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The withdrawal of the United Kingdom from the EU structures creates a new chapter in the history of the
European integration. For the first time, after several decades of steady and secure functioning of the
EU, a split occurs. Lofty ideas about creation of strong, coherent, wealthier and safer Europe lose in the
competition with economic indicators and the national interest of the United Kingdom.

Brexit is an expression of the negative evaluation of the EU functioning by the British society. This opinion
is grounded in difficulties of the EU with solving current economic, social and political problems of contem-
porary Europe, as well as in decreased cooperation among member states. The following most important
reasons for Brexit should be mentioned: the uncontrolled inflow of immigrants, increased terror threat, loss
of economic independence and national identity. It is also worth noticing the successful actions of right-
wing politicians who used the situation to build their own vision of the state.

Consequences of Brexit shall affect both the United Kingdom and the EU member states but also non-EU
countries. They shall have political, economic and social dimensions. However, at the current stage of the
negotiations, it is difficult to predict all effects of the decisions taken. According to analysts, the UK shall
incur financial losses, competitiveness of economy will decline, GDP will go down, political relations with
neighbour states will deteriorate.

Brexit shall affect particularly these states which are close trade partners of the United Kingdom. Loss of
the UK as one of the economic pillars of the EU shall influence the economic situation of the entire Euro-
pean Union. Brexit is also a crack in the EU image as an organization cherishing the values of solidarity
and humanism. Individual interests of particular member states can be a contagious example.
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Introduction

The British voted for leaving the EU structures. The referendum on 23 June 2016 had
17 410 742 participants, that is 72.2% of eligible voters, among whom 51.9% voted for
the UK’s exit from the European Union (UIHag, 2016). It should be noticed that the deci-
sion about leaving the EU was important for the British, which is confirmed by very high
participation of citizens in the referendum. The decision about leaving the EU divided
the society into two almost equal parts — only slightly more people voted for withdrawal
from the EU than against. It seems that the result of the referendum was accurately
commented by A. Glencross (2016): this was a defeat of Prime Minister David Cameron
who wrongly evaluated people’s moods, especially as regards the issues of immigration
and trust in the ruling elite.

On 29 March 2017 the Government of the United Kingdom notified the European
Council of the decision to leave the European Union. In the letter informing about this
decision, Theresa May, Prime Minister of the UK, presented the key principles of the
negotiation process on the national level and in the relations between the EU and the
UK (Letter of the Prime Minister of the United Kingdom to the President of the European
Council notifying the UK’s decision to leave the EU, 2017). In connection with this deci-
sion, the European Council holds negotiations with the United Kingdom (Statement by
the European Council (Art. 50) on the UK notification, 2017).

The commencement of Brexit has become a fact. Numerous questions arise to which
we do not know answers yet. What shall be the conditions of the UK’s withdrawal from
the EU structures? What does Brexit mean for immigrants residing in the UK? What
will be the future of the Union in view of the fact that one of its important members is
leaving?

The following hypotheses can be put forward:

1. In the British literature there is an increasing number of studies juxtaposing the
benefits and costs of Brexit. This does not pertain to government analyses, because
there are no arrangements concerning formal rules of Brexit negotiated with the EU.

2. In the course of time, the number of ardent supporters of leaving the EU is declining
in the UK, because the European Union has adopted the position of the absolute
protection of its internal market.

The aim of this article is to analyse the anticipated benefits which the UK intends to
obtain, as well as a possibility to secure the EU interests after Brexit. Presentation of
the point of view of British scientists makes it possible to look at the problem from the
perspective of those directly concerned. This enables a thorough and more objective
evaluation of Brexit effects for the EU citizens.

The scientific method adopted by the authors at writing this article is the analysis of
works published mostly in the UK. The authors’ intention is to present the opinions of
British researchers to the readers. Thus, the article fills the gap on the Polish market
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where studies by Polish researchers are predominant. Presentation of the British studies
makes it possible to examine the issue of Brexit taking into account the opinions of the
directly concerned British people.

The research hypotheses proposed, the scientific methods applied and the goal for-
mulated determine the structure of the study. The historically developed model of the EU
is presented, the contemporary problems which gave rise to the decision about Brexit
are described, the costs and benefits which the British can derive from leaving the EU
are enumerated. Moreover, the conclusions which may be drawn for the European
Union are presented as the outcome of the research.

