking African countries. So 
yeah, some projects ahead!

Dr� Sarah Ganty is J�S�D� can-
didate at Yale Law School, 

theorizing the concept of Merizen-
ship, which she has introduced� She 
is also FWO Postdoctoral Fellow at 
the Human Rights Center of Ghent 
University and teaches at the Cen-
tral European University in Vienna 
and the Facultés Universitaires 
Saint-Louis in Brussels� Sarah’s 
first monograph, dissecting the 
concept of “migrants’ integration” 
in EU law, has just been published 
by Larcier and comes on top of a 
handful of articles on migrants’ 
integration and discrimination 
on grounds of socioeconomic 
disadvantages, which appeared in 
the Human Rights Law Review, 

European Journal of Risk Regula-
tion, European Journal of Migration 
and Law, Revue de droit belge des 
étrangers and Revue Trimestrielle 

des droits de l’homme, among 
others� Sarah holds an LL�M from 
Yale Law School (2018), where 
she was a Fulbright Fellow, and 

Sarah Ganty “A Right to the Effective Access  
to Rights”: A Pleonasm?
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How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? The issue of non-take-up is alarm-
ing. A huge percentage of people around the globe who 
are entitled to rights on paper do 
not claim them in practice. This is 
due to administrative and practical 
obstacles as well as stigma and 
discrimination, which turn rights 
into a mirage for some groups. In 
this context, I argue for the recognition of a general right 
to effective access to rights, i.e., a right that provides the 
subject of rights with the external conditions (informa-
tion, language facilitation, absence of stereotypes and 
stigma etc.) to be in the position to decide to activate a 
right. The concept of capabilities developed by A. Sen and 
M. Nussbaum is very helpful to understand this right. 
Every person must have a range of options to choose 
from or act upon to enjoy agency and achieve various 
valuable functionings in life, including, I would argue, the 
freedom to activate/claim or not activate/claim a right 
she is entitled to. There is a huge difference between 
someone who is starving because she does not have food 
or because she decides to fast: it is no different when it 
comes to rights—people should enjoy the external condi-
tions to decide for themselves whether or not to activate 
their rights, especially socioeconomic rights.

Which events or publications have inspired you 
recently? Ian Urbina’s article on ‘The secretive prisons 
that keep migrants out of Europe’, which was published 
in the New Yorker last November. The atrocities that are 
happening at EU borders and in third countries financed 
by EU money constitute one of the most important 
challenges in terms of the rule of law and fundamental 
rights currently facing the EU and are sadly being left 
in the shadows. It is a grey area where actions and 
responsibilities of the EU, private actors, EU agencies—

especially Frontex—, Member States and third countries 
are difficult to identify and disentangle from each other, 
especially with the increasing digitalisation and exter-

nalisation of borders. Investigation 
and writings—such as Urbina’s but 
also those of some other wonderful 
journalists, lawyers and NGO’s—are 
of tremendous importance in shed-
ding light on the horrors that are 

happening with the money of EU taxpayers. There should 
be more work and action on what will be remembered by 
history as deadly European borders.

In what way does international mobility impact 
your projects and/or the way you work? It gives 
me the opportunity to meet fascinating people, brings 
intellectual joy and allows me to discover new coffee 
places to write.

What fascinates you the most about your 
work? The independence and freedom that academia 
provides in terms of ideas, writings and intellectual 
engagement. It also nicely combines three activities 
that are of fundamental importance to me: advance-
ment of knowledge through research and engagement 
with peers, transmission through teaching, and social 
commitment through involvement in civil society and 
litigation.

What is your next project? Studying the role of merit 
and deservingness in the legal field and especially in con-
stitutional politics. Merit is increasingly being researched 
in the fields of philosophy, political theory and sociology 
and either praised or criticised, especially through the 
concept of meritocracy, but, to my knowledge, there is 
not major work on the question of how merit interplays 
with the law, especially constitutional law.
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There should be more work and 
action on what will be remem-
bered by history as deadly Euro-
pean borders.

a master’s degree in Law from 
Université Catholique de Louvain 
(UCL) (2010)� She was a visiting 
researcher at Berkeley Law School 

(Spring 2015) and at the Centrum 
voor migratierecht in Nijmegen in 
The Netherlands (Fall 2014)� Her 
Ph�D� is from ULB Brussels (2019)� 

She was called to the Bar of Brus-
sels in 2010 and practiced consti-
tutional, administrative, refugee 
and immigration law�
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Kevin Hinterberger Committees of Inquiry  
as an Effective Tool to Enhance Democracy and  
Fight Corruption? Comparing the European  
and Austrian Parliament

Kevin Fredy Hinterberger is 
an Expert on Asylum and 

Migration Law in the Austrian 
Federal Chamber of Labour� 
He studied law in Vienna and 
Madrid (2010-2014)� In 2015, he 
received a Doctoral Fellowship of 
the Austrian Academy of Sciences 
(ÖAW) for his doctoral thesis at 
the Department of Constitutional 
and Administrative Law of the 
University of Vienna (2016-2019)� 
During this time, he completed 
research stays in Giessen (Germany) 
and Madrid (Spain)� His thesis deals 
with regularisations of irregularly 
staying migrants and compares 
the existing regularisations estab-
lished in the domestic laws of 
Austria, Germany and Spain (doi�
org/10�5771/9783748902720)� 

The English version will be pub-
lished in 2022 with Nomos and 
Hart (FWF-funding PUB 828-G)� 
He publishes widely on issues of 
Administrative Law, Constitutional 
Law, Comparative Public Law, 

European and Austrian Migration 
and Asylum Law and International 
Refugee Law� He is teaching at the 
University of Vienna�

How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? My re:constitution project deals 
with parliamentary committees of inquiry and takes 
a deeper look into a mechanism that is designed to 
control the administration and political actors of a 
country. In Austria, we have seen that such committees 
may contribute to effectively fighting corruption and 
enhancing democracy. I looked at this topic from a legal 
perspective. In 2015, the legal regime in this regard 
was reformed and recent developments make the topic 
highly interesting. For example, since 2015, establishing 
a parliamentary committee of inquiry is a minority right, 
and the Austrian Constitutional Court has gained certain 
competences to deal with relevant issues.

What was your best re:constitution moment so 
far? I really enjoyed the third re:constitution fellows’ 
meeting in Lisbon. It was great to spend time with the 
other fellows and to have the chance to visit the Portu-
guese Parliament. In general, I am very happy that I was 
part of the third re:constitution cohort and, therefore, 
part of the re:constitution network!

In your view, how can reconstitution make a 
 difference? I think building a network is crucial to 
identify and jointly tackle the challenges Europe is 
 facing regarding the rule of law and democracy. It is only 
possible to discuss and solve the problems that exist if 
people are aware of them.
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What made you apply to the programme? What did  
you get out of it? I applied to the programme because 
I really liked the idea of being able to spend two stages  
in different institutions and coun-
tries. I spent mine at the Austrian 
Constitutional Court and the 
 European University Institute (EUI)  
in Florence, which really helped me  
to narrow down my project and 
develop the concept further. I per-
sonally think that this approach to international mobility 
is really excellent for helping researchers to gather both 
academic and practical input for their research.

