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Abstract:
Globalization is becoming increasingly 
challenging in the 21st century. Process-
es that go beyond the horizontal rela-
tions of the basic actors of international 
relations – states – become multifacet-
ed. The Schengen area is an example of 
a new regional structure (though still not 
global). Based on the analysis of both 
EU activities and documents produced 
by the EC, the author points to the cur-
rent limitations and potential possibili-
ties of the Brexit Schengen Area. In the 
author’s opinion, only further extension 
of the Schengen Area, with equal treat-
ment of all its members, can overcome 
the deadlock which is relevant to the Eu-
ropean Union and thus to a large extent 
the Schengen Area. 

Keywords: Schengen; globalization; fu-
ture of the European Union

Admission

Globalization processes affect every so-
cial structure. One can even put forward 
the thesis that globalization is an im-
perative of development, both in the eco-

nomic and political dimension, of con-
temporary international relations.

Although there are many organiza-
tions that have a global dimension (UN-
political, WTO-economic, FIFA-sport), 
they do not constitute a new quality in 
the dimension of international relations 
(both the UN and FIFA are international 
organizations. Only the WTO has certain 
transnational features).

However, we observe an important 
new category in relation to regional or-
ganizations: the European Union (EU).

We can say with certainty that the 
EU is the first supranational organiza-
tion in the world. Although the Member 
States (forming the Council) still have 
a  significant impact on the nature of 
the Union, the European Commission is 
playing an increasingly important role in 
this organization which is a strictly su-
pranational body.

The definition of transnationality, 
very accurately, formulated by prof. Ja- 
nusz Ruszkowski: “In fact, the trans-
national system begins at the moment 
of establishing the motives and prefer-
ences which guide the states, creating 
(selecting) transnational institutions, 
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and then agreeing to delegate to them 
and allocate on the supranational level 
specifi c functions (competences) and 
powers to decide in her name “and fur-
ther:” Most importantly, transnationality 
is consciously and voluntarily created 
by nation-states (...), which means that 
it offers them much better, more effec-
tive instruments for the implementation 
of national preferences than those that 
are traditionally in the hands of states” 
(Ruszkowski 2010: 36).

In other words, the transfer of com-
petences that were previously owned by 
the state to institutions and the creation 
of such institutions is a phenomenon of 
transnationality.

However, this new quality in inter-
national relations does not arise in a lin-
ear way - without any problems. To some 
cognitive consternation, the transnation-
al form of regionalization, which is the 
EU, is characterized by periods of stag-
nation and even reversal wave, which 
should be considered, according to Phil-
lippe Schmitter, a good integration theo-
ry (Schmitter 2002).

The content of this article is the 
analysis of the development of the EU 
in the context of the Schengen area as 
a synergistic structural element for this 
form of regional integration.

Analytical material is the documents 
produced by the European Commis-
sion and EU Member States, in particu-
lar: The Union State Message (Juncker 
2017), the White Paper from the Com-
mission on the Future of Europe 2017, 
Rome Declaration 2017.

T he paradigm within which the anal-
ysis was carried out are entropic theories 
(ET)(Progogine, Steingers 1990, Korpik-
iewicz 1998, Hawking 2000).

As part of these concepts, the author 
identifi es certain properties specifi c to 
each system (system) that determine his 
behavior.

These are: high sensitivity to initial 
conditions, memory (events from the 
past, even distant ones, have an impact 
on reality), openness to exchange with 
the environment, striving for balance 
(limited stability), existence for each sys-
tem of state to which returns and arrow 
of time (a return to exactly the same sit-
uation from the past is impossible, be-
cause the initial conditions are different) 
(Frankowski 2002, p. 24–25).

Here you should explain the apparent 
contradiction of the last two properties.

The system, periodically, aspires to 
a certain state, but it is rather a set of 
close (in terms of phase) situations that 
allow to indicate similarities, but it is not 
exactly one and the same state. The rea-
son for the inability to exist exactly the 
same state from the past in the future is 
the existence of a time arrow.

