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"Fascism whispered in our ears, 'you are not strong enough to 

withstand the storm.' Today we whisper in the ear of fascism, 

'we are the storm.'" 

 

 

On the last Sunday of October, one of the most important elections – if not the most 

important – in Brazilian history took place. After flirting and surrendering in the arms of 

neofascism, the majority of the Brazilian people reacted institutionally and decreed their 

desire for democracy. The majority of the Brazilian population exercised their democratic 

right aiming for social inclusion and positioning themselves against lying, intimidation and 

political violence. Not that the country is pacified; it will still take a long time to detoxify 

it from the hatred and intolerance that fascism carries. But the outcome of the elections 

means a resumption of democratic debates without the frightening specter of 

institutionalized authoritarianism and totalitarianism. However, recent history shows and 

proves that the strength and influence of neofascism cannot be minimized, especially in 

times of instant dissemination of fake news and post-truth times. It is necessary that the 

production of knowledge is itself a safe source of information and analysis, which offers 

society serious and well-founded studies on the phenomena of our time. In this sense, 

Revista Direito e Práxis intends not only to be a spectator of the world, but a producer of 

critical awareness, through the presentation and dissemination of outstanding works of 

remarkable quality. 

In this edition, we present a general section of original articles, whose works 

presented take care of essential themes in a significant spectrum of fundamental rights, 

such as: access to justice, food sovereignty, education, gender equality and health. In 
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addition, the articles bring studies on contemporary phenomena of the greatest 

relevance, such as: abusive constitutionalism, action of the Attorney General's Office, 

public and private relationship, sex trafficking, climate change and urban occupations. 

Institutional and historical analyses on the constitution, the judiciary in general and the 

Supreme Federal Court in particular are also present. All topics taken in critical 

perspective. 

The Dossier of this issue brings an instigating analysis of what could be called 

different forms of constitutionalism or theories and discourses about the historical place 

of the constitutions, the role that they fulfill or should fulfill in society and, also, the way 

the constitutions are presented in the present time. It is a precious material, not only for 

those who study constitutional law, but for all who seek to better understand the 

contemporary world. We appreciate, at the outset, for the remarkable and overwhelming 

work of Professor Jane Reis (UERJ), guest editor who coordinated the Dossier and was 

responsible for the careful selection of the astonishing articles presented. 

The session of translations and reviews establishes a fruitful dialogue with the 

Dossier of this issue, because it brings articles that fall within the scope of 

constitutionalism, democracy and sociology of law. To finish this presentation, as always, 

we deeply thank everyone who contributed to this edition of the Journal: authors, 

translators, guest publishers. Collaborative work is fundamental to the quality of the 

Journal! We remind that the editorial policies for the different sections of the Journal can 

be accessed on our page and that submissions are permanent and always welcome! We 

thank, as always, the authors, evaluators and collaborators for the trust placed in our 

publication.  

 

Good Reading!   

Direito e Práxis Team 
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According to the modern liberal tradition, the term constitutionalism designates the 

political and legal movement that advocates the adoption of constitutions as instruments 

that limit and organize the power of the State, establishing the separation of powers and 

enunciating individual rights. This formulation, linked to the ideas of democracy and 

human rights, was expanded from the liberal revolutions begun in the 17th century. Since 

then, the movement has expanded and began to cover, especially in the twentieth 

century, the idea that the constitution is an imperative and binding legal norm, invested 

with formal superiority and able to limit the action of the legislative power. In this context, 

judicial control of constitutionality became part of the central axes of understanding 

constitutionalism. 

Throughout its process of historical affirmation, the traditional conceptions of 

constitution and constitutionalism have suffered the influx of two very distinct 

tendencies. On the one hand, these categories were rhetorically appropriated by 

autocratic regimes that, when using structures with constitutional features, sought to 

confer the appearance of legitimacy to the undemocratic and illiberal practices 

implemented. In this context, the concept of constitution is stressed by the fact that 

authoritarian projects adopt the vocabulary and forms of constitutionalism as 

simulacrums of legitimacy. On the other hand, and in the opposite direction to the 

previous one, the meaning of constitutionalism is now filled with other democratic 

perspectives, which give it greater density, while reformulating and strengthening its 

inclusive genealogy. The updating of the meaning of constitution, from this second angle, 

is a natural and necessary unfolding of the numerous social, cultural, economic and 

political transformations that complement and enter into tension with its first versions. 

