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1. Introduction (Ž.Papić) 
The specificity of this policy brief lies in the fact 
that it answers the question why crisis is our fate 
through short texts of members of the IBHI 
Management Board. At the same time, that is the 
link between different aspects of our situation 
which are analysed by the texts. 
The name of each author is stated along each of 
their “theses” to emphasize the individual and 
collective rebellion of at least one part of 
independent intelligence. 
The pessimism of us, the authors, is a result of an 
analysis of the real functioning of what is 
supposed to be a “political system” in BiH, and the 
criticism of the “international community” is 
merely an attempt to “open their eyes” regarding 
their policies. 
In a country with over one million people living 
under the absolute poverty line1 along with the 
tendency of dynamic growth of poverty, 
unemployment and social exclusion, 1/8 of the 
mandate is wasted on “double-dealing” of ministry 
seats – the tools for power over public resources. 
History is, obviously, repeating; old political parties 
of “wartime origin” dominate in all coalitions and 
have, with small interruptions and in different 
combinations, been ruling this country for over 20 
years. Such continuity in government is 
unprecedented. If we compare it with the 
continuity of the crisis, it makes sense that 
criticism of the “new” governments does not need 
to wait the customary 100 days – they have 
already spent 180 days on forming governments 
and hundreds of months on “manufacturing” the 
crisis.  
For this reason we have neither a left wing” or a 
“right centre”, but rather a continuity of the reign 
of the “new right” – a cartel-like political oligarchy 
of tycoons, nominally and falsely representing 
themselves as political parties. As a result, there is 
a fundamental and imminent “class” conflict 
between the material and political interests of the 
“new right” one the one side, and the poor, the 
unemployed, the pensioners and non-corrupt 
intelligence on the other.   

                                                           
1
For a detailed analysis of the social situation in BiH, see: 

E.Kazaz, Ž.Papić and T.Dmitrović, „Political, Economic and 
Social Crisis in BiH 2014/2015: Protests in BiH - What Will the 
Governments' Suppression of the Demands and Energy of the 
Citizens Lead To?“. IBHI, June 2014. 

The conflict is real and it is only a matter of time 
before it explodes and the shape and manner in 
which it will happen. The regime has been 
preparing itself for that through suppression of the 
freedom of the media, strengthening of the 
repression apparatus – in other words, in a 
completely wrong way.  
History has shown (from Ceausescu through 
Milošević, up until the more recent examples of 
overthrowing “force and injustice”) that regime 
force could never prevent revolt of the people.  

