
	
	

	
	

	 	
	
	
	 	
	
	
	
	
	

“UNPACKING”	THE	WAR	BOX	
Workshop	on	militarization	

8-9	September,	2016	
Sarajevo,	Bosnia	and	Herzegovina	

	

“The	narrative	of	danger	is	one	of	the	most	powerful	fuels	for	continuous	militarization	-	the	notion	that	any	
sorts	of	human	relations	are	fragile,	are	about	to	fall	apart,	that	chaos	is	just	around	the	corner”		

-	CYNTHIA	ENLOE	
	

Objective	of	the	workshop	
An	understanding	of	
militarization	as	a	concept	-	
what	it	is	and	how	it	works	
in	general	but	also	more	
specific	about	its	workings	in	
Bosnia	and	Herzegovina.			
	

Background	
WILPF’s	 post-war	 engagement	 with	 women	 activists	 from	
Bosnia	and	Herzegovina	(BiH)	started	in	2013.	We	looked	at	the	
participation	of	women’s	organizations	in	the	peace	process	and	
the	 effects	 of	 it,	 as	well	 as	 how	 those	mechanisms	 shaped	 the	
engagement	of	women	organizations	and	feminists	in	the	period	
after	the	signing	of	the	Dayton	Peace	Agreement.		
	
This	 became	 an	 entry	 point	 for	 a	 series	 of	 workshops	 and	
meetings	with	a	diverse	set	of	Bosnian	women’s	organizations	
and	 individuals,	 exploring	 further	 the	 space	 for	 their	
engagement.	 The	 spotlight	 was	 put	 on	 the	 neoliberal	
interventions	that	followed	as	part	of	the	reconstruction	process.	
Access	to	economic	and	social	rights	and	rights	to	reparations	for	
civilian	victims	of	war	was	carefully	scrutinized.	The	urgency	to	
deal	with	the	matter	of	reparations,	as	a	way	of	addressing	the	
violations	 and	 harms	 suffered	 by	 civilian	 victims	 of	 war	 was	
derived	from	a	need	to	try	to	find	proper	mechanisms	that	would	
allow	 this	 society	 to	deal	with	the	war	–	and	reparations	were	
seen	as	one	of	those	mechanisms.		
	
The	outcome	of	the	deliberations	on	economic	and	social	rights	
and	the	right	to	reparations	is	a	document	called	Framework	for	
development	of	Gender	sensitive	reparations	programme	for	BiH.	
The	idea	behind	this	document	was	that	the	reparative	measure,	
if	 done	 properly,	 could	 be	 an	 essential	 component	 for	
transformation	 of	 the	BiH	 society,	 not	 just	with	 respect	 to	 the	
most	 direct	 civilian	 victims	 of	 war,	 but	 actually	 of	 the	 entire	
society	–	as	many	of	the	problems	Bosnians	are	identifying	today	
are	products	of	the	militarization	of	the	society	prior	to	the	war,	
the	result	of	the	violence	taking	place	during	war,	and	seeing	its	
continuation	 through	 the	 ethno/national/religious	 political	
elites’	fascist	ideologies.		
	
As	 a	 continuation	 of	 that	 this	 discussion	 this	 workshop	 was	
organized	 with	 a	 hand-full	 of	 local	 activists	 to	 jointly	 try	 to	
“unpack	the	war	box”.	Our	discussions	were	guided	by	professor	
Cynthia	Enloe.	
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Militarization	of	the	“peace	time”	should	be	understood	as	a	process	and	it	is	not	the	same	
as	 war	 or	 military;	 However,	 the	 war	 cannot	 take	 place	 unless	 the	 process	 of	
militarization	takes	place.	Similarly,	just	because	peace	accords	have	been	signed	it	does	
not	mean	that	the	process	of	militarization	has	ended.	Many	actors	have	an	enormous	
stake	in	perpetuation	of	militarization	after	signing	of	a	peace	accord	–	which	BiH	is	an	
excellent	example	of.			
	
There	 is	nothing	elementary	about	how	militarization	works,	 it	 is	 the	 specific	 kind	of	
dailyness	of	militarization	that	makes	it	sustainable,	because	militarization	is	privatized,	
it	 is	domesticated,	 it	 is	very	personalized.	Everything	can	be	militarized	–	excitement,	
happiness,	gratitude,	a	baseball	match…	
	
One	of	the	biggest	mistakes	of	identifying	militarization	is	to	collapse	it	into	war	and	state	
militaries,	or	deployed	militaries,	or	organized	armed	groups.	That	is	the	camouflage	of	
militarization.	Militarization	is	hardest	to	see	when	we	imagine	that	there	is	a	thing	called	
“civilians	 vs.	 military”,	 because	 in	 fact	 the	 militarization	 of	 civilian	 life	 is	 the	 key	 to	
sustainability	of	militarization.	
	
How	does	militarization	 take	 place?	 To	militarize	 something	 is	 to	 identify	militaristic	
values	and	beliefs.	To	militarize	is	to	infuse	both	values	and	beliefs	with	militaristic	ideas.	
And	that	 is	how	things	that	do	not	 look	as	they	have	any	relationship	with	war	or	the	
military	are	militarized.	Values	and	beliefs	 (and	practices)	 together	make	an	 ideology.	
One	cannot	make	an	ideology	of	just	one	or	the	other,	both	are	needed.	Values	are	what	
you	consider	good	or	bad;	values	are	assumptions	we	hold	to	be	true.	Value	is	what	any	
of	us	consider	 inherently	worthy	striving	 for.	But	values	are	also	what	are	considered	
worthy	of	resisting,	worthy	of	dismissing,	worthy	of	punishing.		
	
Beliefs	on	the	other	hand	are	how	we	think	the	world	works,	what	we	think	human	nature	
is.	 For	 example,	 a	 belief	 is	 to	 think	 that	 “human	 nature	 is	 naturally	 selfish”	 or	 that	
“humans	 can	 be	 corrupted	 and	 manipulated	 but	 are	 naturally	 loving”.	 Out	 of	 those	
different	beliefs	a	person	begins	to	develop	very	different	values.	Having	a	belief	that	“the	
world	 is	 a	 dangerous	 place”	 and	 that	 “it	 is	 natural	 to	 have	 enemies”	makes	 a	 perfect	
foundation	for	militarization.		
	
However,	it	does	not	mean	that	every	single	person	brought	up	with	those	two	single	sets	
of	beliefs	will	become	admirers	of	soldiers,	or	automatically	in	favour	of	the	proliferation	
of	weapons.	Those	beliefs	do	not	automatically	produce	militarization;	it	still	has	to	be	
made	to	happen.	For	example,	it	might	be	that	just	as	many	people	in	European	countries	
think	that	human	nature	is	selfish	and	that	the	world	is	a	dangerous	place	as	it	is	in	the	
USA,	 but	 USA	 culture	 of	 guns	 is	 completely	 different	 from	 the	 European.	 If	 the	 same	
number	of	people	holds	those	exact	same	beliefs	it	does	not	mean	that	the	exact	same	
processes	of	militarization	will	take	place.	In	some	ways	that	is	the	hopeful	sign	because	
it	says	that	feminists	can	make	a	difference,	in	terms	of	laws,	in	terms	of	court	processes,	
in	terms	of	education.			