What is your next project? I am currently finalising 
the translation of my German doctoral thesis. It deals 
with regularisations of irregularly staying migrants and 

compares the existing regularisations 
established in the domestic laws of 
Austria, Germany and Spain (doi.
org/10.5771/9783748902720). 
The English version will be published 
in 2022 with Nomos and Hart (FWF-
funding PUB 828-G). I am also trying 

to develop my reconstitution project further and use it 
as a basis for a ‘real’ post-doc project. Hence, I will try to 
acquire further funding to examine this topic.
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Andi Hoxhaj The Politics of the EU Rule of Law  
and Anti-Corruption Reform

Dr Andi Hoxhaj is a Lecturer in 
Law at the University College 

London, Faculty of Laws in the UK� 
He teaches the European Union 
Law, Public Law, and Civil Law 
modules at UCL Faculty of Laws 
in the UK� He is a recipient of the 
University of Warwick Award for 
Teaching Excellence 2021, where 
he was Fellow in Law for a number 
of years� In April 2018, Dr� Hoxhaj 
was awarded the British Academy 
Rising Star Engagement Award for 
a project entitled “The UK—West-
ern Balkans post-Brexit” by the 
British Academy for Humanities 
and Social Sciences� His insight on 
corruption, good governance, EU 
enlargement, and the migration 
of young people in the Western 
Balkans were referred to in a UK 
parliamentary inquiry report “The 
UK and the future of the Western 

Balkans” in 2018 in the lead up 
to the UK–Western Balkans Berlin 
Process Summit� He is an author 
of a book entitled ‘The EU Anti
Corruption Policy: A Reflexive Gover
nance Approach’ (Routledge, 2020) 
and has a number of peer-reviewed 
articles published in leading aca-

demic journals on the rule of law, 
anti-corruption, academic freedom, 
EU engagement with the Western 
Balkans, and European Neighbour-
hood and Enlargement policy� 
Dr� Hoxhaj was the Freedom House 
Nation in Transit 2022 country 
report author for Albania�

I think building a network is cru-
cial to identify and jointly tackle 
the challenges Europe is facing 
regarding the rule of law and 
democracy.
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How would you explain your re:constitution  pro- 
ject to a stranger? The European Commission has 
published the annual EU Rule of Law Report since 2020, 
aiming to assess the state of the rule of law in each EU 
Member State and at pan-European level—The Rule of Law 
Report consists of a general report and 27 country chap-
ters, and offers an overview of the Member States—on 
four main pillars: the justice system, the anti-cor ruption 
framework, media pluralism and other institutional checks 
and balances. The idea of the Rule of Law Report is to 
serve as a basis for discussions in the EU about the overall 
state of the rule of law and to prevent problems emerg-
ing or deepening further on the four main pillars. My 
re:constitution project studies the anti-corruption pillar of 
the Rule of Law Report and assesses whether the report is 
an adequate instrument or not to assess the true nature 
and state of corruption in the 27 Member States.

How did your ‘stages’ at the Quality of  Government 
Institute contribute to your research? My visits to 
the Quality of Government (QoG) Institute and Centre for 
European Research at the University 
of Gothen burg were an extremely 
fruitful experience, both personally 
and professionally. The QoG is one of 
the leading institutes in the world in 
the study of corruption and engag-
ing with colleagues there helped me a lot in further 
developing my conceptual understanding of the Rule of 
Law Report’s main pillars, especially the anti-corruption 
framework. Furthermore, the feedback and questions 
I received from presenting my re:constitution research 
project at a seminar in Gothenburg in May 2022, organ-
ised and hosted by Brännpunkt Europa, was very helpful 
in further developing the research and including new 
elements that I had not thought of before. I also enjoyed 
engaging with other institutes based in Gothenburg such 
as the Varieties of Democracy (V-Dem) Institute and it 
was also helpful to get their perspective on the other 
pillars of the Rule of Law Report. I am hugely indebted to 
the re:constitution fellowship for providing me with this 
opportunity to engage with some of the leading experts 
in the field of corruption.

How important will international mobility be for 
your future professional development? Internatio-
nal mobility is central to my identity as a person and 

as an academic researcher and teacher. I first left my 
home country, Albania, shortly after the collapse of 
communism at the age of 4 in 1992. Since then, I have 
lived, studied and worked in different countries around 
the world (the UK, Germany, the U.S. and Sweden). 
Therefore, international mobility will continue to be a big 
part of my life and work in the future, as I am planning 
new research projects—but overall, it has broadened 
my horizons and given me a better understanding of 
different cultures. My international experiences have 
always made me aware of the fact that there are always 
new cultures and values that we can learn about, and 
our horizons can always be further broadened if we make 
more effort to learn and engage. Through research visits 
and collaboration, I have learned that there is always 
another theoretical and research approach, another per-
spective, another relevant example that we do not know 
or haven’t fully incorporated into our re:constitution 
fellowship work. While in Sweden, I further improved my 
conceptual understanding not only of how democratic 
governance, human rights and citizen participation are 

upheld peacefully, but also of how to 
sustain democracy despite a difficult 
political climate. It was very interest-
ing to experience how the country 
debated whether they should join 
NATO or not, and how it is always 

important to hear both sides of the argument.

In your view, how can re:constitution make a 
 diffe rence? re: constitution is a unique program that 
is creating a transnational network of experts on the rule 
of law and democracy by providing them with fantastic 
opportunities for research stays abroad and platforms 
for discussions and publications—but more than this, 
it creates a strong network of like-minded people that 
stand up for the protection of the rule of law, democracy 
and human rights. The goal of re:constitution is to make 
a contribution and it is already making a difference by 
establishing strong and lasting links between intellectu-
ally like-minded people, not only by connecting them 
through their international experience and stay using 
the re:constitution framework but also by supporting 
their research and advocacy outputs. From my own 
re:constitution experience, the network has helped me 
to better disseminate my research and to contribute to 
public debate in the EU, as well as to be able to propose 

International mobility is central 
to my identity as a person and 
as an academic researcher and 
teacher.

37



Nicholas Reed Langen is a 
writer and legal commentator� 

He writes regularly for a range of 
publications, including a weekly 
column on constitutional and 
legal affairs for The Justice Gap, 
and essays, columns, and articles 
for Project Syndicate and the UK 
Constitutional Law Blog, among 
others� In 2017, he obtained 
his LLM from the University of 
Toronto, where his thesis, written 
under the supervision of Prof� Kent 
Roach, considered the compatibility 
of human rights remedies with the 
rule of law� Previously, he worked at 
the UK Treasury Solicitor’s Depart-

ment and was a research assistant 
at the Bingham Centre for the Rule 
of Law� He also holds a BA (Hons) 

in Jurisprudence from Merton 
 College, University of Oxford�

new policy solutions from my re:constitution research 
project. re:constitution has amplified the voices of young 
researchers and professionals who do not always have 
the support of their own institutions.

