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Distinguished Fellows of the Oxford Centre for Islamic Studies, esteemed academics and
researchers, friends and members of the Bosnian diaspora, dear guests,

This year we have been busy commemorating the 30 years of the Dayton Peace
Agreement.

A lot has been said these past couple of months on the provisions of Dayton, its
strengths and weaknesses.

But not often do we talk about what Bosnia and Herzegovina is beyond Dayton — that is:
what kind of society do we envision for the Bosnian state?

It is true — the signing of the General Framework Agreement brought peace to Bosnia
and Herzegovina after a three-and-a-half-year-long bloody war.

It is also true that the Dayton Peace Agreement reaffirmed the statehood and legal
continuity of Bosnia and Herzegovina.

But the Bosnian state and Bosnian statehood have not come as a result of Dayton. As a
matter of fact, state and statehood exist long before the Dayton Peace Agreement.

Bosnia and Herzegovina as a millennium old country has had its own political,
geographic, economic, demographic, cultural, religious and social characteristics that
make it unique in the Balkans.

In its lifetime, it has been one of the most stable states whose borders have been
defined by natural geographical shape on the European continent for centuries, making
it an intriguing space on the world political map.



Throughout history, Bosnia and Herzegovina has lain on the fault lines where great
empires clashed, from the Ottoman Empire to the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy to the
Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia.

While these epochs significantly shaped the social narrative of Bosnia and Herzegovina,
the country has managed to maintain its international borders and subjectivity in an
almost original form; as the Bosnian Kingdom in the Middle Ages, as Bosnia during the
Ottoman rule, as Corpus separatum during the Austro-Hungarian rule, and as one of six
equal republics within Yugoslavia.

On these fault lines between the East and West, Bosnia and Hercegovina survived
despite the historical continuity of manipulation of various historical and legal facts.

Sometimes from European actors, but mostly from neighbouring states, the
manipulation of historical facts came because of the goals to annex territories of Bosnia
and Herzegovina into their own states.

The Dayton agreement has introduced the Bosnian temporary constitutional framework,
that have to be improved enough to make sure these goals remain where they belong —
in history.

Unfortunately, that has not been the case, yet. Today if you open some of Bosnian daily
newspapers, TV programs, social network, you will see claims by nationalist actors that
Bosnia and Herzegovina is a construct, impossible to survive due to its ethnic differences
and diversity.

It is nothing new and that is a current perception of nationalist leaders in Bosnia and
Herzegovina.

Previous debate has tried to employ Samuel Huntington’s theory of Clash of Civilizations
as a justification for the impossibility of Bosnia and Herzegovina.

These arguments found roots in discussion about Yugoslavia, in which the diverse ethnic
groups and religions has been incompatible with each other, and as such, served as the
main argument for the dissolution of Yugoslavia and the wars that ensued in the region.

Fortunately, the arguments lacked substance then for the same reasons they lack
substance today.



Historic constants of Bosnian statehood through different periods testify to a diverse
environment of different religions and beliefs that coexisted in Bosnia and Herzegovina
for centuries in peace and harmony.

If we look at this in the post Dayton setup, misuse religious, ethnic and political division
has been a permanent tool of neighbouring countries to fuel crises in the region.

| would rather, today, offer a different understanding of our complex socio-historical
context.

From that worldview comes a different vision for Bosnia and Herzegovina.
Identity has always played an important role in the history of our country.
Bosnia and Herzegovina is, by its nature, a meeting place of civilizations.

For centuries, our mosques, churches, and synagogues stood side by side, not as
competing symbols, but as normal expressions of same faith on different way.

They are reminders that pluralism is not a modern political slogan imposed upon us, but
the inheritance of our history. Yet identity, when manipulated, can also become a source
of division.

Our challenge is to ensure that identity regains its rightful role as a bridge rather than a
boundary, a source of moral and cultural richness rather than a weapon in the hands of
politics.

This can only be done if we embrace a different paradigm of identity.

The idea that the most important title in a democracy is not a “president”, a “judge”, a
“minister” or a “party leader”, but that of a “citizen”.

| believe in that title as the centre of the Bosnian political system.
The question of human rights stands at the heart of Bosnia and Herzegovina’s future.

