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of the Intermarium in the Context of Militant 
Democracy in Poland During and After  
the Coronavirus Pandemic1

Abstract: Intermarium is one of the most important Polish geopolitical concepts. This arti-
cle considers it within the category of militant democracy. It allows to explore the process of 
militant democracy, that is, introducing restrictions by legal means. Most restrictions have 
recently been introduced due to a coronavirus pandemic. Therefore, the article undertakes 
to examine the potential for implementation of the concept of the Intermarium during the 
pandemic and shortly after its end. The study uses a qualitative analysis of sources. Indica-
tors relevant to the study of the process of militant democracy were distinguished based on 
the body of literature. Results: The traditional concept of the Intermarium erodes due to 
natural causes. Currently, Poland is more inclined to the concept of the Three Seas. In addi-
tion, in the face of the analysis that was carried out, it seems that in a pandemic situation we 
are observing the end of the paradigm of liberal democracy in this case.

Keywords: militant democracy, coronavirus, COVID-19, Poland, Intermarium, pan-
demic, Three Seas

Introduction

Intermarium is considered as one of the most important Polish geopolitical concepts (Sykul-
ski, 2014, p. 118). The concept regularly returns to political discourse from its inception to 
the present day. It now appears to deserve special attention during the coronavirus pandemic 
(COVID-19) that has taken place. In the face of such a large-scale phenomenon, many con-
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cepts may be redefined or will require at least second thoughts. A useful category that allows 
to think in an original way about the concept of the Intermarium, used in this article, is 
militant democracy. Its origins should be sought in the works of Karl Loewenstein, who used 
it to analyze the Weimar Republic, seeking premises for its failure in the fight against Nazism 
(Loewenstein, 1937a, pp. 417–432; Loewestein, 1937b, pp. 638–658). In this article, militant 
democracy is understood as a political regime in which both parliament (Marszałek-Kawa, 
2019) and the judiciary have legal means to limit individual democratic freedoms in order 
to defend democracy against those who are considered its enemies (Loewenstein, 1937a, p. 
418; Molier & Rijpkema, 2017, pp. 394–409). Significance features of militant democracy 
distinguished on the basis of the literature on the subject seem to be revealed especially 
during the COVID-19 pandemic. For this reason, it is interesting to look at the concept of 
the Intermarium in its context, in order to wonder does in the current situation this idea 
has a chance of implementation or further existence, especially in the period right after the 
end of the pandemic, when the whole world will struggle with its effects. The study uses 
a qualitative analysis of sources, and through their targeted selection it became possible 
to collect the most important data related to the process of becoming militant democracy. 
The indicators that have been highlighted based on the literature review are: the limitations 
of the freedom of assembly (M1) (Mareš, 2005, p. 34), the limitations of the freedom of 
the press (M2) (Capoccia, 2005, pp. 57–61), the limitations of the freedom of speech (M3) 
(Ijabs, 2016, p. 289; Mareš, 2012, p. 36), the limitations of the freedom of association (M4) 
(Mareš, 2012, p. 36), the limitations of the freedom of religion (M5) (Müller, 2012, p. 1119), 
the limitations of passive voting rights (M6) (Ijabs, 2016, p. 289), the limitations of active 
voting rights (M7) (Ijabs, 2016, p. 289), the limitations of referendum organization (W8) 
(Ijabs, 2016, p. 288), legislation on counterterrorism and anti-terrorism (M9) (Macklem, 
2006, pp. 488–489), the limitation of registration and functioning of political parties (M10) 
(Mareš, 2012, p. 36), the limitation of naturalization (M11) (Ijabs, 2016, p. 289), the limitation 
of access to public employment (M12) (Mareš, 2012, p. 36), legislation on anti-extremism 
(M13) (Capoccia, 2005, pp. 57–61; Sajó, 2005, p. 2280), movement restrictions (M14) (Sajó, 
2005, p. 2280), restrictions on the independence of the judiciary (M15) (Kirshner, 2014, p. 
21). As part of the study, it seems reasonable to ask the following research question: what 
is the potential for implementing the concept of the Intermarium in the context of the 
process of becoming a militant democracy during the COVID-19 pandemic? Currently, one 
can come across the concept of the Intermarium, referred to as the „three sea” assuming 
the US support for Poland (Jakóbik, 2017), which should be mentioned, although the used 
nomenclature raises doubts (Zaniewicz, 2017). In the case of this article, however, attention 
is focused on the concept of the Intermarium in relations with Poland and Russia, which 
is closer to its original version. As such, it can be treated as a practical research tool for 
geopolitical analysis.
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The Concept of Intermarium