A good illustration could be in this 
case the Roman Empire and an attempt 
to revive it by B. Mussolini or copying by 
A. Hitler.

Although we can fi nd numerous 
similarities between the Roman Empire 
and the Third Reich or fascist Italy (ges-
tures, symbolism, conquest concepts), 
the equality between these political sys-
tems can not be equated and the identifi -
able differences are objective and result 
from the existence of the time arrow. 

Alt hough in his work P. Frankows-
ki analyzed international relations as 
a chaotic system, the approach adopted 
by the author of the nomenclature of
P. Frankowski is narrower and is part of 
the entropic theory.

The question for which the author 
seeks answers is: Can the Schengen area 
become an acceptable standard for the 
progress of regionalization (as a conse-
quence of globalization), and if not, can 
the borders of Schengen enlargement be 
indicated?
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1.  The Schengen area and its borders

Historically, the Schengen area (SSch) 
was formally established in 1985. 

At that time, the Benelux countries 
(Belgium, the Netherlands and Luxem-
bourg) joined the agreements concluded 
a year earlier by France and Germany.

The Schengen Area (SSch) is a geo-
graphical space designated by the exter-
nal borders of countries belonging to it, 
under which the free movement of peo-
ple, goods, services and capital takes 
place, and (what is particularly impor-
tant) modern technologies (Kozłowski 
2017: 138).

The important fact is that the Schen-
gen area is not identical with the Euro-
pean Union (both historically and nowa-
days).

Currently Switzerland, Norway and 
Iceland remain members of the Union, 
which are Schengen members. Con-
versely, EU countries: Ireland, Roma-
nia, Bulgaria and Croatia are not in the 
Schengen area.

One category is the United Kingdom, 
which has taken legal action to leave the 
Union, but has never entered the Schen-
gen area.

The  United Kingdom is a separate cat-
egory for many reasons. Its legal system 
(in which there is no one normative act 
– the constitution) relies to a large extent 
on customs and custom, which is also 
refl ected in the lack of formal controls at 
the border within the EU, despite the fact 
that UK is not a member of Schengen.

Another group forming passive 
Schengen are the open countries. These 
include: Monaco, San Marino, the Vati-
can, which have never formally become 
a party to the Schengen Agreement, but 
actually respect its provisions.

In the Schengen history one can in-
dicate several stages of development, 

both quantitative and (what is more im-
portant) qualitative.

The fi rst stage – before the ratifi ca-
tion of the convention (1985–1995) – is 
characterized by the lack of a normative 
apparatus implementing the Schengen 
agreement.

In the second (since 1995), when 
all the signatories have ratifi ed the ex-
ecutive convention, the most impor-
tant elements were: the creation of the 
SIS (Schengen Information System), the 
creation of internal and external bor-
der management systems and common 
measures to control the movement of the 
population.

The third one was the inclusion of 
the acquis of the European Union in the 
area of   the Schengen acquis in 1999 
(Kozłowski 2017).

According  to the author, the divi-
sion proposed by K. Kozłowski should be 
extended to three phases, by indicating 
a separate period in 1985–95, in which 
there were no such effective instruments 
of „managing” the Schengen zone as af-
ter the ratifi cation of the convention.

The chang e of the area of   activity of 
the zone (the number of countries) takes 
place in stages and does not have to be 
correlated with the development of the 
European Union.

In 1995, apart from Belgium, the 
Netherlands, Luxembourg, France and 
Germany, the Schengen area was also 
composed of Spain, Portugal and Mo-
naco.

In 1997, Italy, Austria and Monaco 
joined it.

In 2000, Schengen was extended to 
Greece. In 2001, the area grew by Fin-
land, Sweden, Denmark, Norway and 
Iceland.