 
2. How long will the ruling coalitions 

function (E. Kazaz) 
After the elections in October 2014, the formation 
of the BiH government was stalled for almost six 
months, confirming once again that the 
complicated constitutional structure of the 
country and complicated electoral law prevent its 
efficient functioning. However, those are not the 
only causes of the slow and painful formation of 
the government, it caused also by the character of 
the local political parties. They are, first and 
foremost, based in leaderocracy, extremely 
irresponsible to the citizens of BiH and based on 
the political philosophy according to which power 
is not exercised in the name of the citizens, but 
over them, in order to increase the leaders’ power 
and power of the surrounding party minions. It is 
precisely that characteristic of political parties in 
BiH which disables the formation of programme-
based coalitions focused on strategic policies with 
the aim of rescuing the country from various forms 
of crises: constitutional, political, economic, 
industrial, cultural, moral, etc. The conclusion from 
that is that manufacturing of various crises in the 
social field of BiH is the goal of its politics, instead 
of resolving the existential issues of its citizens.  
This can be seen in the agonising process of 
government formation after the last year’s 
elections. Instead of forming stable coalitions in 
different levels of government with two-thirds of 
parliamentary majorities, which was expected by 
the public after the governmental crisis in the 
previous mandate and its constant tumbling 
around caused by the almost irrational policy of 
Zlatko Lagumdžija and the leadership of his SDP 
(Translator’s note: Socio-Democratic Party), 
political parties opened a series of post-election 
conflict. At this point, it is necessary to provide a 
reminder of those conflicts’ chronology. Firstly, the 
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coalition alliance between SDA (TN: Party of 
Democratic Action) and Željko Komšić’s 
Democratic Front set the basis for excluding the 
real winner of the elections in Republika Srpska – 
Milorad Dodik’s SNSD (TN: Alliance of Independent 
Socio-Democrats) from the state-level 
government. That move caused the initiation of a 
new political rivalry and the possibility of facing 
various institutional blockages in implementing 
reforms on the way to EU accession over the next 
four years. Of course, those blockages do not have 
to come exclusively from state-level governmental 
bodies, namely the House of Peoples in the state 
Parliament, which is already being done by Dodik’s 
party. They have many possibilities in 
governmental institutions at the RS level and it is 
realistic to expect Dodik to use them in order to 
strengthen his own ideological and political power 
and divert the public’s attention from the burning 
issues of the economic, industrial and social crisis 
to ideological confrontations with the so-called 
Bosniac government from Sarajevo. By making a 
coalition with the Alliance for Change, the Serbian 
Democratic Party (SDS), the Party of Democratic 
Progress (PDP) and the People’s Democratic 
Movement (NDP), Izetbegović and Komšić  caused 
political distrust with Čović’s HDZ (TN: Croatian 
Democratic Community), while Čović wanted to be 
part of the state-level government within a 
coalition gathered around Milorad Dodik’s party. 
This hostility reflected on the formation of the 
coalition in the Federation of BiH.  This entity, 
whose structure is very complicated, is 
condemned by that structure to a difficult process 
of post-election formation of government. The 
initial open distrust between federal coalition 
partners during negotiations turned into political 
hostility between DF and HDZ, and the non-
transparent negotiations on forming the 
government enabled numerous manipulations of 
political parties in the public.  Instead of a 
programme-based coalition, the Federation of BiH 
got a so-called mathematical coalition, within 
which there is a merciless political struggle for 
increasing power of the party and the leader. This 
is also the reason why this coalition did not discuss 
strategic political issues during the negotiations, 
but rather the division of power within 
governments and quarrelled over financial flows, 
industrial resources, finally leading to the 
treatment of the common good as party property. 

Instead of leading a public debate on the expertise 
of proposed candidates for ministerial or prime 
ministerial positions, coalition partners imposed to 
the public the story of their ethnicity in order to 
twist everything into a grotesque, with party 
leaders proposing change of ethnic “affiliation” of 
some candidates. The system of manipulation of 
the public by political oligarchies reached its 
perverse peak. After more than six months of 
negotiations, when the names of the candidates 
for the functions of ministers and prime ministers 
were made public, it became apparent that they 
were not chosen in accordance with the criteria of 
expertise or professional experience, but rather 
according to their “suitability” and loyalty to party 
leaders.  The proposed government composition 
at the state, federal and cantonal levels shows that 
leaderocratic and partycratic model of governance 
will be continued.  
Shortly, the new governments are identical to all 
preceding governments in terms of their 
(un)professionalism, (un)transparency and 
(in)competence, so it is realistic to expect the 
continuation of this country’s demise in the 
economic and industrial sense first of all. At the 
same time, there is a distinct possibility of new 
political crises emerging, considering the already 
existing great political hostility between the 
coalition partners.  
Having in mind that previous four years have been 
spent in a governmental crisis, and that the 
German-British diplomatic initiative opens up an 
opportunity for a different model of EU accession 
than the one enforced so far, Bosnia and 
Herzegovina is most of all in dire need of a stable 
government. Instead, it has an unprincipled 
coalition with countless internal political conflicts, 
without a clear programme and with all the 
elements of leaderocratic and partycratic patterns 
of governance. It can be expected that the initial 
political hostility will continue to grow, especially 
considering the existing model of work of some 
parties and their candidates for ministerial 
functions. There are truly numerous opportunities 
for political conflict, and they are additionally 
increased by complicated personal relationships 
between some of the leaders and candidates.  
Based on the above, it is possible to conclude that 
the new government is not programme-based, 
especially not reform-based, which is what the 
citizens especially need in this situation, but it is 
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formed as a result of greed for power and the 
need to increase power. Considering the existing 
degree of political hostility between the DF and 
HDZ, first and foremost, we can expect further 
destabilisation, crises and a possible breakdown of 
the coalition at the FBiH level.  
 

