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Since the end of the wa r, Bosnia and Herze g ov i n a
(B&H) has been living in a state of permanent
p re s e n t , with no future and no past. The past,
w h i ch could serve as the key re f e rence in con-
struction of its own B&H identity, was fo rc e f u l ly
expelled from the public discourse in B&H by the
l ogic of the so-called peace process (imposed by
the so-called international commu n i t y ) ,c l a i m i n g
that any re f e rence to the past inev i t ab ly leads to a
n ew wa r. This kind of mechanistic re a s o n i n g
starts from the (false) assumption that the out-
b reak of the 1992-1995 war was the result of per-
petuation of 'ancient hatre d s ' , of 'continu o u s
repetition of the past in the Balkans', of 'reve n g e
for WW II' and 'revenge for Ko s ovo ' ,e t c . , ra t h e r
than the result of efforts undertaken by interna-
tional playe rs and their Balkan cronies to impose
the model of ethnically pure nation-states acro s s
the Balkans.1 This kind of logic creates a funda-
mental practical problem—it eliminates any
p o t e n t i a l ly constructive analysis of the past,2 fo r
the purpose of maintaining an ab s o l u t e ly unpro-
d u c t ive s t atus quo, w h e reby the (artific i a l ly con-
structed) present remains totally c o n s e r v e d, t h u s
ove rs h a d owing any vision of the future . The log i c
of the so-called peace pro c e s s ,w h i ch imposes a
t a b o o not only on any re f e rence to the past but
also on consideration of any legal, p o l i t i c a l ,s o c i a l ,
or economic ch a n g e s ,w h i ch could tra n s form this
( p reset) present into a different future (with an
e q u a l ly false assumption that any change in the
D ayton set-up of B&H society inev i t ab ly leads to a
re n ewed confli c t ) , thus e l i m i n at e s the ve ry idea of
the future that might in any way be different fro m
this set pre s e n t . To consider this pro b l e m ,o n e
needs to identify certain political, s o c i a l , and eco-
nomic fo rces which articulate and realise their
own interests through such a conservation of the
p re s e n t .

Besides the international bure a u c ra cy — w h i ch
tries to present itself as an advocate of the inter-
ests of the so-called international commu n i t y3

a n d , quite log i c a l ly, finds justification for its ow n
existence in the Dayton model of a div i d e d
B & H4—the political fo rces interested in conserv-
ing the present and eliminating the future are the
ve ry same ones which at the Lisbon Conference in
1991 accepted, either implicitly or ex p l i c i t ly, t h e
idea of ethnically pure territories and the parti-
tion of B&H.

At the ve ry root of the concept of ethnically
p u re territories and e t h n o t e r r i t o r i a l i s at i o n5 lies the
idea of an ethnic gro u p ’s collective 'ow n e rs h i p '6

over an entire territory and its re s o u rc e s .7 O f
c o u rs e ,p ra c t i c a l ly, ow n e rship and control are
e s t ablished by indiv i d u a l ,p hysical entities (i.e.
political fo rces) which legitimise their position of
the de facto ow n e rs of territory and re s o u rces by
p resenting themselves as the sole, m o n o p o l i s t i c
re p re s e n t a t ives of 'national interests' (at the same
time excluding  all other potential contenders fo r
this form of ow n e rs h i p ) .