Summary	of	the	introduction	given	by	prof.	Cynthia	Enloe	
	



	
Militarization	 as	 a	 process	 can	 go	 forward	 (re-militarization)	 or	 backward	 (de-
militarization).	Because	it	is	a	process	it	means	we	have	to	watch	it	all	the	time	-	what	
used	to	be	unacceptable	and	is	now	acceptable?	What	used	to	be	a	source	of	shame	and	
now	is	a	source	of	pride?	What	used	to	never	be	celebrated	and	now	is?	The	introduction	
of	new	holidays,	building	of	the	new	statutes,	creation	of	new	memorials	-	these	things	
are	never	trivial.	They	are	all	about	what	used	not	to	be	celebrated,	what	used	to	have	a	
certain	meaning	and	now	is	encouraged	to	have	a	different	meaning.		
	
Militarization	(the	process)	cannot	be	sustained	without	certain	forms	of	masculinities	
and	femininities	–	it	takes	both.	That	means	that	all	the	work	being	done	on	masculinities	
always	 has	 to	 be	 informed	 by	 serious	 attention	 to	 the	 workings	 of	 the	 femininities.	
Because	these	two	things	are	always	mutual	dependent.	One	can	never	be	interested	in	
masculinities	without	having	serious	analytical	skills	in	the	workings	of	the	femininities	
because	 what	 is	 scary	 about	 not	 being	 properly	 masculine	 is	 that	 the	 opposite	 is:	
“therefor	you	are	a	girl”.	You	are	feminized.		
	
The	good	news	is	that	militarization	is	not	easy	to	do.	It	takes	many	different	mechanisms,	
it	takes	many	different	values	and	beliefs	and	practices	to	effectively	militarize	a	family,	
a	group	of	sports	fan,	a	community.	The	militarizers	have	to	really	narrowly	channel	what	
are	acceptable	forms	of	masculinities,	in	order	to	militarize.	And	there	is	not	just	one	form	
of	militarized	masculinity.	To	have	a	really	sustainable	militarization	you	have	to	both	
create	a	civilian	strategic	form	of	masculinity,	the	one	who	is	able	to	plan,	the	one	who	
really	knows	“the	big	picture”,	as	well	as	 the	complementary	rank-and-file	militarized	
masculinity,	the	one	who	really	sees	benefits	from	joining	the	military	or	has	fantasies	of	
becoming	a	soldier.		
	
Amongst	the	femininities,	militarization	takes	both	persuading	women	that	the	fact	that	
their	sons	are	joining	(any)	armed	group	is	good	for	their	own	sense	of	mothering,	and	to	
persuade	women	that	are	married	to	those	men	that	they	are	good	wives	because	they	
are	supporting	their	husbands	who	are	in	some	way	supporting	an	armed	group.	A	lot	of	
women	do	not	think	that	it	is	so	great.	However,	through	housing,	healthcare	and	other	
benefits	women	are	persuaded	against	their	own	best	interest	to	feel	good	about	their	
motherings	of	and	marriages	to	soldiers,	because	they	are	supporting	a	certain	kind	of	
masculinized	militarism.	There	are	examples	of	anti-war	mother’s	groups,	of	course.	But	
militarization	 cannot	 work	 if	 you	 cannot	 persuade	 many,	 but	 not	 all	 women,	 that	
particularly	 their	 son,	 joining	 an	 armed	 group	 is	 a	 credit	 to	 their	 mothering.	 Thus	
militarization	cannot	be	pushed	forward	unless	there	is	an	effective	manipulation	of	ideas	
about	family,	marriage,	mothering,	the	good	wife,	and	ideas	about	gratitude.		
	
One	of	most	insidious	forms	of	the	militarization	of	femininity	is	to	persuade	women	that	
they	are	best	protected	by	men	and	boys	who	take	up	arms	in	the	name	of	the	nation,	
community,	local	ethnic	group.	Women	and	girls	also	have	to	be	persuaded	to	be	grateful.	
The	militarization	of	gratitude	-	the	feminized	militarization	of	gratitude	-	is	to	persuade	
women	and	girls	that	they	should	be	grateful	to	men	who	bear	arms,	that	is	what	it	means	
to	be	a	real	woman	and	a	real	girl,	to	be	a	grateful	person,	and	to	constantly	express	one’s	
gratitude	in	public	ceremony	or	in	private	conversation.		
	



So,	 the	militarization	 cannot	happen	unless	 there	 is	 a	 certain	kind	of	manipulation	of	
femininities	 as	well	 as	masculinities.	That	 is	 an	effect	of	militarization	on	 ideas	about	
masculinities,	and	what	it	means	to	be	a	real	girl	or	a	good	woman.		
	
What	 is	 less	 talked	about,	 and	what	 is	more	 radical,	 is	 to	 talk	 about	 the	extent	of	 the	
militarization’s	dependence	on	effective	manipulation	of	ideas	of	womanhood,	girlhood,	
boyhood,	manhood.	That	is	where	the	prevention	comes	in.	If	we	can	expose	these	things	
we	can	resist	them.	The	manipulation	of	the	femininities	and	masculinities	at	any	age	are	
in	fact	where	we	can	resist	and	with	that	kind	of	resistance,	we	can	either	stall	or	push	
back	peace	time	militarization.	
	
	
	

	
	
	
During	the	workshop	different	aspects	and	implications	of	the	militarization	in	Bosnia	
and	Herzegovina	 (BiH)	were	discussed.	Below	 follows	a	brief	presentation	of	 some	of	
them,	as	understood	and	viewed	by	the	workshop	participants.		
	
Militarizing	identities	and	imposition	of	nationalism(s)	and	patriotism(s)	-	BiH	has	
been	 undergoing,	 at	 times,	 a	 very	 violent	 process	 of	 creation	 of	 three	 distinct	 ethnic	
groups	 and	 ethnic	 identities.	 Step	 by	 step	 this	 has	 led	 to	 creation	 of	 three	 mutually	
exclusive	 nationalisms,	 and	 subsequently	 mutually	 exclusive	 calls	 for	 patriotism.	 All	
three	ethnic	groups	and	nationalisms	are	closely	affiliated	with	religious	institutions.	In	
the	 post-war	 period	 this	 process	 has	 continued	 through	 our	 electoral	 system,	 public	
education	(including	 introduction	of	 the	religion	 in	schools),	culture	and	so	 forth.	The	
“identities”	 are	 created	 in	 opposition	 to	 each	 other,	 and	 the	 narratives	 around	 each	
identity	are	often	militarized.	When	looking	at	the	militarization	of	the	BiH	society	and	
our	identities	it	is	important	to	make	sure	that	the	analysis	covers	the	militarization	of	
the	Former	Yugoslavia	as	well,	so	that	the	links	between	what	led	to	war	and	the	current	
processes	is	exposed.	Part	of	that	is	the	analysis	of	the	imposition	of	ethnic	identities	and	
religious	 belongings,	 and	 the	 processes	 of	 militarizing	 those	 identities	 and	 then	
arbitrarily	applying	them	to	people.		
	