The European Union - principles, goals, tasks

Various attempts at political and economic integration in Europe were made already
after the end of the World War Il. We can mention, for instance: the Benelux Union,
NATO, the Nordic Council, or the Council for Mutual Economic Assistance and the War-
saw Pact in Central and Eastern Europe. Several communities were also established:
the European Coal and Steel Community (1951), the European Atomic Energy Com-
munity and the European Economic Community (1957) (Barcz, Kawecka-Wyrzykowska
& Michatowska-Gorywoda, 2016). It was assumed that an agreement concluded would
help avoid armed conflicts in the Old Continent and would create an organization able
to compete with other political and economic blocs in the world (Lastawski, 2004).

A new phase in the European integration process took place by virtue of the Treaty
on European Union (the Maastricht Treaty) which provided for “ending the division of the
European continent and creating firm bases for the construction of the future Europe”
(Treaty on European Union, 2016). In this manner the European Union was established
in 1993. Its fundamental principle was cooperation understood as the intention of the
united countries to develop economy and social relations together and to pursue various
non-economic goals.

Originally, the EU comprised three European Communities (first pillar), that is the
European Community (formerly: the European Economic Community), the European
Atomic Energy Community (Euratom) and the European Coal and Steel Community
(which ceased to exist in 2002). The European Community played a significant role
mainly in creation of the internal market with four freedoms: free movement of goods
and workers, freedom of establishment and freedom to provide services, and free move-
ment of capital, as well as in pursuing common policies (including trade and agriculture).
The second pillar pertained to the Common Foreign and Security Policy, and the third
pillar to the Police and Judicial Cooperation in Criminal Matters (Barcz et al., 2016).

By virtue of the Treaty of Lisbon, in 2009 the European Union was transformed
into a uniform international organization. This is stipulated in Art. 47 of the Treaty on
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European Union (TEU) which provides that “the Union shall have legal personality”
(Skolimowska, 2014). As a result of the adopted amendments, the institutional structure
and the decision-making mechanism of the Union were made uniform and cohesion was
reinforced. The pillar structure of the Union was abolished and the uniform Union regime
was introduced (Barcz et al., 2016).

The aims of the European Union are specified in Art. 3 section 1 of TEU (Treaty on
European Union, 2016). One of the most important goals is to create a single political
body which would pursue common foreign policy on the international arena. This is sup-
posed to increase security of member states, create an image of strong and coherent
Europe and prevent wars and arguments between countries. The European Union sup-
ports economic, social and territorial cohesion and solidarity among its member states.

A goal of the European Union is to act for the sustainable development of Europe,
based on balanced economic growth, stable prices, social market economy of high
competitiveness aiming at full employment and social progress, as well as a high level
of protection and improvement of quality of the environment. Furthermore, the Union
establishes the internal market and the economic and monetary union whose currency
is the euro.

The Union offers its citizens free movement of people. It combats social exclusion
and discrimination and supports social justice and welfare, equality of men and women,
solidarity between generations and protection of children’s rights. The Union respects
its rich cultural and linguistic diversity and takes care of safeguarding and development
of the European cultural heritage (Treaty on European Union, 2016).

The European Union regularly increases the number of its members. Until 2004 the
EU had 15 member states. In 2004 as many as 10 further states joined the Union, and
in 2007 and 2013 - three more states. Currently, the European Union has 28 members.

Contemporary problems as a reason for the UK’s withdrawal from the
European Union

The European Union faces numerous political, social and economic problems which
became particularly intensified in the 2nd decade of the 21st c. One of the major dif-
ficulties is the refugee crisis from 2015-16 which caused enormous social and economic
problems in the destination countries of the migration, such as Germany, France and
the UK, but also in the countries where the greatest numbers of emigrants arrived first
(Italy and Greece). This crisis erupted also in the countries through which emigrants
travelled to the north and west of Europe (Hungary, Serbia, Croatia, Austria, France). It
turned out that the scale of difficulties encountered by the states affected by this situ-
ation frequently exceeded their ability to cope with the circumstances on an ongoing
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basis. In the years 2015-2016 more than a million of refugees and immigrants arrived
in the EU (European Commission, EU and the refugee crisis, 2016).

Furthermore, based on the principle of free movement of workers in the EU, a huge
number of people came to the UK, especially after the enlargement of the Union in 2004
and 2007. This produced various effects, including considerably increased reluctance to
newcomers in certain social groups (Garapich, 2016). The total number of immigrants
in the UK grew from 1 345 000 in 1990 to almost three million in 2015 (Barbone, Green,
Speckesser, & Broughton, 2017). The numbers presented by the Office for National
Statistics in May 2016, that is a month before the referendum, showed that the net mi-
gration grew to 333 000 people in 2015 - this was the second highest result in history
(UlHaq, 2016).