In the case of B&H, all the political fo rc e s

w h i ch accepted the principle of ethnic partition
(starting from the Lisbon Conference and ending
with the Dayton A greement) demonstrated at the
same time their ambitions towa rds individual ow n-
e rship over such ethnically constituted (i.e. b r u t a l-
ly 'cleansed') territories and their re s o u rc e s .
G iven the actual effects of wa r, ethnic cleansing
and (Washington and Dayton) peace agre e m e n t s
on the implementation of the concept of ethnoter-
ritorialisation of B&H, a logical conclusion may be
d rawn that the realisation of these fo rces’ ambi-
tions was in effect stro n g ly supported by these
m i l i t a ry and political pro c e s s e s . In practical terms
this means that during this period ow n e rship wa s
redistributed: until 1992 the territory of B&H and
its re s o u rces we re de jure owned by the citizens of
B & H8; they we re then partitioned and de jure
t ra n s f e r red into the ow n e rship of ethnic collectiv i-
t i e s , w h i ch led to the establishment to the de facto
ow n e rship over partitioned territories and
re s o u rces by individual political fo rces which
asserted themselves as the re p re s e n t a t ives of
these ethnic collectiv i t i e s . On one hand, t h i s
p rocess led to the establishment of these political
fo rces as e t h n o n ationalist owner- o l i g a r ch i e s.9 O n
the other hand, the process of ethnoterritorialisa-
tion and the subsequent tra n s formation of ow n e r-
ship led to the dissolution of the B&H d e m o s ( i . e .
the citize n ry of B&H), thus replacing re p re s e n t a-
t ive democra cy with o l i g a r chic ethnocra c y.
Th roughout this process of ethnoterritorialisation,
these political fo rces wo rked on the estab l i s h m e n t
of an ex c l u s ive oligarchic ethnocra cy, i . e . an oli-
g a rchic ow n e rship over ethnically constituted
(partitioned and 'cleansed') territories and their
re s o u rc e s . It is thus logical that they resist any
attempt to reconstitute the B&H demos and civ i c
d e m o c ra cy, as they natura l ly strive to conserve the
system of oligarchic ethnocra cy and their own eth-
nonationalistic oligarchic position. A c c o rd i n g ly,
both in form and in essence, these political fo rc e s
a re conserva t ive: publicly, their conservatism is
fo r m a l ly manifested in their re f e rence to the pro-
tection of 'national intere s t s ' ,' fa i t h ' , and 'tra d i-
tion'; pra c t i c a l ly, it is an effort to conserve the
existing system of ow n e rs h i p, w h i ch includes these
p u b l i c ly declared categories as the code for oli-
g a rchic ow n e rs h i p.

N a t u ra l ly, o l i g a rchic ow n e rship as a system is a
capitalist one; accord i n g ly, t ransition towa rds capi-
talism is a condition sine qua non for the estab l i s h-
ment of this type of ow n e rs h i p. H oweve r, this is a
case of a specific form of p re-modern proto-capital -
i s m, and these political fo rces are trying to pro-
mote it as the only possible form of capitalism. I n
this form of capitalism, the goal is to estab l i s h
monopolistic control over re s o u rces and their distri-
b u t i o n .1 0 H e n c e , m o n o p o ly over the distribution of
existing resources is the basic constituent principle
of this form of production-distribution re l a t i o n-
s h i p, w h i ch theory defines as rentier capitalism.
P roduction of new goods, their fre e - m a rket distrib-
u t i o n ,c o m p e t i t i o n ,i n i t i a t ive ,e n t re p re n e u rs h i p,

N o t e s

1 The idea of ethnic division of B&H and the cre-
ation of ethnically pure territories had been
presented by the so-called international com-
munity at the Lisbon Conference in 1992 (and
accepted as such by the future key instigators
of the conflict), long before the actual armed
conflict started. Much of the territorial acqui -
sitions and ethnic cleansing in the period 1992-
1995 was based on effecting the so-called
Lisbon borders, as proposed by the so-called
international community. Hence,the idea of
ethnic division and ethnic boundaries drawn on
the Lisbon map served as the generator of the
future armed conflict rather than as a solution
to an existing one.

2   In the case of B&H,the tradition of denying,
erasing or ignoring the past as a potential
source of B&H identity is somewhat older than
the presence of the so-called international
community in its territory: it dates back to the
age of nationalistic projects in the Balkans (in
the late 19th century). In that era (which was
to continue during the existence of the first
and second Yugoslavia) Serb and Croat nation-
alisms acted systematically in order to delegit-
imise the right of B&H to its own identity,
presenting it as 'the result of Ottoman con-
quest' or 'an artificial construct'. Given the
failure of all the attempts of the time to estab-
lish a B&H national identity, this discourse of
Serb-Croat nationalism dominated all others.
The inarticulate attempts to establish continu-
ity between the statehood of medieval Bosnia
and its present constitutional status were main-
ly reduced to proving continuity of the existing
religious groups (the concept of lineage
between the old Bosnian Church and the pre-
sent Muslim identity, and concepts which trans-
lated the presence of Orthodoxy and
Catholicism in the Bosnian territory into the
presence of respective Serbian and Croatian
statehood),thus practically accepting the logic
of Serb and Croat ethnoreligious nationalism.
The B&H identity was accordingly reduced to
the identity of just one of the religious groups
(Bosnian Muslims), which merely contributed
to Serb and Croat nationalist attempts to break
the B&H identity into a mechanical set of sev-
eral incompatible religious identities.
Throughout this process, the significance of
medieval Bosnian statehood for the legitima-
tion of statehood of modern-day B&H and for
its establishment as a nation-state,with a com-
mon B&H identity as the key constituating fac-
tor, was systematically ignored, and the
nationalised present was automatically project-
ed into religious past,with regular redesigning
of the past in accordance with the needs of the
present.