3. EU – New approach or intensified 
mediation (M. Lasić) 

After the political elites of Bosnia and Herzegovina 
adopted and instrumentalised pro-European 
narratives in their anti-European political games in 
order to create the illusion that BiH is moving 
towards the European Union while keeping 
everything exactly the same, it is very difficult to 
say anything meaningful, that has not been said 
already.  
Disagreements started already with the issue of 
whether there is a so-called new approach in the 
current relations between the European Union 
and Bosnia and Herzegovina, or so-called 
intensified mediation; whether the formal “EU-
sation”, which existed before, is now over in order 
to start “europeisation” – essential and structural 
legal, economic and institutional reforms, which 
also include constitutional and extensive legal 
reform, inclusive of the BiH Electoral Law, or not? 
The question of all questions is, of course: can a 
country which cannot understand itself in its 
complexity even begin to deal with more serious 
social, economic, legal and political-culturological 
reforms, which will inevitably lead to 
constitutional redesign, if the tendency is to de-
tangle the post-Dayton drama, thus transitioning 
from the “post-Dayton” phase into the so-called 
pro-European, Brussels phase? 
For a variety of reasons, but mostly because local 
political, academic and media quasi-elites race in 
the concoction of ghosts if BiH’s and EU’s future, 
no matter how relatively new the EU’s decision is 
to increase mediation and introduce a slightly 
different “schedule”, but not to lower the criteria 
for BiH accession to the EU, there is an ordered 
scepticism for the quasi elites’ in BiH willingness 
and readiness for pro-European reforms.   
Unfortunately, there is no respect in BiH for 
neither strategic development papers of the EU, 
nor the political recommendations of the 
European Parliament, so there is still stubborn 
insistence on long outdated concepts based on 
“separatist syndrome” or “centralist syndrome”. 

