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This book identifies and examines nationalist strategies of Bosniak nation-building used in 

the period 1995-2015 by the representatives of the Bosniak nationalist camp – centred 

around the dominant political parties, the politically involved members of the Islamic 

Community, and the former army offcers/war veterans – in memory politics pertaining to 

three key events from the last armed conflict in Bosnia and Herzegovina (1992-1995): the 

Srebrenica massacre, the Siege of Sarajevo, and the Battles over Mostar.  

  

The book is divided into five chapters. The 

first one presents the theoretical 
approach: a processual-relational 

perspective rooted in moderately 

constructivist post-Weberian sociology, 
which brings into the fore two concepts: 

state (as a political field) and nationalism 
(as a twofold ideology), and which 

considers as secondary to the analysis 

two other concepts: nation and ethnicity.  
The second chapter provides an 

interpretation of the historical process of 
emergence of Bosniak nationalism and 

covers the period from the second half of 

the 19th  century to the early 1990s. It 
shows how Bosniak nationalism emerged 

at the intersection of two mutually 
exclusive logics of the political field of 

Bosnia and Herzegovina, each of which dominated the field in a different historical period, and 

how at the beginning of the 1990s Bosniak nationalists consolidated both these logics within 
one operative ideology.  

The third chapter identifies two main Bosniak strategies of nation-building after 1995, 
i.e. the consolidating-antagonizing strategy and the cooperative strategy, each of which reflected 

a different logic of the political field. Next, the chapter reconstructs the general dynamics of 

these two strategies in the context of the wider dynamics of the post-war political field of Bosnia 



in Herzegovina (1995-2015), thus providing the framework for analyses in the following 

chapters. The chapter discusses key factors that had an impact on shaping these dynamics, and 
indicates three main turning points of major significance for the configuration of political forces in 

the whole field as well as inside the Bosniak camp. 
The fourth and fifth chapters show how two main Bosniak nationalist strategies of 

nation-building structured Bosniak national memory of the last war into several interpretative 

variants which problematized in different ways two issues that are fundamental for any 
nationalism, including the Bosniak one: the issue of cultural criteria of belonging to the (Bosniak) 

nation and the issue of the relationship between the (Bosniak) nation and the state (Bosnia and 

Herzegovina). The dynamics of both strategies was presented on the basis of a systematic 

discourse analysis of the material available in mainstream Bosniak nationalist printed 

media: Ljiljan (1995-2005), Dnevni Avaz (1995-2015), and Preporod (1995-2015). On the one 
hand, the chapters illustrate how the radical wing of Bosniak nationalist camp used the 

consolidating-antagonizing strategy to develop two vision(s) of the Bosniak nation as either a 
community founded on the religious criterion of national identification and predisposed to strong 

Bosniak domination in Bosnia and Herzegovina (the Srebrenica variant), or a community founded 

on the civilizational criterion of national identification and predisposed to moderate domination 
in Bosnia (the Ottoman variant).  

On the other hand, the chapters show how the moderate Bosniak nationalists used the 
cooperative strategy that gave up the issue of cultural criteria of nation-belonging and focused 

on indicating that the Bosniak nation had the right of ownership of the state to the same extent 

as the other two nations of Bosnia and Herzegovina, although for other reasons (the Post-
Yugoslav variant and the Total reconciliation variant). Furthermore, both chapters show the 

dynamics of complicated relationships between these two Bosniak nationalist milieus and their 
strategies at certain stages of the period: they sometimes co-existed side by side, sometimes 

complemented each other, and in yet other circumstances turned against each other. Finally, the 

chapters illustrate how (and discuss why) the Bosniak radical wing, which promoted the 
consolidating-antagonizing strategy, prevailed over the moderates after 2006 and, until 2012, 

established the dominance of the Srebrenica variant in Bosniak memory politics.


