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The purpose of Rewriting Jurisprudence: Centring Refugee and Migrant Lived Experience is to rethink, reframe
and rewrite jurisprudence from the perspectives of scholars and lawyers with lived experience of forced displacement
(refugees and internally displaced persons (IDPs)), statelessness and migration. Legal frameworks that govern significant
aspects of forced displacement, statelessness and migration and the institutional and professional fora created to
administer them are colonial, imperialistic, and patriarchal. Refugees, IDPs, stateless people and migrants are most often
the objects of such law and policy created by individuals with no relevant lived experience. Similarly, in forced migration
scholarship and migration studies there is increasing acknowledgment that the fields have been developed and are
sustained by researchers without relevant lived experience writing about not with people from such backgrounds.' Forced
migration scholarship and migration studies are multidisciplinary fields and, while there have been some initiatives in
the social sciences that have responded to these concerns,” legal research lags behind.> Although, some refugee and
migration law judgments have been rewritten from queer and feminist perspectives® this remains the only project in
which judgments are critiqued and rewritten by scholars and lawyers with lived experience of forced displacement,
migration and statelessness. The strong response to our first call for papers enabled the first stage of this project to
be successfully completed and published as a Special Issue in Refugee Survey Quarterly, with a specific focus on
refugee law. It also enabled us to envisage the possibility of a rich edited collection that draws on and engages more
broadly with lived experience of human mobility, voluntary or otherwise. In the context of this already vibrant project,
the reason for this renewed call for book chapters is thus twofold. It is an opportunity, first, to broaden the scope of
rewritten judgments across the full spectrum of human displacement and, second, to expand the geographical
spread of contributions particularly in the Majority World, otherwise known as the Global South.

Inspiration

The rewriting of judicial decisions that have prejudiced or misrepresented marginalised members of society is an
innovative legal methodology that is gaining traction in a number of contexts. The idea of rewriting judgments as a form
of critique was first taken up by feminist legal scholars.’ Other areas where this methodology has been employed include
child rights, the environment, and international law.® A recent project led by Nicole Watson and Heather Douglas invited
Indigenous and non-Indigenous scholars to work in partnership to rewrite some key judgments in Australia’s colonial
legal history in order ‘to reimagine justice through an Indigenous lens’.” Watson and Douglas begin their Indigenous
judgments project by stating that ‘Indigenous people have often been objects of rather than voices heard in judicial
narratives and decisions’.® They highlight that while judicial decisions have delivered grave injustices to Indigenous
Australians, Indigenous people have also used litigation as a tool to seek recognition of their rights.” The authors
considered what was missing from these key judgments, critically examined the interpretive choices made by the
overwhelrrhi)ngly white, male judiciary, asked ‘whose stories were privileged’ and sought to resurface these neglected
narratives.

Scope

The conceptualisation of this project is broad in reach. We invite proposals/abstracts for rewriting any judgment
concerning refugees, IDPs, stateless persons, trafficked persons, Indigenous communities, and (undocumented)
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migrants from any country or (sub)region across situations (e.g., colonial violence, land dispossession, resource
extraction, climate change, harsh environmental conditions, and Big-tech and development) that result in
displacement. Authors can nominate a case they would like to rewrite or ask the editors for suggestions. We encourage
authors to explore what was outside the judicial lens in the initial decision, whose narratives and voices were given
priority and whose narratives were (mis)represented, silenced or ignored. In doing so, we invite authors to write the
judgment that might have been, drawing on existing, alternative, or even imagined legal frameworks. Some may write a
dissenting opinion, in keeping with current legal structures and orthodoxies. Others may position their judgment in the
future, offering a fictional/creative context that provides new possibilities. Our openness to these styles of contribution
recognises not only that there is potential within existing juridical frameworks, but also that authors should not feel
constrained by limitations of the English Common Law or the Civil Law system.

Co-authorship

Taking our lead from Watson and Douglas’s Indigenous Judgments Project, we envisage that most of the contributions
will be co-authored. We are looking to pair, in the first instance, displaced scholars of refugee, trafficked,
Indigenous, statelessness and (undocumented) migration law without such lived experience and in the second,
scholars (from any discipline) or lawyers with lived experience of forced displacement, statelessness and
migration. As the editorial team, we are similarly a group of scholars from these backgrounds. We invite proposals from
authors who would like to write together but we also welcome expressions of interest from those who would like to be
paired with a co-author. We will endeavour to match contributors with similar interests.

An Ongoing Project

Rewriting Jurisprudence: Centring Refugee and Migration Lived Experience is an ongoing project. In its second
phase, we will be publishing a selection of rewritten judgments as book chapters in an edited volume. We are working
towards producing a broader range of rewritten judgments for publication that can be used as resource materials for
scholars, administrators, and private entities interested in critical displacement studies. Our strong preference is that these
publications will be open access and therefore available to all. During the project we will also publish shortened or draft
versions as blog posts as a way of ensuring both accessibility and timeliness of contributions. We hope very much that
the project will inspire other similar initiatives.

Process

The process that we envisage for this Book Project is consultative and supportive. In this spirit, if you are wondering
whether this might be of interest, but you are not sure if it is the right fit for you, please feel free to contact us to talk
about it.

After we have received proposals/abstracts and identified suitable participants in the project, the Australian National
University will host an online meeting in 2026 (date to be decided) where contributors can share initial thoughts and
ideas. We will then convene an online workshop in mid-late 2026 (again, date to be decided) where contributors can
present more developed draft papers.

Submission

Please send expressions of interest no longer than 200 words (together with a short bio) to veronica.fynnbruey@tuki-
tumarankeh.org by 30 November 2025. We warmly welcome expressions of interest from established scholars as well
as those who may be new to academic publishing, including graduate students. The editorial team as part of the project
will provide publishing mentoring to early career scholars.

Tentative Timeline

05 October 2025: Second Call for Papers release (Book Project)
30 November 2025: Deadline for abstracts/proposal

30 May 2026: Deadline for final chapter submission

30 September 2026: complete review and respond to authors

30 November 2026: Revise proposal and submit to publisher