Over	the	last	months	we	have	also	seen	an	increase	in	the	presence	of	calls	for	patriotism.	
An	example	of	that	is	the	recently	introduction	by	the	Government	of	Canton	Sarajevo	of	
the	new	obligation	with	respect	to	educational	institutions	–	the	school	year	has	to	start	
with	 the	 national	 anthem	 and	 the	 teachers	 received	 an	 instruction	 to	 increase	 the	
discussions	with	their	pupils	about	the	war	of	1992-1995.	The	stated	purpose	is	“to	build	
up	patriotism	among	children”.	At	the	same	time,	in	the	wake	of	the	referendum	on	the	
national	holiday	of	Republika	Srpska	(RS),	the	government	of	that	entity	launched	a	PR-
video	 with	 the	 intention	 to	 mobilize	 the	 citizens	 of	 RS	 to	 vote.	 The	 video	 was	 very	

	Militarizing	Bosnia	and	Herzegovina	-			
A	snapshot	into	the	workings	and	implications	of	the	
militarization	
	



militarized,	appealing	to	the	sense	of	patriotism	and	nationalism,	and	“defence	of	the	RS”.	
These	are	just	two	among	many	examples.	At	the	same	time	BiH	has	multiple	patriotisms	
and	multiple	nationalisms	and	while	the	mechanisms	and	workings	of	the	militarization	
might	 be	 the	 same,	 the	messages	 are	 in	 opposition	 to	 each	 other.	What	 the	 Cantonal	
government	in	Sarajevo	thinks	should	be	thought	about	the	war	in	schools	is	opposite	of	
the	narrative	being	propagated	on	the	RS	entity	TV	–	but	both	are	playing	on	the	“patriot”	
card.		
	
Militarizing	religion	(the	role	of	religious	institutions	as	the	militarizers)	-	Religious	
institutions	played	a	big	role	 in	mobilizing	for	the	war,	and	that	was	never	addressed,	
which	allowed	 them	 to	 continue	 to	exercise	 their	 influence	over	much	of	 the	Bosnian	
society	(and	same	can	be	said	about	both	Serbia	and	Croatia).	Because	they	supported	
the	 nationalists	 the	 religious	 communities	 became	 strengthened	 after	 the	 war.	 The	
influence	of	religious	institutions	over	political	parties	and	political	elites	is	evident.	It	
goes	from	small	events	such	as	representatives	of	religious	institutions	blessing	a	newly	
constructed	road	to	giving	instructions	to	the	communities	how	to	vote	in	the	upcoming	
elections.	The	link	between	the	access	to	power,	religion,	the	nation	and	the	politics	is	by	
now	so	strong	that	a	membership	card	of	this	or	that	political	party	(that	is	usually	tied	
to	this	or	that	religious	institution)	can	be	the	difference	between	having	a	job	or	being	
unemployed.	This	is	how	the	political	parties	are	employing	their	armies.			

	
	
Militarizing	 profit	 -	 Governments	 and	 different	 government	 agencies	 are	 more	 and	
more	starting	to	work	with	local	marketing	agencies	to	promote	the	idea	of	patriotism.	
Entire	campaigns	have	been	dedicated	to	that.	For	example,	the	campaign	in	support	of	
BiH	Olympic	team	portraits	young	athletes.	The	posture	of	the	athletes	on	the	picture	is	
very	militarized	and	the	wording	they	chose	was	PatRIOtism,	with	the	RIO	in	the	middle	
alluding	to	Rio	De	Janeiro.		Interestingly	the	campaign	has	been	designed	by	one	of	the	
biggest	and	most	famous	marketing	companies	in	Sarajevo	-	Fabrika.	The	people	within	
that	company	are	well	known	for	their	anti-militaristic	work	during	the	war.	They	used	
to	have	a	very	subversive	role,	they	are	still	cultural	role	models,	urban	artist,	activists.	
However,	the	same	agency	is	also	now	working	for	the	Ministry	of	defence	on	their	entire	
campaign	to	promote	the	military.	Similar	things	can	be	found	in	Croatia.	What	used	to	
be	a	progressive	PR	company	designed	recently	a	promo	campaign	for	one	of	Croatia’s	
most	 infamous	 right-wing	 artists	 –	 Thomson.	 They	 designed	 his	 campaign	 in	 a	 very	
sophisticated,	cool	and	leftist	kind	of	way.	
	
	

	
*	With	respect	to	religious	influences	it	is	worthwhile	to	look	into	external	influences	–	
such	as	outside	funds	or	pressure.	E.g.	in	Uganda,	where	homophobia	is	being	deeply	
institutionalized,	 activists	 from	 Uganda	 have	 been	 documenting	 how	 American	
homophobic	Christian-Evangelists	are	playing	a	major	part	in	that.	In	Croatia,	the	neo-
conservative	 “revolution”	 that	 is	 currently	 taking	 place	 (with	 respect	 to	 right	 to	
abortion,	 marriage	 etc.)	 there	 is	 much	 that	 points	 towards	 US-based	 Christian-
Evangelists	as	well,	but	very	little	is	documented	or	researched	on	it.		
		



	
Militarizing	educational	system	–	BiH’s	
educational	 system	 is	 based	 on	 both	
physical	division	(“two	schools	under	one	
roof”)	 and	 division	 of	 the	 curriculum	
itself	which	 is	 divided	 in	 three	different	
national	 programs	 following	 the	 three	
ethno-national	 ideologies.	 This	 means	
that	the	Bosnian	education	is	governed	by	
an	 apartheid	 system.	 An	 alarming	
development	 is	 also	 the	 introduction	 of	
religious	classes	in	kindergartens,	which	
is	yet	another	demonstration	of	the	level	
of	 influence	 clergy	 and	 ethno-national	
elites	 exercise	 over	 the	 society.	 In	 BiH	
there	 has	 not	 been	 much	 resistance	
against	 this	 development,	 while	 in	
Croatia	 there	 have	 been	 attempts	
recently	 to	 reform	 the	 curriculum.	
However,	 the	 government,	 unsatisfied	
with	 the	 propositions	 put	 forth	 by	 the	
expert	group,	decided	to	drop	the	reform	
process.	This	sparked	serious	civil	society	
protests	in	the	country	but	the	protesters	
were	 not	 able	 to	 change	 anything.	 The	
participants	 at	 the	 workshops	 also	
underlined	 the	 need	 to	 speak	 in	 very	
concrete	 and	 practical	 terms	 about	 the	
educational	system	in	BiH,	and	that	 it	at	
its	 core	 teaches	 the	 children	 fascist	
values,	 promotes	 patriotism	 towards	
neighbouring	 countries	 while	
simultaneously	 not	 being	 able	 to	 teach	
the	 children	 how	 to	 hold	 the	 local	
politicians	accountable.		
	