What is your next project? I am taking my first lec-
tureship post at University College London in autumn and 
am very excited to be joining the UCL Faculty of Laws, 
which was rated the top law school in the UK for research 
quality in the 2021 REF (a seven-yearly government-led 
assessment of the quality of research at universities). 
I learned about the offer while travelling to conduct a 
research interview for my re:constitution project in July 
2022 and it will be forever in my memory. I am also 
thankful to the re:constitution programme for allowing 
me to develop my project. During the interview process, 

I had an opportunity to discuss my project and now we 
are discussing including part of the project outcome, 
once it has been published in a peer-reviewed article, in 
one of the special seminars at the UCL Faculty of Laws for 
students to further learn how corruption has a devastat-
ing impact on the rule of law and proper functioning of 
the judicial system. My next research project is an inter-
disciplinary research project entitled “EU Enlargement 
Law and the Road to EU Membership”, which investigates 
how EU enlargement law and the accession framework 
might be reformed in light of Ukraine’s application to join 
the European Union and the EU’s opening accession talks 
with Albania and North Macedonia in June 2022. I hope 
I will be able to share the peer-reviewed paper with the 
re:constitution network sometime in 2023.
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Nicholas Reed Langen Lawless Legality:  
The Populist Attack on the Rule of Law
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How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? All over Europe and across much 
of the western world, we are seeing a resurgence of 
authoritarianism. The ambitious democratic projects of 
the 20th Century are faltering, with liberal democratic 
governments being replaced by those with a more 
 autocratic mindset. Rather than 
solely leaving responsibility for 
responding to this threat with the 
elected branches of government, 
my project argues that the judiciary 
have a crucial role in preserving 
liberal democracy. Building on the idea that the liberal 
and democratic elements are not irretrievably entwined, 
I argue that the courts can assert the right to defend 
 liberal values and to more forcefully challenge authori-
tarian overreach. If courts fail to do so, what happens 
is evident in countries like Hungary and Poland, who 
continue to fall further under authoritarian control with 
little evidence of anything on the horizon that might 
slow their descent. 

How did you come up with your re:constitution 
project?  After paying some attention to the rise 
of Orban and his shift from a liberal democrat to a 
 would-be illiberal autocrat, it was the emergence of 
right-wing populism in the UK that made me consider 
the issue more closely. Many of my columns tracked  
the rise of this political pressure and how politicians, 
including Boris Johnson, were embracing its values 
rather than challenging them. After the Brexit referen-
dum, the UK courts showed that there was the potential 
for the judiciary to resist this pressure, holding Theresa 
May’s government to account and forcing her to get  
parliament’s assent to the UK leaving the European 
Union. This sparked my interest in the role of the courts 
in a liberal democracy, and how they have a source  
of legitimacy distinct from the elected branches that 
rests on the values integral to liberal democracies rather 
than the people that live in them.

Have there been any (political) events in the last 
year that have changed your view of your research 
topic? While it was a long time coming, the fact that 
Boris Johnson was eventually forced from office by 
 political rather than legal pressure shows that the poli-
tical class in the UK has not entirely abandoned principle 

and reason. At the same time, the 
fact that he was given high office (on 
repeated occasions) and was allowed 
to erode constitutional norms and 
conventions again and again shows 
that, for many politicians, the only 

thing that matters is popularity. With the UK becoming 
more unequal and more divided than ever, it will be dif-
ficult for the next prime minister not to fall victim to the 
siren call of popular acclaim, choosing the applause of 
their tribe rather than challenging their expectations and 
demands. 

What made you apply to the programme? More 
of my writing in the media was looking at constitutions 
and how leaders subvert them using popular pressure 
and by taking control of legislatures. In some countries, 
this meant that the judiciary stepped into the breach on 
questions such as climate change or prisoners’ rights. 
re:constitution’s fellowship seemed like the ideal way to 
look at these questions in greater depth and to consider 
how the courts contribute to constitutional democracies, 
while giving me the opportunity to immerse myself in 
European life, getting a better understanding of how 
these cultures respond to constitutional challenges. 

What is your next  project? While I’m still very much 
in the midst of my re:constitution project (there’s always 
more to read!), my next project is a natural extension of 
it. I am planning to broaden my geography, looking at 
how America’s courts have been corrupted and degraded 
by partisanship, and how they can play more of a role in 
preserving America’s democracy going forward. This will 
hopefully build towards a more substantial project that 
considers the role of courts in liberal democracies more 
broadly, ranging from modern democracies, such as 
Hungary and Poland, to the earliest democracies, such 
as Great Britain, the United States and France. 

All over Europe and across much 
of the western world, we are 
seeing a resurgence of authori-
tarianism.
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Christina Neier is a postdoctoral 
researcher and lecturer at the 

Faculty of Law of the University of 
Zurich� She also teaches European 
law at UniDistance Suisse and 
is managing editor of the Swiss 
Review of International and 
European Law (SRIEL)� Previously, 
Christina worked as a research 
assistant at the University of Zurich, 
as a legal officer at the EEA Coor-
dination Unit of the Liechtenstein 
national administration, and as a 
senior researcher at the Liechten-
stein Institute� Her doctoral theses 
on the European Union citizenship 
was awarded the 2019 Annual Prize 
of the Law Faculty of the University 
of Zurich� Her current research 

focuses on solidarity between 
constituent states of European 
federal states and between Member 
States of the European Union� 
She has published several articles 

on EU citizenship rights, the EEA 
Agreement, the bilateral agreements 
between Switzerland and the EU, 
and in human rights law�

Christina Neier Solidarity between Constituent 
States: A Comparative Analysis of European Federal 
States and the European Union

How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? The question of solidarity between 
the Member States of the European Union has become 
one of the most pressing in recent 
times as a result of the financial and 
economic crisis, the migration crisis, 
the Covid-19 pandemic and the now 
increasingly frequent natural disas-
ters. Nevertheless, there is still no 
consensus on the reason, scope and 
limits of solidarity among EU Member States. My project 
contributes to this debate on European solidarity.

What inspired you to pursue this question? In the  
EU, three trends show the urgency of the question of 
 solidarity between its Member States. Firstly, the impor-
tance of solidarity between Member States has grown in 
practice in recent years, as the crises mentioned above 
have shown. Secondly, the Lisbon Treaty introduced new 

provisions on solidarity between EU Member States. 
Thirdly, the principle of solidarity between EU Member 
States is also gaining legal and political significance 

because it is now increasingly being 
used and concretised by the Euro-
pean Court of Justice in its case law. 
Because of these trends, I consider 
the question of solidarity to be par-
ticularly important in European legal 
studies.