However, the largest extension of the 
zone (comparable to 1995) took place in 
2007 when as many as 8 countries were 
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included in the Schengen area (Estonia, 
Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, the Czech Re-
public, Slovakia, Hungary, and Slove-
nia).

In 2008, Switzerland joined the zone, 
and in 2011 Liechtenstein. 

Bulgaria, Romania and Croatia re-
main outside Schengen.

2. The main  threats to the Schengen 
area

The challenge for Schengen remains its 
basic internal freedoms: the fl ow of people,
goods, services, capital and technology.

The economic dimension, as in the 
case of the EU’s predecessor, the Euro-
pean Coal and Steel Community (ECSC), 
is the fi rst step in the creation of the 
Schengen Area.

However (unlike the ECSC) free 
movement of people is present from the 
very beginning.

It seems that the question of the fl ow 
of people is the most important from the 
point of view of the duration and devel-
opment of the Schengen area. Both in 
the internal dimension (concerning citi-
zens of Schengen countries) and external 
(migration from outside Schengen).

An example of the special signifi -
cance of this issue in the European di-
mension is the British decision to leave 
the European Union.

In the referendum of 23 June 2016, 
51.9% of voters voted in favor of leaving 
the EU (The Electoral Commission 2016)

Among the three reasons why the 
British at all put the question of the exit 
of Great Britain (UK) from the European 
Union, the question of migration is in 
second place (Mauldin 2016).

According to J. Mauldin, the migra-
tion crisis is closely related to the rise of 
nationalism in the world.

Indeed, the waves of migration from 
outside the EU are a source of confron-
tation both in the cultural and religious 
dimensions, which implies the crystalli-
zation of the endemic population in the 
EU, and consequently the increase in the 
popularity of nationalist movements.

The use of the concepts of the Euro-
pean Union and the Schengen Area used 
by the author in a similar manner is jus-
tifi ed. The incorporation of the Schengen 
acquis in the EU confi rms the closeness 
and complementarity of both structures 
(Kozłowski 2017).

 All the more so because it is the EU 
agencies that are a real implementation 
tool for Schengen (Fronetx or EASO), and 
the supranational bodies of the EU (Eu-
ropean Commission) occupy offi cial posi-
tions on the enlargement of the Schen-
gen area (Juncker 2017).

The Brexit  referendum was not di-
rectly about Schengen (if only because 
UK is not a part of it) but through in-
stitutional and formal (legislative acts) 
links with the EU also affects the Schen-
gen Area.

Brexit was motivated, to a large ex-
tent, by the infl ux of people from outside 
the British Isles.

The reluctance towards the wave of 
migration includes not only people from 
outside Europe, but also EU citizens, 
including Poles (see: Sondaż. Polacy 
obawiają się niechęci Brytyczyków po 
Brexicie, Newsweek 2016) .

3. Brexit as a catalyst for changes in 
the Schengen area

As a result of the referendum (June 23, 
2016) in the United Kingdom, the seces-
sion took place by the UK against the 
European Union.

It is signifi cant that the fi rst meet-
ing of the European Parliament (EP) after 
Brexit.
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The position of the EU expressed by 
the presidents of: European Parliament 
(EP) Martin Schultz and the European 
Commission (EC) Jean-Claude Juncker 
unequivocally presented the expectation, 
by these bodies, for the UK to immedi-
ately take formal steps to leave the Un-
ion (Council of EU 2016).

From the point of view of the entropic 
theory (ET), the Great Britain’s exit from 
the European Union is a division de-
scribed as a bifurcation that determines 
both the future of the EU and Schengen.

The most important effect of bifurca-
tion is the appearance of two new quali-
ties.

This means that both the Union of 
27 states and the United Kingdom after 
the secession will not be the same as 
they were before.

Otherwise, although UK citizens 
would like to maintain the benefi ts of EU 
membership in full, this is impossible 
from the ET point of view.

In the new external conditions, com-
pletely different internal conditions ap-
pear.