3. I will maintain the use of 'so-called' before the
phrase 'international community' specifically
because the interests of this bureaucracy are in
almost all instances presented as 'interests of
the international community'.

4 This bureaucracy was created as an ad hoc 'task
force' with the primary task of supervising the
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economic grow t h , industrial and social deve l o p-
m e n t , job cre a t i o n , and all that theory links with
the notion of e n t rep reneurial capitalism is thus
the a n t i p o d e to the system of monopolistic, d i s-
t r i b u t ive , rentier capitalism. In rentier capital-
ism's essence is the principle of distribution of
existing re s o u rces (and the ex t raction of capital
f rom them)  rather than the principle of cre a t i o n
of new re s o u rces; the principle of monopolistic
c o n t rol rather than fre e - m a rket competition; the
principle of stagnation rather than new initia-
t ive , grow t h , and development; the principle of
reduction of options rather than the principle of
c reation of new ones.1 1

Of cours e , it does not take an expert in eco-
nomics to understand that in the long run this
system has no real future .1 2 This is ex a c t ly the
point: rentier capitalism is the kind of system
that strives to eliminate the ve ry idea of future
and the ve ry idea of social and economic
dy n a m i s m . In its essence is the concept of s t at i c
c o n s e rvation of the pre s e n t ,w h i ch means elimi-
nation of the idea of future as a principally
dy n a m i c o n e , as well as elimination of any re l a t-
ed ideas of move m e n t ,i n i t i a t ive , ch a n g e , grow t h
or deve l o p m e n t . This fra m ewo rk has been
imposed on the post-Dayton Bosnia. It denies a
p r i o r i the possibility of any fundamental ch a n g e
and promotes only the conserved pre s e n t ,w h e re-
as any consideration of either past or future
remains prohibited under the threat of a new
wa r. It is thus easy to conclude that this env i ro n-
ment is the least favo u rable for ideas of re fo r m ,
i n i t i a t ive ,c o m p e t i t i o n , f ree marke t ,d eve l o p-
m e n t , or anything else related to the notion of
e n t re p reneurial capitalism. H oweve r, d o m e s t i c
ethnonational oligarchies are not the only con-
s e rve rs of such env i ro n m e n t — t h ey are joined by
the international bure a u c ra cy in ch a rge of 'parti-
tion-management': from the ve ry onset, t h e
p rocess of ethnoterritorialisation, or rather the
p rocess of ethnic partition, implied the estab l i s h-
ment of ethnonationalist oligarchic ow n e rs h i p
over territory and re s o u rces; its management
also implied control over its course and conserva-
tion of its principles as the only governing princi-
ples of the target B&H society.

This env i ronment engendered an entire re n-
tier c u l t u re, w h i ch identifies the ideal of indiv i d-
ual prosperity with the idea of indiv i d u a l
ow n e rship over re s o u rces and the idea of their
re n t i e r-type ex p l o i t a t i o n . In that contex t ,p ro s-
perity generated by expansion in pro d u c t i o n ,
s a l e s ,t rade or initiative is not even seen as desir-
able: the ideal is the self-perpetuating capital
g e n e rated by i n a c t i v i t y, rather than capital cre a t-
ed by production or tra d e . A specific problem in
B&H society is the wide presence of this ideal,
even in the social strata most affected by the
consequences of this type of socio-economic sys-
tem: para d ox i c a l ly, even in the widest social stra-
t a , the ideal of social and economic success is
i d e n t i fied with the ideal of rentier inactiv i t y. A t
the same time, anger and frustration over these
s t ra t a ’s social position in relation to those fo rc e s
that imposed their own control over the
re s o u rc e s ,d e nying access and ch a rging rent fo r
their usage, a re ,p a ra d ox i c a l ly, u s u a l ly dire c t e d
against examples of capitalist entre p re n e u rs h i p
(the so-called 'tycoons').