These migration-related circumstances triggered two significant political phenomena.
Firstly, right-wing, nationalist and Eurosceptic parties used a growing anxiety among
large social groups in the EU countries for their own purposes of fighting for power. In
the UK, the United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP), voicing the intention to break
the relationships with the EU, gained much in popularity. The party activists fuelled the
concerns that migrants would enter the local labour market and worsen the accessibility
of public services (mostly social benefits, especially in education and in health care)
(UIHagq, 2016). The referendum with the proposal of the UK’s withdrawal from the EU
should be regarded as this party’s success (Garapich, 2016). As it turned out later, the
arguments used against immigrants were not always true — but the intended results
were achieved.

Secondly, difficulties connected with ongoing and efficient management of problems
brought by the migration wave led to various attitudes of particular states, not always
consistent with the principle of solidarity and cohesion within the Union (Fehler, Cebul,
& Podgorzanska, 2017; Janik, & Jaremczuk, 2017). A group of wealthier states could
be distinguished which directly experienced the migration problem and which tried to
absorb the incoming masses of migrants. This policy was justified with humanitarian or
socioeconomic reasons. On the other hand, many less affluent countries, mainly from
Central and Eastern Europe, tried to protect their citizens against possible effects of the
influx of immigrants, taking into account the aspects of security and living standards of
inhabitants. Between these two groups of states there have been political tensions and
mutual criticism of their respective policies towards the migration movement.

In the context of these processes, the relationship between the UK and the EU was
described as “a married couple who do not cooperate”. The UK curbed the idea of the
EU’s solidarity, which was inconsistent with the guiding principles of the Union (UIHaq,
2016). At the time when the UK co-created the European Union, it had 9 member states.
Currently, there are as many as 28 members, and 5 more states (Albania, Macedonia,
Montenegro, Serbia and Turkey) apply to join the EU structures. Altogether these are
already almost 90 million of new citizens (Gietel-Basten, 2016).
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A problem arousing the resistance to absorption of immigrants is a lower rate of
economic growth than in the previous decades (and sometimes recession) in the EU
countries and a related higher unemployment rate which is currently running over 8%
(Eurostat. Unemployment rate-total, 2017). This is largely due to the economic crisis
which started in 2008 in the USA but quickly reached Europe and hampered the de-
velopment of economy in many countries of the continent. The crisis aggravated the
discrepancies in the socioeconomic growth rate between particular states. This context
is important despite the fact that GDP has been growing and unemployment rate has
been decreasing in the EU states in the last two years.

As demonstrated by the research conducted in Great Britain, customs and habits
which form the national identity of this country’s citizens have been increasingly re-
garded as more important than expectations connected with a need for European inte-
gration in the recent years. Moreover, as right-wing politicians claim, the EU interests
pursued have not always contributed to the efficient functioning of the British economy
or sovereignty of the islands (Parlett, 2016).

According to British researchers, the main factors in favour of the UK’s withdrawal
from the Union were: negative attitudes of citizens towards the uncontrolled immigration
wave, increased terror threat, deteriorated economic situation and losing of the national
identity (Clarke, Goodwin, & Whiteley, 2017).

The EU leaving procedure

Pursuant to Article 50 TEU, any member state can decide to leave the Union (Treaty
on European Union, 2016). The basis for “voluntary withdrawal from the Union” is an
international agreement which specifies the conditions of withdrawal and the form of
future relations between the leaving state and the Union. The procedure of voluntary
withdrawal from the EU means that other opportunities based on the general interna-
tional law have been excluded, thus unilateral exit from the EU is not possible. The
aforementioned article describes also the mechanism “enforcing” negotiations of the
agreement. In the event the agreement does not enter into force within two years since
the notification of the withdrawal decision (this deadline can be extended), the decision
becomes effective. A state which left the Union and wants to join the EU again needs to
follow the normal accession procedure (Barcz et al., 2016).

