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Abstract
Once a year, the German-speaking public law assistants meet to discuss recent developments in their work-
ing areas. This year, the anniversary of several enactments of constitutions, such as the Grundgesetz, sug-
gested to discuss issues with regard to the role of constitutions for the democratic state, constitutional
change, and the relevance of constitutions for societal cohabitation. During the lively discussions, one
could observe a trend towards interdisciplinary research in the work of young public law scholars.
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A. Introduction: The Annual Meetings of German-Speaking Public Law Assistants and
Their First Meeting in Frankfurt
Every legal regime throughout the world has its idiosyncrasies, as is the case with academic cul-
ture. Among the most remarkable examples is the yearly gathering of the German-speaking
public law scholars: The Staatsrechtslehrertagung. But there is another annual event for young
public law scholars, referred to as the “little brother” of the above-mentioned conference.
Established in 1961 as a meeting of only thirty-one Assistenten in Hamburg,1 the conference
soon developed into a large and important gathering.2 Today, the Assistententagung is a
must-attend event for young scholars who look to pursue a career in academia. Many current
senior professors started their academic lives here, where they held one of their first academic
speeches. But it is not only because of the thrilling speeches and vivid discussions that an
increasing number of young scholars attend the conference: As one early attendant of the meet-
ing stated, the evenings of the Assistententagung have always been entertaining as well.3
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1For insights into the development of the Assistentagung’s early years, see Helmuth Schulze-Fielitz, 25 Jahre
Assistententagung. Über Geschichte und Funktion der Tagungen der wissenschaftlichen Mitarbeiter der Fachrichtung
„Öffentliches Recht“ 1961-1985, 34 JAHRBUCH DES ÖFFENTLICHEN RECHTS DER GEGENWART 35 (1985).

2For an overview of recent developments of the Assistententagung, see Florian Gröblinghoff & Konrad Lachmayer, Die
Assistententagung Öffentliches Recht auf dem Weg ins 21. Jahrhundert, 55 JAHRBUCH DES ÖFFENTLICHEN RECHTS DER

GEGENWART 429 (2007).
3At least, it is handed down this way by Schulze-Fielitz, supra note 1, at 35, 51.
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Therefore, young scholars convene annually to indulge in exciting discussions, both at the pan-
els and after the official framework program.4

The topic of this year’s conference, “Constitutions—Their Role Through the Ages,” was as uni-
versal as it was topical. Not only does the German Grundgesetz celebrate its seventieth birthday in
May 2019, it is also 100 years ago that the Weimarer Reichsverfassung was enacted, and 170 years
ago that the short, but momentous, history of the Paulskirchenverfassung began. What better year
to talk about a number of issues dealing with constitutions? For that purpose, the
Assistententagung took place in Frankfurt am Main from February 19 to February 22, 2019.
Made possible by the excellent organization on the part of research assistants from the
Goethe-Universität Frankfurt am Main, around 250 young public law scholars came together
for discussions, networking, and conversations about their passion: The further academic develop-
ment of public law—not only in the German-speaking countries of Germany, Austria, and
Switzerland, but throughout the world.

B. The Seven Panels: Constitutions Through the Ages
With each panel looking at a number of issues with regard to constitutions and constitutional law
recently discussed, the conference started with a panel on constitutional connections
(VerfassungsBeziehungen). Kathrin Strauß (Münster)5 chose an interdisciplinary approach for
analyzing the emergence of a constitution. Using social ontology and the theory of speech acts,
she evaluated a phase of constitutional development for which legal studies and legal doctrine have
yet to deliver robust results—the “zero hour” of a constitution. Breaking with the somewhat
mythological concept of omnipotent founding fathers or mothers and fathers of the
Grundgesetz, Strauß took the viewpoint of an observer being outside of the occurrence of the
constitution. She thereby found that the constitution is an institutional truth, shaped by more
than the constitutional text.

