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RQ 1: HOW CAN THE REVIEW OF LEGISLATIVE AIMS BE CONSTRUED CONCEPTUALLY?

RQ 2: HOW DOES THE BELGIAN CONSTITUTIONAL COURT ENGAGE WITH LEGISLATIVE AIMS?

RQ 3: HOW COULD THE BELGIAN CONSTITUTIONAL COURT REVIEW LEGISLATIVE AIMS?

Empirical analysis of the Constitutional Court case-law
• RQ 2.1: Which legislative aims have been evaluated by the 

Court as legitimate?
• RQ 2.2: Can these aims be systematized? 
• RQ 2.3: How does the Court methodologically engage with 

reviewing legislative intent?

Methodology:

• Literature analysis
• Functional comparison

▪ Council of State
▪ ECtHR
▪ SCOTUS Co
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Confronting findings from RQ 1 and RQ 2

OUTCOME: normative suggestions to develop the practice of the 
Belgian Constitutional Court with regard to legislative aims