The 18th century liberal constitutionalism goes through questions and revisions that claim 

protagonism for actors excluded from the original project, requiring adaptations of the 

concept as a consequence of the understanding of the constitution as a democratic 
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instrument situated in time and space. 

These two trends reveal an apparent paradox that accompanies the debates on 

constitutionalism and the constitution. While they are categories in dispute and under 

constant demand for updating, there is an essential sense in them that deserves to be 

preserved, to avoid having their purposes subverted or that they are used as mere 

rhetorical devices. Thus, thinking of constitutionalism as a plural, multifaceted and 

continuously changing phenomenon involves the challenge of incorporating new 

meanings and agendas into the constitutionalist project and, simultaneously, dealing with 

the risk of misrepresentation and loss of meaning of the concept. Theorizing about 

constitutionalism, therefore, is an endeavor that involves both the need to incorporate 

demands, agendas and actors in the constitutional scenario, as well as to prevent the 

trivialization of the concept from promoting an emptying of its meaning. 

With this concern in mind, this Dossier brings contributions that focus on various 

manifestations of constitutionalism and seek to give them theoretical substance. The 

papers analyze the variations in the understanding of the constitutional phenomenon in 

a consistent and original way, seeking to identify its main core and its relationship with 

the constitutionalist tradition. Thus, each of the constitutionalisms presented here 

discusses the role of the constitution in a critical and questioning way, without, however, 

giving up the protection of fundamental rights and the limitation of power as regulatory 

ideas. 

The Dossier begins by questioning the very foundations of Brazilian 

constitutionalism and how French and North American influence overshadowed national 

processes and projects. Using the political experience of Palmares as an analytical model, 

Ana Flauzina and Thula Pires analyze the resistance of Black and Indigenous women to 

colonization and, adopting the theoretical framework of Africanness, propose a 

reinterpretation of the colonial period with a focus on the experiences and thought of 

Black and Indigenous resistance. Presenting Palmares as "an environment of racial, 

pluricultural, and pluriethnic fraternity," the authors demonstrate that "for more than a 

century, the experience of an anti-colonial Africanness freedom was lived in that body-

territory," and their organization brings important contributions and reflections, such as 

questioning the "notion of the people without resorting to the notion of homogeneity." 

Based on this analysis, the idea of the Enmity Constitutionalism is developed, highlighting 

how constitutionalism (modern and contemporary) not only coexists but often 
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collaborates for the existence and reproduction of the logic that there is an enemy that 

must be fought. 

Also following the questioning of the foundations of constitutionalism centered 

on European and North American models, Diego Werneck Arguelhes and Evandro 

Proença Süssekind discuss the notion of Transformative Constitutionalism in Latin 

America and the South African experience. Such a model would designate, in general 

terms, a project of social transformation through constitutional law. Its use, however, 

raises several discussions about the means, especially institutional ones, necessary for 

fulfilling its promises. The authors propose changing the focus of analysis from rights and 

courts, as constitutionalist tradition has done, to an institutional perspective, bringing "to 

the debate the reform of decision-making political processes and the creation of inclusive 

institutions, as ways of meeting the transformative project itself." In the end, they analyze 

the coherence of the model with the idea of democracy itself. 

The possibility of expansion and new uses of constitutionalism is at the center of 

the study by Emilio Peluso Neder Meyer, who investigates the notion of Illiberal 

Constitutionalism. Starting from scenarios of democratic erosion and expansion of 

projects contrary to the purposes of liberalism, the author proposes an expansion of the 

"lenses of theoretical analysis of constitutionalism to include forms of illiberal 

governance". According to him, it would not only be possible, but necessary to "classify 

political regimes that lie between democracy and pure authoritarianism as regimes of 

illiberal constitutionalism", whose central point would be "the subversion of liberal legal 

institutions against themselves and for specific political purposes". With this, Meyer does 

not seek to legitimize or normalize illiberal political practices, but rather to pay attention 

to such practices, which are already consolidated, while not neglecting the normative 

provision that seeks to combat them. 