4. The Europ ean Union in the face 
of the Secessionist crisis in Great 
Britain

4.1. White Paper of the European 
Commission

The White Paper of the European Com-
mission of March 2017, in which 5 sce-
narios for Europe are presented, is a form 
of reaction to changing conditions, as 
a result of Brexit (European Commission 
2017). Of the six areas of EU policy, the 
Schengen Area has a special place. It is 
directly connected with security and mi-
gration.

Plan No. 1
The fi rst scenario, defi ned as „Continua-
tion” is impossible to implement (in the 
TE context), for example due to other 
internal conditions: a reduction in the 
number of Member States from 28 to 
27; smaller budget. In the assumptions, 
„Continuation” is: „Gradual strengthen-
ing of cooperation in the management 
of external borders; progress towards 
a common asylum system, improving 
coordination on security issues” (Euro-
pean Commission 2017). The European 
Border Guard and Coast Guard will be 
the main instrument for shaping the 
Ssch (European Commission 2017). The 
other four scenarios are a proposal for 
reaction to changed conditions (Brex-
it) and take into account the new EU
reality.

Plan No. 2 “Nothing but the single mar-
ket”
This is a proposal in which one of the 
basic freedoms defi ning the SSch – the 
freedom of movement of persons – is rad-
ically restricted. It is assumed that bilat-
eral agreements between Member States 
will have a decisive infl uence on secu-
rity policy; the lack of a migration policy 
common to the entire EU. In this variant, 
checks are planned at internal borders 
(European Commission 2017).

Plan No. 3 “Th ose who want more, do 
more”
This option takes into account that part 
of the EU countries that want more Eu-
ropean cooperation (integration). En-
hanced cooperation would mean es-
tablishing a joint prosecutor’s offi ce, 
establishing a common area of   justice in 
civil matters and exchanging all informa-
tion in the context of the fi ght against or-
ganized crime and terrorism (European 
Commission 2017).
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Plan No. 4 “Doing less but more effi cient-
ly”
The essence of this proposal is the sepa-
ration of certain important points from 
the point of view of the European Com-
mission and the intensifi cation of co-
operation, read unifi cation, precisely in 
these spaces. The key, from the point of 
view of the Schengen Area, would be full 
control of external borders by the Eu-
ropean Border Guard and Coast Guard 
(European Commission 2017).

Plan No. 5 “To do much more together”
This scenario is probably the most revo-
lutionary. The biggest qualitative change 
is the proposal to establish a European 
Defense Union, which would be comple-
mentary to NATO. In the SSch area, this 
is a repetition of the proposal from op-
tion 4 (European Commission 2017).

4.2. Message of  Jean-Claude Juncker on 
the state of the Union 2017

It is customary that every year, the Presi-
dent of the EU Commission, before the 
European Parliament, describes: the 
state of the Union, EC achievements in 
the passing year and presents priorities 
for the next year.

This is the beginning of the process 
of working out the Commission’s work 
program.

The speech of J. C. Juncker on 13 Sep-
tember 2017 was of a special nature. It 
had to take into account Brexit and an-
ticipate the possible EU effects of this 
decision.

An interesting approach to the EC 
President’s speech was a creative ap-
proach to the concept of the Union’s 
future and proposing a “sixth scenar-
io” based on three principles: freedom, 
equality and the rule of law (Juncker 
2017).

President J.C. Juncker also referred 
to the Schengen Area.

He stated that only the immediate 
opening of the SSch to Bulgaria and Ro-
mania could strengthen and protect the 
borders of the Union.

In his opinion, it is also necessary, 
after the country fulfi lls the condi-
tions, to admit Croatia to SSC (Juncker
2017)..

J. C. Juncker also pointed to the 
necessity of joining the EU in a cred-
ible perspective countries in the Western 
Balkans (Juncker 2017).

The message of the EC President met 
with a quick response.

