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Report of the Jury — Ius Commune Prize 2025

The jury received 35 submissions, marked by a diversity of themes and a broad geographic
spread. The themes covered span climate protest, digital markets, fiscal autonomy,
adoption rights, and fundamental rights. Several papers provide forward-looking analyses
of how law responds to societal transformation, particularly in relation to sustainability,
technology, and equality.

The jury encourages all authors to continue developing their work and to seek exchange
within the Ius Commune Research School.

While various submissions distinguished themselves on different points, one stood out
convincingly as the winner:

Grondwaterrechten doorgrond. Een interdisciplinaire
evaluatie van grondwateropvattingen in het Belgische en
het Nederlandse goederenrecht

By Flore Vavourakis

The jury was impressed by the depth of the comparative legal analysis, the originality of
the subject that is closely related to Ius Commune, and the way in which its legal and
societal relevance were clearly articulated. The connection between the physical reality of
groundwater and property law is innovative and thoroughly argued. In light of climate
change and the challenges it poses for water management and governance, the article is
particularly timely. Moreover, the article is exceptionally well written: despite its
considerable length, it sustains the reader’s attention throughout. Furthermore, it
encourages further research into the development of property law on groundwater rights
in a hydrogeological context, not only in Belgium and the Netherlands, but also beyond.

The submission by Flore Vavourakis is therefore unanimously awarded the Ius Commune

Prize.

The jury also wishes to award an honourable mention to the submission:

A Typology of Comparators and Comparisons
in EU Equality Law

By Nozizwe Dube

The article addresses a central, yet insufficiently explored, element of EU law: the practice
of comparison in EU equality law. Through a clear and methodical structure, the article
exposes both the practical and conceptual limitations inherent in comparator-based
reasoning.



Importantly, the article demonstrates that these limitations are not merely the result of
incorrect application but stem from systemic constraints within the current model. Building
on intersectional and historically informed insights — notably those developed by
Crenshaw — the author constructs a compelling argument for rethinking the comparator
framework. The proposed ‘comparator-free’ approach is original, legally substantiated, and
aligns with current developments in the field. This contribution clearly belongs to the
forefront of critical engagement with EU equality law and deserves encouragement for
further elaboration.

We warmly congratulate the winner and the recipient of the honourable mention.
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