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The coronavirus pandemic is another crisis in Europe that has exposed anti-democratic tendencies

in the Member States of the European Union. It took place immediately after the financial crisis and

the so-called refugee crisis that previously revealed such a trend. During the coronavirus pandemic,

the governments have imposed a lot of different restrictions, inter alia on freedoms of peaceful assemblies,
movement, or religious freedom, which may indicate the implementation of the neo-/quasi-militant
democracy rule in the analyzed country. In this article, | focus only on the limitations liked to the Catholic
Church. The restrictions imposed by the government mainly concerned the limited number of people who
can participate in church rites and restrictions on movement for young people. In response to the introduced
restrictions, there were very divided voices of clergy representing the Catholic Church. On the basis of their
analysis, the positions held were classified into four groups that allow me to organize and classify the attitude
of individual clergy to the introduced restrictions. The statements of the clergy were divided into those
expressing approval for the introduced restrictions, denying them, expressing doubts (partial approval or
negation) as well as an attitude expressing openness to the use of modern technologies in evangelization
or lack of support for their use. The study revealed that religious freedom in Poland was significantly
violated during the coronavirus pandemic. It was a mechanism characteristic of neo-militant democracy
since the democratic freedom was restricted not to limit the sovereignty of the Polish political nation.
However, the results obtained do not indicate the progressive process of neither neo- nor quasi-militant
democracy rule implementation, because the restrictions appeared only during the pandemic and also
covered other institutions, for example schools and universities. Earlier, before the pandemic period, one
can rather talk about incidental actions limiting religious freedom. In addition, the restrictions introduced
were not as restrictive for the Church as in the case of other institutions.
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Pe3amep-MNnotka K. O6merkeHHs cBo60aM BipocnoBigaHHA Ta BNPOBaAKEHHA HEO-MiNliTapHOro
AEeMOKpaTUyHoro npasiHHA y Monbui 4o6m Kpusm

MaHpemia KopoHaBsipycy — Le we ogHa Kpu3a B EBPONI, AKa BUABMIA aHTUAEMOKPATUYHI TeHAEHLi

B leprKaBax-yneHax €sponeincbkoro Cotosy. Lle ctanocsa oapasy nicns ¢iHaHCOBOI KPpM3K Ta TaK 3BaHOI
Kpu13u BixkeHLUiB, WO paHiwe BUABAANM BKa3aHy TeHAeHLUito. Mig vyac naHAemii KopoHaBipycy ypas
3anpoBaams 6araTto pisHUX obmeKeHb, 30Kpema Ha cBoboay MUPHUX 3ibpaHb, NnepecyBaHHA uM cBoboay
BiPOCMOBiAAHHA, LLLO MOXe CBIAYNTM NPO BNPOBAAMKEHHA B aHaNi30BaHil KpaiHi npasuaa Heo/KBasi-
MifiTapHOi AemoKpaTii. Y Uil CTaTTi A 30cepeaskyrocs nme Ha 0bMeXKeHHsX, Lo CTOCYoTbCA
KatonuubKoi Llepkeu. ObmexkeHHA, BCTaHOBAEHI ypAA0M, CTOCYBa/INCA NEPEBAXKHO 0BbMeXKeHHs
KiNIbKOCTi Ntoel, AKi MOXKyTb BpaTu yyacTb y LLEPKOBHUX 06psAaax, Ta 06MeKeHb WoA0 NepecyBaHHs
monogai. Y Bignosigb Ha BBeAeHi 06MeKeHHA roIocu CBALWLEHHOCTYKUTENIB, WO NpeacTaBANN
KatonuubKy LlepkBy, bynn ayxe posgineHnmu. Ha nigcrasi ix aHanisy nocagu, Wo 3amatoTtb, byam
KnacnikoBaHi Ha YOTMPU rPYNM, LWLO A03BOAE MEHi OpraHizyBaTh Ta KnacudikyBaTh CTaBaAeHHA
OKpeMMX LapiB AyXOBEHCTBA A0 BBeAEHUX 0bMeXeHb. 3aABM AyXOBEHCTBA NOAINANANCA Ha Ti, AKI
BMCNOBNIOBA/IN CXBAZlEHHA 3aNPOBAAKEHUM 0BMENKEHHAM, 3anepeyyBani ix, BUCI0BAKOBAN CYMHIBM
(4acTKoBe CxBasieHHA UM 3aMepeYeHHs), @ TaKOXK CTaB/IEHHSA, AKe BUCNOBOBAO BiAKPUTICTb

