00:20-02:00
First and the most important human compacity is the compacity to take things for granted. So, the British have all of these wonderful privileges and rights associated with Europe and they just don’t remember what it was like not to have these things. Now that they are going to take passports and visas to travel, now that the companies are going to associated all of these agreements with all the European countries. Now they are going to remember all these things that they have lost. So, human psychology – that’s the first thing we take for granted.
Second, it is not history but myths about the history, the biggest myth about the history. And it is true in Ukraine, its true in France, its true in England. The biggest myth about history is that some moment when the nation state worked very well. There is never any such moment. The nation state if it’s going to function has to be part of something bigger, and not against a nation state. I think, nation state is unnecessary but there are not sufficient. This is why Ukraine has to function as a state, but also has to be a part of Europe and this is what the English is going to find out. If this happened, the daily European Union, and then Great Britain collapses which I think is very likely, they are going to be all by themselves, as a small nation state, and they are going to suffer, and, of course, also
The third thing- it is just normal thing for the master politics, the reason why the referendum had to do with the disagreement inside the Conservative Party, which was result in a way and now, which is going to listen to millions of people.
02:38-04:31
I agree with you completely that there is a rise of something that I would call national populism inside Europe, and the funny thing about national populism is that it’s only possible inside Europe. You can only blame Brussels for all your problems if you are a member of the European Union. So, the phenomenon of this season in England or in France, when it is seen in Ukraine. It is impossible. I think though that if Britain really does lead the European Union, this will be spastically negative lesson. I think in a way and actually it makes national populism more difficult, because someone like nightgale for rug  (House of Lords) in England. I think it was actually very happy with the European Union existing because then they could blame in everything the European Union what happens now and everything gets much worse. Who do you blame then? right? Especially, when that was your idea to live. And I also think that it’s going to make the life like "muffin lapen" harder, because muffin lapen can say it is better to leave the European Union, but its gonna be harder than you can make get a case as the negative example. So, I think it’s not going to lead to the end of the European Union. I do think it’s gonna lead to some kind of different Europe. What kind of Europe that would be, I think, here it is very important to stress that a lot of it is going to be independent on choices that people make in the next year and the next two years, and it depends more on east Europeans than you realize, even more on the Ukrainians than you realize, because the eastern Europeans said, the Poles, Hungarians, they said, "Well, this shows the European, it doesn’t make any sense, that’s gonna hurt the European Union» but if people on Eastern Europe say – «No, we still believe in the European project because of future, just a different future», that will help, so you have a certain matter of freedom and agency  which you have here.
5:05-06:37
So, I mean, first of all, people do take part in the decisions making in Brussels, because the most important institution in Brussels is the European council and the European council is made up of ministers of government, of all of the members and states. So, we should not think, you know in origin, we should not think that there is some commission, mysterious commission in Brussels that’s completely separated, the commission matters of the European council that is actually more important.
The second thing, I would say is that – this is an institutional problem, because what I think is that the electorates in England, Spain, Poland. They need to believe that Europe belongs to them, and this is a problem. But I think its not a problem of the Commission the bureaucracy. I think its a problem of the absence of democracy. I think the Europe is at the point now because it is not democratic enough. There was the Commission, but the Commission, as the bureaucracy is the size of like the bureaucracy who is sitting in Kiev, its the size of the bureaucracy that is sitting in Boston, it's not some huge thing. It has to exist. What missing is democracy and the sense of Europe that belongs to us and I think you are miserable right now. Oh sorry and on immigration, I mean the main decision on immigration that was made by Angela Merkel and not by the European Union. We can say that Angela Merkel has made a mistake, and I think she probably did but it’s not the European Union.
6:59-08:02
Yes, this is what bothers me the most about it morally. If you are 70 years old, it does not really matter, whether the Great Britain is open or not, but if you are 20 y.o. - it matters a lot. And the people who are young, people between 18 and 24, they voted to stay at 35% and so they desired that the European future has been stopped by people who are over then they are and that’s smth fundamentally unfair about that and its nonsense, it is a kind of victory of the past over the future but it’s a victory of imaginary past over a real future because as I said before there never was a moment when the Great Britain was alone. It wasn’t empire, and the gradient of Europe. It has never been alone. And England has never been alone and I think that England is alone. You know, that’s the tragedy that England is alone for those who are 70 and it’s not going to matter, but for people who are 20 it’s going to be a tragedy of their lifetimes.
