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HRJust Intersect Observatory  
 

Mission  
 

Updated version (August 2025) 

 
 
The Intersect Observatory is created as part of the HRJust project. 
 
The HRJust Intersect Observatory is a unique, intersectional space dedicated to monitoring how states 
invoke human rights to justify their actions across diverse domains – from climate change and COVID-
19 responses to migration policies – all through a gender and intersectionality lens. Established as part 
of the Horizon Europe HRJust project, the Observatory addresses a critical gap: states often defend 
their behavior with human rights arguments, an area largely under-regulated and not yet examined with 
an intersectional approach. By focusing on multiple thematic fields simultaneously (climate, health 
emergencies, migration, and gender equality), the Intersect Observatory provides the first-of-its-kind 
platform to analyze these human rights justifications in context and comparatively. It thus shines a light 
on patterns and trends in state practices that might otherwise remain siloed or overlooked. 
 

Objectives 

 
The Intersect Observatory’s mission is underpinned by clear objectives that guide its activities: 
 

• Collect all knowledge, findings, and materials produced by all the WPs of the HRJust project, 
ensuring a continuous flow of information. 

 

• Disseminate relevant materials in accessible formats – including working papers, work-in-
progress seminars, policy briefs, web interviews, and video blogs – to broaden their reach. 

 

• Promote healthy debate and dialogue on states’ human rights justifications among all relevant 
stakeholders. 

 

• Strengthen the exchange of information on human rights justifications and raise awareness of 
emerging issues, inclusive democracy, gender, and intersectionality. 

 
Through these objectives, the Observatory consolidates project research and actively engages the 
community to foster understanding and critical discussion around state practices of human rights 
justification. 
 

A Living Lab for Stakeholders 

 
The Intersect Observatory functions as more than a static repository – it is designed as a “Living Lab” 
for continuous learning and engagement.  

https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/
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The concept of an observatory for examining and monitoring trends in a research area comes from 
analogy with the facilities of astronomy and the idea that close and consistent observation is essential 
to understand and follow the development of a given topic. The Observatory method in humanities 
serves indeed “as a utility, or multi-purpose vehicle, for describing and responding to emerging 
community issues quickly and gathering data and qualitative findings as required”.1 An Observatory is 
thus a “Living Lab”.2 
In this respect, the Intersect Observatory offers a space where users and stakedeholers (academia, 
policy officers, civil society) can find materials developed by the other WPs of the project.  
 

Resources, Multinational Institutional Outreach, and Direct 

Communication Engagement  

 
The Observatory provides a rich digital library (the Intersect Library) where users can find curated 
reading lists, academic publications, working papers, and policy outputs drawn from the project’s work 
packages. It disseminates knowledge via multimedia content – including recorded webinars, web 
interviews, video blogs and link to training materials and courses as well – that spotlight emerging 
issues and diverse perspectives.  
 
The Gender & Intersectionality section of the website is a dedicated space for exploring how gender 
and intersecting factors (such as race, age, socio-economic status, or disability) shape and are shaped 
by states’ human rights justifications. This section compiles targeted academic work, the Gender 
Lecture Series conducted in 2024 and 2025, respectively, and thematic analyses from across the 
HRJust project, allowing users to engage with gender-specific narratives, case studies, and policy 
debates. By highlighting diverse voices and critical perspectives, it ensures that the Observatory’s 
outputs contribute to a more inclusive understanding of rights-based arguments and their impacts. 
 
The Intersect Catalogues provide an organised and searchable repository of relevant actors, 
initiatives, and resources. They include: 
 

• The Event Catalogue, listing past and upcoming events organized by Consortium members 
within the project´s activities, facilitates participation and ongoing learning. 

