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Abstract
Background Over recent decades, the issue of same-sex civil unions has been discussed and then legally regulated in many 
European Union countries. In the case of Poland, this issue is still debated in the socio-political discourse.
Methods The research presented in this article is aimed at analyzing the attitudes of Polish society towards legalization of 
same-sex registered partnerships. The study was nationwide and based on a quota sampling method (n = 2119). The data 
was collected in 2019.
Results An analysis of the collected data showed that the support for legalizing same-sex partnerships is not accepted by 
the majority of voters in Poland. However, there are differences between supporters of various political groups as well as 
between those who declare left-wing or right-wing views.
Conclusions For opponents of equal rights for homosexuals and heterosexuals, a crucial issue is the objection to same-sex 
marriage. The voters of left-wing parties and people declaring left-wing political leanings were more likely to accept other 
forms of marriage, although for the majority of them, marriage can be only a union between a woman and a man.
Policy Implications
The resistance of the ruling party Law and Justice, a conservative one, against legalization of same-sex partnerships and 
making decisions aimed at LGBT community, for instance introducing “LGBT-free zones,” are one of the elements encour-
aging its electorate.
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Introduction

There is an ongoing debate about the legal recognition of 
same-sex partnerships in Poland. This issue, next to wom-
en’s rights, has become one of the main problems discussed 

in the context of European values. In many countries, it is 
possible to formalize a relationship between two persons in 
a form that is not a marriage by registering a partnership, 
sometimes also called a civil union, in the relevant office. 
However, solutions used in European Union countries dif-
fer significantly with regard to the very right to enter into 
partnership as well as to the recognition of civil unions reg-
istered abroad.

The process of legalizing same-sex unions was initiated 
in Europe by the Scandinavian countries (Lund-Andersen, 
2012). The first to legalize same-sex partnerships was Den-
mark in 1989 (Badgett, 2009), and other countries have grad-
ually followed this path (Table 1). In many countries, the 
process of equalizing the rights of same-sex and different-
sex couples went further as same-sex marriages have been 
introduced (Table 2).

Poland is among those European countries in which there 
is no legal form of recognition of same-sex relationships. 
Although the first draft of law legalizing such unions was 
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created in 2002 and followed by subsequent ones, none of 
them was adopted by parliament, where groups supporting 
the legalization of same-sex unions have not had a majority 
so far (Tomczak, 2012). Romania, Lithuania, Latvia, Bul-
garia, and Slovakia are among other European Union coun-
tries which also do not recognize any legal form of same-sex 
relationships.

In 2018, the European Court of Justice ruled that the defi-
nition of a spouse in the European law is gender-neutral; 
therefore, same-sex marriages (EU citizens) must be recog-
nized in all EU countries (Roseneil et al., 2020). However, 
the legalization of same-sex marriages still remains within 
the limits of law in a given country. There are cases where 
the rights of citizens whose countries do not have legal regu-
lations for same-sex marriages are limited. For instance, in 
2018, a court in Sofia refused to recognize the relationship 
of two Bulgarian citizens who got married in Great Britain. 
The court declared this marriage contrary to the Bulgarian 
Constitution and Family Code (Roseneil et al., 2020).

The possibility to legalize same-sex partnerships should 
be considered not only in terms of legal issues, but also 
social attitudes. The change in social attitudes cannot be 
regulated or legally enforced. The legislation helps LGBT 
people function in the society; however, it does not remove 
barriers and objections towards such regulations. There 
are differences here between the countries of Western and 
Central Eastern Europe, where the majority of adult resi-
dents had negative views on same-sex relationships, and the 
only exception was the Czech Republic (Foblets & Alidadi, 
2020).

The aim of the analysis carried out in the research is to 
explore which factors affect attitudes towards the legaliza-
tion of same-sex relationships in the context of electoral 
preferences, sex, age, education, and place of residence. Our 
research is a part of a broader discussion on the acceptance 
of same-sex partnerships which is held in particular coun-
tries. Studies have so far indicated that there is not only a 

difference among countries in the level of acceptance and 
evolution of social attitudes, but also that the public opinion 
on the right to same-sex partnerships may shape attitudes 
and political behaviors, including electoral preferences 
(Brewer, 2014).

The analysis of the results of studies conducted so far 
led to formulating the following research problem in given 
categories of respondents—in which variables condition 
the acceptance of the legalization of same-sex registered 
partnerships, same-sex marriages, and other forms of civil 
unions compared with those based on marriage.

In the analysis concerning political as well as social mean-
ing of same-sex marriages, some claim that such marriages 
provide an opportunity for a reformulation of the role of a 
marriage in a society (McLaughlin et al., 2006). The oppo-
nents of same-sex marriages consider marriage an institu-
tion designed for procreation and raising children (Graham, 
2004). According to supporters of same-sex marriages, a 
ban on such marriages is a form of discrimination based  
on gender, and the key arguments are the issues of funda-
mental freedoms and human rights (Gerstmann, 2008). At  
times, the opponents of legalization of same-sex marriages 
indicate that they harm and challenge “traditional” opposite-
sex marriages (Dinno & Whitney, 2013). However, there  
is no evidence that granting same-sex couples the rights to 
marry had any influence on heterosexual marriages (Badgett, 
2004). The opponents of equalization of same-sex partner-
ships’ and marriages’ rights believe that a marriage, given 
its special, spiritual, and cultural dimension, ought to be 
an institution available only to opposite-sex couples (Lee, 
2010). Legalization of same-sex marriages is an important 
step towards the elimination of administrative barriers, con-
stituting institutional sources of discrimination (Boertien & 
Vignoli, 2019).