It is indicated that the concept of the Intermarium originated during the reign of the Jagiellon 
dynasty (Cieplucha, 2014, p. 39) or in the nineteenth century, and prince Adam Czartoryski 
is indicated as its precursor, although the idea was supposed to appear indirectly in the 
documents of Cyril and Methodius (Koncepcja Międzymorza…, 2015). In Polish tradition, 
however, it has been accepted that Józef Piłsudski is the spiritual father of the concept 
(Sykulski, 2014, p. 118). Referring to Piotr Cieplucha, the following definition of the In-
termarinum can be adopted: „it is a foreign policy doctrine derived from Polish political 
thought and practice, which is characterized by the voluntary cooperation of Member States, 
a defensive character, a common defense of sovereignty and the construction of subjectivity, 
the implementation of common interests, and a broad nature of cooperation based on the 
solidarity of Central and Eastern European countries and Poland’s initiative in building this 
coalition” (Cieplucha, 2014, pp. 40–41). Jakub Potulski also pointed to Poland as the leader 
of such an alliance, but also that the goal of the inter-sea region would be to protect against 
imperial policy of Germany and Russia, which appear in this case as enemies, and also 
create conditions for the development of the region. Central European and Baltic countries 
would become allies (Potulski, 2017, p. 85). On the basis of the mentioned definitions and 
the elements that make up it, the following features of the Intermarium may be indicated: 
Polish leadership, voluntary and solidary cooperation of states, defense of sovereignty 
and subjectivity, work on the development of the region, pursuing common interests, and 
a common enemy. Generally speaking, it is a voluntary cooperation of Central and Eastern 
European countries established in order to achieve common goals, such as: development 
of the region and defense of autonomy under Polish leadership, which is a counterweight 
to Germany and Russia.

Currently, the Intermarium has returned to Polish discourse, and with it the term 
three-sea, both used interchangeably. Sometimes it results from confusing their meanings, 
and sometimes from understanding the second term as a modern continuation of the 
earlier concept of the Intermarium (Zaniewicz, 2017; Bieńczyk-Missala, 2018). However, 
the Three Seas concept appears much more frequently in journalistic texts and is then 
referred to as an element of political ideology rather than a separate geopolitical concept. 
Such texts indicate that this is a vision of the ruling group in Poland aimed at guaranteeing 
survival thanks to the support of the US (Problem z koncepcją…, 2017) or taking initiatives 
aimed at contributing to leveling the level of infrastructure with Europe (Jakóbik, 2017) 
and is also presented as economic and infrastructural cooperation between EU Member 
States and those located between the Adriatic, Baltic and Black Sea (Zaniewicz, 2017). The 
considerations made in the article use the geopolitical concept of the Intermarium, which 
is considered in the context of the category of militant democracy. This makes it possible 
to answer the research question regarding the potential for the implementation of the 
geopolitical concept in militant democracy during or right after the COVID-19 pandemic. 
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However, it was considered justified to underline the modern version of the Three Seas 
concept currently appearing in political discourse, although its journalistic rather than 
scientific nature raises doubts.

Indicators of Militant Democracy in 2008-2019 in Poland

Before answering the research question, it is important to outline the level of militant de-
mocracy in Poland before the COVID-19 pandemic. The initial turning point of the study 
is 2008, because there was an economic crisis at the time, the effects of which affected 
the whole world to a greater or lesser extent, and the final turning point was 2019, i.e. the 
period before the pandemic. It is very important to remember that there are some restric-
tions in Poland that were introduced earlier, but are still in force today, e.g. restrictions on 
the registration of political parties. However, this is not the subject of the study, therefore 
in this section there are mentioned only these changes and regulations that have appeared 
in the examined period.