In the case of Brexit the procedure specified in Art. 50 TEU was applied. Pursuant
to this Article, a member state which takes a decision about leaving the EU notifies the
European Council of this intention. The agreement is negotiated in accordance with the
guidelines of the European Council (Art. 218 section 3 of the Treaty on the Functioning
of the EU) and then signed by the Council on behalf of the Union, based on the quali-
fied majority of votes (72% of the voting states, except for the UK), after obtaining prior
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consent of the European Parliament (Brexit — procedural aspects as at 20.06.2017,
2017; Miller, Lang, & Caird, 2017).

On 24 January 2017 the Supreme Court of the United Kingdom issued a decision that
the process of the UK’s withdrawal from the EU can be commenced after prior consent
of the British Parliament (Brexit explained. Article 50 Bill, 2017). On 13 March 2017
both chambers of the British Parliament passed an act authorizing the Prime Minister
Theresa May to begin negotiations over UK’s withdrawal from the EU.

Pursuant to Art. 50 section 2 TEU, the formal procedure of leaving the EU was
commenced on 29 March 2017 upon notification to the European Council of the UK’s
decision to leave the EU. On 29 April 2017 the European Council adopted negotiation
guidelines concerning Brexit (Brexit — procedural aspects as at 20.06.2017, 2017) and
on 19 June 2017 the negotiation procedure was opened. The parties agreed on the
basic principles of conducting negotiations, including establishment of three negotia-
tion groups: for citizens’ rights, for financial settlements and for other issues connected
with the exit. Moreover, a dialogue on the status of Ireland/Northern Ireland was begun
(Terms of Reference for the Article 50 TEU negotiations, 2017). The negotiations have
started and they constantly reveal new problems. Each party is looking for ways to
advance its interests and to shun troubles brought up by the other party.

Cost and benefits of leaving the EU for the British

According to Brexit advocates, the UK’s withdrawal from the Union shall bring eco-
nomic, social and political benefits. As regards economic issues, it will offer a better
position in negotiations of mutual trade agreements. It should be emphasized that the
UK is the largest trade partner of the EU. The British economy shall no longer be limited
by the EU law and regulations (Baker, & Schnapper, 2016). The costs of implementation
of the EU regulations amounted to ca 30 billion GBP per year. Some of this money could
be allocated to health care reform, financing of education or development of transport.
Moreover, the UK’s independence from the Union means reduction in costs of crises in
the euro area absorbed by the EU states not belonging to the monetary union (Gara-
pich, 2016).

On the other hand, Brexit means considerable uncertainty and instability in trade rela-
tions with the EU. Economists predict that the UK's international trade will decline, which
will lead to lower standard of living in the country. Exit from the Union will cause a drop in
British national income. Some financial analysts claim that it will decrease by 1.3%-2.6%
in comparison to the level before leaving the EU (that is by around 850 to 1700 GBP per
household) (Garapich, 2016). According to the research carried out by Axa Investment
Managers (Axa IM), costs of Brexit shall lead to a decline in GDP by 2-7% according to
the optimistic prognosis or by ca 14% in the pessimistic version (see Table 1).
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Table 1. Estimated cost of the UK’s exit from the EU - scenarios

Optimistic version | Pessimistic version | Probable version
Trade relationship 1.6 95 -3to-7
Regulation 5.0 1.7 1t0-1
Budget 56 22 3to4
Migration 0.0 5.0 -1t0-3
Total impact 12.2 -14.0 2t0-7

Source: Morrissey, H. (2016, February 11). Calculating the cost of Brexit. Professional Pensions (London), p. 18
(based on AXA IM Research).

Experts estimate that Brexit will cost the UK ca 60 bln EUR. This amount comprises
mostly unpaid budget liabilities, described as "reste a liquider" ("outstanding commit-
ments"), funds for investment expenses approved for 2014-2020 and pension commit-
ments for EU officers (Barker, 2017; Tutty, 2017; Malacain, 2017).

Depending on the solutions adopted between the EU and the UK — Brexit can have
a “soft” form, with remaining on the single market and a liberal attitude to immigrants,
or a “hard” form, that is leaving the single market completely and a strict policy towards
immigrants, also those coming from the European Union.

London is an international financial centre, rendering services to European and global
clients. Hard Brexit would result in partial migration of financial companies from London
to the EU27. According to estimates, about 35% of wholesale market activities and 30
000 people can move from London to other main cities of the EU (Batsaikhan, Kalcik,
& Schoenmaker, 2017).

On the other hand, the share of British turnover in foreign currencies (of all countries
and all products) accounted for ca 37% in 2016. As regards three main currencies
(USD, EUR and JPY), the UK is the largest market, more than twice as big as the USA
(Batsaikhan et al., 2017).