How did your ‘stage’ at the Max Planck Institute 
for Comparative Public Law and International 
Law contribute to your research? The Max Planck 
 Institute for Comparative Public Law and International 
Law in Heidelberg is very well known for research 
 relating to public international law, European Union law 
and constitutional law. My stay at the institute gave me 
the opportunity to exchange ideas about my project 

My stay at the institute gave  
me the opportunity to exchange  
ideas about my project with 
researchers from Europe and  
all over the world.
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with researchers from Europe and all over the world. By 
exchanging ideas and arguments with other researchers, 
you always gain a new perspective on your own project. 
I also benefitted from the institute’s well-stocked library.

Have there been any (political) events in the last 
year that have changed your view of your research 
topic? The war in Ukraine has once again shown  
how important solidarity in Europe is. On the one hand, 
this concerns the solidarity of the EU Member States  
in the area of foreign policy. On the other hand, solidarity  

in the EU is also needed regarding the Ukrainian refu-
gees. And, last but not least, solidarity between the EU 
Member States will play an important role in overcoming 
the energy shortage.

What is your next project? I will continue to devote 
my research to the question of solidarity between EU 
Member States and specialise further in the question of 
solidarity, particularly in the area of European asylum  
law and energy policy.

A Yale Law School graduate, 
Omer is an international 

lawyer, a Lecturer in International 
Law at Sciences Po Paris, the legal 
director of front-LEX, and Counsel 
at the International Criminal 
Court� In Israel\Palestine, he 
co-founded a human rights law 
firm that specialized in Supreme 
Court and High Court of Justice 
litigation of high-profile matters� 
He also co-founded and was the 
legal co-director of an NGO that 
provided pro-bono representation 
to detained asylum-seekers� He also 
co-litigated the Anti-Infiltration 
Law case, a landmark ruling that 
led to the release of 1,500 refugees 
and secured the liberty of tens 
of thousands others� In France, 
Omer was a senior associate in the 
International Arbitration Group of 
Shearman & Sterling LLP� He also 
gave legal advice to governments, 
organizations and individuals such 

as Médecins Sans Frontières (MSF) 
and Julian Assange� As the legal 
director of front-LEX he is currently 
focused on legally challenging EU 
migration policies before interna-
tional, European and EU Courts� He 
co-filed, inter alia, the 1st ICC case 
against EU officials over EU poli-
cies in the Central Mediterranean 
and Libya (2019), the 1st CJEU 

case against the EU Border Agency 
Frontex over its policy in the Eastern 
Mediterranean (2021), the 1st dam-
ages lawsuit filed against the EU by 
a victim of ‘Push-Back’ (2022), the 
1st case of a ‘Push-Back’ of an EU 
citizen (ECtHR), and legal pre-action 
against the EU Commission to have 
Frontex Director dismissed (2022)�

Omer Shatz The Normative Gap at EU External  
Borders
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How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? How to hold Frontex and other EU 
bodies to account for EU migration policies. This project 
dealt with the organisational responsibility of EU actors. 
There is no reason for Member States to be subjected to 
judicial oversight by the European 
Court of Human Rights, but their 
EU counterparts with whom they 
operate enjoy full impunity before 
the European Court of Justice. The 
project, therefore, researched how 
the extremely restricted ways in 
which victims of serious breaches of 
fundamental rights can access effective judicial protec-
tion and remedy under EU law and jurisprudence can  
be expanded.

How did you come up with your re:constitution 
pro ject? What inspired you to pursue this ques-
tion?  For the first time since Nuremberg, Germany 
and other Western European states are openly orches-
trating policies pursuant to which atrocity crimes are 
committed. For the first time outside the context of an 
armed conflict, liberal democracies are implicated in 
crimes against humanity. For the first time in human 
history, the targeted population is invented and perse-
cuted not based on who they are, but where they are. 
This situation inspired me to look for ways to counter EU 
migration policies. My legal understanding was that the 
concept of state responsibility fails to regulate EU migra-
tion policies and more broadly to protect the lives and 

rights of asylees. I therefore decided to cultivate alterna-
tive forms of liabilities: supra-national (organisational) 
and infra-national (individual).

What keeps you inspired? My daughter.

What made you apply to the pro-
gramme? What did you get out 
of it? I was looking for a fellowship 
that would support my research 
project. The re:constitution fellow-
ship agreed to do so.

What is your next project? How to hold officials of 
Frontex and other EU bodies to account for EU migration 
policies. My next project concerns the individual respon-
sibility of EU actors. The International Criminal Court 
determined that Crimes Against Humanity are being 
committed against ‘migrants’ and come under its juris-
diction. The UN determined that EU states are complicit 
in these crimes. A case I co-filed to the International 
Criminal Court on the matter in 2019 was declared 
admissible by the previous Prosecutor. However, both 
the previous and the current Prosecutor are not moving 
forward with investigations of European nationals for 
political reasons. Representing numerous victims of 
these crimes, I am working with my team and partners 
to find legal ways to compel the Prosecutor to impartially 
comply with his mandate to end impunity and his duty 
to administer justice under the Rome Statute.

For the first time since Nurem-
berg, Germany and other West-
ern European states are openly 
orchestrating policies pursuant 
to which atrocity crimes are 
 committed.
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Dr� Katalin Sulyok is an 
Assistant Professor at ELTE 

University, Budapest� She holds a 
Ph�D� in law, a Bachelor’s degree in 
Biology and earned an LL�M� degree 
from Harvard Law School as a Ful-
bright scholar� Her main research 

areas concern international, EU and 
domestic environmental law issues�
Her English-language PhD thesis 
was awarded the Henry Wheaton 
(J�B�Scott) Prize by the Institut de 
droit international given to the best 
international environmental law 

dissertation written in English, 
German, French, Italian or Spanish 
in 2018-2019� Her thesis has been 
published as a monograph entitled 
“Science and Judicial Reasoning: 
The Legitimacy of International 
Environmental Adjudication” in 

Katalin Sulyok Countering Short-Termism:  
Creating New Rights-holders to Protect Long-term 
Environmental Interests in Europe
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How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? Democracies have an inherent bias 
towards the present, as elected governments focus on 
satisfying the short-term interests of their constituents. 
Such a decision-making model neglects, and sometimes 
even sacrifices, the long-term interests of future gen-
erations for the sake of short-term gains. This leads to 
marked intergenerational conflicts, which drive a growing 
number of lawsuits filed with national courts against 
governments that are reluctant to 
tackle the climate and ecological 
crises. In a new wave of environmen-
tal and climate change litigation, 
domestic courts have become willing 
to impose limits on the freedom 
of action of present-day decision-
makers to safeguard ecosystems and 
a stabile climate for posterity. My re:constitution project 
investigates how claimants invoke normative rule of law 
requirements in such future generations litigation and 
examines the ways in which courts interpret enforceable 
pillars of the rule of law, such as non-arbitrariness or 
non-discrimination, in an intertemporal context to pro-
tect the rights and needs of posterity.