 

• The Civil Society Catalogue complements this by providing the relevant materials from the 
fieldwork activities from the WPs of the project. The catalogue serves as both a research tool 
and a networking resource, enabling scholars, practitioners, and activists to identify relevant 
actors, compare their strategies, and connect across thematic and geographic boundaries. By 

 

 

 

1 Guidotti T. L. (2022). The observatory: a model for studies in health, society, and the environment. Journal of 
environmental studies and sciences, 12(4), 827–837. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13412-022-00786-6.  
2 World Bank (2016). The social observatory: a living lab for developing a science of delivery. 28 January 2016. 
Available at: https://www.worldbank.org/en/news/feature/2016/01/28/the-social-observatory-a-living-lab-for-
developing-a-science-of-delivery.  

https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/intersect-library/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/gender-intersectionality/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/event-catalogue/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/civil-society-catalogue/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13412-022-00786-6
https://www.worldbank.org/en/news/feature/2016/01/28/the-social-observatory-a-living-lab-for-developing-a-science-of-delivery
https://www.worldbank.org/en/news/feature/2016/01/28/the-social-observatory-a-living-lab-for-developing-a-science-of-delivery
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integrating the catalogue into the Observatory’s ecosystem, we strengthen the bridge between 
research and grassroots practice, ensuring that civil society engagement is not only 
documented but actively facilitated. 

 

• The Observatories Catalogue is an interactive mapping tool that allows users to explore and 
compare findings across the different thematic areas (climate, COVID-19, migration, human 
rights, and gender/intersectionality). This map brings an intuitive visual dimension to the data, 
helping researchers and stakeholders identify intersections and contrasts among cases and 
topics, and supporting cross-thematic analysis and learning.  

 
The tripartite structure – Intersect Library, Gender & Intersectionality, and Intersect Catalogues – is 
deliberately designed to combine content depth, analytical perspective, and contextual mapping.  

• The Intersect Library ensures that research outputs and curated literature are consolidated in 
one accessible space, forming the factual and analytical backbone of the Observatory.  

• The Gender & Intersectionality section adds and integrates a critical lens, ensuring that human 
rights justifications are not examined in isolation, but understood within the lived realities and 
overlapping systems of discrimination affecting individuals and groups.  

• The Intersect Catalogues provide a contextual scaffolding, situating the research in a wider 
network of actors, events, and institutions, thus enabling users to identify comparative trends, 
and connect across disciplines and geographies.  

Together, these three sections make the Observatory not just a knowledge repository, but an interactive 
ecosystem for research, collaboration, and impact. 
 
By integrating such tools, the Intersect Observatory embodies a dynamic learning hub where 
information is not only collected and published, but also actively used and re-examined in light of 
ongoing developments and user input. 
 
Additionally, the platform enables direct expert input: through the “Contact our Expert” feature, users 
can reach out to project researchers for commentary or guidance on specific human rights justification 
questions, bridging the gap between research and practical insight. 
 
The Observatory also informs Deliverable D7.8 (Multinational institutional outreach: Seminars, 
conferences direct communication engagement with multinational institutional outreach), 
ensuring that the knowledge generated is not confined to academia but reaches institutional and policy-
making audiences. Through seminars, conferences, and direct communication channels, the 
Observatory contributes to a sustained dialogue with international and regional organisations, EU 
institutions, and other global actors. This outreach builds bridges between research findings and 
institutional practice, enabling decision-makers to access evidence-based insights on how states use 
human rights justifications. By linking digital resources with direct engagement, the Observatory 
strengthens its role as both a research hub and a platform for policy influence, ensuring that the relevant 
project outputs that are listed therein resonate within multinational debates and governance 
frameworks. 
 

Addressing Core Research Questions 

 
Crucially, the Intersect Observatory is structured to answer the four overarching research questions at 
the heart of the HRJust project. Each question guides the content curation and activities of the 
Observatory, ensuring that our resources directly inform these key inquiries, moving from the relevant 
theoretical framework to the empirical level: 

https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/observatories-catalogue/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/intersect-library/#contact-expert
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How do States defend and legitimise its actions through human rights? 
 
