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I NATION-BUILDING AND OWNERSHIP OVER THE COMMON 
STATE -  WHO DOES BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA BELONG TO?

Given the current level of interethnic confidence, how feasible is it 
to create a common national identity? 

Bosnia does not need a common national identity. I do not understand where did you get this 
from. Please, see the constitution, or the Dayton Framework for Peace Annex 4. BiH is 
defined as a multiethnic state composed of constituent nations who have some predominantly
collective rights enumerated and specified in the constitution. We need to respect the 
constitution, and to ensure no particular collective identity is discriminated against, as it has 
been the case over the last 20 years, esp. with Croats. 

What have been the greatest impediments in this process?

My theory is that it is the international community. I cannot go into full detail here. I will 
simply advise you to read my book Peace as War, which details the process of international 
supervision, from 1998 onwards. I think that the process can be best described as ‘divide ut 
imperes’, or ‘divide to rule’, by the USA and UK primarily, with the help of a bigger part of 
the core EU states. In other words, the process was mismanaged by the international actors.  

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=QKSRF80H0Ic


For instance, it was very wrong to introduce a dictatorial figure, the High Representative, and
hope that his interventions would help  or recover Bosnia. For several causes, on which you 
can read in my book in more detail, this was a very naive and false assumption. 

II FACING THE PAST

What have been the greatest challenges in facing the past and for 
interethnic reconciliation? 

Obviously, the greatest problem was in the management of the peace treaty implementation. 
We do have a text that should be binding on all sides, to remind you again. The text was 
taken, however, loosely by the key actors, and turned into a weapon of political struggle. 
Again, in my book I demonstrate that the key culprit was American foreign policy. Dick 
Holbrooke, for instance, stated some very problematic things about ‘ethnic difference’ in his 
Dayton Peace Prize speech, in 2005, and this must have encouraged also the Muslim side in 
BiH to call for radical changes of Dayton. The text of the agreement was not changed, but 
was given a very strange interpretation in the shape of interventions by the High 
Representatives. There were many such interventions, for instance, one very harmful in 2011.
And one very strange set of constitutional amendments was imposed on Bosnia in April 
2002. Actually, that’s when the matters started going into a bad direction.  

How can this process be depoliticized? 

Why should it be? We need a normal, common sense,  reasonable politics that is 
accommodating to the fact of the ethnic difference in the state. We have three peoples, two 
entities, a federal structure of the state operating at several levels, and we have one text that is
binding on all. 

III INTERNATIONAL LEVERAGE: OWNERSHIP VS. 
INTERVENTIONISM

How do you assess the role and impact of the international 
stakeholders? 

International actors actually manage BiH. They do it in a wrong way. For instance, today’s 
High Representative has not been appointed in accordance with the proper procedure as 
foreseen by Annex 10 of the Dayton Peace Agreement. This is due to the US and UK 
behavior at the Security Council. This sends a very bad signal to everyone in Bosnia. Again, I
advise you to read my book, to get a fuller picture. Bosnia is deemed by the key international 
actors as an entity ridden permanently by a crisis – it is so represented, and it is preserved in 
such a condition. 

How effective has international engagement been in the 
reconciliation process, interethnic confidence-building, and B-H nation-
building? 



It was terribly ineffective. The inter-ethnic relations are worse now then they were in 1996, 
after the war. All public opinion analyses confirm that. There are several individuals, also 
within the state, who state that perhaps we should start thinking on the end to the marriage of 
convenience era. Perhaps we should go for a peaceful and civilized divorce. 

Has the need for international leverage evolved and how? 

I do not think it has evolved at all. 

How do you assess the current narrative of some political 
stakeholders and media, both in B-H and abroad, that B-H is at an 
increased risk because of the conflict in Ukraine?  

I disagree with such an estimate. I think Bosnia has nothing to do with Ukraine, and I think 
that the Russian behavior, specifically, in Bosnia was exemplary, very positive, very equal to 
everyone, very unbiased. Secondly, and more importantly, have in mind that in Bosnia we 
have a PEACE AGREEMENT. We had a war, and the treaty ended the war. The treaty is 
archived and is part of the UN system. Either you respect that, or not. For too many years 
now, the key international factors behave as if the treaty was not signed, or as if the local 
parties are ignorant of the treaty text, or are fundamentally and irreparably illiterate.  

How do you personally see future international engagement that 
would contribute to the stability and prosperity of B-H and the Western 
Balkans as a whole?

I think Bosnia, or any other country, should be left to itself. Otherwise, it is not a democracy. 
The fact that some still think that the High Representative can bring some good to Bosnia is 
absolutely bizarre, and beyond my comprehension.  

IV THE WAY FORWARD

How feasible is change of the Dayton constitutional structure, 
currently based on  ethnic and national grouping rather than on 
individuals and their rights, in a post-conflict environment and a hybrid 
state such as B-H, given the current level of  interethnic confidence?
 
Your question is based on a wrong assumption. Ethnic grouping and individual rights are not 
incompatible. We have both institutions where ethnic rights should be preserved and 
protected, primarily, like Presidency and the House of peoples. And we have Houses of 
representatives serving different ends. I think that the Constitution will never be changed, 
esp. now after some domestic actors realized the imposed interpretation was steered against 
their interests, and also against their fundamental rights. 

Are there other solutions that would secure citizens' ownership over 
the political  processes and their future? 



Citizens officially own the process – we have all the mechanisms of democracy. But, we need
an improved political culture. The fact that we do not have a proper political culture in place 
is due to the preservation of the state of war in Bosnia over the last 20odd years. 

Are the current political elites up to this task? If not, what are the 
main reasons behind it? How do you see a solution to this problem?

Current political elites are conformist, and driven by the need to retain the positions of power.
Hence, they obey to the dictates of the strongest actors, and that’s the international 
community. They do not serve peoples, or not in a majority of cases. 

How to change the increasing trend of young generations sticking to
the historical  narrative of the ethnic group they come from instead of 
focusing on common values of their peers?

Well, the younger generations are increasingly leaving BIH, because they have to. It’s forced 
labor emmigration.  In addition to all kinds of political problems, Bosnia is also beset by 
corruption at all leverls. Universities are in a poor condition, etc. I wish well to the juniors. 
As to your very suggestive question, one can be a Croat and a cosmopolitan, and also a Croat 
and a fascist. You see polarity, or exclusion, where there is no need to see it. 

What do you expect from the October 2 elections? Will there be any 
changes in the political landscape of B-H?  

I expect nothing new. There wont’ be any changes any time soon. We 
should have had a new election law. We do not have one.  I think Bosnia is 
doomed to fail, as a state, and as a community. 