There is only a small number of true pro-
Europeans in BiH, those who are well aware that 
BiH’s European future is the only remedy to keep 
the post-Dayton “frozen conflict” from activating 
and materialising in secessional or centralistic 
experiments with catastrophic consequences. 
Metaphorically speaking, the EU’s so-called 
intensified mediation in BiH is really no more than 
an operation to save a diseased country and 
diseased societies within it, with an uncertain 
outcome. Namely, it is uncertain if a country such 
as BiH can even be saved in spite of its will, that is, 
the will of its political classes (and casts). They, on 
the other hand, need not to be called “political 
elites” and have to be deconstructed in all of their 
empty, supposedly pro-European rhetoric.  
The decision of the EU Council on Foreign 
Relations about the activation of its Stabilisation 
and Association Agreement with BiH is, naturally, 
very important because it opens up opportunities 
of next steps in EU’s “step by step” enlargement 
policy, that is of a systematic fulfilment of taken 
obligations. However, in itself, this decision does 
not guarantee future steps. Without initiating 
economic, developmental, social and legal 
reforms, there will be no “jumping over” the next 
obstacle, which is submitting a viable application 
for candidate status for EU accession. That is why 
it must not be forgotten that this is a great 
tribulation both for EU and BiH, and that the SAA 
was consistently boycotted in BiH by its political 
castes for almost full seven years.  
BiH could move from the “Dayton deadlock” 
towards its future only under the condition it 
implements adjustment reforms. It is worth noting 
that, in accordance with Article 129 of the SAA, 
there are options of one-sided and mutual, 
temporary and permanent suspensions of the SAA, 
which is a stressful possibility both for BiH and EU, 
but more dangerous for BiH than for EU, in spite of 
geopolitical situations in Central Europe, in the 
Middle East or in the North African belt. In any 
case, activation of the SAA should be observed as 
BiH’s “last chance” to save itself from even worse 
oncoming crises, even worse than the ones in 
which BiH is now.    
In its relations with the EU, Bosnia and 
Herzegovina now has a chance to get a grip on 
itself and choose comprehensive reforms and their 
implementation, exactly as its quasi political elites 
committed by signing a statement which expresses 
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the willingness of all levels of government to reach 
a policy of consensus and political compromise. If 
not, BiH will definitely be affirmed in the eyes of 
European partners as nothing more than an open 
space for competing political cultures, a country 
incompetent of any form of integration in its 
environment until it understands what it has to do 
internally, for its own sake.   
If, however, BiH makes a serious decision pro 
reforms and the road to EU, all political subjects 
will have to demonstrate that they are willing to 
complete and accept coordinations mechanisms 
with urgency in order to “speak with one voice” 
with the EU. This is a prerequisite for the process 
of harmonisation and approaching the EU, i.e. 
adopting the aquis into its own legal and political-
cultural environment. In other words, this 
mechanism is sine qua non, without which there 
will be no Integration Programme, which is 
essential, nor its significant part – the Programme 
for the Adoption of the Aquis, or, in fact, any 
movement towards the EU. Unfortunately, it is not 
likely that such a thing will be possible any time 
soon, because there are still “unfinished wars” 
being lead in BiH, as well as abundant production 
of spin-politics (politics of empty talk, illusions and 
wild goose chases) instead of reform politics of 
pro-European quality. 
Therefore, we do not have hope on the agenda, 
but rather doubt in BiH’s European future, 
because the abundant chicanery of political castes, 
those spin doctors, those masters of continuity in 
the production of irresponsible and unethical 
policies in BiH, must not be forgotten. If they 
continue their ways, BiH will remain a “European 
country without a Constitution” for a very long 
time, with no pro-European Constitution with all 
the consequences of that choice. Of course, the 
European Union can go on without BiH, but BiH 
does not have a future at all without EU 
membership. For the sake of any future, not just 
European, it is urgent to abandon the paradigm of 
violence and focus on a non-violence paradigm 
and the respect of all identities. Apart from that, 
BiH needs internal consensus, as well as full 
sovereignty, which it will not have as long as OHR 
resides in it in the way it still does. More precisely 
put, only European and sovereign countries can 
gain full membership in the EU, so BiH could 
remain in its postmodern phase for a very long 

time, if nothing else, as a „failure state“ – a 
cautionary tale! 
 

4. The oxen can pull the wagon, but it is 
dangerous when they believe they know 
the way (Lao Tzu) (S.Cenić) 

The British-German initiative and the Compact for 
Growth and Jobs (CfGJ), on the upside, was the 
lifeline which revived European processes, but the 
downside is that it a new way to buy time. Apart 
from the fact that nobody knows exactly what the 
Compact entails, apart from some loosely 
structured groups of problems with the usual 
“should” and “ought to”, and how exactly will the 
“reforms” be implemented, the questions how to 
create new jobs, what about human capital and 
investments in research and development are a 
different matter entirely and they are being 
repeated with the usual mantra in the manner of 
the IMF and similar organisations and institutions. 
The text of the Compact on Growth and Jobs 
(which is actually a brochure) has a total of 16 
pages in which 6 groups of problems were 
identified, with recommendations: 

1. Taxes on jobs / recommendation: reductions 

2. Barriers to jobs / recommendation: reform 
the labour force market 

3. Business climate (Doing Business) / 
recommendation: increase ompetitiveness 

4. Enterprises /  recommendation: protect 
investors, corporate governance, risk 
management in order to enhance approach to 
finances, more efficient insolvency framework 