Compare the general and the particular. 
 
What role does geopolitics play in strategy, resources and reach. 
 
What role has EU in comparison between internal to EU and external to EU? 
 
Table 1 below illustrates how the Intersect Observatory have been contributing to tackle the above-
mentioned issues. 
 

Overarching questions 
 
 

How the Intersect Observatory can answer this question 

How do States defend and legitimise its 
actions through human rights? 
 

The Observatory sheds light on this question by curating 
dedicated publications and multimedia that examine how 
human rights language is used by states to explain or justify 
their policies. Through thematic reading lists, working papers, 
web interviews and events in both the Intersect Library and the 
Gender & Intersectionality sections, we explore concrete 
examples of state justification narratives. Additionally, 
interactive events and roundtables engage experts and 
stakeholders in discussing when such justifications are 
deemed legitimate or contested. The Contact our Expert portal 
further allows users to query consortium experts for insight into 
specific cases where states invoke human rights to defend 
their decisions. 
 

Compare the general and the particular. 
 

Our resources help bridge general theoretical debates and 
particular instances of human rights justification. For example, 
the Observatory library provides comparative analyses (e.g. 
cross-country case studies in climate litigation) alongside 
broader reflections on human rights discourse. Events and 
seminar series draw connections between overarching 
principles (such as democratic values or security imperatives) 
and specific national contexts or policies. By offering both high-
level and case-specific materials, the Observatory enables 
users to compare general trends with particular realities, 
illuminating how universal human rights arguments play out in 
distinct circumstances. 
 

What role does geopolitics play in strategy, 
resources and reach. 
 

The Observatory addresses the geopolitical dimension by 
featuring content that examines the influence of power 
dynamics and international context on human rights 
justifications. Through scholarly articles, videos and events, 
we highlight how states’ justificatory strategies may differ 
across regions or align with geopolitical interests – for 
instance, how great powers versus smaller states invoke 
human rights, or how resource distribution and reach (global 
versus local) affect the narrative. Webinars and expert panels 
specifically tackle questions of geopolitical strategy, enabling 
a deeper understanding of how global politics shape (and are 
shaped by) the use of human rights rhetoric. The platform’s 
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comparative tools (including the observatories map) further 
allow researchers to juxtapose cases from different 
geopolitical contexts to discern patterns and anomalies. 
 

What role has EU in comparison between 
internal to EU and external to EU? 
 

Given the HRJust project’s focus on the European Union’s 
dual role, the Observatory devotes special attention to the EU 
dimension. Our Intersect library and Gender & Intersectionality 
sections include publications analyzing the EU’s invocation of 
human rights both within its own member states and in its 
external relations. This content helps answer how the EU 
justifies actions internally (e.g. within EU law and policy) 
compared to how it uses human rights language in foreign 
policy or global governance. Policy papers and working 
papers, for instance, scrutinize EU statements and initiatives 
to see whether there are inconsistencies or common threads 
between its internal and external human rights justifications. In 
addition, events such as webinars and conferences bring 
together experts in EU law, international law, and human rights 
to debate the EU’s influence and responsibilities in both 
arenas. Users can also directly consult experts via the platform 
to discuss nuances of EU practice in human rights justification, 
ensuring this complex question is explored from both 
theoretical and practical perspectives. 

Table 1. How the Intersect Observatory Contributes to the Core Research Questions of the HRJust Project 

Table 2 below includes some examples on how some of the materials included in the Intersect 
Observatory are informing the above mentioned issues. 
 

Core questions Selected Materials from the Intersect Observatory3 

How do States defend 

and legitimise its 

actions through human 

rights? 

