
AIDC ACADÉMIE INTERNATIONALE 
DE DROIT COMPARÉ IACLINTERNATIONAL ACADEMY 

OF COMPARATIVE LAW

The first ever Comparing Comparisons Conference held in Hamburg 
at Bucerius Law School was organized and presented by the 2019 
Comparative Law Methodology class of the international program. The 
conference, held in partnership with the International Academy of 
Comparative Law (IACL), was an exciting opportunity for a diverse 
group from Bucerius Law School to share not only what they had learnt 
over the semester but also their differing perspectives in respect to a 
variety of aspects of comparative law.  

The conference began with greeting words by Prof. Boele-Woelki who 
introduced the members of the Executive Committee of the IACL. The 
Secretary-General Prof. Fernández Arroyo spoke about the older 
generations' efforts to interest the youth in comparative law, and how 
he was excited to see that those efforts had born fruit. 

The topic of “The Ban of Face Covering” was first discussed by 
Quentin Allard, Shane Callaghan, Petros Fotarkis & Natalie Hope. The 
group introduced the different types of face coverings and the origin 
of the religious command to wear them. Through the article 
“Uncovering French and Belgian Face Covering Bans”  by Eva Brems, 
Jogchum Vrielink, and Sai’la Ouald Chaib,  they proceeded to 
compare the bans of face coverings in France, Belgium, and the 
Netherlands and discussed the consequences of said bans. They 
explained that one of the supposed goals of the bans is to allow for 
integration of minorities into society, but that they found that claim 
questionable, and that the bans may have simply fueled religious 
conflict. They concluded by stating that they expect that more laws of 
these nature will be produced throughout Europe. Prof. Franco Ferrari 
then questioned whether their sample was large enough and 
recommended that they enlarge it to other more dissimilar countries 
such as England and Italy. Further he asked the group to discuss what 
norms were discovered from their comparative research and 
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challenged them to further consider what actual impacts these norms 
have within their chosen topic and greater within society.  

The following group, composed of Kristen Bovery-Spencer, Evelyn 
Ederveen, Vincent Lim, & Ana Rosic discussed “Surrogacy”, providing 
an analysis of a comparative research provided in the book “Eastern 
and Western Perspectives on Surrogacy” published in 2019 by Jens M. 
Scherpe, Claire Fenton-Glynn and Terry Kaan. They explained the 
methodology the authors adopted in their comparative study, 
undertaking a five-step comparative research approach. From the 
early onset of the research the authors state the necessity to canvas 
Eastern and Western jurisdictions against each other due to the 
significant differences in societal and cultural history. The comparative 
study brought to light the reality of the international surrogacy market 
and the difficulties this creates for national jurisdictions, namely that it 
is clear that individuals are traveling to obtain surrogacies. However, 
each sovereign nation has such differing perspectives on the matter 
that it is difficult to reach an international agreement. The group then 
faced questioning from the Deputy Secretary-General M. Senegacnik 
and the crowd regarding the books' input from the populations it 
discusses and the group's opinion about forum shopping. Further, 
they were encouraged by the moderator to provide a critique of the 
book and provided with some angles from which they could do so 
including further questioning and critique of the specific choices and 
division of jurisdictions. The group concluded that the book was very 
well structured and largely contributed to the compelling comparative 
research presented by the authors. 
The next presentation addressed the niche concept of “Victim-
Perpetrator Reconciliation Agreements” within the broader topic of the 
“Death Penalty”. They surveyed and critiqued the article: “Victim-
Perpetrator Reconciliation Agreements: What Can Muslim-Majority 
Jurisdictions and the PRC Learn From Each other?” by Daniel Pacoe 
and Michelle Miao. Summating the article, Noam Laufer, Frederico 
Carvalho, & Jack Elbaz explained how the article compared restorative 
justice measures exercised to some extent by both the Peoples 
Republic of China and eleven Muslim majority countries.  Following 



AIDC ACADÉMIE INTERNATIONALE 
DE DROIT COMPARÉ IACLINTERNATIONAL ACADEMY 

OF COMPARATIVE LAW

the analysis, the group presented their critique. Their criticisms 
included thoughts about the article’s methodology, choice of 
jurisdictions, and underlying assumptions. The comparative study was 
encouraged by Prof. Makane Mbengue who further challenged the 
group to question different aspects of the article such as why certain 
formative international legislation, namely the UN’s global mortarium 
on the death penalty, wasn’t addressed in the article. Further, Prof. 
Mbengue suggested questioning the authors' choice of the eleven 
Muslim majority countries, as some of them are secular while others 
are religious, and both have legal institutions that differ harshly from 
the others. 

After a short break the group consisting of Jessie Rao, Corrine Ni, 
Aaron Savit & Maddy Stein addressed the topic of plea bargaining. 
The study focused on five jurisdictions and gathered its data through 
questions and answers from renowned experts in the field of criminal 
law. The group broke their research to specific fields including what 
plea bargaining is called the differing jurisdictions, temporal aspects, 
the nature, legal sources, frequency of use and procedural safeguards.  
The discussion was based on the article “A Comparative Look at Plea 
Bargaining in Australia, Canada, England, New Zealand, and the 
United States” by Carol A. Brook, Bruno Fiannaca, David Harvey, Paul 
Marcus, Jenny McEwan, and Renee Pomerance. The article presented 
the combined opinions of six erudite international criminal justice 
professionals and provided a comparative perspective on differing 
criminal case resolving mechanisms in Australia, Canada, England, 
New Zealand, and the United States.  The group highlighted the 
blatant lack of information regarding plea bargains in some states and 
the wealth of information about the exact the same topic in the United 
States. Prof. Curran then questioned the group about the 
methodologies they employed in their report, asking if they thought 
there were improvements that could have been made. 

The topic of “Non-Marital Relationships” was then addressed by Sonia 
Buira Bozal, Carlos Garcia Medina, Rocio Cazella Mendez & Veronika 
Tenorová. The group presented a comparative analysis of the structure 
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of two comparative studies in the field of non-marital relationships. 
The books which were compared were ‘Principles of European Family 
Law Regarding Property, Maintenance and Succession Rights of 
Couples in de facto Unions’ and ‘Nordic Cohabitation Law’. The group 
specifically focused on the definitions for non-marital relationships 
given in the two studies and commented on the similarities and 
differences between the two. Prof. Rosado De Sá Ribero discussed the 
importance of such research and how this topic is rapidly evolving in 
today’s world. 

The last group, composed of Theodora von Arnim, Barbara Bruni, 
Diana Reid, & Nassor Salum addressed the topic of “The Role of Law 
Commissions”.  They compared Australian, Scottish, French and US 
law commissions. They discussed the similarities and differences 
between the organizations such as source of funding, the differing 
goals and functions of each commission, and how much of their 
advice is implemented. Moderating, Prof. Blom added to the discourse 
by sharing some of his experiences that he had picked up over time 
through his involvement with law commissions.  

After closing words by Prof. Boele-Woelki, the participants were 
presented with certificates of attendance and congratulated for their 
work. 

Noam Laufer and Vincent Lim 