	
	

Example	 from	 Jajce	 –	 the	 participants	
discussed	 the	 example	 of	 high	 school	
children	 protesting	 in	 the	municipality	 of	
Jajce	over	the	local	government	decision	to	
physically	 separate	 Bosniac	 and	 Croat	
children	by	building	a	separate	school	 for	
Bosniac	 children.	 The	 government	
defended	the	decision	to	separate	schools	
by	 saying	 that	 “the	 parents	 want	 their	
children	to	go	in	separate	schools”.	It	was	
pointed	out	that	while	it	was	commendable	
that	the	children	raised	their	voices	it	was	
equally	important	to	look	at	whose	voices	
remained	 silent	 and	 the	 symbolism	 of	
protests	 themselves.	 Apart	 from	 few	
children	protesting,	it	must	be	noticed	that	
too	many	 teachers	 and	 too	many	 parents	
did	not	participate	in	the	protests.	The	kids	
who	led	the	protests	protested	much	in	the	
same	 way	 as	 their	 fathers	 did	 at	 the	
beginning	of	the	war	in	the	90’s,	with	flags	
and	other	nationalistic	 symbols.	Although	
their	 intentions	 were	 good	 the	 protests	
were	 highly	militarized.	 The	 kids	were	 in	
the	 media	 presented	 as	 if	 they	 had	
managed	 to	 change	 the	 political	 decision.	
However,	 the	reality	 is	 that	 the	kids	were	
being	 manipulated	 and	 that	 the	 decision	
over	 separation	 of	 schools	 has	 only	 been	
delayed.	At	the	beginning	of	the	next	school	
year	there	will	be	two	completely	separate	
schools.	
			

	
*	 Parents	 are	 important	 targets	 of	 the	 militarizers	 but	 mothers	 and	 fathers	 in	 any	
household	do	not	have	an	exactly	same	relationship	to	their	sons	and	daughters.	When	
thinking	 about	who	might	 be	 the	main	 target	 of	militarizing	 campaigns	 the	 parents	
should	be	thought	about	together	but	also	as	two	distinct	targets/audiences.	Thinking	
must	also	be	put	into	how	might	else	be	the	target.	In	the	US	the	Defence	Department	
has	identified,	with	the	help	of	their	recruiting	agencies,	five	groups	who	they	have	to	
pursued	in	order	to	get	a	17-year	old	or	18-year	old	to	consider	joining	the	military:	
mothers,	 fathers,	 teachers,	 religious	 figures,	 and	 athletic	 coaches.	 The	 schools	 have	
often	come	into	focus.		
	



Militarizing	the	experiences	of	the	war	–	The	relationship	between	the	war	veterans	
and	 civilian	 victims	 of	 war	 in	 today’s	 BiH	 is	 still	 characterized	 by	 inequality	 and	
discrimination,	both	with	respect	to	the	legal	framework	and	the	mainstream	narrative.	
The	mainstream	narrative	 is	still	very	much	about	portraying	war	veterans	as	heroes,	
with	legal	and	financial	benefits	as	a	result.	At	its	most	basic	level	a	war	veteran	needs	to	
prove	20%	bodily	damage	 to	 enter	 the	benefits	 scheme,	while	 for	 civilian	victims	 the	
entry	point	is	60%.	At	the	same	time	the	amount	of	benefits	received	by	civilian	victims	
of	war	is	put	in	a	direct	relationship	to	the	benefits	received	by	a	war	veteran,	i.e.	if	a	war	
veteran	with	100%	disability	gets	a	certain	amount	in	social	benefits,	a	civilian	victim	of	
war	with	the	same	level	of	disability	gets	70%	out	of	the	amount	a	war	veteran	would	get.	
But	the	question	of	the	societies	“preference”	of	war	veterans	before	civilian	victims	of	
war	goes	beyond	the	social	benefit	schemes.	 It	 is	also	about	capacities	of	the	group	to	
demand	changes.	Civilian	victims	of	war,	as	a	group,	are	“politically”	weak	and	for	them	
it	takes	a	long	time	to	change	something,	while	we	have	seen	in	several	cases	how	war	
veterans	through	demonstrations,	that	usually	are	very	militarized,	have	pushed	through	
changes	to	their	benefit.			
	
The	image	of	a	war	veteran	is	a	very	masculine	one.	Female	war	veterans	are	treated	very	
differently	than	men,	to	the	extent	that	some	female	war	veterans,	after	many	difficult	
years	of	fighting	to	obtain	the	status,	have	decided	to	abandon	it	and	instead	taken	on	a	
status	of	civilian	victim	of	war,	because	it	is	just	too	complicated	to	deal	with	all	the	issues.	
	
Even	 though	 the	 cult	 of	 the	 “war	
hero”	is	still	very	much	present	the	
studies	 with	 general	 rank-and-file	
soldiers	 show	 that	 they	 rarely	 feel	
like	heroes.	What	is	prevailing	is	the	
disappointment	 and	 feelings	 that	
they	 have	 been	 used.	 When	 asked	
about	 why	 they	 joined	 the	 army	
during	 the	 war	 many	 of	 them	 will	
answer	 that	 they	 went	 to	 war	 to	
defend	their	house,	their	family,	and	
not	 to	 fight	 for	 some	 ideals.	 And	
while	 this	 needs	 to	 be	 examined	
very	 critically,	 we	 must	 be	 aware	
that	this	is	the	discourse	they	use.			
	
Some	of	the	associations,	be	it	either	
veteran	 or	 civilian	 victims’	
associations,	have	very	close	ties	to	
political	 structures.	 Some	 of	 them	
have	 been	 even	 proclaimed	 as	
associations	 of	 particular	 national	
interests,	 getting	 extra	 funding	 or	
other	 privileges,	 in	 exchange	 for	
keeping	 their	membership	 close	 to	
the	 governing	 political	 elite.	
However,	it	is	also	important	to	note	that	many	soldiers	are	not	part	of	any	associations.		

*	In	most	post-war	countries	war	veterans	are	
masculinized	as	a	mental	category,	and	they	as	
a	group	scare	current	state	officials,	which	 is	
why	a	lot	of	peace	agreements	focus	so	much	
on	war	veterans	and	their	treatment	and	care,	
because	 state	 officials	 in	 the	 post	war	 states	
are	 so	 frightened	 by	 them.	 They	 know	 they	
have	 a	 cultural	 space	 that	 most	 people	 are	
afraid	to	challenge.	Tied	to	this	there	is	also	a	
very	 big	 discussion	 about	 the	 sustained	
injuries.	 Sometimes	 it	 is	 a	 bureaucratic	
discussion	but	sometimes	it	will	pop	out	in	the	
public.	So	for	instance,	does	having	PTSD	count	
as	 injury?	 The	 governments	 need	 to	make	 a	
decision	on	what	kinds	of	injury	counts	as	an	
injury	 and	 what	 kinds	 of	 injury	 earn	 you	 a	
medal.	 Sometimes	 the	 decision	 is	 made	 that	
you	have	 to	bleed	 to	get	 a	medal,	 or	 to	get	 a	
benefit	 for	 an	 injury.	 Underlying	 these	
decisions	is	the	idea	that	“to	what	extent	is	it	
that	 you	 are	 just	 not	 manly	 enough	 to	 cope	
with	the	pressures	of	war”.	So	there	is	a	lot	of	
discussions	 about	 real	men,	 and	 real	men	do	
not	have	health	problems.	
	