Changes in the concept of constitutionalism occur not only from the aspect of the 

practices that the movement legitimizes, but also by the form of manifestation of the 

constitution. Estefânia Maria de Queiroz Barboza and André Demetrio explore the 

meanings of Common Law Constitutionalism, investigating the models of unwritten 

constitutionalism. For the authors, the lack of a written constitution is not an impediment 

to constitutionalism, in view of the very openness and abstraction embedded in the 

concept of human and fundamental rights and also that "codification is a mere starting 

point, but never final". Focusing on unwritten principles, Barboza and Demetrio analyze 
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"the importance and fundamentality of judicial precedents and understanding the law as 

integrity" and present "the possibility of defining the unwritten Constitution as a living 

and constantly evolving constitution for the promotion of new fundamental rights". 

The limits and ambiguities of the notion of Digital Constitutionalism are explored 

by me and Clara Iglesias Keller. Our article seeks to analyze the extent to which the 

emergence of transnational powers and private powers that act outside the State make it 

feasible to incorporate the theoretical references of constitutionalism in these 

domains. Our analysis of Digital Constitutionalism is in conjunction with that of what we 

call the "theoretical matrix" of the concept – i.e., some of the theoretical formulations 

that promote this incorporation to explain the changes in the functioning of powers and 

normative systems that go beyond the nation-state. This includes the basics of 

constitutional pluralism, societal constitutionalism, global constitutionalism and 

multilevel constitutionalism. In this line, we investigate how the category digital 

constitutionalism has been claimed as a "framework for various theories on the 

positivization and operationalization of constitutional rights in digital environments", 

both in the transnational scenario and in digitized private environments. Analyzing the 

multiplicity of uses of the expression in the light of the traditional meanings and purposes 

of constitutionalism, we understand that digital constitutionalism is a "term epistemically 

impaired by the diversity of applications and the potential for legitimization of 

concentration of private powers". The concept, in the way that has been employed, is not 

only devoid of analytical consistency, but can be handled as a rhetorical resource that 

seeks to conceal asymmetries of power and legitimize practices contrary to the very 

meaning and purpose of constitutionalism. 

The removal of the focus and protagonism that constitutionalism grants to the 

courts and the discussion on constitutionalism and authoritarianism are again analyzed in 

the Dossier by Juliana Cesário Alvim Gomes, which presents Popular and Democratic 

Constitutionalism. Gomes parts of an explanation of this movement, which seeks the 

popular appropriation of the constitution and its meaning, analyzes its theoretical path 

and investigates the extent to which the theory has applicability and relevance in contexts 

of authoritarian governments that receive the support of political majorities and advance 

their agendas through democratic pathways. Thus, one is guided by the following 

question: "would it make sense to defend the centrality of popular participation in the 

process of constitutional interpretation in a context in which political majorities support 
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undemocratic measures and in disrespect for fundamental rights?". As she seeks to 

demonstrate in her study, the idea of popular and democratic constitutionalism 

contradicts itself with authoritarian measures and, even if it proposes measures that 

reduce popular participation or elect representatives to speak on behalf of the people, 

requires that popular participation continue to exist to some extent and that there is 

pluralism and recognition of difference. 

Resuming the decolonial perspective, Marcos Queiroz studies post-revolutionary 

Haitian Constitutionalism and its influence on the understanding of human rights. The 

revolution of 1804 culminated in Haiti's independence and sets a major milestone for 

modernity, as it resulted in the foundation of the “first and only state forged from a 

revolution of enslaved people”. Queiroz explores the meanings of this event, which can 

be seen both as the first of the Latin American revolutions and as a pioneer of the wars of 

decolonization of Africa in the twentieth century, and its impacts on the construction of 

the notions of constitution, constitutionalism and its byproducts, which arose at that 

time. To this end, it investigates excerpts from the Constitutions of Haiti from the early 

19th century and, correlating them with black thought, presents an alternative 

arrangement for fundamental rights and the modern constitutional order. Such an 

arrangement rejects the colonial legacy, proposes new content for rights and sees the 

revolution not as a point in the past that remains only in History, but as a process towards 

the future. 

The influence of the transnational context is again analyzed in the Dossier, this 

time from the perspective of Global Constitutionalism. Mattias Kumm analyzes the 

emergence of this movement and points out the lack of clarity about the meaning and 

correlation of its basic principles, especially its relation between national and 

international orders. The author investigates the contemporary challenges of the 

movement, which can be criticized both for having legitimized injustices and for being 

focused on a Western perspective, highlights the influence of political interests of 

powerful actors in its use and reflects whether constitutionalism will continue to be 

important in the future. 