Alessi, N.P. (2025). “Verein Klimaseniorinnen and 

others v. Switzerland between human rights 

protection and human rights 

justification”, Freedom, Security & Justice: 

European Legal Studies 1, 210-

236, https://www.fsjeurostudies.eu/2025,-n.-

1.html 

 

Examines the Klimaseniorinnen v. Switzerland 

case, with a focus on how participatory human 

rights were invoked as a justification by the 

Swiss authorities. It argues that this weakens 

human rights protection and suggests how the 

ECtHR could have addressed the contradiction. 

Cristani, F. and Fornalé, E. (2025). National 
Climate Litigation Case Reviews: Human Rights 
Justifications in Action. HRJust WP6 Climate 
Working Paper Series. 

 

Provides a comparative review of national 

climate litigation cases. It maps out how states 

use human rights discourses to legitimise their 

strategies or defend against accusations of 

inaction. 

 

 

 

3 Given the considerable amount of materials in the Intersect Observatory, we offer here a selection of materials. 
More details on how all materials have been contributed to the relevant core research questions of the project are 
included in the Deliverables of the project that they have informed. 

https://www.fsjeurostudies.eu/2025,-n.-1.html
https://www.fsjeurostudies.eu/2025,-n.-1.html
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Němec, E. N., Lhotský, J., Cristani, F., & Fornalé, 
E. (2024). WP6 Preliminary Working Paper on the 
National Climate Litigation Case Reviews: State 
Accountability for Its Use of Human Rights 
Justifications. 
Zenodo. https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10997255 

Reviews how states use human rights 

justifications in national climate litigation and 

how accountability is addressed in these cases. 

Also identifies other types of arguments states 

use—like public interest or procedural reasons—

when they do not rely on human rights. 

Web interview series. Talking with WP3: how to 
theorise human rights justifications? Listen from 
Ester, Ayelet, Enzo, Claudio, Nikola, Aravind and 
Johanna what they are working on! 

 

Features reflections from scholars on theorising 

human rights justifications. Experts outline their 

specific focus areas. 

The Venice Commission and the Human Rights 
Justifications 

 

Professor Bílková’s presentation focused on 

how states use arguments such as security, 

legitimacy, democracy, and necessity to defend 

actions that may violate human rights or rule of 

law standards. These arguments are often used 

to legitimize state policies, especially when a 

state seeks to rebuild its system after periods of 

human rights and rule of law backsliding. 

Conference on Human Rights Justifications and 
the EU 

 

This conference examined how human rights, 

traditionally seen as protecting individuals from 

state action, have been used by states and the 

EU to justify their policies and legislation, 

including cases of coercion. It explored when 

such justifications were legitimate or illegitimate, 

particularly in areas like climate change 

litigation, migrant policy, and the rule of law crisis 

in the EU, with increasing focus on the evolving 

role of the EU in human rights protection. 

HRJust Symposium - Human Rights 
Justifications: The use of Human Rights as an 
Instrument of the State – What is the Pain and 
What is the Gain? 

 

The HRJust Symposium focused on how human 

rights are used by states to justify various 

actions and policies. The presentations explored 

a range of topics, including the application of 

human rights in security policies, political 

narratives, migration, foreign policy, and legal 

frameworks.  

Human rights in the context of contemporary 
international law and transdisciplinarity: A book 
discussion 

 

Prof. Cristina Elena Popa Tache emphasized the 

significance of employing inter- and multi-

methods of analysis, as well as transdisciplinary 

approaches, in response to the changing social, 

political, and economic landscapes in 

international legal theory. 