The German Interior Minister Thom-
as de Maiziere, the Dutch Prime Minister 
Mark Rutte and the Austrian Chancel-
lor Christian Kern offi cially undermined 
the possibility of immediate admission of 
Bulgaria and Romania to the Schengen 
area (Monołowa 2017).

Even more far-reaching conclusions, 
after the address of J. C. Juncker, the 
The Times reports.

According to Bruno Waterfi eld, Ger-
many and France want regulation that 
would allow free movement on internal 
borders to 4 years (Waterfi eld 2017).

The current provisions regulating the 
functioning of the Schengen Area allow 
for temporary border controls for a pe-
riod of only 6 months and its possible 
extension by a year (twice by 6 months).

5. Proposals of  the European 
Commission in the light of entropic 
theory

Both the White Paper on the future of 
Europe (March 2017) and the Message 
on the Union (September 2017) may 
cause some consternation, especially 
among EU Member States, regarding the 
Commission’s plans, but also uncertain-
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ty about the future of the EU (in particu-
lar the Schengen Area).

The reference may be here to the rev-
ocation of the EC to the manifesto of Al-
tio Spinelli and Ernesto Rossi (European 
Commission 2017).

The Ventotene Manifesto was a dec-
laration calling for breaking the hegem-
ony of nation states in Europe and for 
creating one pan-European federation in 
the future (Spinell, Rossi 1941).

From the SSch’s point of view, it can 
be said that A. Spinelli’s and E. Rossi’s 
position is shared by the EC, and can 
only mean strengthening the freedoms 
related to the movement of goods, ser-
vices, technologies and people in the EU.

However, it is diffi cult to indicate 
facts confi rming the rationality of such 
views. On the contrary.

The above-mentioned positions of 
Germany, France or the Netherlands 
question the legitimacy of expanding 
and strengthening the SSch; rather, they 
express the view that: how the EU and 
Schengen are going through a structural 
crisis.

According to the author, the more 
transparent, allowing for a better under-
standing of the processes taking place in 
the Schengen area (which are very much 
in line with the processes in the EU it-
self) may be operationalization in the ET 
area.

If we assume that the European Un-
ion and the Schengen Area are inherent-
ly open structures, then we can indicate 
their properties.

5.1. Exchange as a condition of existence

The basic property of open systems is 
their imperative of exchanging between 
their own structure and the environment. 
In a world determined by the increas-
ing gradient of entropy, only exchange 

(in the energy, material and information 
space) allows existence in conditions far 
from equilibrium.

This ability is referred to as dissipa-
tion (Progogine, Stengers 1990).

When analyzing processes occurring 
within the European Union (also relevant 
for the Schengen Area), we can indicate 
its three dimensions mentioned above in 
a direct way.

5.1.1. Material  dimension

The fi rst of the SSch’s freedoms is the 
exchange of goods.

In the criteria of entropic theories: 
dissipative structures exchange matter. 
In the case of the Schengen Area, it will 
primarily be the free circulation of goods.

Such a prosaic example is the access 
to any products from SSch in any part of 
the Zone: French cheeses, Italian cloth-
ing or Polish vegetables.

This dimension was also the foun-
dation of the European Coal and Steel 
Community, which regulated common 
policy in relation to these raw materials 
(coal and steel).

5.1.2. Energy dimension

The basis for existence in the animated 
world is energy exchange (exchange of 
other organisms, substances and miner-
als with the energy provided by food).

In the case of socio-political struc-
tures such as the EU, this kind of ex-
change is observed in relation to the 
common energy policy, in relation to the 
share of renewable energy in the overall 
balance of energy sources or in the con-
struction of Nord Stream 2.

As in the case of material exchange, 
here too, the ECSC, when regulating the 
issue of coal production (energy carrier), 
reacted as a dissipative structure.
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5.1.3. Information dimension

Undoubtedly, this is the most important 
of the three exchange levels that charac-
terize dissipative structures.