Finally, the debate returns to the questioning of the very bases of Brazilian 

constitutionalism and how the French and North American influence has overshadowed 

our own national processes and projects. Taking as an analysis model the political 

experience of Palmares, Ana Flauzina and Thula Pires analyze the resistance of black and 
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indigenous women to colonization and, adopting the theoretical framework of 

amefricanity, propose a rereading of the colonial period with centrality to the experiences 

and thought of black and indigenous resistances. Presenting Palmares as “an environment 

of racial, multicultural and pluriethnic fraternity”, the authors demonstrate that “for more 

than a century the experience of an Amefrican anticolonial freedom was experienced in 

that body-territory”, and its organization brings important contributions and reflections, 

such as questioning the "notion of people without resorting to the notion of 

homogeneity". From this analysis, the idea of Constitutionalism of Enmity is developed, 

which highlights how constitutionalism (modern and contemporary) not only coexists, but 

often contributes to the existence and reproduction of the logic that there is an enemy 

that must be fought. 

This Dossier is the result of the dedication and talent of researchers who have 

focused, with creativity and academic rigor, on challenging and current topics. I thank the 

authors, who produced the excellent studies gathered here, to the Direito e Práxis team, 

who work tirelessly to ensure the quality of their publications, and to all who participated, 

directly or indirectly, in the preparation of this Dossier.  

 

Jane Reis Gonçalves Pereira 

 

  



 

 Rev. Direito Práx., Rio de Janeiro, Vol. 13, N. 04, 2022, p.i-xiii 
Revista Direito e Práxis, Jane Reis 
DOI: 10.1590/2179-8966/2022/69299 |ISSN: 2179-8966 

 

ix 

Expedient of this edition  
 

Publisher 

Dr. José Ricardo Cunha, UERJ, Brazil  

Dr. Dr. Carolina Alves Vestena, Universität Kassel, Germany  

 

Executive Editor 

Dr. Bruna Mariz Bataglia Ferreira, PUC-Rio, Brazil 

 

Executive Committee 

David Salles, UERJ, Brazil 

Laryssa P. Duarte, UERJ, Brazil 

Mel Rocha, UERJ, Brazil 
 

 

Editorial Board 

Dr. Ágnes Heller, New School for Social Research, USA 

Dr. Andreas Fischer-Lescano, Universität Bremen, Germany 

Dr. Alexandre Garrido da Silva, University of Uberlândia, Brazil 

Dr. Alfredo Culleton, University of Vale do Rio dos Sinos, Brazil 

Dr. Andrés Botero Bernal, Universidad Industrial de Santander, Colombia 

Dr. Bethania Assy, UERJ, Brazil 

Dr. Cecília MacDowell Santos, University of San Francisco, USA; Center for Social Studies, 

University of Coimbra, Portugal 

Dr. Costas Douzinas, Birckbeck University of London, United Kingdom 

Dr. Deisy Ventura, University of São Paulo, Brazil 

Dr. Girolamo Domenico Treccani, Federal University of Pará, Brazil 

Dr. Guilherme Leite Gonçalves, UERJ, Brazil 

Dr. Jean-François Y. Deluchey, Federal University of Pará, Brazil 

Dr. João Maurício Adeodato, UFPE and Vitória Law School, Brazil 

Dr. James Ingram, MacMaster University, Canada 

Dr. Luigi Pastore, Università degli Studi "Aldo Moro" di Bari, Italy 

Dr. Marcelo Andrade Cattoni de Oliveira, UFMG, Brazil 

Dr. Paulo Abrão, PUC-RS and UCB, Brasília, Brazil 

Dr. Rosa Maria Zaia Borges, PUC-RS, Brazil 



 

 Rev. Direito Práx., Rio de Janeiro, Vol. 13, N. 04, 2022, p.i-xiii 
Revista Direito e Práxis, Jane Reis 
DOI: 10.1590/2179-8966/2022/69299 |ISSN: 2179-8966 

 

x 

Dr. Sara Dellantonio, Università degli Studi di Trento, Italy 

Dr. Sonia Arribas, ICREA - University Pompeu Fabra de Barcelona, Spain 

Dr. Sonja Buckel, Kassel Universität, Germany 

Dr. Véronique Champeil-Desplats, Université de Paris Ouest-Nanterre, France 

 

Evaluators 

 

Adamo Dias Alves,  UFJF, Brazil;  Allan Mohamad Hillani, UERJ, Brazil;  Dr. Alejandro 

Manzo,  University of Córdoba, Argentina;  Alexandra Bechtum, University of Kassel, 

Germany;  Dr. Alexandre Costa Araújo, UnB, Brazil;  Dr. Alexandre Mendes, UERJ, Brazil;  

Dr. Alexandre Veronese, UnB, Brazil;  Alice Resadori,  UFRGS, Brazil;  Dr. Alvaro Pereira, 

USP, Brazil;  Ana Laura Vilela,  UnB, Brazil;  Dr. Ana Carolina Chasin, UNIFESP, Brazil;  Dr. 

