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1. Introduction

The existence of migration and open borders in the European Union is undisputable. Yet despite the policies EU has adopted to enable such migration, many obstacles exist which prevent it. Given the large numbers of migrants and the mixed feelings arising on the issue, the question arises as to whether a borderless Europe is indeed an actual reality, mere rhetoric or simply utopia. This paper aims to probe into this question by looking at the relevant EU legislation, the obstacles to migration, the advantages and disadvantages and future scenarios concerning the fate of migration to Europe. 

2. Methodology

The topic is investigated through a literature review of a number of relevant sources.  
3. Results

The removal of internal frontiers in Europe started in 1985 with the signing of the Schengen Agreement and was further fostered in 1986 with the single European Act (European Union, 2004a). The agreement was made to “gradually remove their common frontier controls and introduce freedom of  movement for all individuals who were nationals of the signatory Member States, other Member States or third countries” (European Union, 2004b, p. 29). A very promising start was made for a borderless Europe.  
Indeed, many people fled to EU for various reasons ranging from economic (European Foundation for the Improvement of Living and Working Conditions, 2004), social and cultural to work related, political, and humanitarian etc. Despite the promise, however, as Kunz & Leinonen (2004) report, there were numerous obstacles to migration such as the inhomogeneous cultural zone in the EU, the diversity of spoken languages in the EU Member States, the limited, cultural, political and economic awareness, the fact that qualifications were not always recognized, and finally administrative and legal problems. According to MKW GmbH (2001), mobility in EU was also hindered by views of immigrants as involved in smuggling, drugs, illicit work, organized crime, social problems, and terrorism. 
The above soon led to EU legislation to deal with migration problems. According to Kunz & Leinonen (2004), the EU budget pays for projects to strengthen border controls, to upgrade facilities for refugees and to fight illegal immigration and people trafficking in partner countries. For example, EU experts train authorities in the management of migratory flows, including refugees. The EU also funds efforts by the National Agency for Employment to reintegrate returned immigrants, and EU officials help local authorities in some countries (e.g. Moldova) to fight the trafficking of people and smuggling through an 8 million border assistance mission.  
Based on the above, Kunz & Leinonen (2004) propose the following scenarios for the fate of Europe: the first scenario sees Europe with rigid internal and external borders retaining mobility to low levels within Europe with the exceptions of the European elite. In the second scenario Europe has no internal borders but retains rigid external borders so that rich countries attract important human capital, expand their economies and confront labor shortage, but immigration to the European Union from outside is deterred by cutting of social benefits, by characterizing immigrants as ineligible and by preventing them from public health services and education. Finally, the third scenario envisages a multicultural Europe with totally open frontiers among its Member States and with third countries. 
4. Personal stance/Conclusions/Suggestions
In relation to the scenarios above, it seems that while the EU implements multicultural integration policies, the rationale of the third scenario for open borders is problematic because of moral arguments and irregular immigration problem. We tend to believe the EU is unable to define how many people must reside in Europe based on labor market necessities and stigmatization of non-EU migrants in Europe is likely to spread with serious consequences. Given the recent threat of terrorism, we think scenario 1 or 2 are more likely and provide more protection at the time being.       

Also, in relation to the question posed in our paper, we argue that Borderless Europe is a reality to some Europeans such as professionals and academics, is rhetoric to most EU citizens and simply a utopian idea to non-EU migrants who want to move freely at Europe because of restricted regulations and laws. We also want to point out that increasing migration poses big challenges for EU governments. They know that they need to work together in order to manage large-scale immigration effectively, yet they are far from adopting a single approach. 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