5. Corruption / recommendation: 
comprehensive listing of para-fiscal fees and 
other licences – elevation of transparency 

6. Social protection / recommendation: 
improve the targeting of social assistance to 
assist the groups of population with real needs  

The constatation that the CfGJ demands 
monitoring and that it should be performed by the 
population with its civil society but that, 
considering its diversity, monitoring will be 
performed by the EU together with local partners 
and leading participants of the Forum is odd, to 
say the least. To whom will that report be 
submitted then?! If it is submitted to the EU, it is 
illogical that the report will be prepared by the 
entity to which it will be submitted. If the report 
on implementation is submitted to the 
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government, it is unbelievable that the 
implementer of the reforms will receive a report 
on the process. If the report is submitted to the 
citizens, then what is the point of the reporting 
form – a specially formulated index based on six 
priority areas? The majority of the population does 
not even know what a budget is, let alone a 
specially formulated index.  
In December 2014 a framework contract was 
offered to consulting companies to provide their 
offers for two consultants who would work on the 
CfGJ (category I -150 work days; category II - 75 
days), who would enable work on the reforms 
through, i.e: establishing a monitoring process, 
two-month reports, establishing an advisory 
group, two-month seminars, assisting the 
EUD/EUSR in donor coordination and through 
counselling for policies.  
This is a well-known approach used in countless 
reforms which were (un)successfully implemented 
until now, where the consultants’ reports never 
failed to state that the job was well done and the 
population was left to deal with the consequences 
of those experiments – incompetence and 
impossibility to implement. To use the same 
methods and same people in the same country, 
and expect a different outcome is not only naive, 
but rude, too. The further fate of the Stabilisation 
and Association Agreement depends, as has been 
said, on the success of the Compact for Growth 
and Jobs or, more precisely, on it being declared a 
success. Unfortunately, the public is not familiar 
with the special index and its relation to improving 
the life of citizens.  
The Compact resembles several actions from the 
past, such as Paddy Ashdown’s “bulldozer” (Jobs 
and Justice, too). By imposing economic issues, the 
aim is to avoid difficult political ones 
(constitutional reform, Sejdić & Finci etc.), but our 
political elite, unable to provide any meaningful or 
creative response to the difficult economic 
situation, again raises issues such as the third 
entity, for example. Neither CfGJ nor the local 
political elite even try to provide a solution to 
creating new jobs, increase export, and increase 
the standard of living. And while in USA, for 
example, the state funded most important 
technical achievements such as the PC, internet, 
nanotechnology, biotechnology, and paid 7,76 
trillion to save its banks (data from Bloomberg 
News Service); while the Lisbon Agenda and 

Europe 2020 set the goal of 3% of EU’s GDP being 
spent on research and development, in BiH 
nobody even mentions neither new technology, 
nor human capital, and the level of investment in 
research and development is below the level of a 
statistical error. Privatisation of everything is 
recommended, but nobody mentions 
depolitisation of public companies prior to 
deciding if and to what extent do strategic public 
companies need to be privatised. In relation to 
that, announced new borrowings are especially 
alarming: in Republika Srpska a large credit from 
Russia (700 million Euros), with no information on 
the bank, the conditions or when or why; and in 
the Federation of BiH the new Prime Minister 
already announced the conclusion of a long-term 
agreement with the IMF, which will mean a new 
tax for the citizens to support the budgets. At the 
same time, there is no information on how and 
with what all the imminent charges will be paid 
while developing simultaneously. BiH’s external 
debt in the last seven years has increased by about 
90%. Around 760 million was spent in 2014 to pay 
off external debt. Charges of commercial banks 
from the general government (municipalities, 
cantons, entities and funds) have been increasing 
rapidly. In FBiH they amount to 749.2 million, and 
in RS 1,121.10 million.  
The RS Budget needs 400 million of credit to 
ensure Budget stability because the problem lies in 
the lack of coverage of the Budget, i.e. the 
difference between the projected Budget, which is 
a little over 2 billion BAM and possible domestic 
incomes, which are projected to 1.5 billion BAM. 
The Health Fund will need at least 70 million BAM 
by the end of the year, and the Pension Fund will 
need 100 million for current liabilities. The Budget 
of the Federation of BiH is around 2.37 billion 
BAM, while expenditures were up to 1.53 billion 
BAM and incomes around 1.57 billion BAM. 
Liabilities for debts are around 800 million. The 
debt to the veterans is repaid, as well as part of 
the debt to the Pension Fund and the Fund for 
Public Health, but an instalment from the IMF will 
be necessary in the first half of the year to 
maintain liquidity.  
This year has already been wasted. the 
governments in FBiH, the cantons and at the state 
level will not function in full capacity even by 
summer, and the main topics of conversation at all 
levels will remain the CfGJ, reforms, painful cuts, 