The creation of the Schengen Infor-
mation System (SIS) allowed the actual 
implementation of the freedom of move-
ment of persons in particular. Certainly, 
it can be said that it was a necessary 
condition for its implementation.

How fulfi lling this criterion is impor-
tant for SSch (dissipative structure) we 
observed in cases of reaction of some EU 
countries to the migration crisis.

In fear of the uncontrolled infl ux of 
people, checks were made at the Italian-
Austrian or German-Danish border. Po-
land reacted  in the same way during the 
European Championships in 2012.

These states could not afford the 
uncontrolled fl ow of potential bombers 
– they limited the possible consequenc-
es of insuffi cient information resources 
about people.

5.2. Enlargement as the imperative of 
the existence of Schengen

5.2.1. New bifurcation

The proposals presented by the 
President of the European Commission, 
in the context of ET, fi nd rational foun-
dations. After the Brexit the EU situa-
tion has changed in a qualitative way. 
The competent commission read out the 
premises.

The fi rst of the proposed scenarios 
was, and still remains, impossible to im-
plement.

The Secession of Great Britain, 
which is still in progress (it is necessarily 
a phased shot) has changed all three pa-
rameters of the EU exchange (the same 
Schengen).

It seems that both J. C. Juncker and 
all EU member governments are aware of 
this: the EU can not remain what it was 
before Brexit.

There are two different approaches 
(possible future bifurcation) on the fu-
ture of the European Union.

The fi rst can be described as the in-
crease in the importance of nation states 
and the Union’s limitation only to the 
economic dimension.

The following countries are repre-
sentative of this attitude: Hungary, Po-
land.

The increase of nationalist tenden-
cies in the Netherlands, Belgium, France 
and Germany has a signifi cant impact 
on the strength of such a position, on the 
scale of the entire Union.

Although, it must be emphasized, in 
the “old union” nationalists still remain 
outside the control of power (the excep-
tion Austria and Italy). Similarly in the 
European Parliament, where the major-
ity have EPP (European People’s Party), 
whose MEPs are advocates of further in-
tegration.

The second trend, represented by 
Germany and France, is oriented to-
wards ever closer integration, even at 
the expense of some weaker or contest-
ing such countries (for example: Poland 
and Hungary).

In this constellation of positions, the 
proposal of the President of the Commis-
sion concerning the immediate enlarge-
ment of Schengen to include Bulgaria 
and Romania and the defi nition of a real 
framework for joining the EU for Western 
Balkan states is the third view.

In terms of the entropic theory crite-
ria, one can demonstrate the far-reach-
ing rationality of J.C. Juncker’s concept.
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5.2.2. Striving f or balance

The most important attribute of the dis-
sipative system is to strive for a state that 
provides stability. It is of course far from 
equilibrium (this can only be achieved 
with full entropy when all states are pos-
sible), but an important feature is that 
such structures arise because a cer-
tain kind of fl uctuation becomes domi-
nant – it takes on the character of trend 
(Prigogine, Stengers).

It should be emphasized once again 
that the state of complete equilibrium 
is impossible to achieve in conditions 
of variable entropy in the contemporary 
world.

If in such categories we look at three 
different visions of EU development:

1. Limitation only to the economic 
dimension,

2. Narrow cooperation and deepe-
ning

3. Further expansion, each of them 
is probable. They are a kind of 
fl uctuation that can become do-
minant.

It seems, however, that only one of 
them can become the basis for the de-
velopment of the EU (thus the Schengen 
Area) in the future. This is the third vi-
sion.

Exchange through open structures 
with the environment (dissipation) in 
three areas (material, energy, informa-
tion) is a condition for their duration and 
development.

From this point of view, the concept 
of a two-speed Europe (Bielecki 2017), 
(creating a union within the Union, 
which is the content of Vision No. 2) con-
demns the EU to failure.