Studies on the legalization process of same-sex partner-
ships often referred to issues related to family, parenthood, 
and the situation of people living in same-sex relationships 
(Gates, 2014). The problem of legalizing such relationships 
also applies to the struggle for the demands of the LGBT 

Table 1  The European Union countries where same-sex partnerships 
have been legalized

Cortina and Festy (2020); Lee (2010); Merin (2002); Mezey (2017); 
Winter (2018)

Year Country Year Country

1989 Denmark 2005 Slovenia, Spain
1995 Sweden 2006 The Czech Republic
1998 The Netherlands 2009 Hungary
1999 France 2010 Austria
2000 Belgium 2011 Ireland
2001 Germany, Portugal 2014 Croatia, Malta
2002 Finland 2015 Greece, Cyprus
2004 Luxemburg 2016 Estonia, Italy

Table 2  The European Union countries where same-sex marriages 
have been legalized

Arroyo (2017); Cortina and Festy (2020); Winter (2018)

Year Country Year Country

2001 The Netherlands 2013 France
2003 Belgium 2014 Luxemburg
2005 Spain 2015 Ireland
2009 Sweden 2017 Finland, 

Germany, 
Malta

2010 Portugal 2019 Austria
2012 Denmark
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movement in the field of marital equality. Studies pointed 
to the connection between issues related to homosexuality 
in the context of family and deep changes in social con-
sciousness. Same-sex partnerships can be seen as an aspect 
of a wider transformation of both heterosexual and non-
heterosexual relationship patterns, covering many different 
spheres of life and models, including what is called “families 
of choice” (De Filippis et al., 2018; Weeks et al., 2001).

One of the problems associated with the rights of same-
sex relationships is the adoption and rearing of children. 
Non-heterosexual parenting is the most controversial and 
questioned aspect related to non-heterosexual families 
(Weeks et al., 2001). Marriage usually involves the recog-
nition of the legitimacy of children or the allocation of the 
right to children (Stone, 2012). In Poland, the demand that 
same-sex couples should be allowed to adopt children was 
also the most controversial one (Zawadzka, 2016). Polish 
law does not provide for granting parental rights to such 
couples. This does not mean that they do not raise children, 
but according to the law, a lesbian partner of a biological 
mother is a stranger to her partner’s child, and therefore has 
no parental rights, although in practice, the two women share 
the parental duties (Mizielińska et al., 2014).

The issue of tolerance for relationships other than hetero-
sexual ones is related to tolerance for homosexuals (Hooghe 
& Meeusen, 2013). The tolerance towards homosexuality is 
related to religious fundamentalism, the level of education 
and right-wing authoritarianism (Hildebrandt, 2015; Lambert 
et al., 2006; Nagoshi et al., 2008).

It has been noted that the tolerance towards homosexual-
ity is also connected with gender. Gender-dependent differ-
ences were observed as women tended to be more accept-
ing of homosexuality than men (Simon & Abdel-Moneim, 
2010). In Poland, men were also much less tolerant towards 
homosexual orientation than women (Izdebski, 2012).

What is important for legalization of same-sex partner-
ships is the support of political parties and the parties’ rela-
tions with the LGBT movement (Peterson et al., 2018). In 
Poland, as in many other countries, it was the result of the 
elections and the position of the ruling parties that decided 
about the (non)implementation of the demand to legalize 
such partnerships (Zawadzka, 2019). There are fundamen-
tal differences in the perception of legalization of same-sex 
relationships by political groups in Poland. The parties on 
the right side of the political scene define this demand as a 
privilege for sexual minorities; the left parties believe that 
it falls within the scope of human rights (Zawadzka, 2019). 
Left-wing groups support the right to legalize partnerships 
for people of different sexual orientations, and the legal 
equality of marriages and informal relationships, includ-
ing people of the same sex. The left is in favor of adopting 
the law on partnerships as a way of combating all forms of 
discrimination and implementing the principle of equality 

for all (Tomczak, 2012). The right-wing, on the other hand, 
defined marriage invariably as a union between a man and a 
woman, and the family as traditionally based on the Chris-
tian system of values. Right-wing parties declared their 
opposition to same-sex civil unions (Zawadzka, 2019).

A phenomenon specific to Poland was to adopt positions 
against LGBT community by local authorities. Their content 
included demands to combat, as it was referred to, “LGBT 
ideology,” which stands in opposition to a traditional model 
of a family. Such documents were adopted in four out of six-
teen provinces, as well as in lower-level authorities, mainly 
in the southeastern part of Poland (Resolution nr X/125/19, 
2019; Resolution nr VIII/140/19, 2019; Declaration Nr 1/19, 
2019).

On the other hand, a conservative foundation, Institute for 
Legal Culture Ordo Iuris, prepared a document called Local 
Government Charter of the Rights of the Family, which rec-
ognized a marriage as a relationship between a man and a 
woman. The document was adopted by many local govern-
ments, including the authorities of one of the regions. It is 
estimated that by 2020, the documents restricting the rights 
of LGBT people, which were against the right to same-sex 
partnerships or marriages, were adopted on the 30% of the 
area of Poland. In public discourse, they were called LGBT-
free zones. The zones were created in the regions with high 
support for right- and far-right parties. In terms of socio-
demographic features, the regions do not differ against the 
rest of the country. However, these are poorer regions, with 
the average monthly disposable income per 1 person in a 
household amounting to 80.9–89.4% of national average 
(GUS, 2020).