Nordic Rule of Law Forum 
 

The Nordic Rule of Law Forum 2024 examined 

how states defend and legitimize their actions 

through human rights by using them to justify 

policies that may infringe on rights, such as 

during emergencies or in migration-related 

actions. The discussions highlighted the tension 

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10997255
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/the-venice-commission-and-thehuman-rights-justifications/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/the-venice-commission-and-thehuman-rights-justifications/
https://www.snef.se/wp-content/uploads/2024/09/Human-Rights-Justifications-and-the-EU-programme.pdf
https://www.snef.se/wp-content/uploads/2024/09/Human-Rights-Justifications-and-the-EU-programme.pdf
https://hrjust.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/08/symposium-9-of-august-2024-2-1.pdf
https://hrjust.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/08/symposium-9-of-august-2024-2-1.pdf
https://hrjust.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/08/symposium-9-of-august-2024-2-1.pdf
https://hrjust.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/08/symposium-9-of-august-2024-2-1.pdf
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/human-rights-in-the-context-of-contemporary-international-law-and-transdisciplinarity-a-book-discussion/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/human-rights-in-the-context-of-contemporary-international-law-and-transdisciplinarity-a-book-discussion/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/human-rights-in-the-context-of-contemporary-international-law-and-transdisciplinarity-a-book-discussion/
https://hrjust.wordpress.com/home/events-page/previous-events/
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between state power and human rights, showing 

how states manipulate human rights frameworks 

to shield controversial decisions or expand 

authority under the guise of protecting rights or 

responding to crises. 

Workshop on HRJust: Methods and Legal 
Theories 

The HRJust workshop in Taipei explored how 

states justify and legitimize their actions through 

human rights by discussing how geopolitical 

factors and government decisions influence the 

use of human rights justifications, particularly in 

relation to migration and COVID-19 policies. The 

workshop also examined how states, including 

Taiwan, Sweden, and India, use human rights 

rhetoric to defend their policies, with a focus on 

the challenges faced by marginalized groups 

and the role of civil society in holding states 

accountable. 

Compare the general 

and the particular 

Climate change: what duties do governments owe 
use? 

 

This presentation explores how constitutional 

arguments—such as access to justice, political 

questions, and separation of powers—shape the 

legal justification of state (in)action in climate 

litigation. It illustrates how general principles like 

intergenerational equity and EU obligations are 

applied in particular national contexts to defend 

or challenge state responses to climate change 

Conference on Human Rights Justifications and 
the EU 

 

This conference examines how states and the 

EU increasingly use human rights not only as 

protective tools but also as justifications for their 

legislative and policy choices. It links general 

theoretical debates with particular policy areas—

such as climate change or migration—

highlighting when such justifications are 

considered legitimate or problematic. 

The Use of Human Rights Language in 
International and EU Law 

 

This conference explores how the language of 

human rights is used by various actors within 

international and EU law to pursue diverse—and 

sometimes conflicting—objectives. It critically 

examines whether such uses serve to legitimise 

state actions or risk distorting the original 

protective purpose of human rights, thus 

addressing both general and particular dynamics 

of justification. 

The Venice Commission and the Human Rights 
Justifications 

 

This presentation shows how states use general 

human rights-related arguments—such as 

security, democracy, or necessity—to legitimise 

particular actions that may depart from 

established standards. It provides insight into 

how such justifications operate both as strategic 

https://hrjust.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/07/workshop-in-taipei_may-2024.pdf
https://hrjust.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/07/workshop-in-taipei_may-2024.pdf
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/climate-change-what-duties-do-governments-owe-use/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/climate-change-what-duties-do-governments-owe-use/
https://www.snef.se/wp-content/uploads/2024/09/Human-Rights-Justifications-and-the-EU-programme.pdf
https://www.snef.se/wp-content/uploads/2024/09/Human-Rights-Justifications-and-the-EU-programme.pdf
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/the-use-of-human-rights-language-in-international-and-eu-law/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/the-use-of-human-rights-language-in-international-and-eu-law/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/the-venice-commission-and-thehuman-rights-justifications/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/the-venice-commission-and-thehuman-rights-justifications/


 HRJust Intersect Observatory Mission (August 2025)  

 

9 | P a g e  

    

tools in specific national contexts and as part of 

broader discourses on state legitimacy. 