What made you apply to the programme? What did 
you get out of it? When I applied to the programme, 
I was at the beginning of my post-doctoral research, 
searching for new inputs and impulses to launch a new 
project. I also wanted to reflect on my ten years of experi-
ence in environmental human rights advocacy from an 

academic point of view. The programme allowed me to 
use the experience I had accumulated as a chief of staff 
and chief legal advisor to the Hungarian Ombudsman for 
Future Generations in developing my post-doc research 
on intergenerational equity. The fellowship turned out to 
offer another unique benefit. Due to the rule of law focus 
of the programme, my research project bridges two, so 
far mainly separate fields of inquiry and scholarship: the 
rule of law on the one hand, and environmental and cli-

mate law on the other. I believe there 
are considerable synergies between 
the two fields that have been under-
appreciated so far.

The pandemic has changed the 
way we work, communicate and 
travel. What would you like to 

keep in terms of living and working in the ‘new 
normal’? Online conferences and virtual research 
cooperation undeniably makes academic work more 
sustainable, more equitable and accessible, and some-
times even more efficient. Even though there is definite 
added value (and pleasure) at in person events, the virtual 
working environment made it possible for me to attend 
and speak at more conferences than before and to build 
collaborations with previously unknown colleagues from 
all around the world in a  matter of months. Undoubtedly, 
as a mother of two little children, my opportunities to 
remain an active member of the academic world would 
have been much narrower and more challenging in the 
“old normal”.

2021 by Cambridge University 
Press� Dr� Sulyok has been a Leibniz 
Fellow at the Max Planck Institute 
in Heidelberg, a Visiting Researcher 
at the Lauterpacht Centre, and a 
Visiting Scholar in the Center for the 
Environment, Energy and Natural 
Resource Governance of Cambridge 
University� Dr� Sulyok has also been 
working as a chief legal advisor to 
the Hungarian Ombudsman for 
Future Generations since 2014�

As an environmental lawyer 
and a trained biologist, I’ve 
always been aware of the risk of 
humanity’s excessive, detrimental 
impact on the biosphere trigger-
ing a global pandemic.
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In what way has the pandemic changed your out- 
look on your research topics/questions? As an  
environmental lawyer and a trained biologist, I’ve always  
been aware of the risk of humanity’s excessive, detri-
men tal impact on the biosphere triggering a global 
pandemic. Witnessing the adoption of several haphazard, 
belated public health measures worldwide that often 
ran counter to what had been advocated for by scientific 
experts clearly showed that our current legal framework 
is unable to deal with, let alone prevent, such large-scale 
disruptive events. In order to be better prepared to tackle 
similar challenges in the future, we need a transfor-
mative change in governance, including environmental 
and  climate governance. The current crises reaffirmed 
my belief in the need to use our legal imagination and 

creativity to find novel approaches and principles for 
 environmental policymaking and governance, including 
those previously only thought to be of aspirational value.

What is your next project? I will continue working  
on my research concerning the normative character  
and content of the intergenerational equity principle in 
international and domestic environmental law as part  
of my habilitation process. I am also working on conven-
ing a workshop to analyse the doctrinal novelties and 
challenges in future generations litigation with legal 
experts from diverse jurisdictions. This project will be run 
with Aarhus University, one of the host institutions of  
my stages, thus making it a direct continuation of the 
collaboration stemming from my re:constitution project.
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Maciej Taborowski is Profes-
sor at the Institute of Legal 

Studies of the Polish Academy of 
Sciences (INP PAN) and former 
Deputy Ombudsman of the Repub-
lic of Poland (2019-2022) i�a� rep-
resenting the Ombudsman in pro-
ceedings before the Court of Justice 
of the European Union and the 
European Court of Human Rights 
and the Polish Constitutional Tri-
bunal� Maciej is also a Polish advo-
cate (adwokat) and Member of i�a� 
the Good Lobby Profs, the Council 
of the Osiatynski Archive and the 
Expert Team of the Stefan Batory 
Foundation in Warsaw� The basic 
themes of his academic research 
include: protection of the rule of 

law in European Union law, issues 
dealing with judicial protection in 
EU law, the EU internal market and 
EU citizenship law, the protection 
of fundamental rights, the effective-

ness of the EU legal system, as 
well as national and constitutional 
identity of an EU Member State�

Maciej Taborowski The Value of the Rule of Law 
(Art. 2 TEU) as National Identity Clause (Art. 4 (2) TEU)  
à Rebours?
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How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? The European Union is based on 
the premise that all Member States respect the value of 
the rule of law as expressed in Article 2 TEU. As part of 
my project, I am considering what exactly this means. 
To determine this, I am reading a number of judgments 
in which, in accordance with its authority, the CJEU 
determines how this value should be understood, includ-
ing the value of the rule of law as part of the identity 
of the European legal order. I noticed that there is a 
clause in the treaty that sounds quite similar: indeed, 
Article 4(2) TEU orders the EU and its institutions to take 
into account and respect the constitutional identity of 
the Member States. I thought that such an obligation 
imposed on the EU in respect to Member States might 
carry similar implications as the obligation of Member 
States to respect the constitutional identity of the EU.

What fascinates you the most about your work?  
The subject of my research is a living, evolving  matter. 
Each month brings new rulings from the CJEU that 
develop, shape and change the sub-
ject of my work. For example, when I 
submitted my re:constitution project 
in 2021, one of the main claims 
was that the values in Art. 2 TEU 
form something like a European constitutional identity 
clause for EU law. Meanwhile, in February 2022, for the 
first time in its case law, the Court explicitly confirmed 
that the European values of Art. 2 TEU "define the very 
identity of the European Union as a common legal order" 
(C-157/21, 145).

Which event or publications have inspired you 
recently? I see the results of a sociological study 
conducted by Polish sociologist Katarzyna Pawlikowska 
on the life attitudes of Polish women and men in recent 
years as inspiring for the future. They show that there 
have been very strong and positive changes among 
women in particular, who, in Poland, are liberalising, 
becoming increasingly aware and have an extremely 
modern economic and worldview attitude despite  
the bleak political scene. I hope this will translate into  
the political choices. After these many gloomy years, 
there is a growing number of citizens, especially female 

citizens, who demand quality, concrete things from  
politicians, not just empty slogans and promises.

How do you feel about the future of Europe?  
Europe is a woman, and it is the female point of view that 
is the future of the continent. There is no longer any area 
of social life that does not have strong female represen-
tation. Female politicians head states and governments, 
women manage global corporations, brands, decide on 
the distribution of EU money and create ground-breaking 
content in culture. The power of women lies in their 
sense of the needs of local communities, their under-
standing of generational changes and their appropriate 
responses to change. Trust in women is growing so fast, 
female political and business leaders have proven that 
their points of view give a greater sense of security and, in 
the long run, greater social gain.

What is your next project? The next project I will be 
involved in is called “Transition 2.0: Addressing Systemic 
Deficiencies within the European Framework,” and will 

be led by a group of researchers 
under the aegis of the Max Planck 
Institute for Comparative Public Law 
and International Law in Heidelberg 
(and A. von Bogdandy, M. Bobek, A. 