The European Court of Human Rights has reminded us, through repeated rulings, that no
peace agreement — however historic — can remain an excuse for structural inequality.

A democracy cannot prosper when entire groups of citizens are denied their political
rights just because of their ethnicity or their place of residence.



The post-Dayton structure has not made the necessary advances in improving human
rights, political equality of all citizens, and the establishment of a fairer political system.

These are not merely technical flaws in our constitutional order. They are profound
moral and civic challenges. They ask of us to accept a reality based on ethnic exclusivity
and tribal clans, rather than on equality of political citizenship.

Moving beyond Dayton does not mean discarding the achievements of the past.

It means completing its unfinished work. It means shaping a constitutional and political
system that reflects the society we aspire to be, not the divisions we inherited from
wartime realities.

Our path toward European integration is a crucial part of this transformation. The values
we seek to uphold — rule of law, human rights, equality, economic opportunity — cannot
be separated from going beyond Dayton.

As such, these are not foreign impositions. They are deeply aligned with the aspirations
of our citizens.

And for the many Bosnians living abroad, including those in this room, the Bosnian ideal
and the European norm is not theoretical.

Therefore, | see three main paths in the vision beyond Dayton for the Bosnian state.

The first is the unapologetic approach that the idea of civic-citizen oriented Bosnia and
Herzegovina is not a political, but rather a social process.

It will take time for this idea to be accepted.

But it remains, in my opinion, the only option that can discourage the shortcomings of
the current constitutional framework — rewarding the logic of ethnic politics,
degradation of democratic pluralism and avoiding civic equality with territorial control
and ethnic exclusivity.

Second, the Bosnian state is as strong as its security and defence capacity is.

Bosnia and Herzegovina, as United Kingdom, regardless of the fact they both are not
members of the EU, are an integral part of the European security structure.

Any endangerment of BiH in that interregnum means endangerment of Europe.



Great Britain has always had a sensibility for such events; the profound ability to
recognize these dangers.

The history of relations between the United Kingdom and our country remembers
cooperation within the anti-fascist coalition during World War Il.

Even then, the United Kingdom recognized and provided military and political assistance
to those forces in our country that fought for civilizational values based on a democracy.

More so, what awaits us in the future concerns us.

We cannot stay blind on the possible Ukrainian collapse that could translate in Russian
breach into Central and Eastern Europe, which undoubtedly puts the European
continent at peril.

Third, the adoption of the idea of a platform of meritocracy — or, in simpler terms, rule of
knowledge.

If we are to prosper beyond Dayton, our society has to adopt the principle that in
addition to being a citizen of our country, you can make your contribution to the general
betterment of the country beyond party structures, party booklets and the need for
party affiliation.

We secure the future of our children if we prove to them that they can achieve a
dignified standard of life without the need for nepotism.

The only thing they need is to be honest, fair and educated people who can do their job.

Bosnia and Herzegovina’s future will depend not only on constitutional reform, security,
and economic development, but on the intellectual and moral maturity of its society.

The principles we teach our youth, the lessons we draw from history, and the values we
embody and then promote in public life will ultimately determine whether the beyond
Dayton path will lead us toward a stable, inclusive, and self-confident democracy
capable of standing on its own.

Institutions like Oxford play a unique role in this endeavour. Much of the work in
instilling these principles happens in classrooms, research centres, and intellectual
communities.



And for the Bosnian youth, it is reflected in the societies where you work, study, and
contribute.

Your successes abroad remind us of the potential that exists within Bosnia and
Herzegovina when opportunities are present and institutions are fair.

You remain a part of our national fabric, and your engagement is vital for shaping the
country we wish to build.

At this crossroads, we must be honest about the stakes.

The Dayton Agreement paved the way for the Bosnian state to develop according to the
post-war realities.

Today, those realities reflect a different choice before us.
The beyond Dayton crossroads is not an abstract political project.

It is a future shaped by a moral obligation — to our citizens and to the principles of
justice, equality, and human dignity.

Thank you!