This double para d ox escapes ex p l a n a t i o n
based on any kind of rat i o n a l - ch o i c e t h e o ry. S t i l l ,
it can be explained by considering the afo re m e n-
tioned culture as part of the general culture in
B & H , whose elements of specific a l ly m o d e r n,
c ivic values failed to assert domination over ele-
ments of p re - m o d e r n, non-capitalist and pro t o -

capitalist va l u e s . One cannot re a l ly argue that
this culture is totally pre-modern and that it con-
tains no elements of civic va l u e s . H oweve r, t h e
p resence of various non-modern elements, s u ch
as the n e o - f e u d a l i s t ideal of rentier ex p l o i t a t i o n
of re s o u rces (and the subsequent respect for its
a g e n t s ) , the neo-tribalist ideal of ethnic territo-
r i e s , or the n e o - m e d i e va l i s t ideal of bringing re l i-
gious and secular powe rs tog e t h e r, indicates that
t ransition towa rds a modern, c ivic society in
B&H has never been completed. While socialism
did have ambitions towa rds modernity, i n s i s t i n g
on rapid modernisation, it nevertheless pro-
claimed its struggle against typically civic va l-
u e s . This pra c t i c a l ly meant an inconsistent
modernisation policy and selective promotion of
c ivic va l u e s , while maintaining many of the pre -
modern elements. B&H was thus re l a t ive ly fer-
tile ground for the rev ival of these non-modern,
i . e .n o n - c iv i c , va l u e s . Th e re fo re , the elements of
c ivic va l u e s — w h i ch include capitalist entre p re-
n e u rs h i p, p r ivate initiative ,a n d , ab ove all, i n t e r-
e s t - d r iven association—do not have the kind of
p rominent status they normally enjoy in mature
c ivic societies, constituted on the principle of the
so-called social contra c t.1 3

From the point of view of transition towa rds a
c ivic society, a particular problem in B&H is its
u n d e rd eveloped culture of i n t e re s t - d r i v e n a s s o c i a-
t i o n ,1 4 as opposed to the inflated culture of asso-
ciation driven by assumed affin i t y— e i t h e r
s p a c e - b a s e d (neighbourhood) or k i n s h i p - b a s e d
( real: fa m i ly; or imagined: ethnic, religious or
re g i o n a l ) . In the process of decomposition of
B&H society from 1990 onwa rd s ,t h e re has also
been a shift of focus within the culture of
assumed affin i t y - d r iven association, f rom re l a t ive
domination of association driven by space-based
a f finity to an almost absolute domination of
association driven by imagined kinship-based
a f fin i t y. This shift coincides with phy s i c a l
decomposition of the population: in addition to
ethnic cleansing and brutal ex p u l s i o n ,t h e re is
also intensified migration of rural populations to
urban centre s . This is leading to the stre n g t h e n-
ing of rural values in relation to urban ones—
this process includes the strengthening of the
principle of association driven by assumed affin i-
ty of imagined (and real) kinship, in relation to
the principle of association driven by space-
based assumed affin i t y. As it contains elements
of individual choice along with elements of auto-
m a t i c , assumed affin i t y, the principle of associa-
tion driven by space-based assumed affin i t y
(neighbourhood) normally serves (and may have
s e rved) as a proto-model for the inception and
d evelopment of the civic principle of association
d r iven by ra t i o n a l ly calculated, i n d ividual inter-
e s t s . It is there fo re logical that, as the principle
of association driven by assumed affinity of
imagined kinship (ethnicity and re l i g i o n )
becomes stronger and strengthens the pre s e n c e
of other rural va l u e s , B&H society becomes fur-
ther alienated from the desired civic model of
i n t e re s t - d r iven association.

In addition to the strengthening of non-mod-
ern n e o- f e u d a l i s t , n e o- t r i b a l i s t , and n e o- m e d i eva l-
ist elements, it is clear that the principles of
e n t re p reneurial and industrial capitalism, p r i n c i-
ples of constitution of a civic nation, and princi-
ples of secularism, a re far less present in B&H
t o d ay than they we re befo re 1990. Pa r t i c u l a rly
d evastating for civic values is the merger of
these processes into a single flow of 'original
a c c u mulation' of (rentier) capital in the hands of
t h ree ethnoreligious oligarchies—whose con-
stituent principle is a perve rse synthesis of inter-

process of partition of B&H. In that respect,cre-
ation of this structure started with the Brussels
Conference chaired by Lord Carrington (part of
which was the Lisbon Conference chaired by Jose
Cutillero); it acquired its present form with the
creation of OHR. Its activity could be best
described as 'partition-management'.