Bodnar and P. Sonnevend). The project aims to deter-
mine how, in countries where systemic violations of the 
value of the rule of law enshrined in Article 2 TEU have 
occurred, it will be possible to restore the legal system 
to normal functioning in light of the requirements of 
European Union law and the European Convention on 
Human Rights. To this end, the project will first diagnose 
what exactly happened and why, and how the resulting 
systemic problems can be remedied. For example, with 
regard to Poland, this would mean considering how to 
rectify the status of judges nominated in violation of 
European standards and how to deal with the verdicts 
they issued. These considerations, however, will be 
accompanied by the assumption that the rule of law can 
only be restored while maintaining necessary European 
standards, and the determination of the framework 
within which the legal systems can be transformed in line 
with the European spirit.

Europe is a woman, and it is the 
female point of view that is the 
future of the continent.
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Emre Turkut The Rule of Law, Human Rights,  
and European Responses to the Covid-19 Pandemic:  
An Inquiry into Emergency Powers in Times of  
Global Health Emergencies

Dr� Emre Turkut is a post-
doctoral researcher at Hertie 

School’s Centre for Fundamental 
Rights� He received his PhD in inter-
national law from Ghent University 
and remains an affiliated researcher 
at the Ghent Rolin-Jaequemyns 
International Law Institute (GRILI)� 
Emre’s research covers a variety of 
fields within the domain(s) of public 
international law, international 
human rights law and comparative 
constitutional law including states 
of emergency, derogations, emer-
gency powers, counter-terrorism, 
self-determination movements, 
international law in domestic courts, 
transnational judicial dialogue and 
judicial politics in authoritarian 
regimes� His research outputs have 
appeared in top-tier journals and 
received several scholarly awards 
and prizes including an honorable 

mention for the American Society 
of Comparative Law’s prestigious 
Colin B� Picker Prize in Comparative 
Law in 2020� Emre previously held a 
Swedish Institute visiting fellowship 
at Uppsala University (2018-19) 
and a DAAD fellowship at Hertie 
School (2019-20)� Along with his 

academic work, Emre is frequently 
contacted by NGOs and global 
media platforms to give expert 
opinions on issues of human rights, 
international law and Turkish law� 
He also serves as a legal consultant 
and expert witness on Turkish law 
to several private entities�
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How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? The Covid-19 pandemic has dra-
matically changed the way we live. It goes without saying 
that the pandemic probably produced the most complex/
multidimensional global crisis in the history of humankind 
and it is really not easy to respond to such a big threat. 
Major crises have major consequences and one such 
major consequence of the pandemic has been that states 
took coercive measures in order to respond to the magni-
tude of the health risks, such as radically limiting travels, 
carrying out sanitary controls, closing schools, universities 
and other public places and imposing lockdowns to con-
fine people at home. This has been and still is particularly 

worrying from the perspectives of the rule of law, human 
rights and democracy. Given the Covid-19 pandemic 
mitigation measures’ drastic effects on these fundamen-
tal notions, scholars and researchers increasingly argue 
that, since the onset of the pandemic, a ‘constitutional’ 
pandemic is rising via the substantially differing modes 
of authoritarian/emergency governance triggered by the 
invocation and greater consolidation of executive public 
health emergency powers. My re:constitution project aims 
to comparatively explore some of these phenomena, i.e., 
the use of emergency powers in response to the Covid-
19 pandemic focusing on three European case studies, 
namely Germany, Turkey and the United Kingdom.
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How did your ‘stage’ at the European Court of 
Human Rights (ECtHR) contribute to your research? 
My stage provided an excellent opportunity for me 
to consult with the staff of both the ECtHR and other 
Council of Europe bodies with substantial experience in 
the domain of human rights in general and my research 
topic in particular. I believe I greatly benefitted from 
such consultations, which provided deeper insights into 
the international monitoring and review process on the 
Covid-19 measures—and possible shortcomings thereof.

What keeps you inspired? The societal relevance of 
my research, more than anything. Ever since I started 
studying law, I have always wanted my research to have 
some sort of societal impact and relevance. I am always 
motivated by the potential outcomes of my work for 
society/community. I frequently give 
media interviews and expert opin-
ions on issues related to my research 
and that might well be one way to 
have such an impact. Consistent 
with my profound interest in and 
commitment to human rights activism and civil society 
empowerment, for example, I have provided expertise to 
a number of Turkish lawyers/litigators as well as human 
rights defenders and civil society organisations seeking 
effective legal remedies in response to the emerging 
human rights crisis in Turkey since the draconian state 
of emergency adopted there in July 2016. I also regularly 
communicate the provisional results of my research to a 

broader audience of scholars, experts and stakeholders 
via subject-specific mailing lists.

What is your favourite place in Europe (off the 
beaten track)? Rome. I arrived in Rome on a Sunday 
afternoon in September 2012 as a recent graduate of 
law school and lived there for a year for an internship. 
This was an overwhelming idea at the time, but I fell 
in love with the city at first glance. The people I met in 
the early days of my stay treated me like their long-lost 
buddy. I consider myself a foodie and thought I already 
knew Italian cuisine before I arrived in Rome. However, 
it did not take long before I realised that I was gravely 
mistaken. I was really surprised to find out that some 
chefs can make risottos and pizzas to die for. Since then, 
of course, I have made many trips back to Rome. Yes, 

it is true that the city is the perfect 
blend of history and the modern 
world, but I secretly believe Rome 
has some magical powers that war-
rant another return (throw a coin in 
the Fontana di Trevi and you’ll see!). 

Tous les chemins mènent à Rome, as they say.

What is your next project? My re:constitution 
research is embedded in the larger post-doctoral project 
I am currently conducting at the Hertie School. Next 
year, I will keep working on the Covid-19 pandemic mea-
sures in Europe and produce a number of papers, which 
may eventually take the form of a book project.

Ever since I started studying 
law, I have always wanted my 
research to have some sort of 
societal impact and relevance.

Catherine Warin, a graduate of 
the Ecole Normale supérieure 

de Cachan and Sciences Po Paris, 
holds an LL�M� and a Ph�D� in Euro-
pean Union Law from the University 
of Luxembourg� She has authored 
several publications in European 
and Luxembourgish public law� 
Her doctoral thesis, published 

as a monograph (Nomos, 2019) 
focused on Individual rights under 
EU law and her main concern, both 
in her research and her practice, is 
the effectiveness of those rights� 
As a fully qualified lawyer at the 
Luxembourg Bar, she specializes in 
fundamental rights litigation before 
the Luxembourgish and European 

courts� She is also the co-founder 
and president of Passerell, an NGO 
providing legal support to vulner-
able individuals and asylum seekers 
in Luxembourg� She advises the 
organization on legal issues and 
she coordinates the team of volun-
teer lawyers doing advocacy work 
and research for individual cases� 

Catherine Warin Taking Rights Consciousness 
 Seriously
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How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? Ignorance of rights, not just by 
right-holders but also by those facing the latter—private 
natural or legal persons, administrations, courts—is 
a major obstacle to the effectiveness of these rights. 
This issue is directly relevant to the rule of law: unless 
individuals can assert the rights that the rule of law sup-
posedly confers on them and obtain the corresponding 
protection, they become excluded from the European 
‘integration through law’ project, which ultimately leads 
to loss of confidence in our legal system. Multi-level 
governance and intertwined legal sources amplify this 
issue in our ‘Union based on the 
principles of democracy and the rule 
of law’. Addressing these difficulties, 
the project sheds light on rights 
consciousness as a key component 
of the EU’s rule of law culture. It 
combines (legal, socio-legal, psycho-
legal) theoretical and normative perspectives with a 
review of EU positive law and explores three main ques-
tions. Firstly, how does the notion of rights conscious-
ness relate with that of the rule of law? Secondly, how 
does EU law currently support the development of rights 
consciousness, especially by imposing fundamental/
human rights diligence obligations on public and private 
actors? Thirdly, how can the promotion of an EU rule 
of law culture support further development of rights 
consciousness?