The European Union criticized Poland for LGBT-free 
zones and described them as discriminating people. EU 
institutions relied on the values and fundamental rights of 
the European Union, which must be respected by the Mem-
ber States (European Commission, 2020). The regions also 
suffered from reputational and financial consequences. In 
the case of the first ones, some partner municipalities from 
other European Union countries terminated cooperation 
agreements. Some of the municipalities also did not receive 
EU funds as a part of “Twin Cities Program,” as a direct 
cause of the adopted resolutions.

Research Methodology

The research was conducted in 2019 in the territory of 
Poland. The size of the research sample was calculated 
on n = 1067 respondents for the population of 38.4 mil-
lion Polish residents with a confidence level of 95%, 0.05 
fraction, and maximum error of 3%. In order to eliminate 
measurement errors, the research sample was doubled and 
reached the total of n = 2119 respondents. The stratified 
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quota sampling method was applied in the research. The 
size of a sample was calculated for each of 16 provinces in 
the country considering the distribution with regard to age (6 
categories), place of residence (city/village), and sex, based 
on the demographic data from the Statistics Poland (GUS) 
for 2018. The pollsters, while selecting respondents in their 
areas, used the research implementation card with a speci-
fied number of respondents in a given group on grounds of 
sex, age, and place of residence.

The survey used the author’s own questionnaire, which 
consisted of 87 questions and statements divided into 10 
modules.

The pollsters selected respondents on the basis of a 
research implementation card developed for this study. The 
respondents completed the questionnaires themselves; the 
role of the pollster was to provide and collect complete 
surveys.

The analysis covered 2119 correctly completed question-
naires, qualified in accordance with the assumed criteria for 
selecting the sample.

The respondents could determine their level of accept-
ance of same-sex civil unions by expressing on a Likert scale 
their response towards four statements:

- [A] I support legalization of same-sex partnerships.
- [B] In my opinion, marriage is only a union between a 

woman and a man.
- [C] If same-sex partnerships were legalized, they should 

have the same rights as marriages.

- [D] In Poland, there is a lack of tolerance for other forms 
of family life than those based on marriage.

The statistical significance tests were nonparametric. In 
order to verify the assumptions about the significance of 
differences between the medians of the studied variables, 
a Mann–Whitney U test was used (one of the variables had 
only two groups), and the Kruskal–Wallis independence test 
was applied for variables without a large number of cat-
egories. To check the dependence of qualitative features, a 
Spearman rank coefficient was calculated.

Results

Without distinguishing individual categories, the results 
of the responses to the statements showed a dominance 
of people against the legalization of same-sex relation-
ships (49.95%) over supporters of legalization (34.86%) in 
the entire population of respondents. Almost every third 
respondent, 31.86%, strongly disagreed, and only 15.35% 
were definitely in agreement with statement [A]. Among 
all respondents, 15.19% did not have an opinion on this 
subject (Table 3).

The majority of the respondents, 66.92%, agreed with 
the statement [B] that marriage is only a union between a 
woman and a man, and 45.37% of the respondents agreed 
definitely. A total of 24.26% were of the opposite opinion, 
and only 8.83% of the respondents had no opinion on this 

Table 3  Quantitative and percentage distribution of answers to statements [A], [B], [C], and [D] (2019)

Variable Definitely no Rather no Hard to say Rather yes Definitely yes

[A] I support legalization of same-sex partnerships. (n = 2106) 671 381 320 411 323
31.86% 18.09% 15.19% 19.52% 15.34%

[B] In my opinion, marriage is only a union between a woman and a man. 
(n = 2107)

254 257 186 454 956
12.06% 12.20% 8.83% 21.55% 45.37%

[C] If same-sex partnerships were legalized, they should have the same 
rights as marriages. (n = 2104)

657 402 357 391 297
31.23% 19.11% 16.97% 18.58% 14.12%

[D] In Poland there is lack of tolerance for other forms of family life than 
those based on marriage. (n = 2099)

98 280 423 770 528
4.67% 13.34% 20.15% 36.68% 25.15%

Table 4  Mann–Whitney U test for the variable “sex” (2019)

* Result statistically significant for p < 0.05

Variable U Z p Z (corrected) p

[A] I support legalization of same-sex partnerships 518,082.5 2.53898 0.011118 2.6088 0.009086
[B] In my opinion, marriage is only a union between a woman and a man 504,371.5 −3.55621 0.000376 −3.76464 0.000167
[C] If same-sex partnerships were legalized, they should have the same 

rights as marriages
485,970.5 4.77931 0.000002 4.90744 0.000001

[D] In Poland there is lack of tolerance for other forms of family life than 
those based on marriage

496,328.5 3.85016 0.000118 4.00525 0.000062
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subject. Every third respondent (32.7%) agreed with the 
statement [C] that in the case of legalization of same-sex 
partnerships, they should have the same rights as marriages, 
but only 14% of the respondents expressed firm support. 
Half of the respondents (50.34%) were of the opposite opin-
ion, and 31.23% strongly opposed the statement [C]. The 
majority, 61.78%, of the respondents agreed with statement 
[D] that in Poland, there is lack of tolerance for other forms 
of family life than those based on marriage. Every fifth 
respondent had no opinion, and around 18% thought that 
there was no problem with tolerance in this matter.