[0 BUKOPUCTAHHA Cy4aCHUX TEXHOJIOTIM B EBaHrenisaLii abo BiACYTHICTb NiATPUMKM iX BUKOPUCTAHHA.
JocnipxeHHA nokasano, wo ceoboaa sBipocnosigaHHA B Mosbli 6yna 3Ha4YHO nopyLeHa nig yYac
naHaemii KopoHaBipycy. Lle 6yB mexaHi3m, xapakTepHUn ANA HEO-MiNiTapHOI AeMOKpaTii, OCKiNbKM
AeMoKpaTuyHa cBoboaa byna obmexeHa, Wob He obMeKyBaTH CyBePEHITET NONAbCbKOT NONITUYHOI
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Hauii. OgHaK OTpMMaHi pe3yibTaT He CBig4YaTb NPO MNOCTYNOBUI NPOLLEC BNPOBALAKEHHSA aHi HEO-, aHi
KBasi-MiniTapHMUX NpaBua AeMOKpaTii, OCKiNbKM 06MeKeHH:A 3’ABMAnCA AnLwe nig yac naHaemii Ta
OXONJII0BANW W iHWIi YCTaHOBW, HAaMPUKAAA, WKOAU Ta yHiBepcuteTu. PaHiwe, go nepiogy naHaemii,
WBKALIE MOXHa FOBOPUTM NPO BMMNAAKOBI Ail, Lo 0bmexyoTb cBoboay BipocnosiaaHHA. Kpim Toro,
BBeZEHi 0OBMeENKEHHA He YN HACTINIbKU }KOPCCTKMMM Ans LLepKBu, K y BUNAAKY 3 iHLIMMKM yCTaHOBaMM.
Knrouosi cnosa: Mosnbula, Katonnuybka Liepksa, cBoboaa BipocnosigaHHA, NaHAeMis, HeoMiniTapHa
AeMoKpaTis.
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Introduction

The coronavirus pandemic is another crisis in recent years that has revealed anti-democratic tendencies
in Europe. Earlier, this trend was revealed, among others, after the financial crisis, and then after the so-called
refugee crisis [1]. In the era of epidemiological threat, numerous serious restrictions and limitations began to be
implemented to prevent the spread of the virus on a massive scale. However, it began to be noticed by for
example J. Rak [2], W. Mozgin [3] and G. Androutsopoulos [4] and others that some of the solutions were
associated with a significant limitation of the rights and freedoms of citizens, and some of them were considered
unjustified. Among other things, freedom of movement, the right to peaceful assembly, but also religious
freedom has been restricted.

The article refers to the main restrictions that were introduced in connection with the coronavirus pandemic
regarding the Church and the statements of individual church hierarchs. Subsequently, they were classified according
to the nature of the statements and the infringements indicated. The paper solves the following research problem: to
what extent the restrictions of religious freedom fall into the pattern of a mechanism characteristic of neo-militant
democracy in Poland during the coronavirus crisis. Accordingly, it aims to evaluate to what extent the democratic
freedom was restricted either to limit the sovereignty of the Polish political nation or to protect the public health. This
research problem is important from the perspective of studies on neo- and quasi-militant democracy in Poland because
it uncovers the nature and direction of recent changes in the state structure. Recent works by P. Osiewicz [5],
M. Skrzypek [6], J. Rak and R. Bédcker [7] and others focused on the changes in the political regime, relationships
between contentious politics and the militant democracy rule, and neo-/quasi-militant democracy and legitimacy. They
also discussed the role of the sovereignty of the political nation in neo-/quasi-militant democracy development. This
article in innovative in its focus on the role of religious issues in shaping the social aspect of the state structure
determined by militant democracy’s restrictions.

Here, note should be taken that in Poland, the Catholic Church is a significant institution and restrictions were
gradually imposed on it. This was met with resistance from both some of the faithful and clergy, who began to speak
out on this issue and ask the government to lift these restrictions. Religious freedom consists of the following
elements: freedom to worship; places of worship; religious symbols; observance of holidays and days of rest;
appointing clergy; teaching and disseminating materials (including missionary activity); the right of parents to ensure
the religious and moral education of their children; registration; communicate with individuals and communities on
religious matters at the national and international level; establish and maintain charitable and humanitarian
institutions/solicit and receive funding; conscientious objection [8]. The restriction of religious freedom is one of the
characteristic manifestations of the process of militant democracy, i.e. a situation in which, within the political system,
the parliament [9] and the judiciary are equipped with legal means to limit individual democratic freedoms in order to
defend democracy against those who are considered its enemies [10, 418].

Restrictions on the Catholic Church in the pandemic

Restrictions on religious freedom have changed over the months depending on the scale of the
epidemiological threat, however, the purpose of the article is not to describe in detail each wave of the pandemic,
which is why only general restrictions that have appeared since the beginning of the announcement in the Polish of
the coronavirus epidemic have been indicated. For the article, it is more important that such restrictions were
introduced at all than at what stage they were introduced or when they were weakened or completely eliminated. It
should also be pointed out that the Church has also introduced internal restrictions, e.g. regarding rituals during
Holy Mass or a possible dispensation from participation. The restrictions that have been introduced in Poland
related to the Catholic Church at the government level are: (1) a certain number of people who can take part in rites,
e.g. services, special events inter alia funerals and weddings; and (2) restriction of the movement of minors, some
of them are faithful.