A characteristic of the German public interacting with their constitution is constitutional patri-
otism (Verfassungspatriotismus).6 In her talk, Eva Ricarda Lautsch (Bochum)7 took a rather criti-
cal view on the philosophical concept, pointing out that using a constitution as a focal point of
patriotism entails some difficulties. According to Lautsch, a constitution is a set of legal guidelines,
rather than a set of values. Alternatively, understanding a constitution as an objective set of values
—such as the German Federal Constitutional Court does—leads to an understanding of a
constitution not fit to adapt to societal changes or provide a set of rules for an ever-changing
constitutive people. Moreover, a constitution is in constant need of legitimization by the people
governed by it. Assessing the constitution from a patriotic point of view carries the danger of not
having political debates as lively and controversial as they should be. The in-depth and elaborated
analysis of the concept of constitutional patriotism discussed by Lautsch stimulated the audience
to think about the role a constitution should play in a society and how different ways of

4As the Assistententagung has a long-standing tradition, it is tradition, as well, that participants of the conference review it
in the German Law Journal. SeeMehrdad Payandeh, Conference Report—Collectivity: Public Law between Group Interests and
the Common Good; The Annual Meeting of Public Law Assistants in Hamburg 2012, 13 GERMAN L.J. 904 (2012); Stephan
Kirchner & Sebastian Recker, Risk in Law—Law in Risk: The 50th Annual Meeting of Public Law Assistants in Greifswald,
23-26 February 2010, 11 GERMAN L.J. 551 (2010); Matthias Koetter, Freedom, Security and (the) Public(ity): Notes on the
2008 Heidelberg Conference of German-speaking Public Law Assistants, 9 GERMAN L.J. 737 (2008).

5Kathrin Strauß, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: Emergence of the Constitution—An Analysis of the Evolution of a
Constitution and its Players Using Social Ontology and the Theory of Speech Acts (Feb. 20, 2019) [Verfassungswerdung—eine
sozialontologische und sprechakttheoretische Analyse der Entstehung einer Verfassung und ihrer Akteure].

6For a recent presentation of the concept, see JAN-WERNER MÜLLER, CONSTITUTIONAL PATRIOTISM (Princeton Univ. Press,
2007).

7Eva Ricarda Lautsch, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: The Open Society of Constitutional Patriots?—How the
Grundgesetz as Patriotic Instrument Ousts Political Discourse (Feb. 20, 2019) [Die offene Gesellschaft der
Verfassungspatrioten?—Wie das Grundgesetz als patriotische Folie den politischen Diskurs verdrängt].
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understanding the normative power of a constitution can change its influence on political and
civic discourse.

Constitutions are meant to distribute power between different actors within states. Yet, because
constitutions can be altered, the second panel on constitutional forces (VerfassungsKräfte) dis-
cussed which forces of constitutional development can be identified and which actors wield them.
In his insightful and captivating presentation, Josef Müllner (Wien)8 showed how the Austrian
constitution (Bundesverfassung) developed in the course of its near centennial history. He stressed
that, because constitutions are very much influenced by the societal conditions of the time during
which the text is drafted, constitutional continuity can only be expected when legislators and
applicants of the constitutions—such as courts and legal scholars—seek to amend the text of
the constitutions or their interpretation of constitutional clauses regularly and readily. To support
his argument, Müllner provided examples for the discourse between the Austrian legislature, the
Constitutional Court, and legal scholars that eventually resulted in the development of the
Austrian Bundesverfassung. The speech—providing similar or different examples in the Swiss
and German discourses—was well appreciated by the audience.

In his interesting and vividly presented speech, Sven Jürgensen (Düsseldorf)9 showed how politi-
cal reality often contrasts with the normative constitutional ideal of how politics should be. As elec-
toral law, the law on political parties, the laws of federal and state parliaments, and other statutes
regulating politics—thus being the corpus of the law on politics—are to be interpreted in conformity
with the constitution, Jürgensen provided an intriguing account of conflict areas by applying the
normative constitutional ideal on real life cases. He drew the conclusion that real life politics could
never meet an artificial constitutional normative ideal, resulting in increasing dissatisfaction with
politics and further alienation of voters from politics. He therefore promoted a more reality-based
approach for applying constitutional law on political matters. This point was much supported in the
panel discussion, yet there was uncertainty about how such a reality-based approach could be devel-
oped within the present methodology of law. No reference was made to public choice or political
economics literature in the discussion, although this part of law and economics is a well-established
method of analyzing politics. Yet again, a case was made for enhancing interdisciplinarity and open-
ing public law research for insights of neighboring sciences.