The results of the Mann–Whitney U test showed statisti-
cally significant gender-related difference in the respond-
ents’ answers for each of the analyzed statements in the 
answer distribution, with p set as < 0.05 (Table 4).

The results of the Kruskal–Wallis test for variables with 
more categories indicate that, according to the adopted 
assumptions that p < 0.05, the distribution of answers in the 
case of age, education (primary, vocational, secondary, and 
higher), and electoral preferences on the left-right axis are 
statistically significant for all statements analyzed (Table 5). 
In the case of place of residence, statistical significance was 
not found only with regard to statement [D] (Table 5).

In the case of all statements, there were statistically sig-
nificant correlations at p < 0.01. Weak correlations domi-
nated for sex, age, place of residence, and education, except 
for statement [B] and the education factor, where a low cor-
relation was noted. A clear correlation was noted for all the 
statements and the political preference factor of the right-left 
axis (Table 6).

Supporters of legalization of same-sex relationships 
opposed the statement that marriage is only a relationship 
between a woman and a man. A strong negative correlation 
(−0.66) was noted between the answers to statements [A] 
and [B]. Also, a high negative dependence (−0.62) was 
observed between statements [B] and [C]. Those respond-
ents who thought that marriage was a union only between 
a woman and a man did not agree to give same-sex part-
nerships the same rights as marriages. A strong positive 
correlation (0.71) was noted between statements [A] and 
[C]. Supporters of legalization of same-sex partnerships 
agreed to grant them the same rights as marriages. A weak 
positive correlation was noted between the distribution of 
the respondents’ answers regarding statements [A] and [D] 
(0.36) and [C] and [D] (0.36). However, in the case of the 
answers regarding statements [B] and [D], a weak negative 

Table 5  Kruskal–Wallis test for variables: age, place of residence, education, and distribution of political preferences on the right-left axis 
(2019)

* Result statistically significant for p < 0.05

Variable Age Place of residence Education Right-left axis

[A] I support legalization 
of same-sex partnerships

H (6, N = 2106) = 53.69617 
p = .0000

H (6, N = 2106) = 83.41304 
p = .0000

H (3, N = 2067) = 88.92087 
p = 0.000

H (5, N = 2101) = 432.7883 
p = 0.000

[B] In my opinion, mar-
riage is only a union 
between a woman and 
a man

H (6, N = 2107) = 59.61413 
p = .0000

H (6, N = 2107) = 47.29201 
p = .0000

H (3, N = 2069) = 49.61679 
p = .0000

H (5, N = 2101) = 306.8138 
p = 0.000

[C] If same-sex partner-
ships were legalized, they 
should have the same 
rights as marriages

H (6, N = 2104) = 40.51751 
p = .0000

H (6, N = 2104) = 77.23337 
p = .0000

H (3, N = 2065) = 57.64588 
p = .0000

H (5, N = 2098) = 375.1213 
p = 0.000

[D] In Poland there is lack 
of tolerance for other 
forms of family life than 
those based on marriage

H (6, N = 2099) = 15.87000 
p = .0145

H (6, N = 2099) = 10.24899 
p = .1146

H (3, N = 2060) = 25.98904 
p = .0000

H (5, N = 2093) = 166.6245 
p = 0.000

Table 6  Spearman’s rank-order correlation of questions regarding sex, age, place of residence, education, and political preferences on the right-
left axis (2019)

**p < 0.01

Variable Sex Age Place of residence Education Right-left axis

[A] I support legalization of same-sex partnerships −0.06** −0.15** 0.18** 0.21** −0.35**
[B] In my opinion, marriage is only a union between a woman and a man 0.08** 0.16** −0.12** −0.15** −0.29**
[C] If same-sex partnerships were legalized, they should have the same 

rights as marriages
−0.11** −0.10** 0.17** 0.16** −0.33**

[D] In Poland there is lack of tolerance for other forms of family life than 
those based on marriage

−0.09** −0.06** 0.07** 0.09** −0.21**
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dependence was observed (−0.29). All the noted correla-
tions are statistically significant with p < 0.05 (Table 7).

In the oldest age category, 60.1% of the respondents 
opposed, and 42.96% strongly opposed statement [A]. In 
this age category, 25.12% of the respondents expressed 
support for statement [A]. Along with the decrease in age, 
the percentage of respondents opposing statement [A] sys-
tematically dropped to the level of 42.92% in the 25–34 
age category. In the youngest category, there was a slight 
increase in opponents (to 44.18%), but also the highest 
percentage of supporters (47%) for statement [A]. Only in 
the youngest age category supporters of same-sex relation-
ships outweighed their opponents, and the percentage of 
those who had no opinion on this topic was the smallest 
compared to other categories.

In the youngest age group, about 59.37% of women 
were in favor of legalizing same-sex partnerships, and 
there were only 34.29% of such responses among men. 
In this age category, three times as many women as men 
expressed strong support for statement [A]. Only 15.84% 
of women in the analyzed age category expressed strong 
opposition to statement [A]; among men, this attitude was 
expressed by 37.14% of the respondents.

The distribution of answers by place of residence indi-
cates that there were statistically significant differences 
due to the size of towns (Table 4). The lowest (21.98%) 
support for statement [A] was expressed by the inhabitants 
of rural areas (with agriculture-based economy). In this 
group, there was the highest percentage (63.04%) of those 
opposed to this statement.