5   I use this term to denote the entire process which
started with drawing ethnic boundaries on maps
and ended with their effectuation on the ground
through the process of so-called ethnic cleansing
(which includes killing, expulsion and pressure for
the purpose of forceful relocation,all in order to
establish ethnic territories).

6 The principle of 'ownership' of a particular group
over the territory it inhabits and the resources
located in it is the principle that all nation-states
rest upon. Thus a nation may be defined as a col-
lectivity (irrespective of whether it was constitut -
ed on the ethnic or the civic principle) united by
the belief that it has a claim on the 'ownership'
over the territory it inhabits and its resources; in
this, the 'ownership' is realised by the establish-
ment of state administration over such territory.
Hence, a nation is a group which considers itself
the collective 'owner' of territory and resources,
which it attempts to control through a state appa-
ratus. In order to effectuate such control,the
nation must establish its own state and ensure its
recognition by other nation-states. The establish-
ment of a nation-state realises the principle of
'ownership' over territory and resources,i.e. the
principle of national self-determination 

7   By resources I mean all the goods subject to impo-
sition of ownership and monopolisation,and which
are subject to non-productive, i.e. rentier exploita-
tion. Therefore, resources may include various
objects used for extraction of capital—land, service-
corporations (telecommunication,power supply,
etc.),down to the actual population inhabiting a
particular territory.

8 De facto, control over territory and resources was
in the hands of bureaucracy constituted on the
principle of affiliation with the ruling political
(Communist) party. What defined B&H citizens as
the de facto B&H nation was the de jure ownership
over territory and resources, though not constitu-
tionally defined as such. In the Constitution of
the Socialist Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina,
B&H citizens did not have the status of sole 'own-
ers' of territory and resources; they shared this
position with ethnic groups ('constituent peo-
ples'). This ambiguity allowed for a later declara-
tion of ethnic groups as the practical de jure
owners of territory and resources acquired in the
process of 'ethnoterritorialisation' (de facto, terri-
tories and resources were acquired by the political
forces which adopted and implemented the
process of ethnoterritorialisation).

9 As shown in practice, these forces are not limited
to the three pronounced ethnonationalist parties
(SDS, HDZ and SDA); they include all those who
are attempting to assert themselves as,and those
who are, de facto owners and controllers of eth-
noterritorialised resources. In that sense, individ-
uals such as Ivanic and Dodik,as well as
Lagumdzija, contribute actively to the preserva-
tion of the system of oligarchic rentier ownership
over ethnoterritorialised resources. Sporadic
efforts of Stranka za BiH to revive industry and
production, as well as the role of the state, and to
strengthen entrepreneurship are an exception to
this concept, significant though insufficient.

10  The actual transition of B&H society, where the
model of rentier capitalism has been consistently
implemented,also acquired a specific form: priori-
ty has been given to the so called process of resti -
tution as opposed to classic privatisation. This is a
case of domination of the idea of distribution of
existing resources over the idea of creating new,
material and human, resources,aided by entrepre-
neurial privatisation. There is thus privatisation
and distribution of existing property for the pur-
pose of their rentier exploitation (restitution),
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instead of privatisation for the purpose of launch-
ing entrepreneurial initiatives in order to create
new value.

11 Reduction of accessible options is particularly
important in the process of establishing monopo-
listic control over existing resources, as well as in
the process of extraction of capital from the target
groups (which practically includes the entire pop-
ulation of the country, with the exception of eth-
nonationalist oligarchies themselves). Job
creation and new accessible options are thus in
direct opposition to the principles of rentier capi-
talism and monopolistic control over existing
resources (within which target groups of popula-
tion function as yet another resource serving the
purpose of extraction of capital), since they offer
choices and access to different goods, and create
an ambience conducive to business initiative and
competition.