 

7 
 

etc. as if the debt was incurred during a Martian 
invasion.  RS will continue to divert attention from 
the present inability to service its liabilities 
through further blockages and “patriotic” 
undermining of all initiatives, and all of that will be 
spiced up with the story of the general conspiracy 
against the RS and Serbs in general. A set of so-
called reform laws is in the process of public 
consultations which will, as per usual, distort the 
situation even more, while buying time and 
leaving a trail of even more destruction.   
Protests have already been announced in Tuzla for 
9th May, so we can expect a spreading of 
dissatisfaction. This time, however, institutions will 
not be the main focus, but private property of the 
most hated politicians.  
Apart from the fact that all governments managed 
to lose the trust of citizens from the start and that 
even their voters do not trust them (RS “papci” 
scandal, FBiH’s guessing game on who is Serb, 
Bosniac and Other), the deciding factor will be if 
the so-called international community will finally 
let both the governments and the citizens face 
reality or, once again, flog a dead horse. The best 
route to take is to finally let us hit rock bottom in 
the hope that the thrust will ultimately position 
the brain where it belongs. In that case, we would 
have a different political structure, along with a 
greater fear of the voters’ mutiny, within a year.  
 

5. Is the workers’ dissatisfaction a „litmus 
test“ for social unrest (S.Alić) 

The justified dissatisfaction of the workers 
culminated in February, 2014 in the form of 
protests and burning of the buildings of the 
Government of Tuzla Canton and Tuzla 
Municipality. A day later, the protests continued in 
Sarajevo and other cities in BiH. The hope that 
many laid in citizens’ plenums fell through very 
quickly for two reasons:  
1. Instrumentalisation of dissatisfaction by certain 
political parties (representatives of Naša stranka 
were among the loudest in parliaments, only to 
see their faces in the pre-election billboards which 
lead to their fiasco) 
2. Different views of the solution by dissatisfied 
workers and a portion of the elite which was 
allowed to participate – the academic community. 
It is very difficult to bring to terms justified 
dissatisfaction with the knowledge and vision that 
may be possessed by some representatives of the 