Education of the respondents was a statistically sig-
nificant factor (Table 5). A clear relationship was found 
between education and support for the statement in ques-
tion (rho = 0.21, p < 0.01). The highest (43.79%) support 
for legalization of same-sex relationships was in the group 
of people with higher education. In the group of the least 
educated, support for statement [A] amounted to 22.3%.

There were clear statistically significant differ-
ences in support for same-sex partnerships between the 
respondents declaring right-wing and left-wing views 
(H (5, N = 2101) = 432.7883 p < 0.01). There was a clear 

dependence between political preferences and support for 
legalization of same-sex relationships (rho = −0.35 p < 0.01).

The closer the respondents were to right-wing views, the 
less support for statement [A] was expressed. Legalization 
of same-sex relationships received support from 66.97% 
of the respondents with left-wing views and 69.33% of the 
respondents with center-left. However, about 23.4% of those 
with left-wing views and 20.89% with center-left views 
were against it. In the group of voters defining their views 
as centrist, the percentage of supporters and opponents was 
similar.

In the group of voters with right-wing views, the majority 
(76.96%) was against same-sex unions, and 63.09% were 
definitely against. In this group, only 13.87% of the respond-
ents were in favor of statement [A]. Opponents of legaliza-
tion of such unions outnumbered its supporters three times 
also among center-right voters.

With regard to statement [B], the distribution of answers 
showed statistically significant differences related to age and 
sex (Tables 4 and 5) as well as a weak correlation for sex 
(rho = 0.08 p < 0.01) and age (rho = 0.16 p < 0.01) (Table 6). 
The older the respondents were, the more answers support-
ing the presented view were given. In the oldest age cat-
egory, 79.89%, and in the youngest 56.68% of respondents 
agreed with the statement that a marriage is a union between 
a man and a woman. The differences between the sexes were 
noted in all categories, but the largest were in the case of 
the youngest group of respondents. The lowest (46%) sup-
port for statement [B] was expressed by women from the 
youngest age category, while the support for this statement 
expressed by men was 66.67% in this category. In turn, in 
the same age category of respondents (the youngest), 42% of 
women and 21.9% of men did not agree with statement [B], 
while in the oldest age group, 18.9% of women and 15.02% 
of men chose this answer.

In the distribution of answers, there were statistically sig-
nificant differences related to education of the respondents 
(p < 0.01) (Table 5). The vast majority (74.19%) of people 
with primary education agreed with statement [B], whereas 
in the group of people with higher education, 59.97% of the 
respondents expressed their support. There is a noticeable 

Table 7  Spearman’s rank-order correlation (2019)

* Correlations are significant with p < 0.05

Variable [A] [B] [C] [D]

[A] I support legalization of same-sex partnerships 1.00* −0.66* 0.71* 0.36*
[B] In my opinion, marriage is only a union between a woman and a man −0.66* 1.00* −0.62* −0.29*
[C] If same-sex partnerships were legalized, they should have the same rights as 

marriages
0.71* −0.62* 1.00* 0.36*

[D] In Poland there is lack of tolerance for other forms of family life than those 
based on marriage

0.36* −0.29* 0.36* 1.00*
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dependence (rho = −0.15 p < 0.01)—the more educated the 
respondents, the more answers opposed the presented view 
(Table 6).

An important factor differentiating the distribution of 
answers was the place of residence (p < 0.01) (Table 5). A 
weak statistically significant dependence between the size of 
places of residence and the support for the presented view 
was noted (rho = −0.12 p < 0.01)—the smaller the commu-
nity, the stronger support for statement [B].

With regard to statement [B], in the distribution of 
answers, there were statistically significant differences 
related to the right-left axis (Table 5). Support for the state-
ment that marriage is only a union between a woman and a 
man decreased with the shift towards the left-wing end of 
the spectrum. In the group of the respondents who defined 
their views as right-wing, 84% expressed their support; in 
the center-right 78.53%, centrist 62.63%, center-left 44.89%, 
and left-wing 36.58%. The opponents of this statement con-
stituted the majority (51.38%) only among the left-wing 
voters.

The largest percentage of the respondents for whom 
marriage is only a union between a woman and a man was 
among those voting for right-wing parties—between 75 and 
85.36%. The respondents supporting left-wing parties were 
of a different opinion.

With regard to statement [C], in the distribution of 
answers, there were statistically significant differences 
related to sex (Table 3), and a statistically significant dis-
tribution of answers related to place of residence (H (6, 
N = 2104) = 77.23337 p < 0.01) (Table 5). Inhabitants of vil-
lages expressed the lowest support for equating the rights of 
same-sex registered partnerships with marriages—19.18%. 
In the case of the remaining groups, there is a noticeable 
dependence that the larger the city, the greater the support 
for equal rights (rho = 0.17 p < 0.01).

A statistically significant dependence between education 
and support for equal rights for same-sex unions and mar-
riages was noted (rho = 0.16 p < 0.01) (Table 4)—the higher 
the education of the respondents, the more support for equal 
rights. In the group of people with higher education, this 
view was expressed (with varying decisiveness) by 39.81%, 
with secondary education—31.21%, with vocational edu-
cation 21.13%, and with primary education—only 15.96%. 
Most often, opposition to equal rights was expressed by 
respondents with the lowest education—64.9%.