12 Of course, this does not mean that the ethnona-
tionalist oligarchies are unaware of the long term
non-viability of their project of ethnoterritoriali-
sation and its disastrous consequences for the
society and the country on the whole.
Ethnonationalist oligarchies knowingly violate all
the rules of 'good household management' (which
is the original meaning of the word oeconomia)
over territory and resources,counting on their
short-lived yet more intense exploitation. This
philosophy is best reflected in the (by now infa-
mous) statement by one of the advocates of eth-
noterritorialisation: 'What you've grabbed is yours
to keep.'

13  Interest-driven association is the basis of the so-
called social contract. Contractual association on
the basis of well known and well articulated indi-
vidual interests is the conceptual basis for civic
society, just as much as the myth of the assumed,
assigned common origin is the conceptual basis
for an ethnic group. Starting from the definition
of ethnic group as a collectivity united by a myth
of common origin leading back to shared biologi -
cal ancestors,civic society may be defined as a
collectivity united by a myth that asserts that the
given society was established by means of inter-
est-driven association,i.e. social contract. In that
sense, even rational-choice theory starts from an
assumption that interest-driven association and
rational calculation of interests are the only legiti-
mate form of behaviour, which is,to an extent,
true for civic society. Still, this theory is hardly
applicable to behaviour in societies not dominated
by civic values.

14  This problem is usually referred to as 'underdevel-
oped civil society'.

15  All the 'cosa nostra' organisations function on the
same principle. In fact, the very principle of 'cosa
nostra' is, in fact, the principle of assumed inter -
est-driven affinity. Although it contains elements
of rational calculation of interests, association
based on assumed interest-driven affinity is the
total denial of any principle of individual choice
or individual articulation of interests. It
can not serve as a basis for a civic type
interest-driven association,not only as it
is a matter of assumed affinity (as the
case is with real or imagined kinship) but
also because the principle of assumed
interest leaves no room for individual
choice, definition or articulation of inter-
ests. Members of the collectivity consti-
tuted on the principle of assumed
interest, by definition, share the same
interests,and their individual interests
are understood to be nothing other than
identical to the interests of the collectivi -
ty.

16 In a society like this, an illusion of
dynamic movement is maintained by an
artificial public debate between leading
print media outlets (e.g. the permanent
latent conflict between Slobodna Bosna
and Avaz, Slobodna Bosna and Dani, etc.)
which pretend to represent mutually
opposed political forces (Slobodna Bosna-
SDP, Avaz-SDA, Dani-Stranka za BiH,
etc.). In reality, both the 'conflict' of
political parties and the permanent 'war'
of affiliated 'independent' media can
hardly serve any other purpose but to
maintain the said illusion and to further
deepen the paralysis of the society, by
creating artificial blocs through which
confrontation of real individuals perma-

nently takes place (a Hobbesian concept of 'war of
all against all'). Although these blocs may seem
to be the first sign of association based on individ-
ually chosen and articulated political interests,
the reality is that these interests are also automat-
ically assumed by the very alignment with one of
the blocs. Within the mechanism created by this
artificial public debate, failure to belong to one of
the blocs practically means an automatic affilia-
tion with the other, 'opposed' bloc.

17 In his 'Sociology after Bosnia and Kosovo', Keith
Doubt, an American sociologist, used the term
'sociocide' (i.e.the killing of a functioning society)
to denote the process the B&H society has been
exposed to since 1992. In light of the conse-
quences of total paralysis of B&H society as
described, and the de facto suspension of any func-
tions of B&H society as a society, the killing of
this particular society can be said to have been
successful.

18  The promotion network of the rentier-oligarchic
model functions on the principle of systematic
simulated permanent conflict between its publicly
visible branches (e.g. constant,simulated conflicts
between ethnonationalist parties and the affiliat -
ed media; constant,simulated conflicts between
them and the international bureaucracy, etc.—
which, in fact, structurally strengthen the position
of these elements as seemingly opposed). The simu-
lation of conflict is structurally preset, and any
individual deviation from the preset principle of
simulation of permanent conflict leads to weaken -
ing of the entire existing rentier-oligarchic model.
This deviation may be in the form of suspension of
the simulated conflict and creation of a framework
for true cooperation, as well as in the form of a
real, authentic conflict. In both cases, the conflict
simulation structure acts to block both options. At
the same time,one of this model’s protection
mechanisms is based on the principle of generation
of a latent authentic conflict among all other ele-
ments in society, thus further strengthening the
principle upon which the actual structure rests,
and at the same time weakening any other princi-
ples on which alternative socio-economic and
political models could function. A network for
promotion of alternative models (such as the indi-
vidual-entrepreneurial or liberal-democratic
model, or the state-industrial or social-democratic
model) would have to be organised on the basis of
totally different principles,such as the principle
of free market and ideological-political competi-
tion,or the principle of coordinated,state-man-
aged economic and political activity, etc.
Moreover, alternative structures would have to
contain separate mechanisms for prevention of
conflicts (as conflict is the dominant structural
principle of the existing rentier-oligarchic model)
and for promotion of free-market competition,or
of state-managed coordination.