How did you come up with your re:constitution 
project? What inspired you to pursue this question? 
I was a PhD student when I started volunteering at an 
accommodation centre for newly arrived asylum seekers, 
peculiarly located in Luxembourg city’s chic Limpertsberg 
neighbourhood. As a small group of volunteers, we 
taught basic French to the newcomers (Comment ça 
va? Comme ci comme ça…). One of them was from Iraq, 
where he had practiced law for many years. He wanted 
to know what my doctoral research was about. When I 
told him the topic was ‘individual rights under EU law’, 
he replied in a kind but sad tone: “you will come to see 

that unfortunately, these simply do 
not exist.” He was not being patronis-
ing, just stating what had become 
an inescapable truth for him. This 
project is intended to provide a 
constructive response to the (not 
isolated) perception that rights exist 

only on paper, especially when it comes to vulnerable 
individuals who have no means of enforcing them. It is 
based on the idea that enhancing rights consciousness 
across society can help make individual rights a reality 
and strengthen collective confidence in the rule of law.

In your view, how can re:constitution make a dif-
ference? re:constitution makes a difference by provid-
ing a forum for exchanging views from a broad variety 
of backgrounds—not just multidisciplinary academic 
backgrounds (although that in itself is great) but also 
creating opportunities for academics, practitioners, civil 

 Catherine teaches fundamental 
rights and EU internal market law at 
the University of Luxembourg and 
at Sciences Po and she has recently 
joined the European Institute of 
Public Administration as a Lecturer 
in EU Law�

(…) enhancing rights conscious-
ness across society can help make 
individual rights a reality and 
strengthen collective confidence 
in the rule of law.
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Doctor of Laws, assistant 
professor at the Institute of 

Law Studies of the Polish Academy 
of Sciences (ILS PAS), and post-
doc in the international research 
project MEMOCRACY The Chal-
lenge of Populist Memory Politics 
for Europe: Towards Effective 
Responses to Militant Legislation 
on the Past� In her dissertation, 
Anna discussed restrictions on 
the rights and freedoms of indi-
viduals in the context of historical 
policy from the international 
human rights law perspective� She 
graduated in law from Warsaw 
University and sociology from 
Central European University� She 
was a re:constitution programme 
fellow (2021-2022), affiliated 
with Democracy Institute, Central 
European Univiersty, and Hungar-

ian Helsinki Committee and a 
fellow of Rethink�CEE programme 
of the German Marshall Fund of 
the United States (2021)� Anna is 
also a rule of a law practitioner� 
She has co-founded two rule of law 
monitoring projects, the Wiktor 
Osiatyński Archive and the Rule of 

Law in Poland� Since 2017, she has 
analyzed democracy in Poland for 
Freedom House� She also worked 
for Article 19 and cover the rule of 
law for OKO�press, an independent 
public interest journalism portal�

society profiles, etc. to meet, brainstorm, confront and 
combine their experiences and expertise. We can all take 
the outcomes of those discussions back to the field, the 
classroom and our research. The growing re:constitution 
community is beautifully diverse and dynamic!

What keeps you inspired? I am inspired by the kind 
of discussions I just described and by the people who 
engage in them. It is truly inspiring to meet people who 
are experts in their field, yet keep an open mind and 

respect and are genuinely interested in what others with 
diverse backgrounds and experiences have to say.

What is your next project? One project I am devel-
oping with re:constitution fellow Théo Fournier focuses 
on the connections between the rule of law and admin-
istrative law. The other topic I will research in the coming 
months is how EU law functions as a vector for human 
rights in the domestic legal systems of EU Member 
States, especially the legal system of Luxembourg.

Anna Wójcik The Rule of Law Decline and Assault 
on Media Pluralism and Freedom. A Comparative Study 
of Backsliding Democracies in the European Union
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How would you explain your re:constitution pro-
ject to a stranger? I investigated how the European 
Union’s institutions have responded so far to assaults on 
media freedom and pluralism in two Member States that 
are severely backsliding on democracy standards, namely 
Poland and Hungary. I found that, compared to the EU’s 
response to the ongoing judicial independence crisis, the 
response to the media freedom and pluralism crisis has 
been more restrained. So far, the EU institutions have 
relied on monitoring and political dialogue, including 
within the Article 7 of the Treaty on the EU procedure. 
They have only started one EU law infringement proce-
dure, in a case against the Hungarian Media Council’s 
refusal to renew the broadcasting 
licence of an independent radio 
station. In contrast, over the years, 
the EU Commission has brought 
several cases to the EU Court of 
Justice against the Polish and Hungarian governments 
in relation to judicial independence and other human 
rights standards. One reason is that the European Com-
mission is very careful not to overstep its legal limits and 
to operate within the confines of what EU law covers. 
Media regulation concerning public and private media 
have traditionally been the domain of the Member States’ 
national legislation, not EU law. To address this lacuna, 
the European Commission has started working on a new 
EU level Media Freedom Act that would harmonise cer-
tain standards impacting media freedom and pluralism in 
Member States. However, I argue in line with a growing 
number of EU law scholars that the Commission can rely 
on already existing treaty provisions, especially those pro-
tecting EU values, and should not hesitate to start EU law 
infringement proceedings in relation to specific aspects 
of the media freedom crisis, especially those that give 
rise to grave concerns regarding the fairness of European 
Parliament elections.

The pandemic has changed the way we work,  
communicate and travel. What would you like to 
keep in terms of living and working in the ‘new 
normal’? I cherish personal freedom, which for 
researchers and journalists often means having the free-
dom to choose where they sit typing papers or articles 
on their compu ters all day. Remote work was a blessing 

because it allowed greater flexibility to juggle professio-
nal and personal commitments. And it turns out that  
you get the best ideas while walking in nature. However, 
I sorely missed in-person workshops and conferences. 
You can’t reduce all exchange to online meetings.