In 2009, a paragraph was added to the Article 99 of the Constitution of the Republic of 
Poland regarding passive electoral rights in elections to the Sejm and Senate. The provision 
was expanded to include the premise that „a person sentenced by a final judgment to 
imprisonment for an intentional offense prosecuted by public indictment” may not be elected 
(Ustawa z dnia 7 maja…; Konstytucja RP). In the same year, the Act of 2 April 2009 on Polish 
Citizenship (Ustawa z dnia 2 kwietnia…) repealed the Act of 15 February 1962 (Ustawa 
z dnia 15 lutego…). It regulates the issue of acquiring Polish citizenship, the prerequisites 
for recognition of citizenship and the matter regarding renunciation of citizenship (Ustawa 
z dnia 2 kwietnia…). In September 2011, the Act on public access to information was 
reviewed. It was about the right of state authorities to limit or refuse to provide information 
that could harm „important interests of the state”. After the Sejm’s acceptance of the Senate’s 
amendments, the then president of the Republic of Poland signed the bill (Freedom of the 
Press 2012). The new regulation on the freedom of assembly appeared on October 9, 2012, 
then paragraph 2 was added to Article 3 of the Act of July 5, 1990 on the Law of Assemblies 
(Law of 9…). The amendment referred to the premises that determine the inability to attend 
an assembly, also regulated the matter of organizing one or more assemblies in the same 
place and the obligation to inform the organizer about the details of the assembly (Law of 
9…). This Act was then replaced by the Act of July 24, 2015 on the Law of Assemblies (Ustawa 
z dnia 24 lipca…). It defined the concept of assembly and partly repeated the provisions 
of the previous act (Ustawa z dnia 24 lipca…). Another change in this respect took place 
in 2016 on the amendment of the Act - Assembly Law (Ustawa z dnia 13 grudnia…). The 
provisions concerned the priority of organizing an assembly in the same place, which also 
selected other groups in the order of submission of notifications to the competent author-
ity (Ustawa z dnia 13 grudnia…). In June 2014, the Police (with no warrant) entered the 
editorial office of the weekly “Wprost” (Freedom of the Press 2015…). In December 2015 the 
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newly elected parliament adopted a law on “national media” that transferred most of the 
power – including hiring and releasing journalists – over public media from the regulatory 
body to the Ministry of the Treasury (Freedom of the Press 2016…). The Helsinki Foundation 
for Human Rights also noted that local media in Poland are much more vulnerable to legal 
repression by local authorities than nationwide facilities (Freedom of the Press 2016…), 
though problems with the freedom of press in Poland were found yet in 2013 in the report 
of the Polish Open Government Coalition which identified a number of them, including 
inconsistent enforcement by various government bodies, unjustified processing delays 
and poorly regulated interpretations of what constitutes public information (Freedom 
of the Press 2016…). As far as the independence of the judiciary is concerned, problems 
in this matter have been taking place since 2015 (Szuleka, Wolny, Szwed, 2016; Kowalski, 
2020). On the Constitutional Tribunal Act, even the opinion of the Venice Commission was 
issued (Ustawa z dnia 25 czerwca 2015…; Council of Europe, 2016). It pointed to a number 
of violations, including a violation of the rule of law when choosing judges, violation of 
independence, prolongation of the constitutional crisis or the possibility of politicizing 
the Tribunal (Council of Europe, 2016). On July 12, 2017, an amendment to the Act on the 
National Council of the Judiciary and certain other acts (Ustawa z dnia 12 lipca 2017a…) 
and an amendment to the Act on the structure of common courts (Ustawa z dnia 12 lipca 
2017b…) were adopted. The first of them assumed, among others, election of members 
of the National Council of the Judiciary by the Sejm, not judges (Ustawa z dnia 12 lipca 
2017a…). The second amendment regarding the structure of common courts assumed, 
for example, the introduction of a random assignment of cases for judges, invariability of 
the adjudication panel, or an increase in the competence of the Minister of Justice in the 
appointment and dismissal of presidents and vice presidents of courts (Ustawa z dnia 12 
lipca 2017b…). Further restrictions were introduced by the Act of December 8, 2017 (Ustawa 
z dnia 8 grudnia 2017…). The amendments increased the dependence of the judiciary on 
the executive, e.g. if the President of the Republic of Poland defines the first statute of the 
Supreme Court, he is not obliged to consult the Supreme Court’s council (Ustawa z dnia 
8 grudnia 2017…). The Act of December 20, 2019, pointed to the tightening of disciplinary 
liability of judges, which may facilitate the imposition of legal solutions violating judicial 
independence, increasing the powers of court presidents and thus the Minister’s of Justice 
(Bodnar, 2019; Ustawa z dnia 20 grudnia 2019…). The Ombudsman also pointed out to 
the violation of a number of constitutionally protected principles. In addition, this Act 
interfered with the freedom of association of judges by the obligation to submit information 
on membership of associations and foundations and freedom of expression (Bodnar, 2019). 
Another issue is the preamble, which changed many laws, without the necessary incorpora-
tion of amendments to the content of the amended regulations (Bodnar, 2019). On June 10, 
2016, the Anti-Terrorism Act appeared, which regulated a number of issues ranging from 
the definition of terrorist activities and combating terrorism to the definition of bodies that 
would cooperate in matters of security and crisis management in the implementation of 
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anti-terrorist activities (Ustawa z dnia 10 czerwca…). On February 24, 2017, a paragraph 
was added to the Act on Emergency from June 21, 2002 regarding threats related to activity 
in cyberspace (Ustawa o stanie wyjątkowym...). All the briefly described restrictions that 
occurred in the considered period and the corresponding indicators were included and 
illustrated in Table 1.