e s t - d r iven and assumed affin i t y - d r iven associa-
t i o n , thus creating a unique principle of associ-
ation founded on assumed intere s t - d r i v e n
a f fin i t y.1 5 Of cours e , these oligarchies are prin-
c i p a l ly i n t e rest-driven groups, though constitut-
ed on the basis of assumed affin i t y. In them,
the existence of absolute identity between the
assumed ethnoreligious affinity and the
assumed oligarchic interests is equally
a s s u m e d . And this ve ry identity (assumed to
exist between oligarchic interests and ethnore-
ligious affinity) creates a conceptual fra m e-
wo rk which , in turn, assumes that any dev i a t i o n
f rom automatic fo l l owing of oligarchic intere s t s
is seen as treason of the constituent principles
of ethnoreligious affin i t y. O r, to use the
rhetoric commonly used in B&H, it is seen as
' b e t rayal of one's own kin' or 'betrayal of
national intere s t s ' .

In a society where the possibility of indiv i d-
ual choice and individual articulation of one’s
own interests is reduced to the lowest leve l ,
under threat of sanction for tre a s o n , and where
this state of affa i rs is 'carved in stone' by fa c t u-
al elimination of any notion of (different) past
and pre s e n t , the individual is deprived of any
f ree margin as well as of any possibility to
change this position. The result of this is a
sense of apathy and hopelessness, i . e . a sense
of impossibility of any influence over one’s ow n
fate or the fate of the society the indiv i d u a l
l ives in. All this leads to totally passive indiv i d-
u a l s , and that, fo l l owing the logic of re l a t i o n-
ship of the individual and the society he or she
l ives in, leads to a total para lysis of the soci-
e t y.1 6 In a para lysed society, the individual and
the society re a ch a point when the most basic
s u rv ival instinct begins to we a ken and when
g iving in to fate seems to be the only option
ava i l ab l e .1 7 In the spring of 2003, e l even ye a rs
after the beginning of the process of destruc-
tion of B&H society, this process seems to have
p roduced the desired re s u l t s .

Since this state of affa i rs acts as a mech a-
nism for perpetuation of existing re l a t i o n s ,
maintained by systematic, i n t e re s t - d r i v e n a c t iv i-
ty by both external (international bure a u c ra cy )
and internal fa c t o rs (ethnonationalist re n t i e r
o l i g a rch i e s ) ,t h e re is no possibility of ch a n g i n g
the basic function of the mechanism without
deconstructing it and, by that, without jeopar-
dising these fa c t o rs’ vital intere s t s . Since this
m e chanism also acts as a mechanism for pro-
tection of those vital intere s t s , it is highly
u n l i ke ly that these fa c t o rs would vo l u n t a r i ly
fo rego the mechanism and deconstruct it them-
s e l ve s . In this situation and given that these
ve ry fa c t o rs have , in the meantime, m a rg i n a l-
i zed all other potentially re l evant social, e c o-
nomic and political fo rc e s , an effective ch a n g e
of the existing relations would only be possible
t h rough systematic, s t ra t e g i c a l ly planned organ -
i s at i o n of the latter into a kind of intere s t - d r i-
ven network for mutual assistance and promotion
of alternative models of socio-economic re l at i o n s; a
less effective and less pro b able change wo u l d
be through the latter’s spontaneous organisat i o n.
As the former (including both internal and
external fa c t o rs) also function as an info r m a l ,
i n t e re s t - d r iven netwo rk for mutual assistance
and promotion of the re n t i e r- o l i g a rchic model,
an alternative model of socio-economic re l a-
tions can only be promoted through analog o u s
i n t e re s t - d r iven org a n i s a t i o n .1 8 Th i s ,h oweve r, i s
a separate issue requiring special elab o ra t i o n .


