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TWO MAIN PARADIGM SHIFTS 



…IT’S ALSO A MATTER OF LAW



…BUT NO EVERYONE IS INVITED

• (RECOGNISED) RELIGIONS? 

• NON CONFESSIONAL ORGANISATIONS? 



PACE RES 2647 (2026)
PARLIAMENTARY ASSEMBLY COUNCIL OF EUROPE RESOLUTION 2647 (2026)1 (21ST 
APRIL 2026) COUNTERING DISCRIMINATION BASED ON RELIGION AND PROTECTING 
FREEDOM OF RELIGION OR BELIEF IN EUROPE (…) 

• 14. in the light of these considerations, the assembly calls on council of europe member 
states, observers and partners for democracy: (…)

• 14.3.3. promote interreligious dialogue, with a view to fostering mutual understanding and 
preventing discrimination, and endeavour to include representatives of the widest possible 
range of religions or beliefs; (…)”



BOOK CONTEXT (2010-2022)
• DECLINE OF HISTORICALLY DOMINANT TRADITIONS  /  EMERGENCE OF NEW

MINORITY TRADITIONS (ISLAM)

• WEAKENING OF THE WELFARE STATE /MASSIVE PRIVATIZATION OF PUBLIC SERVICES

• CONTINUATION OF THE ROLE OF REPRESENTATIVE AUTHORITIES, 

• STILL A BACKDROP OF NEGOTIATIONS RATHER THAN UNIVERSALIZING REASON 

• FORMAL NEGOCIATIONS OR INFORMAL DIALOGUE



AFTER THE BOOK CONTEXT (2010-2022)
• BEYOND THE THE PEAK OF THE “PARTICIPATORY DEMOCRACY” MOMENTUM ?

• EROSION OF THE RULE OF LAW 

• BREAKUP WITH HABERMASIAN ETHICAL CONDITIONS FOR COMMUNICATIVE ACTION 
(NONVIOLENT DISCOURSES) 

• GLOBALIZATION OF (DE)REGULATIONS (END OF PEACE, END OF SUSTAINABLE 
DEVELOPMENT DISCOURSES) 

• TRIVIAL POLITICAL EXPLOITATION OF RELIGIONS

• SPECIAL ROLE OF RELIGIONS IN APOCALYPTIC TIMES ?



ANTI-ENTRISM BILLS 
(FRANCE)
• ART. 423-1. – ANY PERSON WHO, BY ANY 

MEANS, ACTS IN A CONCERTED MANNER 
WITHIN A PUBLIC OR PRIVATE ORGANIZATION 
OR A DE FACTO GROUP, TO CAUSE THAT 
ORGANIZATION OR GROUP TO MAKE 
DECISIONS OR ADOPT PRACTICES CONTRARY 
TO LEGALLY ESTABLISHED RULES, WITH THE 
AIM OF SERIOUSLY UNDERMINING THE 
PRINCIPLES OF THE REPUBLIC SET FORTH IN 
ARTICLE 1 OF THE CONSTITUTION.”



NEW ASYMETRIES
• REPRESENTATIVE AUTHORITIES V ALL STAKEHOLDERS 

• DOCTRINE-BASED PRESELECTION OF STAKEHOLDERS 

• AN OVERVALUATION (?) OF RELIGIOUS PERFORMATIVITY (AS A POLITICAL THREAT) - ANTI-ENTRISM ?

• FORMAL APPROACH AND RISK ABOUT NEUTRALITY FEELINGS / INFORMAL APPROACH AND RISK OF 
ARBITRARINESS

• BELGIAN CASE : THE PRIVILEGED STATUS OF RECOGNIZED HUMANISM WHEN THE AFFIRMED 
PROJECT  IS TO FOSTER AN INTERCONVICTIONNAL DIALOGUE/EXPERTISE WITH PUBLIC AUTHORITIES 
– LINKED TO AN AMBIGUITY OF THE HUMANIST MOVEMENT GOALS : BETWEEN NEUTRALIZATION AND 
A SPECIFIC NONRELIGIOUS PHILOSOPHY OF LIFE
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