When contemplating constitutions, certain pictures come to minds: Separation of powers, state
organization, and fundamental rights. These constitutional images (VerfassungsBilder) – with the
term image not being understood in terms of classic types of art—were the subject of the third panel.
Modern constitutions are often put within a rich historic genealogy, beginning with the Magna
Charta, as the archetype of a written document limiting the powers of an omnipotent sovereign,
to medieval freedom rights and municipal rights.10 Annabelle Meier (Würzburg)11 showed in
her speech that, despite the functional and textual similarities between modern constitutional docu-
ments and their medieval predecessors, there are categorial differences. Freedom, as a concept in the
context of modern democratic constitutions, is designed in an entirely different way—Meier used
the term antithesis, or Gegenbild—than was the case in the Middle Ages. Being a mere limitation of
the sovereign’s power then, freedom in modern constitutions guarantees individuals rights and in-
fluence on political decision-making now. Accordingly, the societal conditions changed entirely:

8Dr. Josef Müllner, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: Constitutional Development as a Discourse Between Legislation,
Application and Legal Debate (Feb. 20, 2019) [Verfassungsentwicklung als Diskurs zwischen Gesetzgebung, Vollziehung und
Lehre].

9Sven Jürgensen, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: Constitutional Normativity in the Law Governing Politcs (Feb. 20,
2019) [Verfassungsnormativität im Recht der Politik].

10As a German saying states: “Stadtluft macht frei”—analogously translated “Town air makes you free”—referring to a
German principle of law from the Middle Ages, stating that a thrall was granted freedom of his bondage when he lived
“a year and a day” in a city.

11Annabelle Meier, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: Rolemodels and Antitheses of Modern Constitutional
Documents (Feb. 21, 2019) [Vor- und Gegenbilder moderner Verfassungsurkunden].

750 Jan Keesen & Jacob Ulrich

https://doi.org/10.1017/glj.2019.59 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/glj.2019.59


Power emanates from citizens—the people became the sovereign. Therefore, the conclusion drawn
from the speech was agreed upon in the discussion; the references to medieval predecessors of
modern constructional documents can be insightful but should be handled with care.

In addition to the rule of the people as another classical principle that governs modern democ-
racies, separation of powers was discussed by Johan Horst (Bremen).12 He put forward that the
idea of separation of powers can be fruitful, not only when discussing state organizations but also
for legislation in transnational contexts. There is no unanimous global community, but instead a
plurality of different actors involved in transnational law making. The idea of separation of
powers, however, is neatly aligned with the concept of sovereignty of the people—where the citi-
zens possess public authority. Yet, as was shown by Horst, a unanimous public authority is no
requirement for the application of the separation of powers principle. Where transnational
law-making bodies are set up—for example, the European Union or the World Trade
Organization—legislative, executive, and judicial elements are found. Therefore, transnational
bodies were organized following the separation of powers principle, Horst concluded.

Furthermore, a constitution does not stand on its own but is in interaction with the subjects that
it governs. Several new questions concerning this connection were discussed in the fourth panel on
constitutional subjects (VefassungsSubjekte). As one major innovation of this year’s conference, the
first speech was given jointly by Simon Pschorr—a jurist from Konstanz—and Franziska Spanner—
a sociologist from Konstanz.13 With the interdisciplinary tools at hand, they looked at same-sex
relationships and how they are treated by society and the law. They thereby linked constitutional
and societal change and presented a socio-empiric approach of the legal concept of constitutional
change. More specifically, they showed how the interpretation of Article 6 of the Grundgesetz was
affected by lasting changes in the perception of same-sex marriage. Pschorr and Spanner assessed
that the Constitutional Court radically changed its view on same-sex marriage from completely
rejecting the legal possibility to a categorial equalization of different and same-sex relationships
—although the relevant constitutional norms did not change at all. Even though jurists are often
uneager to adopt findings of other disciplines into their reasoning, the sophisticated methodology of
the speech delivered convincing results that, as a framework, are not only of relevance for this par-
ticular topic, but also for other cases in which constitutional change takes place.

Another pressing question with regard to the subjects of constitutions is whether children
should be governed under a special human rights regime, allowing for more efficient protection.
Taking up a debate that recently resurfaced,14 Isabel Lischewski (Münster)15 took a broader view
on the topic, not only discussing the recent proposals of the German government, but their impli-
cations on constitutional dogmaticism as well. She thereby focused on the question of how child-
ren’s rights can be granted most effectively, regardless of their position within the hierarchy of
legal norms. Lischewski pointed out that it is not only essential to have such particular rights,
but to have the possibility to enforce them as well. She therefore suggested a procedural mecha-
nism with which children would be able to claim their rights themselves and critically evaluated
the concept of human rights maturity (Grundrechtsmündigkeit). This was put into a broader con-
text by discussing that, in general, human rights that affect the parent-child relationship are not
often addressed by the Constitutional Court, because the children’s parents fail to properly act as

12Dr. Johan Horst, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: Separation of Powers in Transnational Constellations (Feb. 21,
2019) [Gewaltenteilung und -gliederung in transnationalen Konstellationen].