Militarizing	nostalgia	–	We	should	examine	the	role	of	the	nostalgia	in	our	society,	the	
nostalgia	towards	the	society	before	the	war.	There	is	a	lot	of	nostalgic	feelings	in	our	
society.	Most	people,	not	only	activists,	 very	often	express	nostalgic	 sentiments	about	
“how	everything	was	better	before”.	Very	often	the	nostalgia	is	supported	by	the	official	
politics	that	uses	it	as	means	to	attract	the	people.	At	the	same	time,	they	are	not	afraid	
of	these	feelings	because	there	is	a	common	“understanding”	that	there	is	no	going	back	
to	 how	 it	 used	 to	 be.	Nostalgia	 has	 become	 sort	 of	 banal	 and	 it	 is	 also	 interpreted	 in	
different	 ways.	 In	 particular	 among	 younger	 activists,	 there	 is	 a	 noticeable	 negative	
criticism	 as	 some	 of	 them	 understand	 it	 as	 a	 kind	 of	 conservatism	 escapism,	 like	
something	that	is	used	to	avoid	taking	responsibility	for	the	current	situation.		
	
What	is	a	really	important	aspect	of	the	militarization	process	in	BiH	is	that	it	seems	as	
we	 have	 a	 majority	 of	 people	 that	 find	 the	 current	 situation	 acceptable,	 or	 perhaps	
durable.	Part	of	the	population	does	not	consider	this	acceptable	but	very	few	choose	to	
do	something	about	it.	An	added	aspect	to	this	is	that	a	considerable	percentage	of	the	
population	still	remember	the	society	before	the	war	and	know	that	what	we	have	today	
does	not	have	to	be	like	this,	because	once	they	lived	something	different.		
	
But	when	discussing	the	past,	when	we	are	nostalgic	about	the	society	before	the	war,	we	
should	be	aware	that	the	socialist	system	was	also	very	militarized.	Military	service	was	
one	of	the	examples.	In	Former	Yugoslavia	campaigns	promoting	the	army	occurred	on	
regular	basis,	and	the	army	itself	was	extremely	popular.	It	seems	as	if	the	countries	in	
the	region,	after	the	dissolution	of	the	SFRY,	have	taken	over	the	mentality	of	weapons,	
the	mentality	of	guns	–	as	the	one	thing	everybody	thought	to	have	been	the	most	valuable	
from	that	society.	For	example,	in	a	TV	programme	poll	from	couple	of	years	ago	when	
asked	about	the	military	service	most	of	the	respondent	answered	that	it	was	great,	and	
would	like	to	have	it	again,	and	what	they	missed	about	it	was	the	discipline.	There	is	also	
of	 course	 aspect	 of	 economic	 gain,	 both	 in	 the	 Former	 Yugoslavia	 as	 well	 as	 today.	
Attending	military	schools	and	becoming	a	professional	solider	was	tied	to	benefits	such	
as	housing,	pensions	etc.				
	
Military	and	the	arms	trade	-	If	we	compare	the	size	of	the	army	of	BiH	it	is	nothing	like	
the	 size	 of	 the	 army	 of	 the	 former	 Yugoslavia.	 BiH	 army	 today	 consists	 of	 the	 three	
integrated	armies	but	what	must	be	taken	into	account	are	the	sizes	of	police	forces,	that	
are	still	divided	along	the	entity	lines,	as	well	as	private	security	companies.	For	example,	
in	 the	Federation	of	BiH	 there	are	7,000	soldiers	posted	while	 the	police	 force	counts	
11,000	men.	In	Republika	Srpska	there	are	3,500	soldiers	and	7,000	police	men	(source:	
Jutarnji	list1).	Something	that	is	not	talked	about	so	much	is	the	arms	trade.	This	country	
still	produces	small	arms	and	exports	both	small	arms	and	the	arms	used	during	the	war.	
Armed	victories	of	 this	or	 that	army	 in	BiH,	but	 in	 the	 region	as	well,	 is	 considered	a	
matter	of	national	pride	as	well	as	the	fact	that	we	export	weapons	to	other	countries.	
Recently	 the	 Guardian	 published	 an	 article	 claiming	 that	 Eastern	 European	 countries	
have	approved	the	discreet	sale	of	more	than	€1bn	of	weapons	in	the	past	four	years	to	
Middle	Eastern	countries	that	are	known	to	ship	arms	to	Syria.	The	striking	thing	is	that,	
according	to	the	article	in	the	past	the	region	had	no	track	record	of	buying	from	these	
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sredisnje-vlasti-mogle-zaustaviti-dodika-i-sto-kada-bi-se-u-umijesala-srbija/4793978/		



countries,	while	the	sales	has	now	escalated,	with	some	of	the	biggest	deals	approved	in	
2015	(source:	The	Guardian2).	
			
Attention	must	be	paid	to	private	groups	and	corporations.	In	Bosnia	and	Herzegovina	
we	must	look	at	militarized	private	groups	such	as	private	security	companies,	more	than	
at	the	Ministry	of	Defence.			
	
Militarizing	elections	-	A	common	tactic	around	elections	is	also	to	engineer	a	crisis	of	
some	sort.	By	using	the	narrative	that	 the	society	 is	very	 fragile,	and	 just	about	to	 fall	
apart,	has	been	a	very	powerful	mechanism.	In	general,	the	memory	of	war	is	still	very	
vivid	and	the	Bosnians	are	afraid	of	going	back	to	war	situation.	So	everybody	votes	for	
“their”	politicians.		This	means	that	the	very	practice	of	elections	drives	these	militarizing	
practices.	The	civil	elections	are	always	held	up	as	evidence	that	a	country	is	moving	away	
from	militarism.	 But	 in	 fact	 the	 very	 practice	 of	 elections,	 if	 you	 have	 ethno-national	
parties	who	have	close	relationship	with	a	particular	religion	or	ethnic	identity,	drives	
the	militarization.	So	the	electoral	practices	must	be	carefully	examined.			
	
Militarizing	 public	 protests	 and	 cross-entity	 solidarity	 -	 In	 2014	BiH	witnessed	 a	
beginnings	of	social	uprising.	For	couple	of	weeks,	people	were	protesting	in	some	of	the	
cities	of	the	Federation	of	Bosnia	and	Herzegovina	(FBiH).	In	the	meantime,	the	political	
leadership	 of	 Republika	 Srpska	made	 sure	 that	 there	was	 no	 spill-over	 effect	 to	 that	
entity,	by	putting	weapons	on	 the	entity	boarder	and	claiming	 that	 the	ongoing	social	
protests	were	 nothing	 else	 but	 an	 attempt	 by	Bosniacs	 to	 “invade”	Republika	 Srpska.	
Although	most	of	the	people	could	see	beyond	that	type	of	propaganda	it	was	still	very	
effective	 against	 any	 potential	 groups	 that	 would	 consider	 joining,	 as	 they	 would	 be	
singled	 out	 as	 traitors.	 At	 one	 of	 the	 press	 conferences	 held	 in	 RS	 during	 the	 social	
protests	the	prime	minister	at	the	time	–	Dodik	–	brought	with	him	the	president	of	the	
association	of	the	war	veterans	claiming	that	there	were	busses	of	soldiers	from	FBiH	just	
waiting	to	invade	RS.	It	was	a	very	clear	message.	The	floods	were	also	a	situation	when	
people	 joined	 around	 solidarity	 with	 each	 other.	 But	 the	 cross-entity	 solidarity	 was	
subsequently	 punished.	 Social	 protests	 taking	 place,	 although	 violent,	 showed	us	 that	
organized	resistance	is	possible.	Violent	protests	are	not	the	answer	but	since	the	whole	
system	is	so	bizarrely	violent	it	is	expected	that	some	kind	of	violence	will	be	born	out	of	
it.		
	