Fornalé, E, Cristani, F., Heepen, R. ´Gender 
Parity in the Making: Promoting Equal and 
Inclusive Representation of Women in Decision-
Making Systems´ IIR Policy Paper 
(2024), https://www.iir.cz/en/gender-parity-in-the-
making-promoting-equal-and-inclusive-
representation-of-women-in-decision-making-
systems 
 

It highlights how international actors frame the 

inclusion of women in decision-making as a 

matter of human rights and equality. It 

contributes to the comparison between general 

human rights commitments and the particular 

structural and policy-level barriers women face 

in political and economic spheres. 

Insights from the fieldwork activities conducted in 
the context of climate litigation 

 

This webinar connected general legal 

commitments to specific impacts on vulnerable 

groups, illustrating both the potential and limits 

of rights-based justifications in practice. 

Workshop on Climate Litigation, Gender and 
Intersectionality with Civil Society Engagement 

 

The workshop examined how States defend and 

legitimise their actions through human rights, 

focusing on climate litigation as a specific case 

where human rights justifications are employed. 

By comparing general human rights frameworks 

with particular instances in climate proceedings, 

the discussion highlighted the role of civil 

society, the importance of a gender and 

intersectionality approach, and strategies for 

enhancing democratic participation, ultimately 

shaping the EU's stance on human rights 

advocacy. 

Naz Nemec, E. (2024). “Marmara Gölü ve Ötesi: 
Bir iklim davası argümanı olarak gerilememe 
İlkesi (The Lake Marmara and Beyond: Principle 
of Non-regression as An Argument in Climate 
Litigation)”, in Kutluhan Bozkurt (ed.), Küresel 
Isınma ve İklim Koruma Hukuku (Global Warming 
and Climate Protection Law) (Legal Publishing, 
Istanbul), 69-87, Seçkin Yayıncılık 

 

This article explores the principle of non-

regression in the context of climate litigation, 

particularly focusing on its relevance in 

defending and legitimising state actions. The 

principle asserts that States cannot backtrack on 

previously achieved environmental protections, 

thus reinforcing the notion that human rights 

obligations, including those related to climate, 

must evolve rather than regress. 

What role does 

geopolitics play in 

strategy, resources 

and reach 

Measuring Women’s Empowerment in the Global 
South 
 

The presentation discusses the growing political 

support for gender equality globally, but the 

challenge remains in measuring women's 

empowerment and progress. The focus on SDG-

5 reflects how global commitments to gender 

equality can influence political agendas and 

resource allocation indirectly. 

What role has EU in 

comparison between 

internal to EU and 

external to EU? 

Antoniazzi, C. T. (2024). “Extraterritorial Human 
Rights Obligations in the Area of Climate Change: 
Why the European Union Should Take Them 
Seriously”, European Papers 9(2): 479-512. DOI: 
10.15166/2499-8249/768, European papers 

 

This article explores the European Union's role 

in addressing climate change both within its 

borders and externally, focusing on its potential 

extraterritorial human rights obligations 

https://www.iir.cz/en/gender-parity-in-the-making-promoting-equal-and-inclusive-representation-of-women-in-decision-making-systems
https://www.iir.cz/en/gender-parity-in-the-making-promoting-equal-and-inclusive-representation-of-women-in-decision-making-systems
https://www.iir.cz/en/gender-parity-in-the-making-promoting-equal-and-inclusive-representation-of-women-in-decision-making-systems
https://www.iir.cz/en/gender-parity-in-the-making-promoting-equal-and-inclusive-representation-of-women-in-decision-making-systems
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/uncategorized/insights-from-the-fieldwork-activities-conducted-in-the-context-of-climate-litigation/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/uncategorized/insights-from-the-fieldwork-activities-conducted-in-the-context-of-climate-litigation/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/workshop-on-climate-litigation-gender-and-intersectionality-with-civil-society-engagement/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/workshop-on-climate-litigation-gender-and-intersectionality-with-civil-society-engagement/
https://www.seckin.com.tr/kitap/kuresel-isinma-ve-iklim-koruma-hukuku-kutluhan-bozkurt-s-p-354562804?srsltid=AfmBOoqvqfwa6Z9iRSWDUQ5JBBUDitwXfnr46P5sGo-caa2JivNSefFL
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/measuring-womens-empowerment-in-theglobal-south/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/measuring-womens-empowerment-in-theglobal-south/
https://www.europeanpapers.eu/en/e-journal/extraterritorial-human-rights-obligations-area-climate-change-why-european-union-should-take-them-seriously
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Conference on Human Rights Justifications and 
the EU 