Enhancing cooperation in the Euro 
zone, which means integration above 
all among the founding countries of the 
Schengen Area, can only bring benefi ts 

in the short term. A foreseeable conse-
quence, which will result from an in-
crease in the diversity of standards 
between Eurostrefa and other EU mem-
bers, will be a new secession and bifur-
cation.

Equally worrying is the prospect of 
maintaining only stable economic ties 
within the EU (Vision No. 1).

It seems that thi s is an attempt to 
take into account the concerns of some 
EU Member States regarding the threats 
resulting from political integration, for 
the subjectivity of nation states.

The affi rmation of national values   
was the plane of lateralization during the 
accession process in both Poland, the 
Czech Republic and Hungary (Prażuch 
2015) – they constituted the program el-
ement of some of the right-wing groups 
in these countries.

To some surprise, it is also an in-
creasingly important element of political 
struggle in almost all EU Member States 
today (Bielecki 2017 a).

The consequence of the growth of 
the particular national interests of the 
Member States will certainly be differen-
tiation and further: disintegration of the 
Union (atomization) or division (bifurca-
tion).

Vision No. 3, J.C. Juncker, is the 
path of further development of the Un-
ion, and thus of the Schengen Area.

After Britain’s exit from the EU, only 
loss compensation (in three dimensions: 
material, energy and information) can al-
low, if not development, at least the fur-
ther functioning of the Union. Enlarge-
ment of the Schengen area for Romania, 
Bulgaria and Croatia is such an action.

Of course, it is diffi cult to compen-
sate for the departure of Great Britain, 
even in terms of population (WB is 64.8 
million citizens, while Romania, Bulgaria 
and Croatia have a total of 31, 23 million 
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people ( Życie w UE 2018)), the more dif-
fi cult it would be to offset losses in the 
economic dimension. It should also be 
remembered that it is not possible to re-
turn to the state from before Brexit.

However, progressive and creative 
action, extending the Schengen area, 
from the TE point of view, is a desirable 
and unique action, within the framework 
of the entropic theory paradigm, creating 
a chance for SSch survival.

Conclusions

The key  question from the point of view 
of this article on the universality of the 
Schengen Area requires a paradigmatic 
context.

According to the author, the mod-
eling within the entropic theory allows in 
a satisfactory way to indicate the basic 
threats to SSch and a functional analy-
sis of its possible states in the future.

Undoubtedly, the threat to the con-
tinued existence of the Schengen Area is 
its incoherent internal standards in the 
material space, such as: different liv-
ing standards, differences in direct pay-
ments for farmers, restrictions on the 
services market (the directive on posted 
workers).

Although SSch is formally founded 
in the liberties of the free movement of 
goods, services and people, the impact 
of the European Union on these areas 
is (indirectly) decisive for the Schengen 
Area.

Further, it should be noted that 
countries that are also members of the 
EU and the Schengen area have applied 
(apply) double standards to other mem-
bers of the area.

Poland became an EU member in 
2004, and the Schengen Area in 2007.

In spite of their participation in 
both organizations, some countries ap-

plied restrictions on access to their labor 
market to Poland: Germany and Austria 
abolished them only in 2011 (Piątkowska 
2011).

The continuation of this policy is the 
new EU directive on posted workers.

Obviously, it is in confl ict with the 
freedom of movement of services and 
goods (and indirectly also people), which 
is the foundation of Ssch (Nowe przepisy 
o delegowaniu pracowników 2018).

Interestingly, J. C. Juncker insist-
ed on tightening the regulations in this 
area, despite the negative position re-
sulting from the reports ordered by the 
EC (Nowe przepisy...2018).

These examples are representative 
for the lack of a clear, clear, equal pol-
icy of applying the rules adopted by the 
members of the Schengen Area.

The multiplicity (as many as 6) pro-
posed by the EC (personally by its Presi-
dent J. C. Juncker) scenarios confi rms 
this state.