After leaving the EU, the UK should pay to the EU budget 14.5 bin GBP (ca 16.9 bin
EUR) which corresponds to the net contribution which the UK ought to pay in 2019 and
2020 if it still were an EU member state. Moreover, the UK will not receive agricultural
subsidies and will lose money for infrastructure transferred by the EIB (Barker, 2015).

An important issue raised by Brexit supporters which shall be regulated is the issue of
immigrants and refugees. Migration is connected with economic, cultural, demographic
and security issues in view of contemporary terror acts. The government will be able to
control a flow of people from the European Economic Area more effectively than today
(Owen, 2017).

It should be noted that the Eurosceptical British politicians tried to renegotiate the
principle of free movement of people from the EU but they encountered strong opposi-
tion from the EU leaders. The issue of welfare benefits for immigrants was publicized in
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the media (despite doubtful methodology of presenting statistical data) and depicted as
a serious burden on the British budget (Garapich, 2016).

Nevertheless, it turned out that only one-third of foreigners receiving welfare benefits
in 2015 were EU citizens (Garapich, 2016). Despite an increase in expenses (on social
welfare and health care) by more than 200% in the years 2005-2015 for EU citizens:
from 3 194 million EUR to 9 888 million EUR, the Union’s citizens contributed to the UK
economy more than they received (Barbone et al., 2017).

Thus, macroeconomic data demonstrate that net migrations have no great effect on
the economy (Garapich, 2016). However, a stricter migration policy towards EU citizens
can affect these sectors of the British economy which have been dominated by cheap
labour force from the EU countries. This can lead to a shortage of employees in some
sectors of the economy. Nevertheless, the impact of European migrations as a result
of Brexit is difficult to estimate owing to the correlations which are yet to be revealed
(Garapich, 2016).

Brexit is also supposed to restore the national identity, so emotionally presented
in the British press, as the EU interests not always served the sovereignty of the Brit-
ish nation. Theresa May emphasized that when immigration is too high and a rate of
change too fast, it is impossible to build a coherent and stable society (Theresa May’s
speech, 2015). British Eurosceptics believe in the unique quality of the political institu-
tions functioning in the UK which enabled creation of individualism, pluralism and free-
dom guaranteed by law (Piotrowski, 2015). These values are important and attractive
enough not to be belittled.

The principle that solidarity of the EU states should prevail over autonomy of national
parliaments has been criticised in recent debates (Parlett, 2016). However, the slogans
about restoring UK’s sovereignty can also awaken the dormant emotions. Politicians
from the Scottish National Party (SNP) claim that the UK's exit from the EU shall alter
the relations between England and Scotland and shall lead to another voting on Scot-
land’s independence. Thus, it can result in disintegration of the state. Moreover, the
Irish government warns that Brexit can hamper the Northern Ireland peace process
(Garapich, 2016).

Brexit — conclusions for other countries

Brexit has aroused many emotions and has posed numerous questions both to the
UK and to the EU member states. However, today it is difficult to answer the most impor-
tant of them: what shall be the impact of the UK’s withdrawal from the Union. Certainly,
Britain’s absence in the EU will lead to major consequences in the economic, political
and social aspects.
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First of all, the EU’s political and military force shall decrease because the UK was
one of the most important EU member states and spent on the army significant sums of
money: 57 bin USD in 2013 (Pawlas, 2016).

The economic situation looks a bit different. Brexit will cause a decline in the eco-
nomic potential because, according to experts, the EU’s GDP shall go down by 17.5%,
export of goods shall decrease by 23% and a share of trade services shall drop by
almost 38%. Brexit entails a drop in the EU’s GDP by ca 2.5 trillion EUR (Pawlas, 2016)
and a decrease in the number of consumers on the single market by about 66 million
people (Eurostat. Population on 1 January 2017). The number of consumers shall not
go down if the UK successfully negotiates its further participation in this market (Pro-
ceedings of the workshop on the consequences of Brexit, 2017). However, according to
many economists, the EU will not have problems with effective functioning after Brexit
(Pawlas, 2016). Nevertheless, the net EU budget shall decrease because the UK paid
18.2 bin EUR to the EU (in 2015) and received far less: 7.5 bin EUR (EU expenditure
and revenue 2014-2020). The UK has a net share in the EU budget at a level of ca 7%
(Eurostat. EU expenditure and revenue 2000-2015). Brexit shall result in a necessity
for higher payments to the EU budget by other states and/or reduction in some planned
expenses. It is estimated that the revenue of the EU member states shall decrease by
12 to 28 bin GBP (Garapich, 2016).