Ana Lia Vanderlei Almeida, UFPB, GPLutas - Marxism, Law and Social Fights Research 

Group, Brazil;  Dr. Ana Paula Antunes Martins, UnB, Brazil;   Ana Paula Del Vieira Duque, 

UnB, Brazil;  Andrea Catalina Leon Amaya, UFF, Colombia;  Antonio Dias Oliveira Neto, 

University of Coimbra, Portugal;  Assis da Costa Oliveira, UFPA, Brazil;  Dr. Bianca 

Tavolari, USP, Brazil;  Bruno Cava, UERJ, Brazil;  Bruno Alberto Paracampo Mileo, Federal 

University of Oeste do Pará, Brazil;  Bryan Devos, FURG, Brazil;  Dr. Camila Baraldi, USP, 

Brazil;  Dr. Camila Cardoso de Mello Prando, UnB, Brazil;  Camila Sailer Rafanhim, UFP, 

Brazil;  Dr. Camilla Magalhães, UnB, Brazil;  Dr. Carolina Costa Ferreira, IDP, Brazil;  Dr. 

Carla Benitez Martins,  UFG, Brazil;  Dr. Carolina Medeiros Bahia, UFSC, Brazil;  Dr. Cecilia 

Lois (in memoriam),  UFRJ, Brazil;  Dr. Cesar Baldi, UnB, Brazil;  Dr. César Mortari Barreira, 

Norberto Bobbio Institute, Brazil;  Dr. Cesar Serbena,  UFPR, Brazil;  Dr. Clarissa Franzoi 

Dri, UFSC, Brazil;  Dr. Claudia Roesler, UnB, Brazil;  Dr. Conrado Hubner Mendes, USP, 

São Paulo, Brazil;  Dailor Sartori Junior,  Unisinos, Brazil;  Daniel Capucci Nunes, UERJ, 

Brazil;  Danielle Regina Wobeto de Araujo, UFPR, Brazil;  Dr. Daniel Achutti, UniLasalle, 

Brazil;  Dr. David Francisco Lopes Gomes, UFMG, Brazil;  Dr. Danielle Rached, Institute of 

International Relations - USP, Brazil;  Dr. Deisemara Turatti Langoski, Unipampa, Brazil;  

Diana Pereira Melo, UnB, Brazil;  Diego Alberto dos Santos, UFRGS, Brazil;  Dr. Diego 

Augusto Diehl, UnB, Brazil;  Dr. Diego Werneck Arguelhes, FGV DIREITO RIO, Brazil;  Dr. 

Diogo Coutinho,  USP, Brazil; Dr. Eduardo Magrani, EIC, Germany;  Dr. Eduardo Pazinato,  

UFRGS, Brazil;  Dr. Eduardo Pitrez Correa, FURG, Brazil;  Dr. Eduardo Socha, USP, Brazil;  

Eliseu Raphael Venturi, UFPR, Brazil;  Eloísa Dias Gonçalves,  Panthéon-Sorbonne, France;  

Emília Merlini Giuliani, PUC-RS, Brazil; Dr. Ezequiel Abásolo, Universidad Católica 



 

 Rev. Direito Práx., Rio de Janeiro, Vol. 13, N. 04, 2022, p.i-xiii 
Revista Direito e Práxis, Jane Reis 
DOI: 10.1590/2179-8966/2022/69299 |ISSN: 2179-8966 

 

xi 

Argentina, Argentina;  Dr. Emiliano Maldonado, UFSC, Brazil;  Dr. Fabiana Luci de 

Oliveira, UFSCAR, Brazil;  Dr. Fabiana Severi, USP, Brazil;  Fábio Balestro Floriano, UFRGS, 

Brazil;  Fabíola Fanti, USP, Brazil;  Fátima Gabriela Soares de Azevedo, UERJ, Brazil;  Dr. 