academic community. This was clearly 
demonstrated during the concretisation of some 
steps undertaken by representatives of the 
academic elite: the Initiative to change the criteria 
for division of VAT income and establishment of 
permanent dialogue with representatives of the 
intellectual community of Western Europe – 
primarily England (several sessions were held). It is 
reasonable to question the possibility of other 
influences in that dialogue!? 
The capacities (lying in quantity) of the workers’ 
self-organisation are, obviously, large, but the 
quality of leadership can be questioned because, if 
the primary goal of some disgruntled groups of 
workers is merely payment and tying of years of 
service, not followed by a complete reconstruction 
of the social structure, there will be no result to 
speak of. Dissatisfaction will continue to simmer.  
The fragmentation of the unions is obviously the 
consequence of the involvement of political 
parties and of the attempt to use dissatisfaction 
for daily political needs. As practice has shown 
until now, ring-leaders of any protest (whether it is 
workers’, peasants’ or veterans’) jump in 
parliamentary chairs in the next elections, most 
often as candidates of newly-formed political 
parties. The best illustration of political chicanery 
is the formation of the so-called expert 
government in Tuzla Canton which, as time 
confirmed, was neither expert or formed without 
the influence of politics.   
A union organised in this manner is not even 
capable of initiating, let alone managing and 
leading the processes which stem from the social 
sphere. “Solidarity” is a new union force, but its 
capacities are limited and this union is merely a 
consequence of the existing disunity of union 
organisation and lack of trust of workers in the 
unions. It is symptomatic that, in a society faced 
with an enormous and almost insurmountable 
crisis in all areas, we are dealing with processes of 
union disintegration instead of integration. The 
impression is that this is all a result of a successful 
“spin” of political elites in all three nationalities.  
What can happen?  
We can estimate with a great certainty that the 
new explosion of worker’s dissent will happen in 
Tuzla, due to a large concentration of the 
dissatisfied. Since February of last year until today, 
Tuzla has, all along, been a permanent scene of 
rebellion of unsatisfied workers. The intellectuals 
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continued to act separately. The one simple thing 
to keep in mind is that a once powerful industry of 
Tuzla has been completely destroyed. One 
question is raised: Can a spontaneous and justified 
explosion of the discontent of the workers and 
citizens result in the collapse of the entire (shaky) 
state structure, as a consequence of total anarchy 
and lack of any form of responsibility for the 
leading of those processes? 
The situation is made more complicated by 
conflicts of interests within political parties which, 
at least in the context of the Tuzla Canton, are 
most felt within the SDA with recognizable mafia 
behaviours in politics (the Kukić case in Banovići). 
Similar turmoil struck the cantonal organisation of 
SDP – Tuzla in the stage of preparation for their 
congress. A possible outcome is the continuation 
of further fragmentation of socio-democracy at a 
time when integration processes are also 
announced.  
It is realistic to estimate that an explosion of 
dissatisfaction can be expected before summer or, 
at the latest, in the fall of this year. 
 

6. Can we reach the third type of public 
discourse (I. Lovrenović) 

Benevolent expectations and wishes for a new 
four-year cycle of political life in Bosnia and 
Herzegovina (of which six months since the 
October 2014 elections have already been 
completely wasted) are headed towards a change 
in the main focal points in public rhetoric and 
concrete work of political structures: instead of 
“strong” ideological topics, the focus is shifting to 
concrete but pressing jobs and tasks 
(socioeconomic themes, economy, employment, 
EU integrations, etc.).  

However, they in which government is formed in 
BiH and in both its entities, as well as the structure 
of those new ruling formations, announces that 
those expectations could easily be betrayed in this 
period and that the ideological discourse (based, 
naturally, on hot confrontations concerning 
supposed or real denial of national rights and 
threats to national interests, with the inevitable 
revival of war and victimisation narratives) will still 
dominate political discussions, from whence it will 
spread to the broader public.  

The party formation that should run the 
Federation of BiH, for now, consists of SDA, DF and 

HDZ BiH. Before the formation of the BiH 
Government, the chiefs of these three parties 
publicly demonstrated mutual intolerance and 
ideological confrontation to such an extent that it 
is very difficult to honestly expect any level of 
coherence from the Government consisted of their 
representatives.  On the contrary, we can expect 
with great certainty a continuation of conflict, 
precisely on ideological subjects, which will “cover 
up” the shared incompetence of the parties and 
their leaders to tackle the real problems of the 
society and its citizens. 

There is always a full tank of such topics, ready for 
use.  