 

This conference examined how human rights 

were increasingly used by the EU and states as 

justifications for their policies and actions, 

particularly in areas like climate change, 

migration, and environmental regulation. It 

highlighted the evolving role of the EU in 

balancing internal and external human rights 

obligations, especially as it considered 

becoming a party to the European Convention 

on Human Rights and strengthening its own 

legal framework, such as the EU Charter of 

Fundamental Rights. 

Gender equality and non-discrimination at work in 
the EU 

 

The EU plays a significant role in promoting 

gender equality and non-discrimination at work 

through internal legislation, such as the EU 

Charter of Fundamental Rights and directives on 

equal treatment. Externally, the EU works to 

influence global standards by encouraging third 

countries to adopt similar gender equality 

measures and ensuring that human rights 

principles, including gender equality, are 

incorporated into its external policies and 

agreements. 

The Fragmented Regulatory Puzzle for AI The EU plays a crucial role in addressing gender 

biases and algorithmic discrimination through its 

internal regulations, such as the Artificial 

Intelligence Act, which incorporates gender 

equality and non-discrimination measures. 

Externally, the EU engages with international 

bodies, like the UN and the Council of Europe, to 

ensure that global AI frameworks also align with 

gender equality principles and cooperate with 

national and international enforcement 

mechanisms. 

The European Gender Mainstreaming: 
Achievements and Challenges 

 

The EU's gender mainstreaming strategy has 

been a key internal tool for promoting gender 

equality, addressing both its strengths and 

limitations within the context of ongoing 

challenges like migration, economic crises, and 

political shifts. Externally, the EU's approach to 

gender mainstreaming influences its policies and 

research in broader international contexts, 

contributing to the global conversation on gender 

equality. 

Table 2. Selected Materials from the Intersect Observatory and How they Contribute to the Core Research Questions of the HRJust Project 

By aligning its content and structure with these four core questions, the Intersect Observatory ensures 
that the knowledge generated by the HRJust project is not only preserved and shared, but is also 
applied to interrogate real-world issues. Through an intersectional, comparative, and collaborative 

https://www.snef.se/wp-content/uploads/2024/09/Human-Rights-Justifications-and-the-EU-programme.pdf
https://www.snef.se/wp-content/uploads/2024/09/Human-Rights-Justifications-and-the-EU-programme.pdf
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/gender-equality-and-non-discrimination-at-work-in-the-eu/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/gender-equality-and-non-discrimination-at-work-in-the-eu/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/the-fragmented-regulatory-puzzle-for-ai/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/the-european-gender-mainstreaming-achievements-and-challenges/
https://hrjust-intersect-observatory.eu/events/the-european-gender-mainstreaming-achievements-and-challenges/
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approach, the Observatory fulfills its mission of deepening our understanding of states’ use of human 
rights – providing stakeholders in academia, policy, and civil society with a living resource to critically 
engage with the “how” and “why” of human rights justifications in today’s world.  
 