Felipe Gonçalves, CEBRAP, Brazil;  Dr. Fernanda Vasconscellos,  UFPEL, Brazil;  Dr. 

Fernanda Frizzo Bragato, Unisinos, Brazil;  Dr. Fernanda Pradal,  PUC-Rio, Brazil;  Dr. 

Fernando Fontainha, IESP/UERJ, Brazil;  Dr. Fernando Maldonado, University of Coimbra, 

Portugal;  Dr. Fernando Martins, UniLavras, Brazil;  Felipo Pereira Bona, UFPE, Brazil; 

Fernando Perazzoli, University of Coimbra, Portugal;  Dr. Fiammetta Bonfligli,  Lasalle 

University, Brazil;  Dr. Flávia Carlet, University of Coimbra, Portugal;  Dr. Flávio Bortolozzi 

Junior, Positivo University, Brazil;  Dr. Flávio Prol, USP, Brazil;  Dr. Flávio Roberto Batista, 

USP, Brazil;   Gabriela Cristina Braga Navarro, Johann Wolfgang Goethe Univertat, 

Germany;  Dr. Gabriel Gualano de Godoy, UERJ, Brazil;  Gabriel Vicente Riva, Vale do 

Cricaré College, Brazil;  Dr. Giovanna Milano, UNIFESP, Brazil, Dr. Giovanne Schiavon, 

PUC-PR, Brazil;  Dr. Giscard Farias Agra, UFPE, Brazil;  Dr. Gisele Mascarelli Salgado, Law 

School of São Bernardo do Campo - FDSBC, Brazil, Dr. Gladstone Leonel da Silva Júnior, 

UnB, Brazil;  Guilherme Cavicchioli Uchimura, UFPR, Brazil.  Dr. Gustavo Castagna 

Machado, UFPel, Brazil;  Gustavo Capela, UnB, Brazil;  Dr. Gustavo César Machado 

Cabral, UFC, Brazil, Dr. Gustavo Sampaio de Abreu Ribeiro, Harvard Law School, USA;  Dr. 

Gustavo Seferian Scheffer Machado, Federal University of Minas Gerais, Brazil;  Gustavo 

Capela, UnB, Brazil; Dr. Hector Cury Soares, UNIPAMPA, Brazil;  Dr. Henrique Botelho 

Frota, Christus University Center, Brazil;  Hugo Belarmino de Morais, UFPB, Brazil;  Dr. 

Hugo Leonardo Santos, UFAL, Brazil;  Dr. Hugo Pena,  UnB, Brazil;  Dr. Iagê Zendron Miola,  

UNIFESP, Brazil;  Ivan Baraldi,  University of Coimbra, Iran Guerrero Andrade, 

Flacso/Mexico, Mexico;  Jailson José Gomes Rocha, UFPB, Brazil;  Janaína Dantas 

Germano Gomes, PUC-CAMPINAS, Brazil;  Jailton Macena,  UFPB, Brazil;  Dr. Izabel 

Nuñes,  UFF, Brazil;  Dr. Jane Felipe Beltrão, UFPA, Brazil, Jeferson Mariano, Brazil;  

Joanna Noronha, Harvard University, USA;  Dr. João Andrade Neto,  Hamburg Universität, 

Germany;  João Emiliano Fortaleza de Aquino, UECE, Brazil;  Dr. João Paulo Allain 

Teixeira, UFPE, Brazil;  Dr. João Paulo Bachur, IDP, Brazil;  João Telésforo de Medeiros 

Filho, UnB, Brazil;  Dr. Jorge Foa Torres, Universidad Nacional Villa María, Argentina;  Dr. 

José Carlos Moreira da Silva Filho,  PUC-RS, Brazil;  Dr. José Renato Gaziero Cella, IMED, 

Brazil;  Dr. José Heder Benatti, UFPA, Brazil;  Dr. José Humberto de Goés Júnior, UFG, 

Brazil;   Dr. José Renato Gaziero Cella, Meridional College - IMED, Brazil;  Dr. José Rodrigo 



 

 Rev. Direito Práx., Rio de Janeiro, Vol. 13, N. 04, 2022, p.i-xiii 
Revista Direito e Práxis, Jane Reis 
DOI: 10.1590/2179-8966/2022/69299 |ISSN: 2179-8966 

 

xii 

Rodriguez, Unisinos, Brazil;  Dr. Josué Mastrodi, PUC-Campinas, Brazil;   Judah Leão Lobo, 