On the side of HDZ, that hot topic is the problem 
of constitutional inequality of the Croats. The 
problem objectively exists, but HDZ manipulatively 
solidified it and turned it into its political raison 
d'être, monopolising its role of the representative, 
advocate and protector (you could almost say: 
owner) of the Croat nation in Bosnia and 
Herzegovina, with a special emphasis on the 
Federation of BiH. Such a monopolistic position of 
the HDZ among the Croats in BiH, perhaps 
stronger than any time since 2000, is significantly 
strengthened by factors from the politics of 
Sarajevo (equally coming from members of the 
nationalist and civic orientation) through their 
adamant refusal to discuss the “Croat issue”. It is 
more than certain that HDZ BiH, a party of small 
strength by objective measures, will strongly insist 
on these issues because they are politically most 
profitable and in principal and politically very 
difficult to dispute.  However, they will find no 
understanding with their partners – the DF and 
SDA, but rather opposition, which will always be 
coloured as patriotic resistance to “further division 
of the country”, ending all dialogue before it even 
begins.   

SDA has a very difficult task – it must 
simultaneously play: a) the role of the largest and 
most important Bosniac party and protector of 
particular Bosniac national interests (which is 
seriously threatened from two sides: openly from 
SBB and covertly but plainly visible from DF); b) 
the role of the political subject with the strongest 
consciousness on constituency, c) the (somewhat 
inferior) role of the reconciler, the pointer on the 
scale, between the irreconcilable HDZ and DF. SDA 
will often need to open up great ideological 
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themes, national and patriotic, as a reminder and 
proof of its own national and constituent 
correctness and loyalty. This applies both for SDA’s 
relation towards HDZ’s “separatism” and, perhaps 
even more, for its struggle with SBB (TN: Party for 
a Batter Future) and DF for the return of a 
privileged national status among Bosniacs.    

DF’s political identity is difficult to determine. 
Descriptively speaking, one could refer to some 
sort of a pseudo-civic and pseudo-leftist cross 
between the former Stranka za BiH and the old 
SDP, precisely because of a lack of a clear political 
physiognomy which is substituted by a strong 
patriotic feature, care for “the country” and 
frequent references to the war (an issue in which – 
lawfully? – its president Željko Komšić and his 
“number one” Emir Suljagić match completely). 
The “criticism” of ethno nationalism and ethno 
national reality of Bosnia and Herzegovina 
expressed in public appearances of DF 
representatives in insufficiently designed and 
politically undeveloped for which it makes up 
through aggression, and the offered alternative is 
a blurry unifying concept of civic orientation which 
is always the easiest way to cover up the 
nationalism of the majority nation, whether on 
purpose or not. As such and with such people, DF 
will most likely be the ideologically loudest and 
most exclusive party in the oncoming debates, 
quarrels and confrontations.  

The political ambience of Republika Srpska will not 
be spared from ideological tensions, they will 
simply be structured differently. The new political 
constellations in RS and at the BiH level, a sort of 
cohabitation between Dodik’s SNSD and the 
opposition group which surpassed it at the BiH 
level, will dictate a constant “internal” conflict on 
the issue who represents and defends Republika 
Srpska  and the national interests of Serbs in BiH 
better.  

 

 

 

Is it possible to consider leaving this vicious circle 
in which Bosnia and Herzegovina is tied up 
together with its entities, nationalities and 
cantons? There is no such option, desire or 
capacity if you ask  politicians and political parties. 
However, the public, both the media and the 
intellectual–academic public, is dominated by, 
roughly speaking, two types of discourse which 
will remain for a long time: the ethno-nationalist 
and the pseudo-civic. It would be of utmost 
importance to develop a third type of public 
discourse – a neutral-analytic discourse, which 
would be capacitated to better understand and 
describe our reality and our political formations, 
thus being the basis for serious change.  

The question how is it possible to start creating 
opportunities for the development of such a 
“third” type of discourse, is very serious. In its 
nature, that should be the task of the so-called 
civil sector and the numerous non-governmental 
organisations but, as is well-known, that was a 
misguided and failed mission. That, however, does 
not mean that it is pointless or useless to continue 
to search for new forms and possibilities. 
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