Table 1. Features of militant democracy in Poland (2008-2019)

The type of 
measure/
Years

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

M1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1

M2 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
M3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
M4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
M5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
M6 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
M7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
M8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
M9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
M10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
M11 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
M12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
M13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
M14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
M15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1

Source: own study

0 – a measure was not implemented
1 – a measure was implemented

(M1) the limitations of the freedom of assembly; (M2) the limitations of the freedom of the press, (M3) the 
limitations of the freedom of speech, (M4) the limitations of the freedom of association, (M5) the limitations 
of the freedom of religion, (M6) the limitations of passive voting rights; (M7) the limitations of active voting 
rights; (M8) the limitations of referendum organization; (M9) legislation on counterterrorism and anti-terrorism; 
(M10) the limitation of registration and functioning of political parties; (M11) the limitation of naturalization; 
(M12) the limitation of access to public employment; (M13) legislation on anti-extremism; (M14) movement 
restrictions; (M15) restrictions on the independence of the judiciary.
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Militant Democracy in Poland and the Geopolitical Concept of the 
Intermarium During the COVID-19 Pandemic

The first case of COVID-19 in Poland was confirmed on March 4, 2020 (Lasota-Krawczyk 
& Makarewicz, 2020). From that moment on, the situation began to develop, and on March 
7, 2020, an act was announced on specific solutions related to the prevention and control 
of COVID-19, other infectious diseases and emergencies caused by them (Ustawa z dnia 7 
marca…). Since then border controls have been announced and numerous recommenda-
tions issued, e.g. on suspension of mass events, preventive measures. March 11 was notified, 
among others, on the closure of educational, artistic, etc. institutions based on the relevant 
regulation (aba, 2020).

Just two days later, on March 13, 2020, an epidemic emergency was introduced in Poland 
by a regulation of the Minister of Health (Rozporządzenie Ministra Zdrowia 13.03…). In 
relation to it, the following restrictions were introduced: restrictions on movement and the 
obligation to quarantine after returning from abroad; restrictions or prohibitions related 
to the marketing and use of items listed in the Regulation, such as, for example, wearing 
safety goggles, surgical masks, latex gloves, etc.; restrictions on the functioning of specific 
institutions or workplaces, including those related to the operation of gastronomy, culture 
or the listed commercial facilities; a ban on organizing shows and gatherings of over 50 
people (Rozporządzenie Ministra Zdrowia 13.03…).

Further restrictions were introduced on March 24, 2020: movement was further re-
stricted except for the way to and from work, volunteering related to COVID-19 and dealing 
with necessary matters for life; a ban on assemblies and the organization of events, with the 
exception of events involving persons in regular living and family members; limiting the 
number of people who can travel by public transport; the buildings of religious worship 
may contain a maximum of 50 people, while in the case of funerals, 5 participants, except 
those carrying religious worship or people employed by the funeral home (Rozporządzenie 
Ministra Zdrowia 24.03…).

The most important restrictions announced on March 31 include: the obligation to keep 
a minimum distance of 2 meters between pedestrians, except for parents with children 
under 13 and dependent persons; kids cannot leave the home unattended, access to city 
bikes, green areas, beaches, parks, promenades, etc.; maximum limits have been imposed 
on persons who may be present in stores at the same time; a ban on operating on large-area 
construction stores in weekends was introduced; and hairdressers, cosmetics, tattoo and 
piercings salons were closed; between 10-12 hours only persons over 65 years of age may 
use the stores (Rozporządzenie Rady Ministrów 31.03).

The restriction, which was introduced on April 9, 2020, before Easter celebrated by 
Catholics is: an order to cover the nose and mouth in public places and the extension of 
earlier ones. In addition, it was recommended to stay at home during the holidays and 
to postpone the unspecified date of final exams and eighth-graders Rząd przedłuża…). 
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Most restrictions were predicted to be in force until the end of April, dependently on the 
development of the epidemiological situation.