The problem in this case is not the protection of public health and the actions that have been taken for this
purpose, but the manner and scope of the restrictions introduced, because all issues related to worship have the right to
be determined only by the ecclesiastical authority, primarily on the basis of the concluded concordat [11, 93-94].
In this case, although the sovereignty of the political nation was not violated, the sovereignty of the Catholic Church
was not. The restrictions related to the pandemic have become an interference not only in religious freedom, but are
also a violation of the principle of separation of Church and State.
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Clergy in the face of restrictions relating to the Catholic Church

The statements of the church hierarchs and individual clergy were and still are considerably divided. On the
basis of their analysis, a classification was made that allows me to organize, classify, and indicate the main tendencies
and divisions in the positions taken by representatives of the Catholic Church. Within each group, the most expressive
and flagship oral statements were quoted, or given in written form and addressed to the government or the faithful.

1. Statements expressing approval for the actions taken:

a) Full approval of the activities: Archbishop Metropolitan of Krakow Marek Jedraszewski encouraged
the faithful to care for themselves and others, expressed solidarity with the faithful, but at the same
time asking them to follow sanitary recommendations [12]. A similar appeal was made in a letter to
the faithful by the Metropolitan Archbishop of £.6dz, Grzegorz Rys$ [13]

2. Doubts: partial approval or partial negation: the Bishop of Kielce, Jan Piotrowski, asked the faithful for
caution, but at the same time he appealed for respecting the needs of Catholics, referring to the citizens’
willingness to understand the benefits resulting from the introduced restrictions [14]

3. Statements which undermine the sense of the introduced restrictions:

a) Entirely undermining: Archbishop Gadecki, who is the chair of the Polish Episcopal Conference, in
his article on pastoral ministry after the pandemic, indicated, inter alia, on doubts regarding
compliance with the constitution and concordat regulations for restrictions introduced in relation to the
Church. Moreover, he stated that the introduced restrictions were used by groups hostile to the
Church. He also pointed out that for the sake of the good of democracy, in which respect for religious
freedom is of great importance, he leaves these issues for reflection and analysis to the state authorities
and drawing conclusions for the future [15]. Although the words of the archbishop express many
doubts, they definitely represent an attitude that denies the sense of the introduced restrictions. Bishop
Ignacy Dec spoke in a similar tone, pointing to the restrictions cannot be accepted, because it is in the
Church that believers can find help in any situation [16]. Both hierarchs also referred to the history of
Poland, where religious freedom had never been restricted in this way.

4. "Innovative" statements encouraging the use of modern technologies or negating their use: The
spokesman of the Polish Bishops’ Conference explicitly stated that "what happens online is not
participation. This is not the same" [17]. In this context, it is worth noting that in the case of the Paschal
Triduum, the bishops recommended participation by means of social communication such as television,
radio and the Internet [18].

It should be emphasized that the quoted statements were selected on purpose, as the most expressive and
unambiguous, and due to the rank of the clergy. Undoubtedly, the positions of specific clergymen may have changed
over the months, but this does not ultimately change the intention of this article. The indicated division is
conventional, but it reflects the existing divisions and the attitude of the Church to the introduced restrictions
considered a militant democracy means. In this case, the study concerns the Catholic Church, but similar ones also
appear in relation to other churches, such as the Polish Autocephalous Orthodox Church [19].

Conclusions

During the coronavirus pandemic in Poland, religious freedom was considerably violated. Nevertheless,
it was a mechanism characteristic of neo-militant democracy since the democratic freedom was restricted not
to limit the sovereignty of the Polish political nation. The statements of the clergy that appeared at that time
expressed the divisions existing in the Church regarding the introduced restrictions. The positions taken by the
representatives of the Catholic Church can be divided into four main groups, i.e. approval, negation, doubts (partial
approval or negation) and an attitude that expresses openness to the use of modern technologies in "proclaiming the
Word of God" or negating their use. There is no doubt that, despite divided opinions, religious freedom was limited
during the period under study. If it were considered alongside other restrictions, one could notice the progressive
process of a militant democracy rule implementation, and even its acceleration. However, if we were to focus solely
on religious freedom and analyze the situation of the Catholic Church in Poland before the pandemic, it would be
difficult to speak of a significant restriction of religious freedom. Sporadic pre-pandemic incidents should not be
considered in this case as a significant signal that Poland is becoming a neo- or quasi-militant democracy,
depending on how a particular limitation impacts the sovereignty of the Polish political nation. The situation would
be different if other factors that stand out when researching militant democracy processes are also taken into
account [20]. In such a situation, it is possible to quite precisely define democratic or anti-democratic tendencies
ina given country on the basis of, for example, the frequency of occurrence of a specific group of factors.
In addition, the introduced restrictions also applied to other institutions, such as schools or universities, and even
in the case of the Church there was a period that was not as restrictive as in the case of other entities or industries
such as gastronomy.
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