With regard to statement [C], in the distribution of 
answers, there were statistically significant differences 
related to the right-left axis (9 H (5, N = 2098) = 375.1213 
p < 0.01). Support for equating the rights of same-sex unions 
with marriages increased with the shift to the left of the 
political spectrum, and the number of opponents increased 
with the shift to the right (rho = −0.33 p < 0.01) (Table 5). A 
total of 64.98% of the respondents declaring their views as 

left-wing supported equating the rights of same-sex unions 
with marriages, while 21.2% of this group was of the oppo-
site opinion. A total of 75.17% in the group of right-wing 
voters and 61.54% in the center-right were against equating 
the rights of same-sex unions with marriages. A total of 
14.68% of voters with right-wing views and 21.46% with 
center-right views supported the equality of rights in this 
respect.

With regard to statement [C], in the distribution of 
answers, there were statistically significant differences 
related to the age of the respondents (Table 5)—the older 
the voters, the higher the percentage of those disagreeing 
with statement [C]. The highest support was found in the 
age groups 18–24 (40.2%) and 35–44 (39.3%). In the young-
est age group, there were clear gender-related differences. 
Women (53.53%) were twice as likely to agree with state-
ment [C] than men (27.62%).

The majority of voters of left-wing parties supported 
equalizing the rights of same-sex unions with marriages. In 
the group of respondents voting for right-wing parties, the 
dominant view was against equal rights for same-sex unions 
and marriages.

With regard to statement [D], in the distribution of 
answers, there were statistically significant differences related 
to the age of the respondents (H (6, N = 2099) = 15.87000 
p < 0.01). The largest percentage of respondents who agreed 
that in Poland there is lack of tolerance for other forms of 
family life than those based on marriage was in the catego-
ries of 35–44 years (66.83%) and 18–24 years (63.72). The 
smallest percentage was in the oldest group, 54.27% of the 
respondents agreed with this statement.

There are significant gender-related differences in indi-
vidual age categories (p < 0.01). Women more often than 
men indicated the lack of tolerance. The largest differ-
ences were noted in the youngest category, in which 78% 
of women and 50% of men indicated the lack of tolerance.

With regard to statement [D], in the distribution of 
answers, there were statistically significant differences 
related to education (Table 5). Only in the group of voters 
with primary education the people agreeing with statement 
[D] constituted less than half (46.8%) of the respondents. In 
the group of voters with vocational education, it was 51.34%, 
and among voters with secondary and higher education, 
about 65% in each group.

With regard to statement [D], in the distribution of 
answers, there were statistically significant differences 
related to the right-left axis (H (5, N = 2093) = 166.6245 
p < 0.01). A total of 78.81% of the respondents declaring 
left-wing views and 81.86% center-left stated that in Poland, 
there is a lack of tolerance for other forms of family life than 
those based on marriage. Among the respondents who were 
voters of center-right and right-wing parties, this view was 
shared by a minority (49.59% and 44.82%, respectively).
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The highest percentage of respondents agreeing with 
statement [D] was noted among the voters of the Together 
Party (81.81%), KO (77.71%), and SLD (70.74%). The low-
est percentage of respondents who agreed with statement [D] 
was among the voters of RN (53.33%) and PiS (45.74%).

Discussion

The demand for the legalization of same-sex unions is not 
accepted by the majority of voters in Poland, and there 
are clear differences in this respect between supporters of 
individual parties. The dividing line regarding support for 
same-sex unions clearly distinguishes the attitude of voters 
of left-wing parties from those supporting right-wing ones. 
Those voters who defined their views as left-wing or center-
left and who supported left-wing parties during the elections 
were more likely to accept same-sex registered partnerships. 
In turn, those respondents who defined their views as center-
right, or especially right-wing, and voted for right-wing par-
ties, were mostly against the legalization of same-sex unions.

The issue does not only revolve around supporting same-
sex unions but also around equating their rights with mar-
riages. The research conducted in European countries also 
confirmed that people with conservative views more often 
have a negative attitude towards equalizing the rights of 
same-sex partnerships and marriages (Hollekim et al., 2012).

Similar dependencies can be observed in other countries, 
for example in the USA, where opinions on the rights of 
same-sex marriages are also divided along party, ideological, 
and religious lines (Kaufman & Compton, 2020; Linneman,  
2004). Liberals, Democrats, and less religious people are 
more accepting of same-sex marriages. In turn, those who 
oppose such equality belong to conservative, Republican, 
and Protestant circles (Lewis & Gossett, 2008). This may 
result from the dislike for the homosexual minority itself 
and thus unwillingness to cater to their demands. This cor-
responds to the research of Harrison and Michelson who 
also noticed the dependence between attitudes towards 
homosexuals and political views—the more right-wing the 
views, the stronger the prejudices against gays and lesbians 
(Harrison & Michelson, 2017).

In Poland, there are many more voters who declare right-
wing and center-right views and vote for parties that are on 
the right of the political scene than those who declare left-
wing views and support for such parties. The position taken 
by the ruling party, the kind of dominance it has in local 
authorities, and the views represented by the voters of the 
party residing in a particular region are of key importance in 
the process of legalization of same-sex partnerships and atti-
tude towards LGBT community (Mariani, 2020). Political 
parties which did not support the legalization of same-sex 
unions have been controlling the majority of parliamentary 

seats since the system transformation in 1989, yet the dispute 
over the legalization of same-sex unions has not been part of 
the division between the government and the opposition as 
politicians opposed to such unions were found on both sides 
(Bodnar & Śledzińska-Simon, 2014).