13Simon Pschorr & Franziska Spanner, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: Making Constitutional Change Measurable:
An Interdisciplinary look on the Societal and Legal Developments of Homosexual Relationships (Feb. 21, 2019)
[Verfassungswandel messbar machen: Eine interdisziplinäre Betrachtung gesellschaftlicher und rechtlicher Entwicklungen
homosexueller Paarbeziehungen].

14See Gregor Kirchhof, Die Kinderrechte des Grundgesetzes. Sollte die Verfassung zugunsten von Kindern geändert werden?,
2018 NEUE JURISTISCHE WOCHENSCHRIFT [NJW] 2690.

15Isabel Lischewski, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: Constitutional Subjects a-changing: Children’s Rights into the
Grundgesetz? (Feb. 21, 2019) [Verfassungssubjekte im Wandel—Kinderrechte ins Grundgesetz?].
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the child’s representative in front of the court. In summary, the speech addressed many recent
developments and saw the bigger picture by analyzing conflict lines between children and parents.

Constitutions are not only influenced by changes in society, but by technological development
as well. This is why the fifth panel took a closer look on constitutions and digitalization
(DigitalisierungsVerfassung). Sebastian J. Golla (Mainz)16 started with a tour d’horizon of different
areas in which technological progress will influence law and lawmaking. To exemplify the far-
reaching implications of digitalization on constitutional law, he considered difficulties regarding
human dignity—guaranteed in Article 1, Section 1 of the Grundgesetz. In the early times of the
constitution, it was disputed whether the obligation to stop in front of a red traffic light was an
infringement of the human dignity.17 As odd as this sounds today, similar questions arise with
regard to the use of algorithms in government actions. In German constitutional law, decisions
that affect a person’s human rights must not be made exclusively by a machine. This hinders the
government from adopting standardized processes in many ways. Golla therefore asked how the
constitution should evolve and if there is a need for new rules, such as the project of a charta of
digital fundamental rights.18 The excellent speech addressed many questions which will be of even
greater importance the more governments will adopt digitalized procedures. Golla was more than
able to introduce an area where many problems will occur in the future.

Friedrich Schmitt (Tübingen)19 afterwards asked how digitalization will influence the freedom
of broadcast. He argued that extensive case law has made this human right overly complex, and
that it is advisable to understand the freedom of broadcast as a proper freedom right rather than a
“servicing right” to other human rights.20 Discussing Schmitt’s contribution, it was suggested that
the human rights concerning communication might even need a larger update in light of digitali-
zation—for instance, the addition of a right protecting consumers and a right protecting produc-
ers of media contents.

The sixth panel on constitutional crises (VerfassungsKrisen) consisted of three panelists and was
opened by the interesting and instructive talk of Konstantin Chatziathanasiou (Münster).21 He asked
whether social injustice—defined as the unequal distribution of income and wealth—poses a threat
to constitutions, ultimately resulting in constitutional crises. Accordingly, social inequality becomes
relevant for a constitution when it promotes social equality yet fails to achieve it. Though, even if a
constitution does not include social equality as a constitutional goal, it may well be inferred—to
a certain degree—from the citizens’s fundamental rights. As income and voter turnout correlate,
social inequality may pose a threat to constitutions. Chatziathanasiou observed that the
Principle of the Welfare State was enshrined within the irrevocable Articles of the German
constitution—Article 20, Paragraph 1 and Article 28, Paragraph 1 of the Grundgesetz; however,
the text did not make any further stipulations to promoting social equality. Nevertheless, he argued
that constitutional practice in Germany thrives to achieve a common consensus beyond the prin-
ciple of the welfare state. Eventually, Chatziathanasiou identified demographic trends—referring to
findings of empirical social research—as well as global migration as emerging threats to that

16Dr. Sebastian J. Golla, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: Facing Traffic Lights and Algorithms with Dignity—
Constitutional Law and Technological Progress (Feb. 21, 2019) [In Würde vor Ampel und Algorithmus—Verfassungsrecht
im technologischen Wandel].