UFPR, Brazil;  Juliana Cesario Alvim Gomes, UERJ, Brazil;  Dr. Juliane Bento, UFRGS, Brazil;  

Lara Freire Bezerra de Santanna, University of Coimbra, Portugal;  Dr. Laura Madrid 

Sartoretto, UFRGS, Brazil;  Dr. Leonardo Figueiredo Barbosa, UNIFESO, Brazil;  Leticia 

Paes, Birkbeck, University of London, England;  Ligia Fabris Campos, Humbolt Universität 

zu Berlin, Germany;  Dr. Lívia Gimenez,  UnB, Brazil;  Dr. Lucas Machado Fagundes, 

UNESC, Brazil;  Dr. Lucas Pizzolatto Konzen, UFRGS, Brazil;  Lucas e Silva Gomes Pilau, 

UFRGS, Brazil;   Dr. Lucero Ibarra Rojas, Centro de Investigación y Docencia Económicas, 

Mexico;  Dr. Luciana Reis, UFU, Brazil;  Dr. Luciana de Oliveira Ramos, USP, Brazil;  Dr. 

Luciana Silva Garcia, IDP, Brazil;  Dr. Luciano Da Ros, UFRGS, Brazil; Dr. Luiz Caetano de 

Salles, UFU, Brazil;  Dr. Luiz Otávio Ribas, UERJ, Brazil;  Manuela Abath Valença, UFPE, 

Brazil;  Marcela Diorio,  USP, Brazil;  Marcella Alves Mascarenhas Nardelli, UFJF, Brazil;   

Marcelo de Castro Cunha Filho,  USP, Brazil;  Dr. Marcelo Eibs Cafrune,  UnB, Brazil;  

Marcelo Mayora, UFJF, Brazil;  Dr. Marcelo Torelly, UnB, Brazil;  Marcelo Maciel Ramos, 

UFMG, Brazil;  Dr. Mariana Teixeira, Universidade Livre of Berlim, Germany;  Dr. Marília 

Denardin Budó, UFRJ, Brazil;  Maria Izabel Guimarães da Costa Vellardo,  PUC-RJ, Brazil;  

Marcio Camargo Cunha Filho, UnB, Brazil;  Dr. Mariana Trotta, UFSM, Brazil;  Dr. Marxo 

Alexandre de Souza Serra, PUC-PR, Brazil;  Dr. Marcos Vinício Chein Feres, UFJF, Brazil;  

Dr. Maria Lúcia Barbosa, UFPE, Brazil;  Dr. Maria Paula Meneses, University of Coimbra, 

Portugal;  Dr. Mariana Anahi Manzo, Universidad Nacional de Córdoba, Argentina;  

Mariana Chies Santiago Santos, UFRGS, Brazil; Dr. Mariana Trotta, UFRJ, Brazil;   Dr. 

Mariana Teixeira, FU-Berlin, Germany; Dr. Melisa Deciancio, FLACSO, Argentina; Dr. 

Marisa N. Fassi, Università degli Studi di Milano, Italy;   Dr. Maria Cecilia Miguez, 

CONICET, Argentina.  Dr. Maria Lúcia Barbosa, UFPE, Brazil.   Dr. Maria Paula Menezes, 

University of Coimbra, Portugal.  Dr. Maria Pia Guerra, UnB, Brazil.  Mariana Chies 

Santiago Santos, USP, Brazil.  Mariana G. Valente, USP, Brazil.  Mariana Kuhn de Oliveira, 

Ritter dos Reis University Center, Brazil.  Dr. Marta Rodriguez de Assis Machado,  Getúlio 

Vargas Foundation - Direito GV São Paulo, Brazil;  Mayara de Carvalho Araújo, UFMG, 

Brazil;  Mayra Cotta, The New School for Social Research, USA;  Melissa Deciano, 

University of Munster, Argentina;  Dr. Miguel Gualano Godoy, UFPR, Brazil;  Moniza 

Rizzini Ansari; Mozart Silvano Pereira, UERJ, Brazil;  Mozart Linhares da Silva, UNSIC;  

Monique Falcão Lima, UERJ, Brazil;  Dr. Moisés Alves Soares, UFPR, Brazil;  Nadine 

Borges, UFF, Brazil;  Natacha Guala,  University of Coimbra, Portugal;  Dr. Orlando 



 

