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PIER GIUSEPPE MONATERI

EDITORIAL FOR THE THIRTIETH ANNIVERSARY
OF THE CARDOZO ELECTRONIC LAW BULLETIN

Thirty years ago, when the Cardozo Electronic Law Bulletin was first conceived, the
very idea of a legal journal existing natively on the web bordered on the improbable.
At atime when academic authority remained tethered to print, distribution cycles, and
physical archives, we set out—perhaps with a degree of audacity—to imagine a
different scholarly ecosystem: one that was immediate, accessible, and structurally
unbound by the limitations of paper.

Those early years in University of Trento were marked not merely by experimentation,
but by conviction. The project was not intended as a supplement to traditional
publishing, nor as a technological curiosity. It was, from the outset, a rethinking of
what legal scholarship could become in a digital environment. The aspiration was
radical in its simplicity: a fully clickable world of knowledge, in which texts were not
static artifacts but nodes in an evolving and interconnected intellectual network.

In this respect, the Bulletin did not merely anticipate a shift; it participated in shaping
it. Over three decades, it has hosted an extraordinary range of contributions, reflecting
both doctrinal rigor and methodological diversity. The sheer volume and variety of
work published stand as a testament to a community of scholars willing to engage
with a platform that, at its inception, lacked the conventional markers of academic
prestige. What sustained the project was not institutional inertia, but a shared
commitment to openness, experimentation, and scholarly dialogue.

And yet, as we reflect on this trajectory, there is an irony that cannot go unremarked.
The digital revolution in academic publishing, once imagined as a departure from the
logic of print, has in many respects reproduced it. The widespread adoption of the PDF
format—while undoubtedly facilitating access—has preserved the conceptual
architecture of the traditional journal: discrete installments, fixed texts, and bounded
issues. What was once envisioned as a fluid, continuously evolving corpus of
knowledge has, in practice, often been reconstituted as a digital replica of the printed
page.

This development is not without its virtues, but it invites reconsideration. If digital
scholarship merely imitates its analog predecessor, then its transformative potential
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remains only partially realized. The original vision—of texts that grow, interconnect,
and adapt over time, more akin to living systems than to finalized products—still lies
largely ahead of us. Whether the next decades will bring us closer to that vision
remains an open question, and perhaps an open challenge.

What is beyond question, however, is the significance of endurance. For a journal to
persist for thirty years is, in itself, no small achievement. For it to do so entirely on a
non-profit basis, and in a fully open-access format, is even more remarkable. Long
before these principles became widely endorsed—indeed, before they became
institutional priorities—the Bulletin embodied them as foundational commitments
rather than strategic choices.

This anniversary, therefore, is not only a moment of retrospective appreciation but
also one of forward-looking resolve. The transition from University of Trento to
University of Turin marks continuity rather than rupture: a reaffirmation that the
Bulletin’s pioneering spirit has become institutional without becoming conventional.
Above all, this occasion calls for gratitude. To the authors who entrusted their work to
an unconventional platform; to the editors and collaborators who sustained it through
periods of uncertainty and transformation; and to the broader scholarly community
thatrecognized, often before it was widely acknowledged, the importance of open and
accessible legal discourse.

If the past thirty years have demonstrated anything, it is that innovation in academic
publishing is neither linear nor complete. It unfolds unevenly, shaped as much by
habit as by possibility. Yet the continued existence of the Cardozo Electronic Law
Bulletin suggests that alternative models are not only conceivable, but sustainable.
We began with an idea that seemed, at the time, almost utopian. That idea has
endured, adapted, and, in many respects, been vindicated. As we look toward the
future, we do so with the same spirit that animated the Bulletin’s founding: a
willingness to question inherited forms, to embrace technological possibility, and to
insist that legal scholarship can—and should—remain open, evolving, and accessible
to all.

What has sustained this journal for three decades is not merely novelty, but fidelity—
to rigor, to openness, and to intellectual exchange unconstrained by barriers of access
or by outworn conventions. Those are not transient aspirations; they are enduring
academic values. It is precisely because we have remained anchored in them that we
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stand today at the center of a scholarly tradition we have helped to redefine—and will
continue to shape in the years to come.
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