17See Max Schreiter, Gehorsam für automatische Farbzeichen—ein Beitrag zum Roboterproblem, 9 DIE ÖFFENTLICHE

VERWALTUNG 692 (1956).
18For an overview of this debate, see Friedrich Graf von Westphalen, Digitale Charta—Erweiterung der europäischen

Grundrechte für das digitale Zeitalter, 2018 BETRIEBS-BERATER 899 (2018).
19Friedrich Schmitt, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: The Freedom of Broadcast: A Child of its Time or Fallen out of

Time? (Feb. 21, 2019) [Die Rundfunkfreiheit: Ein Kind ihrer Zeit oder aus der Zeit gefallen?].
20In the human rights regime of the Grundgesetz, the freedom of broadcast has the special status of a “servicing right.” For

an overview of the design of this human right, see DONALD P. KOMMERS & RUSSELL A. MILLER, THE CONSTITUTIONAL

JURISPRUDENCE OF THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 510-18 (Duke Univ. Press, 3d ed. 2012).
21Dr. Konstantin Chatziathanasiou, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: Social Inequality as a Constitutional Challenge

(Feb. 22, 2019) [Soziale Ungleichheit als Verfassungsherausforderung].
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consensus. The ensuing discussion found Chatziathanasiou’s findings to be true, as public discourse
is more and more influenced by demagogic and populist rhetoric.

In the second contribution to the panel on constitutional crises Maria Bertel (Innsbruck/
Budapest)22 took up the discussion of emerging populism and asked whether constitutions could
rescue democracy. She argued that democracy itself is in danger when democratically elected pol-
iticians declare it their aim to end liberal democracy. Against this background and the assessment of
the importance and influence of political parties in modern democracies, Bertel raised the question
whether electoral process and legislation should have a more prominent role in constitutions. To
support her claims, she presented a thorough and well-structured comparison of a wide variety of
European and non-European constitutions. Bertel concluded that no national constitutional legis-
lation alone can provide satisfactory solutions, thus pleading for more comparative law approaches.

Finally, Anne-Christin Gläß (Leipzig)23 focused on the role of the German Federal Constitutional
Court in times of crises. The aim of her speech was to shed some light on the jurisdiction and other
responsibilities of the German Constitutional Court for protecting the constitution. For this purpose,
Gläß discussed some constitutional regulations that receive rather little attention in the legal debate
otherwise. Concluding, this panel renewed the demand for inter and intradisciplinary approaches—
including comparative law—to gain valuable insight for the academic debate on constitutional law.

Last but not least, the seventh panel dealt with constitutional change (VerfassungsWandel),
evaluating several aspects of recent changes in constitutions and their development. Matthias
Lukan (Wien)24 started with a speech on the continuity of constitutions. He outlined the paradox
that constitutions are designed to be applicable permanently, but that in reality they do not live up
to those expectations. One reason for that—according to him—is that constitutions are always
context-based, and therefore struggle to adapt to different societal environments and develop-
ments. Lukan highlighted several crucial factors with regard to the constitution’s chance of sur-
vival—for example, the polarization of the society or the economic circumstances within the
country. Especially memorable was that Lukan empirically showed circumstances under which
a constitution is most likely to fail, and that there are stages of life of constitutions where they
more often than not remain in force. It was due to descriptive parts such as this one, and the
lively style of presentation, that the speech was remembered as particularly compelling.

As the only Swiss participant present on the panels, Dario Picecchi (Luzern)25 enriched the debate
with insights from Switzerland’s exceptional model of direct democracy, in which the general public is
able to amend the constitution by holding a referendum. In his vivid presentation, he pointed out that
this amendment process is enjoying ever growing popularity, and many issues of social relevance are
discussed by filing a referendum. Because of this popularity, there is an increasing number of refer-
enda and amendments of the Swiss constitution, which is not without difficulties. Picecchi therefore
suggested several modifications of the current regime in order to prevent improper use of direct
democracy, such as higher quorum requirements and an increased monitoring of referenda by courts

22Dr. Maria Bertel, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: May the Constitution Save Democracy? Reflections Based on
Comparative Constitutional Law on the Importance of Electoral Legislation for Democracy (Feb. 22, 2019) [Kann die
Verfassung die Demokratie retten? Verfassungsvergleichende Überlegungen zur Bedeutung wahlrechtlicher Regelungen
für die Demokratie].