 Rev. Direito Práx., Rio de Janeiro, Vol. 13, N. 04, 2022, p.i-xiii 
Revista Direito e Práxis, Jane Reis 
DOI: 10.1590/2179-8966/2022/69299 |ISSN: 2179-8966 

 

xiii 

Aragon, Mexico;  Dr. Orlando Villas Bôas Filho, USP and Mackenzie Presbyterian 

University, Brazil;  Dr. Pablo Malheiros Frota,  UFGo, Brazil;  Dr. Pablo Minda, Universidad 

Luis Vargas Torres, Ecuador;  Dr. Pablo Nemiña, University of Buenos Aires, Argentina;  

Dr. Paulo Eduardo Alves da Silva, USP, Brazil;  Paulo Eduardo Berni, Ritter dos Reis 

University, Brazil;  Dr. Paulo MacDonald, UFRGS, Brazil;  Dr. Paulo Eduardo Alves da Silva, 

USP, Brazil;  Pedro Augusto Domingues Miranda Brandão, UnB, Brazil;  Dr. Pedro de 

Paula, São Judas Tadeu, Brazil;  Pedro Pulzatto Peruzzo, PUC-Campinas, Brazil;  Dr. 

Philippe Oliveira de Almeida,  UFRJ, Brazil;  Pryscilla Monteiro Joca, Université de 

Montréal, Canada;  Dr. Rafael Lamera Giesta Cabral, UFERSA, Brazil;  Dr. Rafael 

Schincariol,  USP, Brazil;  Dr. Rafael Vieira, UFRJ, Brazil;  Dr. Raffaella Porciuncula 

Pallamolla,  Lassalle University, Brazil;  Dr. Ramaís de Castro Silveira,  UnB, Brazil;  Dr. 

Raquel Lima Scalcon, UFRGS, Brazil;  Renan Bernardi Kalil, USP, Brazil;  Dr. Renan 

Quinalha, USP, Brazil;  Dr. Renata Ribeiro Rolim, UFPB;  Dr. Renato Cesar Cardoso,  

UFMG, Brazil; Dr. Ricardo Prestes Pazello, UFPR, Brazil;  Dr. Roberta Baggio, UFRGS, 

Brazil;  Dr. Roberto Bueno Pinto, UFU, Minas Gerais;  Dr. Roberto Efrem Filho, UFPB, 

Brazil;  Prof Rodolfo Jacarandá, Federal University of Rondônia, Brazil;  Rodrigo Faria 

Gonçalves Iacovini, USP, Brazil;  Dr. Rodrigo Ghiringhelli de Azevedo, PUC-RS, Brazil;  Dr. 

Rodolfo Liberato de Noronha, UNIRIO, Brazil;  Rodrigo Kreher, UFRGS, Brazil;  Dr. Roger 

Raupp Rios, Uniritter, Brazil;  Dr. Rosa Maria Zaia Borges, UFU, Brazil.  Dr. Samuel 

Barbosa, USP, Brazil;  Dr. Saulo Matos,  UFPA, Brazil;  Dr. Shirley Silveira Andrade,  UFES, 

Brazil;  Dr. Simone Andrea Schwinn,  UNISC, Brazil;  Simone Schuck Silva, UNISINOS, 

Brazil;  Talita Tatiana Dias Rampin, UnB, Brazil;  Tatyane Guimarães Oliveira, UFPB, Brazil;  

Thiago Arruda, UFERSA, Brazil;  Dr. Thiago Reis e Souza, Getúlio Vargas Foundation Law 

School - São Paulo, Brazil;  Prof. Dr. Thiago de Azevedo Pinheiro Hoshino, UFPR, Brazil;  

Dr. Thomaz Henrique Junqueira de Andrade Pereira, Getúlio Vargas Foundation Law 

School – Rio de Janeiro, Brazil;  Dr. Tiago de Garcia Nunes, UFPel, Brazil;  Dr. Valéria 

Pinheiro, UFPB, Brazil;  Dr. Verônica Gonçalves, UnB, Brazil;  Dr. Vinícius Gomes Casalino,  

PUC-Campinas, Brazil;  Dr. Vinicius Gomes de Vasconcellos, USP/PUC-RS, Brazil;  Dr. Vitor 

Bartoletti Sartori, UFMG, Brazil;  Dr. Wagner Felouniuk, UFRGS, Brazil. 

Translators who worked in this issue: Bruna Bataglia, João Pedro Werneck de Britto 

Pereira.  