8:31-09:55
Ok, that a very good question! I think it’s important for Ukrainians and everyone to realize that the process of European digression has been full of turning points, and crises and difficulties, and it has never the last to generally moved in a good direction. And if people will look at brakset and they say -- what does mean the Europeans are doomed - , then you are helping to be doomed. I do not think this means that Europeans are doomed. I think this means that Europe can change, but we do not know how. I think it is very important for the Ukrainians to say, "The thing that Europe stands for in general like civil society, the rule of law, competitive markets, functional states, we are in favor of those general things." Yes, we like the rules of the game. If this or that country is a member of the EU, it is not so important. What’s important is that we like the general project and I think saying that is good for Ukraine but also I think it’s good for Europe. I mean, Europe needs all the help it can get all the time and you may not seem so, but things that happen in East also have certain reflection backing to us.
10:33-12:44
When I look at Russia and Ukraine, I am not just interested in Russia and Ukraine, but also interested in America, because I think of Russia and Ukraine as possible forms of democratic crisis. I do not think that what happens in Russia, can happen in America. I think, that cannot happen in America. I do not think that what happens in Ukraine, cannot happen in America. That can not happen in America. So, in general I think that the biggest problem with democracy in the world is one that the ancient Greeks already predicted. The ancient Greeks said: "The problem with democracy is always becomes of oligarchy, so if you do not like oligarchy, you cannot have democracy." And this is our problem in America. The fundamental problem is that people can now give much money to political parties, as they want to. And that means that the political parties have become more oligarchical and more corrupt. And the population sees that and so American become more like Russians and more like Ukrainians. And those very skeptical political leaders ask the same questions of the Russian and Ukrainian politicians  - They ask: "Who is behind us? Who stands behind us?". And you asked about Trump. Trump says: "Its all corrupt, everyone is corrupt but at least I am personally corrupt. No one stands behind me. At least you know that it's just me. " And that’s a kind of argument that you can only make in a sort of  oligarchs of society. Beside, in a way, Poroshenko says: "I am my own oligarch and there is no one behind me." Anyway, you asked about Trump. I see Trump as a problem of all oligarchical populism. Like, once, people believed that all the matter is the money and that everyone is corrupt. Then, the worst populist becomes successful. Now, it is said, that I should also say that he is gonna get killed, he is gonna get crushed in elections this fall. I think this is gonna be very sounded to be defeated.
13:12-14:53
I think this is my biggest time to say that the referendum and general are very bad idea, because how people were involved in referendum never has to do with what the question the referendum is. I mean if I say in three years lets have a referendum about  "What do you think about the Ukrainian journalism? ". What do you really vote on these three years, is what matters you in three years. And on that particular day, when the referendum will happen, the time when people will avoid on immigration. It happened on a day, when the weather is bad. That’s probably mattered  and this is a problem that happens  on that particular day. And you never about of that all. I mean, in general, I think you need to stop all of these referendums, because referendums  generally lead to the situation that you don’t wanna get. Anyway, this is a part what has happened in Britain when Cameron planned and promised the referendum, public opinion polls were saying  60% stay. So he probably never thought that he had the referendum, as well as and many thought that they would win. It's just a personal mistake of his. I do not think so, I think this it is a mistake of his political party, which was divided, seriously divided on the question of Europe. Also, it is true that the British population for a long time partially think to the tabloids that has very skeptical view about Europe. So it is not just his mistake, I think it was a mistake. Its a lesson - not to let important matters of the whole future of the whole country be decided by the mood of people on a single day.
15:37-17:23
I mean, in reality, it is not Brussels. It’s the Europe. It’s not Brussels commission. You are either in Europe or not! And second thing is that America is not an option! You cannot join to the American market! It’s just not possible. Britain cannot become the 51st state; you cannot join the American market. The United States has the biggest one in the world, and we have the second biggest, but you cannot join the United States. You can join the European one, which is very special.
The third thing would be ... someone said, "I think the British actually know that America is not an option and not an alternative to the European list economically, but the final thing is that American policy is very much the opposite.  American policy was very explosively to encourage the British to stay in the EU. I mean, that Barack Obama specifically visited the Great Britain to urge the British to vote to stay in the EU, which says a lot about our policy. I mean American policy is not to break up the Europe on the domains. US policy encourages European integration and it's just an occasion to mention Russia and Russian policy was in favor. I mean it's very gamble game between America and Russia. Then, American policy was explosively that the United Kingdom should stay, and Russian policy of that the United Kingdom should go. And that’s because America wants to have some kind strong Europe as an airline, you know as a partner and also as a sort of kindred spirit was Russian policy as to try to break Europe up piece by piece.
17:36-17:40
I have no expertise on that, yes, sorry.