The use of sooner extracted indicators to analyze the situation in Poland in terms of 
the characteristics of militant democracy show that the restrictions in both March and 
April concerned only assemblies, religious freedom and movement (see Table 2). However, 
as mentioned, much more restrictions appeared, although they were not included in the 
research tool created. This does not mean that it was poorly constructed or inadequately 
selected. This is primarily due to the theoretical premise, i.e. a kind of conceptualization 
and practicality, i.e. a situation that so far has not occurred for many years, both in the 
period under study and before, when the category of militant democracy was firstly used. 
There are numerous opinions and forecasts indicating that a pandemic will cause a bigger 
crisis than the one that appeared in 2008 (Tooze, 2020), which is the initial turning point 
in the study. Therefore, consideration should be given to expanding the catalog of features 
specific to militant democracy or to better adapt this category to contemporary political 
conditions.

Such attempts are currently being made as a part of the reconstruction of the neo-militant 
democracy category. This category was considered by researchers, e.g. in relation to Hungary 
(Rak, 2020). This case was mentioned because Katarina Barley, who served as deputy head 
of the European Parliament, said that Poland and Hungary should be brought before an EU 
tribunal. As a reason, she indicated violations of human rights and democracy during the 
COVID-19 pandemic, taking advantage of the situation to introduce authoritarian solutions 
(Stańczyk, 2020). At this point, it should be emphasized that in the scientific discourse there 
is a distinction between the solutions specific to authoritarianism and the mechanisms of 
militant democracy. However, it is missing in the source or journalistic language. During the 
pandemic, informal restrictions are also introduced, e.g. local restrictions on press freedom 
(Kozielski, 2020), police controls for those moving during the holiday season (agada, 2020) or 
running tickets (Maciuszczak & Szydłowski, 2020). Doubts are also raised by the introduc-
tion of amendments to the Electoral Code regarding correspondence voting for all citizens 
(initially only for the elderly) in the May presidential election (Chmielewska, 2020).

The extension of the created catalog of indicators and restrictions is, however, a broad 
topic for further scientific works. The two months of the pandemic analyzed can be described 
as the first stage of the fight against COVID-19 in Poland. The purpose of the article is, 
however, to check whether it will be possible to implement the concept of the Intermarium 
concept during the pandemic and shortly after its end, therefore, it is necessary to briefly 
mention the restrictions introduced in Russia, which are different than in the case of Poland. 
The most important restrictions include: closing the borders with China and Mongolia; 
limitation of air and rail connections; entry ban for Chinese citizens and ultimately for all 
foreigners; assembly bans depending on the circumference of over 50 or 100 people; the 
establishment of an Information Center to control and block unreliable and potentially 
dangerous information placed on social media (Koronawirus w Rosji…).
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Intermarium, as established on the basis of literature review, is a voluntary cooperation 
of Central and Eastern European countries established in order to achieve common goals, 
such as: development of the region and defense of autonomy, under Poland’s leadership, 
constituting a counterweight to Germany and Russia.

In view of the presented analyzes, two scenarios seem likely. The first assumes that after 
the havoc that the pandemic has done, the states will close even more than during its duration 
and will try to tackle the negative epidemiological effects on their own. At this point, the 
question arises whether, after the pandemic has expired, the concept of an Intermarium 
will be right at all and will return to political discourse.

The second scenario assumes treating the concept of the Intermarium region as a salva-
tion for countries that will face the global crisis. Then, the creation of an Intermarium area 
would be implemented primarily as mutual assistance and cooperation. However, in the 

Table 2. Features of militant democracy in Poland during the coronavirus pandemic  
(March–April 2020)

The type of measure/Months March April
M1 1 1
M2 1 1
M3 0 0
M4 0 0
M5 1 1
M6 1 1
M7 0 0
M8 0 0
M9 0 0

M10 0 0
M11 1 1
M12 0 0
M13 1 1
M14 1 1
M15 1 1

Source: own study

0 – a measure was not implemented
1 – a measure was implemented
1 – a measure was implemented during the pandemic (bold font)

(M1) the limitations of the freedom of assembly; (M2) the limitations of the freedom of the press, (M3) the 
limitations of the freedom of speech, (M4) the limitations of the freedom of association, (M5) the limitations 
of the freedom of religion, (M6) the limitations of passive voting rights; (M7) the limitations of active voting 
rights; (M8) the limitations of referendum organization; (M9) legislation on counterterrorism and anti-terrorism; 
(M10) the limitation of registration and functioning of political parties; (M11) the limitation of naturalization; 
(M12) the limitation of access to public employment; (M13) legislation on anti-extremism; (M14) movement 
restrictions; (M15) restrictions on the independence of the judiciary.