In eastern Poland, the majority of mandates in collegial 
local authorities was controlled by the conservative party 
Law and Justice (PiS). It was on the initiative of councilmen 
representing this party that local authorities passed resolu-
tions on creating LGBT-free zones.

The percentage of respondents who were against the 
legalization of same-sex relationships in eight regions of 
eastern Poland constituted between 53.85% and 64.16%. In 
the remaining eight regions, it amounted between 30.53% 
and 49.73%. There were more supporters than opponents 
of same-sex relationships’ legalization in three regions. 
Respondents gave similar answers when divided into regions 
in the case of a claim that a marriage is a relationship exclu-
sively between a man and a woman, and that same-sex part-
nerships should not have the same rights as marriages. A 
group of regions with the highest percentage of respondents 
being against same-sex partnerships’ legalization included 
the regions where the authorities decided to create LGBT-
free zone.

In many countries, same sex partnerships were legalized 
when right-wing parties (co)formed the governments. For 
example, in Austria in 2010, when the law legalizing part-
nership unions came into force, the Christian-democratic 
Österreichische Volkspartei co-ruled with social democrats. 
In Great Britain, the idea of introducing same-sex marriages 
was supported by the conservative Prime Minister David 
Cameron, although the politicians from his party were 
divided on the subject.

In Poland, conservative groups were definitely against 
legalizing same-sex partnerships (Zawadzka, 2016). The 
research confirms the convergence of their views with the 
expectations of their voters. Supporters of right-wing par-
ties and those declaring right-wing views proved to be more 
resolute in their views than supporters of the left. In this 
case, there are interesting differences related to respondents 
who expressed their views decisively. Respondents claiming 
to be right-wing more often expressed strong opposition to 
same-sex unions than left-wing voters did for their strong 
support. A relatively large percentage of left-wing voters 
with center-left views declaring their opposition to support 
for same-sex unions is also noteworthy.

With the increase in age of respondents, there was a rise in the  
percentage of opponents of same-sex registered partnerships—
older voters, both women and men, mostly opposed them.  
Younger respondents were against to a smaller extent, but 
here, there were significant gender-related differences. Gen-
der is considered one of the most important factors differen-
tiating the attitudes towards LGBT people. The results of the  
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research conducted indicate that heterosexual men showed  
a higher level of prejudice against homosexuals than het-
erosexual women (Górska & Mikołajczak, 2015; Schwartz,  
2011). Our research has also revealed a significant difference 
between the attitudes presented by women and men among  
the youngest respondents. The majority of young women sup-
ported legalization of same-sex partnerships, while their male 
peers were mostly against them. These differences were also 
visible with regard to the traditional model of marriage and the 
demand for equating registered partnerships with marriages. 
Young women were less conservative in their views, contrary 
to young men. None of the more advanced age groups revealed 
such an extent of differences between men and women. Similar 
conclusions were drawn from the research conducted among  
the youth in the neighboring Czech Republic (Pitoňák &  
Spilková, 2016).

Attitudes towards the legalization of same-sex partnerships 
changed depending on the size of a respondents’ place of resi-
dence. Such unions were more often supported by people living 
in large cities—particularly in those with over half a million 
inhabitants, where 26.64% of the respondents strongly sup-
ported the legalization of same-sex partnerships, and 17.65% 
expressed moderate support. In turn, residents of small towns 
and villages were more often negative about the legalization of 
such relationships. Perhaps this was also due to the fact that, as 
other studies have shown, the inhabitants of large cities were 
better disposed towards gays and lesbians than people living in 
small towns and in rural areas (Tomczak & Zawadzka, 2018).

Gender perspective combines with regional perspective, 
taking into account the relations between the place of residence 
and age, education, and the level of tolerance (Andersson 
et al., 2018). A population of gays and lesbians has been 
experiencing discrimination and ostracism for a long time 
(Florida, 2002). Gays and lesbians who live in cities tend to 
focus in the areas described as enclaves. A higher number of 
them in a given area do not always lead to a higher level of 
tolerance towards them. A flow of minority groups does not 
necessarily result in an increased contact between them and 
the majority (Wimark, 2014).

One of the factors that differentiated respondents in terms 
of acceptance of the legalization of same-sex partnerships 
was education level—the lower it was, the less support for 
the legalization of such relationships was observed. This 
can be related to the degree of acceptance of homosexuals 
in general which is also dependent on the level of education. 
The best-educated Poles declared more tolerant opinions, 
and the highest percentage of negative opinions regarding 
homosexuals could be found among respondents with only 
primary education (Górska & Mikołajczak, 2015). Support 
for the legalization of same-sex partnerships was declared 
with definitely greater frequency by the relatively young 
with higher education, resident in the largest cities, and 
those declaring left-wing political opinions.

For opponents of equal rights for homosexuals and het-
erosexuals, a crucial issue is the objection to same-sex mar-
riage. In their arguments, they express support for the tra-
ditional form of marriage and protest against any plans to 
redefine it (Browne & Nash, 2015). An important voice in 
the Polish debate on same-sex unions is the Catholic Church, 
whose rhetoric expresses fear of shaking the foundation of 
the institution of marriage and family (Zawadzka, 2016). 
The process of changes in the countries where the role of 
a Catholic Church was or is similar is very interesting, for 
instance in Ireland or Italy.