Militarization	through	silence	-	The	role	of	the	international	actors	in	the	continuation	
of	 the	 militarization	 of	 the	 society	 cannot	 be	 ignored,	 from	 their	 instrumental	
participation	 in	 drafting	 of	 the	 Dayton	 Peace	 Agreement	 to	 individual	 and	 collective	
interventions	with	respect	to	post-conflict	reconstructions.	The	role	of	the	international	
community	and	the	international	funding	institutions	cannot	be	ignored.	We	must	look	
at	 how	 things	 were	 and	 are	 being	 done	 with	 respect	 to	 economic	 reforms	 and	 why	
economic	reforms	(of	neoliberal	nature)	were	given	prominence	over	political	reforms	
that	would	help	to	crack	the	ethno-national	stronghold	on	the	country.	The	relationship	
between	political	and	economic	reforms,	and	decisions	not	to	deal	with	the	war	through	
adjudicating	 problems	 arising	 from	 the	war,	 are	 very	much	 affecting	 the	 level	 of	 the	
militarization	 of	 this	 society.	 For	 example,	 the	 reform	agenda,	 as	 agreed	between	 the	
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governments	of	BiH	and	World	Bank	and	IMF,	 is	completely	blind	for	the	war	and	the	
effects	of	the	war	on	the	Bosnian	society.	The	agenda	is	also	blind	for	any	gendered	effects	
its	 interventions	might	have	on	 the	 lives	of	women	and	men.	By	not	dealing	with	 the	
needs	of	civilian	victims	of	war	and	war	veterans	through	proposed	economic	reform,	we	
are	furthering	the	militarization	of	this	society.	The	line	of	impoverished	and	dissatisfied	
people,	clinging	to	their	ethno-national	political	elites,	will	grow.	With	the	creation	of	new	
countries,	we	have	witnessed	 a	 lot	 of	 so	 called	 transitional	 interventions,	which	have	
made	a	cut	with	the	societies	prior	to	the	war.	In	some	segments	the	interventions	have	
started	completely	from	the	scratch,	going	in	completely	different	directions	as	opposed	
to	what	used	to	exist,	for	example	we	have	gotten	completely	different	political	economic,	
legal	framework	etc.	The	fact	is	that	significant	number	of	factories	and	industries	were	
not	destroyed	by	the	war	but	by	the	process	of	privatisation.	And	we	are	quite	about	this.		
	
We	also	tend	to	look	at	the	international	community	as	something	that	is	homogenous	
but	 it	 is	not.	We	have	 the	“international	community”	 (Peace	 implementation	council	–	
PIC)	as	defined	by	the	DPA	consisting	of	different	foreign	countries	that	are	guarantors	
of	the	DPA	and	our	Constitution.	PIC	still	has	the	greatest	power	here	but	it	is	not	using	
it.	But	we	also	have	different	money	coming	in	under	the	pretence	of	investment	money.	
Apart	from	the	continues	influences	from	Serbia	and	Croatia,	the	political	and	economic	
influences	from	Turkey,	Russia,	and	Saudi	Arabia	are	becoming	more	and	more	visible.	
In	Republika	Srpska	there	are	now	two	mother	lands	-	Serbia	and	Russia,	while	in	the	
Federation	of	BiH	Turkey	is	emerging	as	the	“motherland”	for	Bosniacs.	With	respect	to	
parts	 with	 Croatian	 majority,	 apart	 from	 new	 sorts	 of	 public	 tendency	 of	 revival	 of	
Herceg-Bosna,	the	motherland	is	at	the	moment	only	Croatia,	but	there	are	also	Demo-
Christian	ties	to	Germany.		Most	of	the	foreign	influence	comes	with	the	money,	so	the	
resistance	 towards	 it	 from	 the	politicians	 is	non-existent.	The	money	goes	 into	 roads,	
media,	private	schools,	telecommunications,	natural	resources,	pockets	of	the	politicians,	
everywhere	etc.		We	must	also	ask	ourselves	how	influential	are	these	external	actors	in	
the	 local	 communities?	There	 is	 very	 little	known	or	 researched	about	how	countries	
such	as	Turkey	influence	the	local	community,	the	little	municipality	destroyed	by	war	
that	nobody	cares	for	any	more.	There	is	a	significant	amount	of	money	invested	outside	
of	the	media	focus.		
			
To	silence	the	effects	of	war	is	not	a	new	strategy	from	EU	in	the	region.	For	example,	
when	 Croatia	 was	 going	 through	 its	 EU	 pre-accession	 process	 there	 was	 not	 much	
mentioning	of	Croatia	needing	to	deal	with	the	war.	What	seemed	to	be	the	underlying	
idea	was	that	once	Croatia	became	a	member	of	the	“democratic”	EU	family	it	would	all	
resolve	itself.	And	what	we	are	seeing	in	Croatia	is	the	exact	opposite	and	a	very	fast	rise	
of	fascism.	A	major	problem	with	international	community	is	that	they	are	talking	only	to	
the	political	elites,	and	all	of	their	interventions	are	also	done	through	political	elites,	and	
sometimes	through	the	institutions.	And	the	political	elites	and	the	institutions	are	the	
main	agents	of	 the	militarization.	 So	 they	are	 contributing	 to	 the	militarization	of	 the	
society	and	they	do	not	have	any	insight	into	what	is	happening	at	the	level	of	ordinary	
people	and	society.	They	are	part	of	the	problem	and	not	a	solution.		
	 	



	
The	way	militarization	works	in	BiH	is	both	very	blatant	and	very	heavy	
handed.	It	does	not	look	immediately	like	militarization,	but	it	looks	like	
what	 the	 foundation	of	 the	militarization	always	 looks	 like	 -	which	 is	
ideas.		
	
Bosnia	 and	 Herzegovina	 finds	 itself	 in	 a	 process	 of	 continues	
militarization	for	the	last	20-30	years.	It	has	become	so	normalized	and	
internalized	that	there	is	no	clear	distinction	between	war	and	peace,	
military	and	civilian.	In	addition,	there	are	certain	specificities	related	
to	 Bosnia,	 such	 as	 the	 three	 ethno-national	 ideologies	 supported	 by	
clerics,	that	in	their	distinct	way	extend	war-related,	war-preparatory,	
and	 war-based	meanings	 in	 social,	 political	 and	 economic	 life	 of	 the	
country,	 targeting	 “their”	 specific	 communities.	 The	 end	 result	 is	 the	
overall	 militarization	 of	 the	 society,	 but	 packed	 and	 messaged	 in	
different	“appropriate”	ways	for	respective	communities.		
	
Nationalism	 and	 fascism	 are	 being	 further	 normalized	 through	
rehabilitation	of	convicted	war	criminals	from	World	War	II,	celebration	
of	war	criminals	from	the	wars	in	the	90’s	as	heroes,	offering	ministerial	
position	to	people	with	openly	fascist	sentiments,	opening	up	the	public	
space	for	right-wing	artists	etc.	Even	if	this	process	has	been	happening	
continuously	since	the	1990’s	the	sense	is	that	the	right-wing	ideologies	
and	 ideas	 are	 becoming	 less	 and	 less	 contested,	 and	more	 and	more	
accepted.	There	is	a	sense	that	the	citizens	of	BiH	have	given	up	totally	
and	that	the	ethno-national	elites	can	do	whatever	they	want.	Reactions,	
if	any,	are	scattered,	disillusioned	and	divided.	
	