Have there been any (political) events in the last  
year that have changed your view of your research 
topic? Russia’s despicable attack on Ukraine has re - 
calibrated most things, including the European Union’s 
response to the rule of law emergency in Poland and 
Hungary. I was worried—and I still am—that the Euro-
pean Commission will lose its leverage over the Polish 

government and accept the Polish 
president or governing party’s pro-
posals to not fully implement rulings 
of the European Court of Justice and 
the European Court of Human Rights 

regarding judicial independence. I am very happy and 
positively surprised that Polish society has opened  
its homes, hearts and pockets to Ukrainians fleeing  
the war. However, the Polish government should not take 
full credit for this, and the issues of regional security, 
humanitarian protection and judicial independence stan-
dards should be evaluated and addressed individually.  
In such trying times, we need Member States that adhere 
to the rule of law standards more than ever.

What keeps you inspired? I am inspired by conver-
sations with people and by reading, not necessarily 
 academic work in my discipline, but fiction, long-reads, 
quality journalism and essays. I do my research best 
when I’m well rested and my mind has had the chance 
to wander in different directions. After days of mostly 
solitary typing at my computer, I need a getaway. To stay 
motivated and inspired, it's good to go and see some-
thing really beautiful—a landscape, a play or a concert.

What is your next project? As a post-doctoral 
researcher in the MEMOCRACY project, funded by the 
Volkswagen Stiftung, I am preparing a study on legal  
governance of historical memory in Poland and Hungary. 
My contribution will be based on my doctoral thesis.  
The study should be ready by the end of the year.

Get to know the Fellows 2021/2022

(...) it turns out that you get  
the best ideas while walking  
in nature.
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Wouter Wolfs is Senior 
Researcher and Lecturer at 

the KU Leuven Public Governance 
Institute (Belgium)� He studied 
Contemporary History, Compara-
tive and International Politics, and 
European Politics and Policies 
in Leuven and in Budapest� After 
working as a policy advisor in the 
European Parliament, he was a 
teaching and research assistant 
at the University of Leuven� From 
2015 to 2019, Wouter was a PhD 
Fellow of the Research Founda-
tion Flanders� In 2019, Wouter 
defended his doctoral thesis on 
the funding of European political 

parties� His research interests are 
focused on policy support and the 
organization of parliaments, party 

finance and regulation, and EU 
politics�

Wouter Wolfs A European Democracy without 
Democratic Infrastructure: the Regulation of Elections 
for the European Parliament

How would you explain your re:constitution pro- 
ject to a stranger? How can we make the elections 
to the European Parliament more interesting and worth-
while? That is, in essence, the core question that lies at 
the heart of my re:constitution project. These European 
elections have long been considered “second order”, as 
can be witnessed by the declining turnout over time. 
The main premise of my project is that this can largely 
be explained by the lack of a “democratic infrastructure”, 
meaning the rules that govern the electoral process and 
the way political parties organise and campaign. More 
specifically, I argue that the multi-level nature of the 
regulatory framework—with rules on both the EU and 
the national level—creates an important obstacle to 
making these elections more European and more salient. 

How did your ‘stage’ at International IDEA con-
tribute to your research? My stage at International 
IDEA was particularly enriching because it brought me 
closer to actual policymaking again. Before turning to 
academia, I was a policy advisor at the European Parlia-

ment, and the work at International IDEA has been a 
renewed experience of providing policy support, in my 
case in the field of party regulation and party finance. 
My time there has thus not only been rewarding for my 
project—exchanging views on the state of campaign 
finance regulation in Europe—it also provided me with 
the opportunity to contribute to solutions to tangible 
policy challenges. For example, I was able to work on a 
new digital platform for party finance in Albania with the 
aim of improving political transparency and accountabil-
ity and fostering public trust in the country.

What is your favourite place in Europe (off the 
beaten track)? I am a big fan of Scandinavia. One of  
the most rewarding trips I have been on was to the 
Lofoten archipelago in the north of Norway. It’s perfect 
for escaping from the day-to-day hustle and bustle and 
finding some space to breath and think. The hikes and 
climbs can be tough, but the views from the mountain-
tops are absolutely breath-taking.
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How would you describe the current situation of 
democracy and the rule of law in Europe? Are we 
moving forward or backwards? Contrary to expecta-
tions, the 21st Century has not been the pinnacle of 
democracy in the world. Quite the opposite; democracy 
and the rule of law are under threat 
everywhere, from the local to the 
international level. Even established 
democracies are no longer safe from 
authoritarian trends. The prospects 
are dire: the crumbling international order, the fallout of 
climate change and alienating aspects of new technolo-
gies will present enormous challenges for democratic 
systems. For scholars and academics in particular, now 
is the time to breach the metaphoric walls of our ivory 
towers and pink castles in order to defend and improve 
democracy and the rule of law wherever we can.

What is your next project? My future projects will 
still focus on challenges to democracy and partly build 
on my work in the framework of the re:constitution 
project. First, I will examine how parliaments organise 
internally in order to provide a counterweight to the 

executive: how do they build up 
policy capacity and how can this 
be strengthened further? A second 
project looks into the spending 
behaviour of political parties on 

social media and the main implications for democracy. 
A third project will examine how the European Union 
has tried to adapt to the changing geopolitical situations 
and what effects this has had on the internal balance of 
power and democratic values. As you can see, challenges 
to democracy continue to be a leitmotiv of my work, and 
my future plans are, in a way, a testimony to the very 
rewarding experience I had through re:constitution. 

How can we make the elections 
to the European Parliament more 
interesting and worthwhile?
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The end of this academic year 2021/2022 marks the end of the 

first re:con sti tu tion project phase� It will culminate in the alumni 

and network conference “Distance & Convergence: re:constituting 

Democracy and the Rule of Law in Europe” from 8–9 September 

2022 with  keynotes by Angelika Nußberger and Koen Lenaerts, 

a rule of law marketplace and interactive sessions designed by 

re:constitution Fellows and Alumni� Taking the re:constitution  

programme as a point of departure, the conference will bring all  

Fellow generations, partners and friends together for crucial 

debates about safeguarding the EU’s democratic future�

This will also be a time of transition for the programme, because 

we are about to embark on re:constitution 2�0� It will see a con-

tinuation of the great co operation between Forum Transregionale 

Studien and Democracy Reporting  International with two of the 

core elements of the programme—the Fellowships and re:consti - 

tu tion analysis—firmly in place�

The shifting focus in the second project phase will be on strate-

gically strengthening the re:constitution network, concentrating on 

alumni relations and intergenerational exchange to connect the  

generations of Fellows with each other in a meaningful way�  

For many Fellows, the re:constitution Fellowship is an important 

period in their professional careers and on a personal level, some-

times resulting in changes in their professional lives� We would 

like to ensure that re:constitu tions continues to be a relevant ele-

ment for Fellows, even after their Fellowships have come to an end� 

Therefore, in a co-creative process involving current and former 

Fellows, we seek to catalyse the currently mostly latent alumni 

network as a sustainable transdisciplinary pan-European network 

of experts with a clear  purpose: the shared interest of scholars and 

practitioners in addressing the on going challenges to democratic 

principles and rule of law backsliding in Europe�
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