Ireland has a strong historical experience in preserving 
discrimination in the law due to the dominant position of the 
Church in many spheres of life (Rodgers, 2018). In Ireland, 
the level of public support for changes increased gradually. 
The rising opposition against the discrimination of LGBT 
people gave rise to an organized social movement which 
fought conservative attitudes. In addition to this, the position 
of the Church weakened. In 1988, an Irish scientist David 
Norris began a fight for a reform of Irish law stigmatizing 
LGBT people. As a result of his actions, the European Court 
of Human Rights declared that the law criminalizing homo-
sexuality was contrary to Article 8 of the European Conven-
tion of Human Rights (Rodgers, 2018). Further legislation 
evolution increased legal liberty for sexual minorities in 
Ireland. As a consequence of these changes, in 2015, it was 
stated in a referendum that a marriage may be concluded by 
two persons, without distinction as to the sex of the spouses 
(Rodgers, 2018).

Italy does not recognize same-sex marriages; however, 
same-sex partnerships are legalized. The process of changes 
was initiated in 1986, and the first draft introducing an act 
accepting same-sex relationships in 1988 was made on the 
left-wing politician initiative. The draft, as well as many 
consecutive ones, was rejected by the parliament and criti-
cized by the Church. The European Court of Human Rights, 
which in 2015 ruled in a case Oliari and Others v Italy that 
Italy violated the European Convention on Human Rights 
not recognizing same-sex partnerships’ right to family life 
(Foblets & Alidadi, 2020) greatly influenced the process of 
legalization of same-sex partnerships in Italy. It resulted 
in the parliament introducing the act legalizing same-sex 
partnerships.

The examples of Ireland and Italy may be a signal for 
Poland that legal recognition of same-sex partnerships, or even 
same-sex marriages, is possible—also in the countries where 
religion and the institution of Church have a significant influ-
ence on the society (Eurobarometer on Discrimination 2019).

In Polish socio-political discourse, the opponents of same-
sex relationships argue that homosexuality is against nature 
or identify it as a deviation (Zawadzka, 2019). Opponents 
of homosexual marriages also quote the Polish constitution, 
where marriage, understood as a relationship of a man and 
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a woman, is protected by law. They consider opposite-sex 
marriages to be the right form as such civil unions perform 
the childbearing and childrearing functions of a family. The 
opponents of same-sex marriages think that children in such 
families will not develop properly; they also fear changes in 
society (Michalska, 2014). Such opinions are particularly com-
mon among residents of rural areas and small towns, where 
conservative attitudes are more pronounced than in large cities 
(Górska & Mikołajczak, 2015).

In this study, the most conservative opinions regarding 
marriage only as a union between a man and a woman were 
declared by the inhabitants of villages in rural areas. In this 
aspect, the residents of large cities were less conservative. 
Among the voters of individual parties, opinions on same-sex 
marriages were distributed similar to the answers concern-
ing support for same-sex partnerships. The voters of left-wing 
parties and people declaring left-wing political leanings were 
more likely to accept other forms of marriage, although for 
the majority of them, marriage can be only a union between 
a woman and a man. The voters on the left side of the politi-
cal spectrum were less unequivocal in their opinions than the 
right-wing. The majority of supporters of right-wing parties, 
in particular PiS and RN, subscribed to the traditional point 
of view on marriage. These differences were also connected 
with the different ways in which supporters of individual par-
ties perceived the issue of tolerance towards other forms of 
family life than those based on marriage—the majority of the 
respondents agreed with the statement that Poles in general 
lack such tolerance. However, there were clear differences 
between the supporters of left- and right-wing parties as well 
as voters for individual parties. The percentage of voters agree-
ing with this statement decreased with the shift from the left 
to the right side of the political scene. Interestingly, among 
voters of right-wing parties, there were almost twice as many 
who agreed with this statement than those who disagreed. 
Thus, on the one hand, they agreed that in Poland, there is a 
lack of tolerance for same-sex partnerships, and on the other 
hand, they did not tolerate such partnerships as the majority 
of this group considered an opposite-sex marriage as the only 
acceptable form.

Conclusions

The results of research indicate that the conservative party 
Law and Justice (PiS), which has been ruling in Poland 
since 2015, may count on strengthening its position among 
voters who convey right-wing views by opposing legali-
zation of same-sex partnerships. Passing resolutions on 
“LGBT-free zones” by authorities dominated by Law 
and Justice (PiS) may be well accepted by the right-wing 

voters since the legalization of same-sex partnerships is 
one of the postulates of LGBT communities. This way, the 
ruling on a local level knowingly strengthens their position 
among numerous conservative electorate.

The currently ruling far right-wing party PiS (Law and 
Justice) relies on a significant support from less educated 
residents of small cities and villages at a higher age. How-
ever, the views of the governing party are not shared by 
younger voters, in particular women aged 18–24. The pre-
ponderance of supporters of legalizing same-sex partner-
ships in a group of the youngest voters might suggest the 
decrease of the percentage of opponents with time. Such a 
strong trend towards radical conservative policy may result 
in the rejection of these values when new generations start 
to take active participation in political life. This may cause 
the change of electoral preferences and a greater support 
of the opposition parties. Similarly to Ireland or Italy, this 
may lead to a change of policy towards same-sex partner-
ships in the coming years.

Based on analysis of collected data, a few research areas 
might be distinguished which deserve special attention in 
the course of new research projects concerning same-sex 
partnerships and marriages in Poland. Future research may 
help explain the reasons for differences in terms of rela-
tionship acceptance in particular age groups, including in 
particular people who attain adulthood. In addition, it is 
important to seek for main predictors which have an influ-
ence on shaping attitudes of respondents.
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