Because	the	formal	demilitarization	process	in	BiH	was	part	of	the	peace	
agreement,	the	mainstream	perception	is	that	we	live	in	a	demilitarized	
society.	The	fact	that	BiH	is	considered	a	post-war	society	and	that	the	
military	 budget	 of	 the	 country	 is	 relatively	 small	 contributes	 to	 the	
perception	of	a	“demilitarized”	society	overshadowing	other	aspects	of	
militarization	that	are	more	about	values,	beliefs,	institutions,	practices,	
and	culture.		
	
What	is	sustaining	the	militarization	process	in	BiH	are	fears,	poverty,	
passivity	among	the	people,	aggressiveness	of	the	local	politicians,	and	
silence	and	inertness	of	the	international	actors	that	have	the	power	to	
change	the	situation	in	BiH.	The	participants	in	the	workshop	were	in	
the	agreement	that	“not	to	deal	with	the	war,	not	to	‘unpack’	the	war-
box	is	an	act	of	militarization	in	itself”.		
	
The	working	 of	 the	militarization	 can	 be	 found	 everywhere	 –	 in	 the	
schools,	 in	 the	health	 care,	 in	election	campaigns,	mainstream	media,	
local	businesses,	local	communities,	private	investors,	bilateral	donors	
and	so	forth.		
	
In	practical	terms	this	means	that:	
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Exposing	the	militarization	and	calling	it	for	what	it	is	must	be	done	all	
the	time	and	in	all	the	spaces.			We	need	to	be	able	to	name	the	workings	
of	militarization	for	what	they	are,	and	to	link	and	expose	the	different	
processes	 that	 the	 militarization	 is	 benefitting	 from.	 Our	 work	 and	
analysis	must	include	a	serious	look	into	the	forms	of	masculinities	and	
femininities	 that	 sustain	 the	 militarization,	 while	 simultaneously	
working	on	developing	our	own	de-militarized	models	of	 femininities	
and	masculinities	that	can	challenge	the	process	of	militarization.		
	
Our	 work	must	 be	 borne	 out	 of	 proper	 and	 clear	 analysis	 over	 the	
effects	of	militarization	and	the	effects	of	not	doing	anything	about	it.	
	
When	analysing	the	processes	in	the	society	we	must	move	away	from	
only	 looking	 at	 the	 war	 period	 and	 instead	 include	 institutions,	
practices,	 values	and	cultures	 that	extend	war	 related	and	war	based	
meanings	 into	social	and	political	 life	and	complement	 it	with	proper	
understandings	of	 the	workings	of	 the	political	 economy.	This	will	 ty	
together	 our	 work	 on	 economic	 and	 social	 rights,	 reparations	 and	
militarization	 into	an	understanding	about	how	we	can	 challenge	 the	
current	distribution	of	power	and	resources.	
	
The	 work	 at	 the	 local	 level	 (in	 our	 closest	 communities)	 is	 hugely	
important	because	 it	 is	when	we	work	with	 the	people	 that	we	get	 a	
sense	that	changes	are	possible,	as	opposed	to	when	we	try	to	engage	
with	the	government	structures	and	feel	powerless.		
	
Recognizing	the	importance	of	working	at	the	local	level	and	with	the	
people	in	our	immediate	surroundings	we	must	at	the	same	time	make	
sure	 that	 our	 local,	 country-wide,	 regional	 and	 global	work	 is	 linked	
together	and	strengthened	by	each	other.	
	
It	 is	 not	 enough	 to	 work	 on	 the	 local	 level	 only,	 because	 of	 the	
entrenched	ethno-national	system	in	BiH	and	because	BiH	is	not	isolated	
from	regional	and	global	developments.		We	must	explore	further	where	
are	the	spaces	where	we	could	and	should	cooperate	and	support	each	
other	(locally,	regionally	and	globally).		
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ó”Running	a	Solidarity	fund	(started	by	several	women	attending	the	workshop)	as	an	
attempt	to	work	against	the	‘silent	militarization’.	Sometimes	the	financial	support	that	
can	 be	 provided	 through	 the	 Fund	 is	 an	 ad	 hoc,	 short-term	 humanitarian	 assistance,	
sometimes	it	is	a	long	term	commitment	to	help	a	person	to	get	on	her	feet.	The	Fund	
targets	women,	more	 specifically	women	victims	of	wartime	violence.	The	Fund	 is	 an	
informal	fund,	and	is	basically	about	stepping	in	where	the	state	has	failed	to	live	up	to	
its	obligations	with	respect	to	addressing	the	immediate	needs	directly	caused	by	the	war	
or	different	process	after	the	war.	In	its	approach	the	Fund	tries	to	make	sure	that	what	
we	do	is	never	just	a	one-time	thing,	or	a	hand-out.	The	information	gathered	through	
conversations	 with	 women	 is,	 when	 appropriate	 and	 possible,	 used	 to	 influence	 the	
decision	makers	or	donors,	but	we	also	always	look	at	how	we	can	use	our	knowledge	for	
more	structural	change”.		
	
	
	
ó”Living	in	a	small	community	divided	between	Bosniacs	and	Croats,	it	is	very	difficult	
to	 find	a	middle	ground.	 I	have	worked	 in	 the	education	my	whole	 life,	and	because	 I	
needed	means	for	living	I	was	forced	to	continue	working	within	an	apartheid	system.	
But	I	decided	to	fight	that	system.	What	I	did	was	to	refuse	to	enter	the	school	through	
the	door	that	were	‘not	intended’	for	me.	So	they	tried	to	convince	me,	told	me	I	should	
use	the	‘other	door’.	Once	it	went	so	far	that	almost	a	violent	incident	broke	out.	After	that	
they	put	a	 lock	on	 that	door	so	 I	could	not	use	 it	anymore.	So	 I	decided	 then	 to	enter	
through	the	main	door,	go	through	the	‘Croatian	part	of	the	school’	and	then	use	the	steps	
that	were	 ‘forbidden’	 for	everybody.	That	was	my	daily	routine.	At	 first	my	colleagues	
were	telling	me	that	I	would	be	attacked,	but	eventually	some	of	them	joined	me.	Then	
the	students	started	thinking	–	‘if	she	can,	why	can’t	we?’.	So	that	remained	as	a	tradition	
until	today.	Although	I	have	been	retired	for	three	years	now	there	are	still	students	and	
teachers	that	‘break’	those	barriers	every	day,	and	walk	through	the	‘forbidden’	space’”.	
	