18:00-19:22
I think this happened already before the brake set. There was a moment when Ukraine was a crisis and that’s been over more than a year, and now there is a moment when Ukraine has a problem, and whether that will change depends upon Ukrainians themselves at this point. It is really like 1989. There was a moment from 1989, to say 1991, where Poland and Hungary and Czechoslovakia were interesting for political reasons. And then there was a long moment when they all had to do all these things to try to join the European Union and never guard does the problem, never guard does the annoyance and never talk about the European Union how difficult it would be to reform I mean how it take long time to do. That’s for Ukrainians right now. You have been demoted from crisis to problem and once you have been defined this problem, the only way to get out is by way of your own efforts. So, I heard pretty that way, I don’t want you to be a crisis again because for you to be a crisis means that Russian has invaded you another time, right? or means if you have another Maidan. And  I don’t want that to happen, I want you to be peaceful slow improvement in Ukraine. An the thing is if there is peaceful slow, gradually improvement and rule of all Ukraine then the European start to care because then the third the conditions reform investment and when this reform investment, then the political interest will follow us and then you have a join to European union, so.
19:47-21:09
So, I have to stress right now on what we talk and what is going to happen. Many things are still possible like that the Conservative Party in Britain even that organized a referendum or somehow back out the referendum. It is possible that another referendum will be organized in Britain. Many things are still possible at this point. We do not know what is going to happen. But if it does look certain the Great Britain is going to leave. I think, there will be another Scottish referendum, and I think this time, the independence will win and understandably, I mean Scottish independence was a bad idea, because why not be in Britain and Europe but if you have to choose between Britain and Europe it’s understandable that discuss would choose the Europe. I think it is unfortunately the next natural stop would be that Great Britain itself disintegrates. Any get that sounds surprising because that remember - Great Britain as a country has never existed. It wasn’t empire and then as it seems to be an empire, it joined to the European Union. So we have no reason to think that Great Britain is tenable as a country. It’s never existed as a country. There was an empire as a part of European Union. It is pole of European Union. It’s going on to completely new unknown territory.
21:40-23:16
Well, I think all five points are really the same thing. Yes, the sovereignty inheritance is a major problem and all kinds of ways: the sovereignty inheritance discourages individual responsibility. The sovereignty inheritance is one of vertical paitry inclined of relationships which work in an soviet style state and worked in Soviet Ukraine but don’t too loud for, you know, don’t too loud parliamentarism and don’t too loud  economic development. It’s true that in 1930ths, many of the best people on the territory on this country were killed and the feminine very often were the best people who died first. In the terror, it was very often that the most interesting Ukrainians who were killed, of course, and then it was the Second World War which was another democratic horror for Ukraine. So those things all matter and they are all part of the periods of the history which I take to be exceptional for the soviet period. Up and to the soviet period, Ukraine has true and actually fearly normal by East European standards the Soviet period that was something exceptional. But, now the question is not what’s the biggest problem from the past. Now the question is how do we get over the inheritance of the soviet period finally. You know, people say the natural final step of coming of capitalism, the natural final step of communism is oligarchy. And the question is the main  problem of Ukraine is how you get over the president state of corruption to smth new, to smth which is normal by European standards.
23:40-25:05
Yeah, you see, I mean history is not potсh choice - many of those things are connected to each other. And about the strong leader - I only want to say that you can’t wait for a strong personality because the strong personality is a question of luck and in general in all day and age when people talk about how the strong leader is - that is a bad sign. It generally means that they are trying to destruct you to the populist, you know. You can’t wait for personality. Well, you have to do these fixed institutions and what you have to do is change the rules of the game. So that, people who are in small and million sides businesses can have a fair shadow doing better. That’s the basic question, so it’s all of the above but don’t wait for the strong leader, the institutions have to be fixed and corruptionists have to be brought to an end in order in some different way. Some of the people who are important in Ukraine now, they have to make compromises to last important and that’s an important stage in the history of any country. The greater industriality of the United States and in late 19th century, they all became unbelievable wealthy. They were, how do we call, oligarchs today and they give a lot of money to charities and they agreed that they are going to be the last important in the political system. That was very important moment and that is smth like that has happened in Ukraine. Now, it’s a rule but also some people have to accept plan by the rules.
25:42-27:08
[bookmark: _GoBack]I mean the reason -  I'm a historian and the reason why I find Ukraine so interesting is because there are so many unhandsome historical questions, so many sources to have yet to be read, so many ways that Ukraine is a typically European history but more self, more profoundly. So, as far as Ukraine needs to have normal and more successful future, it’s too reconciled. They all are ready educated in capable population with its own potential. So, you have huge educated a lead and a huge capable working class which are not living up to that potential. That’s the main thing. Education is important. All that is important. Culture is important, *** is important but the main thing is to change the rules. So, the people can leave up to that potential not only economically and make more money but also as they have better lives and feel better about themselves. I mean that so funny thing - Ukrainian society is actually in pretty good shape from some points of view. Education is high levels, civil people forms civil society organizations. So, in many ways this society is in pretty good shape. The problem is with the rules and people believe in these rules to fair. I realize of opinion of myself but that really is the main problem.
27:34- (ответ Снайдера на украинском)