It is supposed that the four big cities: Frankfurt, Paris, Dublin and Amsterdam will
become the centres of most new wholesale markets of the EU27. Thus, a partial migra-
tion of financial companies will have a considerable influence on these cities and their
infrastructure. Financial transactions (Forex, securities and the derivatives market) shall
be moved from London to the EU, which is supposed to result in a significant increase
in the EU’s trade potential (Batsaikhan et al., 2017).

The conclusions which can be formulated as a result of Brexit are the following: The
UK’s withdrawal from the EU will especially affect these countries with which the UK has
been strongly connected economically or politically. These countries include primarily
Ireland, as well as Sweden, Poland and the Netherlands. On the other hand, Italy is
concerned that Brexit shall be significantly reflected in worse balance of trade and un-
employment growth in this country. Moreover, the EU will lose benefits connected with
extensive relations of Great Britain with non-EU states, such as: Australia, New Zealand,
Singapore, Japan and China (Méller & Oliver, 2014).

Great Britain was a destination country for a large numbers of educated and cheap
labour force from the less developed EU states, especially from the Central and Eastern
Europe: Poland, Lithuania, Romania or Bulgaria. On the other hand, the British currently
residing in Spain and Malta are worried about the stability of their further functioning in
these countries (Ceallaigh, 2017).

Brexit takes place at a difficult moment in history. The European Union goes through
a serious internal crisis. A financial and economic slump, lasting for several years, and
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conflicts between the EU member states show that cooperation is functioning poorly in
many areas: in the economic, social, political and cultural aspects. The principles and
mechanisms of operation of the EU practices raise many objections and need to be
changed (Fiszer, 2016).

Brexit has strengthened an intention of the leaders of “old” and affluent Union to build
“two-speed Europe” (Sapiezko-Samordak, 2016), announced in March 2017 in the form
of the so-called Versailles declaration. This idea consists in acceptance of various pace
of integration of particular member states. This is supposed to lead to further integration
of rich Western countries, such as France and Germany. Other member states can be
made subordinate to the European leaders, otherwise they may find themselves outside
the centre of taking strategic EU decisions. This undermines the European solidarity
which became the basis for the Union’s creation, diversifies the position of particular
states, and generates a risk of marching at a different pace (Kotodziejski, 2017).

These tendencies have been strongly emphasized by British economists who claim
that the EU is not flexible in the talks with other member states. A refusal to take into
account the concerns of member states puts the EU’s future at risk because aspirations
to larger freedom and autonomy are growing in many European countries. Directives
adopted by the EU have to take into consideration the needs of particular member
states (UIHag, 2016).

However, we can consider that the UK’s withdrawal from the EU will strengthen the
cohesion of the EU member states (Kokotovic & Kurecic, 2017). Brexit shall speed up
integration, in accordance with the declaration: “Greater European Integration: The Way
Forward”, signed together by the presidents of the European countries. The process
of reaching joint decisions will probably become easier and faster, because the UK
frequently obtained opt-out clauses infringing the EU'’s uniformity (Cremades & Novak,
2017). On the other hand, lack of the UK acting as a brake in the EU can lead to prob-
lems with taking right decisions by the Union.

The strength of the European Union in the 21st ¢ depends on many variables. Its fu-
ture shall be built through creation of the joint European identity and efficient functioning
of the European institutions. Hence, four scenarios of the EU development can already
be constructed: stagnation, evolution towards a superstate with Germany and France as
the leaders, evolution towards specialization, and stratification of the EU (Szumowski,
2015). Currently, we have learned that there is yet another, fifth possibility — leaving the
EU structures by each state.

Thus, Brexit is a difficult challenge to the Union itself, which needs to be faced. If
the major states of the EU draw accurate conclusions from that and give an impulse
for modernization of the EU structures in terms of flexibility, increasing the power of
member states and national parliaments, democratic accountability and justice, then
the European Union can become consolidated and strong. Otherwise, another split and
weakening may occur.
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Nevertheless, Brexit is the most difficult challenge to the United Kingdom. The UK
wants to make use of its political and economic autonomy in the long-term perspec-
tive. However, it will need to build its relations right from the beginning. Will the sum of
benefits exceed the sum of losses? It will turn out already in a few years. We can wish
the United Kingdom good luck.
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