23Dr. Anne-Christin Gläß, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: The German Constitutional Court as “Warden of the
Constitution”—On the Role and Importance of Constitutional Courts in “Times of Crisis” (Feb. 22, 2019) [Das BVerfG (short
for Bundesverfassungsgericht, the authors) als “Hüter der Verfassung”—Zur Rolle und Bedeutung von Verfassungsgerichten
in “Krisenzeiten”].

24Dr. Matthias Lukan, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: Constitutional Continuity through Constitutional Change—
How can a Constitution Secure its Permanence? (Feb. 22, 2019) [Verfassungskontinuität durch Verfassungswandel—Wie kann
eine Verfassung ihre Dauerhaftigkeit sichern?].

25Dario Picecchi, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: The Swiss Constitution in Constant Change—Tension Fields
Between Direct Democracy and the Constitution (Feb. 22, 2019) [Die Schweizer Bundesverfassung im stetigen Wandel—
Spannungsfelder zwischen direkter Demokratie und Verfassung].
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and the parliament. As it is always interesting to look at the particularities of different models of
democracy, the speech was followed by a lively discussion about these changes.

It was then, not until the final stages of the conference, that the development of European
Union constitutionalism was discussed. Andreas Orator (Heidelberg)26 pointed out how constitu-
tional elements within the legal regime of the European Union have been developing since Europe
failed to ratify a constitution in the formal sense and, as a substitute, the treaty of Lisbon came into
effect. Since then, Orator argued, the formerly known constant advancement of the treaty regime
is no longer possible. Rather, the European lawmakers use evasive strategies for the further devel-
opment, such as soft law and international agreements.

It shall not remain unmentioned that two captivating keynote lectures further enriched the
Assistententagung. The Annual Meeting was opened by the keynote lecture from the Vice-
President of the European Court of Human Rights (“ECtHR”), Professor Dr. Dr. h.c. Angelika
Nußberger, in the historic St. Paul’s Church (Paulskirche), where the first freely elected
German National Assembly met and drafted the first German constitution—aptly named
Paulskirchenverfassung. She delivered her lecture on the question of whether the European
Convention on Human Rights is a constitution for Europe (Die EMRK—Eine Verfassung für
Europa?). Besides shedding light on the drafting process of the European Convention on
Human Rights and the accompanying discussions of the Member States of the European
Council, Professor Nußberger provided valuable insight on landmark cases of the ECtHR and
how they played an important role to the recognition of the Convention by the Member
States. She concluded that the Convention was not a constitution for Europe, but a common
ground for European peace and the proliferation of human rights.

A second keynote lecture was given by the President of the German Federal Constitutional
Court, Professor Dr. Dr. h.c. Andreas Voßkuhle. As the title of his lecture—Karlsruhe Unlimited?
On the Limits of Constitutional Adjudication (Karlsruhe unlimited? Zu den Grenzen der
Verfassungsgerichtsbarkeit)—promised, he discussed the role of the German Constitutional Court
in German state organization and reflected upon issues where the influence of the Court is criticized
as too extensive in the academic debate. His most insightful lecture was commented on by Quirin
Weinzierl from Speyer and Andrej Lang fromHalle-Wittenberg. This new format, called commented
keynote lecture, was implemented for the first time in the program of the Assistententagung.

C. Concluding Remarks: Constitutions Will Meet Emerging Challenges
Constitutions are the very image of a state’s organization. They reflect the history of nations and their
culture and provide guidance, not only to legal matters, but to the core values of a society.
Constitutions are living documents. They are amended and altered, revisited and reintroduced.
Constitutions will continue to meet the challenges of everyday life, as they have throughout the ages.
These are the conclusions that can be drawn from the discussions of theAssistententagung. As always,
the annual meeting also ended with a discussion. The new format of commented keynote lectures was
well-received by the participants. Furthermore, the participants appreciated the openness to interdis-
ciplinarity of many participants, pleaded for more interdisciplinary approaches to be discussed in
future meetings, and lauded the organization of the conference. The next Assistententagung will
be an anniversary conference—celebrating the sixtieth year of its existence—themed “The
Digitalized State” (Der digitalisierte Staat) and will take place at the University of Trier.27

26Dr. Andreas Orator, Speech at the 2019 Assistententagung: Change and Conversion of the Union’s Constitution Since the
Treaty of Lisbon (Feb. 22, 2019) [Änderung und Wandlung der Unionsverfassung seit dem Vertrag von Lissabon].

27For further information, see https://www.uni-trier.de/index.php?id=d68735.
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