The necessity to enf orce uniform 
standards in the matter of the fl ow of 
goods and services to all members of the 
SSch is an imperative determining the 
future of the Zone.

One cannot ignore the role of the Eu-
ropean Union in this matter, which rec-
ognizes the Schengen acquis and at the 
same time undermines some of its basic 
provisions.

The information issue looks the most 
promising.

The condition of information ex-
change both within the system and be-
tween it and the environment is crucial 
for its existence.

Here, in an almost canonical man-
ner, Schengen implements the ET as-
sumption.

Establishment and development of 
the information system (SIS) is, accord-
ing to the Polish Police, one of the most 



91

important achievements of the European 
Union (Co to jest system informacyjny 
Schengen 2018).

Indeed, without exchanging informa-
tion about people staying in the Schen-
gen area (both its citizens and people 
outside it) SSch would not function in 
a real way.

Further development of the informa-
tion system (SIS II) is a necessary con-
dition, but not enough for the existence 
of Schengen in the future (Prigogine, 
Stengers).

SIS creates only an equlibrum in 
which the remaining freedoms of move-
ment are realized: goods, services, peo-
ple and technologies.

In the changing cond itions of en-
tropy (both external and internal), there 
is one imperative for the Schengen area 
– further geographical extension and de-
velopment and unifi cation of areas de-
fi ned as the free fl ow of goods, services, 
people and technologies.

It is diffi cult to defi ne the bounda-
ries of the area of   Schengen activities so 
indicated.

Some point, which is also confi rmed 
by ET’s assumptions, is the statement 
by F. Fukuyama: „It is not necessarily 
true, however, that liberal democracy is 
a political system that is best suited to 
solving social confl icts per se. The abil-
ity of a democracy to resolve confl icts 
peacefully is greatest when these con-
fl icts arise between „interest groups” 
that combine a more general and earlier 
consensus about basic values   or rules, 
and when confl icts are of an economic 
nature „ (Fukuyama 1996).

We can say that the possible exten-
sion of the Schengen Area requires an 
environment very close to the SSch. It 
results from the principle of implement-
ing entropy and energy expenditure 
at the lowest possible level (Prigogine, 
Stengers).

Reality seems to confi rm this prin-
ciple directly: opposition to the „imme-
diate” adoption of the Schengen Area of   
Bulgaria and Romania is conditioned by 
the need to adapt these countries to EU 
standards.

The EU goes even further in its offi -
cial positions. The lack of cohesive (dem-
ocratic) standards with the European 
Union completely excludes Turkey from 
Schengen or EU membership.

Summing up, it can be stated that 
the future of the Schengen area is un-
certain. To a large extent, it is correlated 
with the future of the European Union, 
which in connection with Brexit and its 
consequences further complicates the 
future of SSch.

In terms of entropic theory, it can be 
stated with certainty that one of the con-
ditions for the continued existence of the 
Zone is its internal development (extend-
ing and guaranteeing the free movement 
of goods, services, people and technolo-
gies to all SSch members without exemp-
tions) and external (admission to SSch of 
Romania, Bulgaria, Croatia and further 
west Balkan countries).

The Schengen area is a good  exam-
ple of the phenomenon of regionalization 
and the problems associated with this 
process, which is complex and does not 
run linearly and the fi nal effect is uncer-
tain.

Regionalization is part of the inte-
gration processes in the space of inter-
national relations that must respond to 
more general phenomena – globalization.

Recent facts in the space of interna-
tional relations (introduction of duties 
on steel and aluminum by the USA and 
counter-reactions of the EU and Mexico 
and Canada) testify to the reversion of 
the regionalization.

It is an open question whether the 
„customs war” between the US and the 
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EU will strengthen or rather weaken – 
the Schengen area.

According to the author, this will 
largely depend on the Union’s ability to 
respond to the rapidly changing reality 
and the ability to identify the common 
space of interests of the Schengen States.
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