The result is a forward-looking platform that supports informed debate, continuous learning, and the 
advancement of more accountable and inclusive human rights practices globally. 
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Intersect Observatory 

Social Media Strategy for a new Instagram Account (August 2025)1 
 
 
Establishing an official Instagram account for the Intersect Observatory at this stage — six months before the project’s 
close — is a targeted, time-sensitive action to maximise the reach and impact of our final-phase outputs. Instagram’s visual, 
mobile-first format complements the Observatory’s LinkedIn presence by engaging students, early-career researchers, 
activists and broader public audiences who are less present on professional networks but crucial for uptake, debate and 
policy influence.  
Launching now enables timely promotion of the final deliverables, webinars and policy briefs during their highest-visibility 
window, allows us to share accessible multimedia summaries of fieldwork and interviews, and helps build a sustainable 
follower community and partner network that will extend the Observatory’s visibility and impact beyond the formal project 
end.  
 

1. Objectives 

• Raise awareness of the HRJust project and the Intersect Observatory among academics, students, and policy 
professionals. 

• Share key findings and reports from webinars, working papers, events, interviews and follow-up survey  

• Encourage engagement: webinar attendance, website visits, and possible networking opportunities 
 

2. Platform Strategy  

• Feed posts: 1–2 posts per week (mix of carousels, single-image, and short videos/reels). 

• Minimum initial cadence: 1 post + 1–2 stories per week. Scale up as capacity allows. 
 

3. Content pillars (what we post)  

• Research snapshots — short, visual takeaways from working papers, interviews and surveys (infographics, carousel 
posts); 

• Events & webinars — announcements, live story coverage, short recap reels; 

• Voices & interviews — highlight quotes, researcher profiles, short clip excerpts (with consent); 

• Policy & practice — short explainers on EU/Intl developments relevant to the Observatory’s themes; 

• Community & calls to action — event invites; 

• Behind the scenes/process — humane, relatable content showing research in progress, fieldwork or editing sessions. 
 

4. Target audience  

• Experts and stakeholders from different backgrounds  

• Students and activists engaged in similar topics – human rights, climate change and justice, gender and 
intersectionality  

• Building our following through existing contacts: 

o Participants from our mailing lists and regular webinar attendees 

 
1 Horizon Europe project HRJust (States’ Practice of Human Rights Justification: a study in civil society engagement and human rights through the lens of 
gender and intersectionality), GA no. 101094346 and SERI (Swiss State Secretariat for Education, Research and Innovation - SERI) Grant Agreement No. 
23.00131). Views and opinions expressed are those of the author(s) only and do not necessarily reflect those of the European Union or the European 
Commission. Neither the European Union nor the granting authority can be held responsible for them. 
 
The social media strategy of the Intersect Observatory has been implemented by IIR (WP7 co-lead) in line with Deliverable D2.1 (Communication & 
Dissemination Plan, CDP). This informs as well the relevant Tasks of WP2 and the forthcoming Deliverable D2.3 (Communication Dissemination Plan update 2 
– due by M36). 
 



 

 

o Current networking sites  

o Audiences connected to the Institute of International Relations (IIR) – with the support of the IIR conference 
service  

5. Visual tools  

• Simple and consistent graphics used at the Observatory website  

• Focus on key points or findings  

• Ensuring that the content is visually coherent and easy to understand, even for users quickly scrolling through their 
feed 

 

6. Coordination and Management  

• IIR team (WP7 co-lead), in consultation and with the collaboration and input from the whole Consortium partners 

• Help of the IIR Conference service (part of the IIR team) for content creation (e.g. short videos) and dissemination 
support 

 

7. Legal, ethical & privacy considerations 

• Always obtain written consent before posting identifiable images or interview clips of individuals; keep consent 
records. 

• Ensure GDPR compliance: do not publish personal data without explicit consent;  

• For third‑party content, respect copyright and attribute sources. 
 

8. KPIs, monitoring & reporting 

• Bi-monthly reporting recommended. Metrics to track: 

o Followers (growth rate) 

o Reach & impressions 

o Engagement rate (likes+comments+shares / impressions) 

o Story interactions (polls, link taps) 
 

9. Suggested hashtags 
#IntersectObservatory  
#HRJust 
#ClimateJustice  
#ClimateLitigation 
#HumanRights 
#PolicyResearch 
#EU 

 