	
			
ó”In	Prijedor,	 the	most	useful	 thing	we	as	activists	can	do	on	the	political	 level	 is	 to	
create	resistance	towards	the	main	agents	of	militarization,	i.e.	government	institutions.	
For	example,	we	have	high	jacked”	a	World	War	II	memorialization	event	that	takes	place	
every	 year.	 Instead	 of	 commemorating	 the	 anti-fascist	 struggle	 the	 official	
commemoration	 is	 all	 about	 revising	 the	 history,	 so	 now	 instead	 we	 have	 fascist	
pretending	they	are	celebrating	anti-fascists.	A	group	of	activists	has	turned	up	at	their	
commemoration	and	started	singing	partisan	songs	as	a	way	of	reclaiming	the	WW	II	anti-
fascist	 struggle,	 which	 has	 caused	 complete	 confusion.	 These	 have	 been	 our	 acts	 of	
resistance,	and	we	pretend	that	we	are	not	afraid.	This	is	the	way	how	we	are	creating	

Examples	of	the	things	we	do	to	address	militarization…	
	



our	 own	 agenda.	 For	me	 the	 best	way	 to	 create	 our	 own	 agenda	 is	 through	practical	
actions”.		
	
	
	
ó”I	 live	 in	 Mostar,	 and	 my	 city	 is	 also	 divided.	 During	 the	 war	 we	 were	 forcefully	
displaced	from	one	part	of	the	city	to	another.	When	I	started	working	within	the	non-
governmental	sector	I	noticed	that	half	of	the	street	names	changed	after	the	war.	Half	of	
the	streets	were	named	after	fascists.	We	are	trying	to	do	something	about	it,	to	cover	the	
names	with	paint,	or	paint	over	with	new	names	because	we	are	facing	a	situation	where	
post-war	generations	are	only	familiar	with	the	fascists.	A	scary	thing	in	my	city	is	that	
we	have	not	had	elections	for	8	years,	and	after	these	upcoming	elections	it	will	be	12	
years.	Our	NGO	is	working	in	a	school	that	is	one	of	these	‘two	schools	under	one	roof’.	
Croat	children	go	 in	one	shift,	and	Bosniac	 in	another.	There	 is	one	hour	between	the	
shifts.	As	a	student	of	this	school	you	cannot	wait	for	one	hour	to	meet	the	‘others’.	For	a	
long	time,	the	police	were	posted	in	front	of	the	school	because	they	were	thinking	that	
there	would	be	incidents.	When	we	started	our	programme	in	the	school	for	the	first	time	
students	were	able	to	meet	each	other.	We	have	Croat	kids	going	to	see	the	Old	Bridge,	
and	Bosniac	visiting	the	Croat	‘side’	of	the	city.	Some	call	us	a	sect,	or	have	different	names	
for	us,	but	for	sure,	we	are	changing	the	way	how	the	youth	is	thinking	about	their	lives,	
and	 how	 they	 are	 planning	 their	 life.	 What	 is	 a	 good	 thing	 now	 is	 that	 we	 have	
accreditation	from	the	Cantonal	Ministry	of	Education	so	all	the	doors	are	now	open	to	
us.	We	also	do	peer	education.	We	have	been	working	for	almost	10	years	and	are	well	
recognized	within	the	community,	especially	with	our	name	‘Budi	muško’	(Be	a	Man).			
	
	
	
ó	“I	am	sometimes	lecturing	at	the	university,	but	also	for	some	NGOs,	about	the	politics	
of	war	memories,	 and	how	 to	 recognize	 the	dominant	narrative	 about	 the	war	 in	 the	
society,	and	how	one’s	personal	narrative,	or	your	family	narrative,	corresponds	to	that	
and	what	are	the	alternatives	for	change.	It	seems	to	me	that	it	would	be	much	needed	to	
start	collecting	and	publishing	veteran	narratives	about	the	war,	but	not	does	that	are	the	
heroic	ones.	Last	month	a	former	veteran	wrote	in	a	blog	about	what	war	really	is	from	a	
perspective	 of	 an	 ordinary	 soldier.	 The	 writing	 was	 sort	 of	 a	 response	 to	 the	 pre-
referendum	campaign	 and	 the	discourse	 that	 came	out	 of	 it.	 That	discourse	was	 very	
much	about	a	new	war,	and	readiness	to	go	to	war,	it	was	about	a	narrative	of	danger.	
The	blog	was	really	powerful	because	it	was	an	honest	“warning”	about	what	war	really	
is	–	it	is	not	a	heroic	story	but	a	story	about	fear,	the	cold,	the	hunger,	about	seeing	death	
on	daily	basis	and	so	forth.	I	have	done	research	with	both	women	and	men	about	the	
war	and	from	most	of	them	I	would	get	more	general	accounts.	So	these	kind	of	honest	
narratives	are	not	present	in	the	discourse.	We	must	also	make	sure	that	facts	about	the	
pre-war	and	post-war	situation	are	disclosed	–	our	problems	are	tied	together	but	we	
continue	to	have	this	division	between	‘before	the	war’	and	‘after	the	war’.	We	need	to	
publish	figures	about	that.	I	am	quite	sure	that	journalists	have	by	now	disclosed	some	
figures	about	that.	It	would	be	good	to	put	it	together	and	find	a	way	to	promote	those	
figures.	Significant	part	of	research	has	been	done	by	the	media.	It	is	important	to	go	back	
to	that	and	promote	that	work.	Maybe	to	repack	it.	 I	am	particularly	talking	about	the	
costs	 of	 the	 post-war	 period,	 the	 robberies,	 the	 privatisation.	 The	 second	 thing	 is	



something	 that	 I	 think	about	 is	 the	 issue	 around	who	has	 the	power	 to	 authorise	 the	
change.	What	is	the	profile	of	the	person	for	whom	it	is	easier	to	‘authorise’	the	change?		
I	do	not	want	to	undermine	what	we	are	doing,	and	I	think	that	women	are	an	important	
part	of	that,	but	in	these	kind	of	activities	it	is	very	important	to	create	broad	coalitions	
and	cooperation	even	with	men	who	are	soldiers”.		
	
	
	
ó	“I	have	been	a	journalist	since	1994,	and	I	started	working	because	I	did	not	trust	the	
local	media.	For	me	the	biggest	problem	here	is	the	apathy	we	have	here.	People	have	
given	up.	And	if	you	try	to	wake	them	up,	they	will	blame	you,	because	you	are	trying	to	
wake	them	up	from	this	comfortable	space.	The	journalist	who	wrote	about	politicians	
were	targeted,	and	we	are	now	without	jobs.	Nobody	is	taking	stance	for	that,	everybody	
is	ignoring	it.	The	media	is	almost	dead.	It	is	really	hard	to	publish	anything	that	is	against	
the	current	system.	The	journalists	are	becoming	more	and	more	afraid.	Self-censorship	
is	present	everywhere.	I	think	it	is	going	to	get	even	worse.	It	will	be	getting	works	as	
long	as	we	stay	quiet.	And	we	can	no	longer	claim	that	people	are	not	informed.	People	
read	mainstream	media,	they	get	their	information,	but	they	do	not	react”.	
	
	
	
“Personal	sense	of	isolation	is	the	grease	on	the	slide	towards	authoritarianism	and	
ethno-national	militarism.	The	more	isolated	people	feel	the	more	they	think	that	

whatever	they	do	does	not	matter.	The	more	people	think	like	that	the	more	you	have	to	
share.	It	is	brave,	and	it	is	really	politically	important”	

–	Cynthia	Enloe.	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