Possibility of Implementing the Concept 105

face of the growing number of cases in Poland and Russia, the potential for counterbalance 
is in doubt. It also seems that the Intermarium goal of defending autonomy would not be 
a priority either, because a pandemic would involve states sufficiently in rebuilding their 
economies.

At the very beginning one should answer the research question (what is the potential 
for implementing the concept of Intermarium in the context of the category of militant 
democracy during or right after the COVID-19 pandemic?): very low, if any. In case that the 
question would omit the element of a pandemic situation completely, the chances of this 
would increase significantly, as militant democracy mechanisms, which existence indicates 
the closing and isolation of states, would probably not be used, while for implementing 
this particular concept they must maintain a certain specific level of openness, whether to 
display features of a vitalistic attitude. Of course, the implementation of the concept of the 
Intermarium could be inhibited by other factors, e.g. the image of Poland on the international 
stage or assessment of its potential to become a leader of countries cooperating within the 
Intermarium, but they would not lead to the elimination of this concept to the extent when 
it implements militant democracy mechanisms. In the face of this statement, it seems that 
after the pandemic expires, the political situation of many countries may be so difficult that 
of the two scenarios indicated, the first seems more likely. Each state will struggle with the 
crisis on its own, perhaps with a minimal degree of cooperation, but certainly not in any 
way sanctioned. In the face of a pandemic, the three-sea concept seems unrealistic as the 
US is starting to outdo the number of victims, even in Italy and Spain.

Results and Conclusions

In the face of the analysis that was carried out, it seems that in a pandemic situation we are 
observing the end of the paradigm of liberal democracy in this case (due to the increasingly 
important features of armored democracy in Central and Eastern European countries), but 
also the Intermarium paradigm. Currently, Poland is more inclined to the concept of the 
three seas than the Intermarium, and the chosen direction of obtaining support from the US 
is to arouse the reluctance of countries such as Hungary, the Czech Republic and Slovakia 
(Pieczyński, 2018), i.e. potential cooperating countries, if they refer to the older concept. In 
addition, on the one hand, Russia’s fear of implementing the three-sea concept, and on the 
other hand, paradoxically, its belief in the unreality of Poland’s plans in this regard, increases 
its interest in the discussed idea, and at the same time less attention is paid to the concept 
of the Intermarium (Rosja boi się…, 2017; Alternatywa dla gazu…, 2018). One may wonder 
how in the face of the pandemic some views, statements and concepts may be redefined, but 
this does not change the fact that the traditional concept of the Intermarium is eroded due 
to natural causes. The coronavirus pandemic also proves this by outdating the assumption of 
the concept of the Intermarium environment, according to which the enemies are Germany 
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and Russia, while the new enemy is potentially ubiquitous, invisible, and therefore difficult 
to pinpoint and capture. In addition, the goal of increasing the autonomy of states that 
would form part of the Intermarium zone loses its strategic importance or at least priority 
in this situation. In addition, the very existence of structures such as the European Union or 
the Visegrad Group reduces the chances of implementing the concept of the Intermarium 
as another community structure which interests may turn out to be incompatible or even 
contradictory and leading to conflicts within the continent.

In mid-April 2020 it is too early to be able to debate about the full geopolitical effects 
of the coronavirus pandemic, as its scale is still a very dynamic variable. The concept of 
the Intermarium proves to be a valuable research tool for assessing the current situation 
in Eastern and Central Europe, enabling the creation of previously identified specific post-
pandemic scenarios. One of them relates to the independent struggle of countries with the 
crisis and a small degree of cooperation between them, the other to the implementation of 
the concept of the Intermarium, which, however, would have to be significantly reformulated 
or replaced by the concept of the Three Seas. The theoretical weakness of this perspective 
is its geographical fragmentation, which allows to capture, for example, some US interests, 
but eliminates from the research field another superpower that is actively participating in 
the race for the extent of political influence in the world, i.e. China. In turn, the practical 
verification of the feasibility of this concept is its test in the context of the militant democracy 
category, the result of which minimizes or even eliminates the scenario of expanding the 
scope of international cooperation. After all, this perspective requires additional verification 
in the form of time, because currently too many variables appear that can change the course 
of the situation. It is also a fact that it is in Russia’s interest not to allow neighboring countries 
to form in another alliance, all the more a newly defined concept of the Intermarium, which 
also speaks for its natural end.
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