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l. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

The country oBosnia has suffered instability and violence for decades. However, the
history of the ethnic groups in Bosnia goes back for centuries. There have beesf brmgs
intermittent violenceyetit is still not stable.Much of this has to do with the three major ethnic
groups the Bosniaks, Serbs and Croats. These three main ethnic groups have their own
language and unique dialest They are able to communicatéh one anotherand all versions
of the languages are intelligible. The grotjase separatesligions, culturesand educational
institutions. They also havéheir own customs, courtesies, beliefs and values.

Inter-ethnic disparities during the time \8forld War Il contributed to the escalation of
hostilities and set the stage for current conflicBosniaks are predominately Sunni Islam, speak
Bosnian, and trace their roots to thd't&ntury. Serbs are predominately Christian (Serbian
Orthodox Churh), speak Serbian, and have extensive roots to the Slavs from as earl\B& 527
The Croats are primarily Catholic, speak Croatian, e roots from as early as 852 BC.
Though they all speak different languagésgy only differ faintly; the Serbian @roatian
language is slightly different in writing and grammar, and all are equatlgrstandablet is in
dialects where the differences.lie

The United States and NATO intervened in B
st at es 0 h guJietatorsroi uprabt them fropawer(Mackrell 1997). The other goal
was to stop the conflict and promote a peac&higrnate NATO is thought to have been
successful in its operations in Bosnia with the continuation of stability that it helpedifoster
region, preventing further conflict (Bennett, 22284). The Dayton Accords attempted to

establish peace with the hopes that the three ethnic groups could work togéiinealso



divided the country into federationshich werehe BosniakCroat feleration and the Republika
Srpska (the Serbs).

However, whileBosnhia ha®een split into federations (or regions) th&s mainly
resulted incontrolled segregation of the groupfie groups haveot integrated properly and
havestarted going through digiegration. Systems theory and other measures can be applied to
Bosnia toexplainthe probability as to whether or not the country can unite. Also the application
of several other theoriegith regards to conflictdemonstrat¢hat Bosnia meets the
characeristics of an intractable conflict. Even though major fighting has cetiselhck of
integration between all of the ethnic groups shows that there is still a conflict.

The Dayton Accords have successfully stopped a lot of the mainstream conflict and
fighting and have had some success at containing the disparities between the three major ethnic
groups. While there are many successes from the Dayton Actleedsaremany failures and
aspects of the Accords that have not resultexiting the stageof more catastrophic problems.
The Dayton Accords were successful as a-gegp, or emergency measure, but by no means did
they reintegrate the three ethnic group$ie two federations that were established Bbeniak
Croat federation and the Republika Srpska hmtentegrated well Not only have they failed to
integrate, they are going through disintegration as the Dayton Accords established a form of
controlled segregation.

This papewmill analyze the followingguestions: Havéhe Dayton Accords hedualto
bring about rantegration ohave theycaused irreversible disintegration of Bosnia? Also, will
the pressure from wanting to join the EU bring about more disintegration within Bosnia or cause
integration of théwo federationsThis paper will also show Bosnia meets the charactesistic

an intractable conflict It will also explore how meeting features of an intractable conflict may



contribute to the disintegration of the countihroughout this paper theockwood Analytical
Method of Prediction will used to predict the possible futures of the Serbians (Serbs), Croatians
(Croats) and Bosniaks in Bosnia.

II. LITERATURE REVIEW

Dayton Accords

The Dayton Accords established a framework for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina. The
General Framework Accord was that Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia and the Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia consented to completely respect the sovereign egalitarianisrh ottearcand to
settle differences by way of peaceful processes. The Dfyace] Accordvas negotiated in
Dayton, Ohio and consequentiyas named fothat reason. In March, 1994 the Federation of
Bosnia and Herzegovina was created. This is when Croatslaslims signed a peace accord.

This established only two parties still at war. The disagreement continued until the end of 1995.
On December 14, 1995, the accord was formally signed in Paris. This would be the end of the
three year war in Bosnidlerzegowna.

The foundation of the accord was that the Bosnia would continue a single state within its
existing borders; though it would consist of a Mus(roat federation and a Serb republic. An
additional facet to the accord was that there would be theutnstitof a rotating tripartite
presidency. The United States brokered the accords in Dayton to stop the war that had been
waging from 19921995. Much of the military and diplomatic efforts to ensure that there would
be an accord were led by the Unitedt&ta The United States had also been in charge of
numerous effogbehind NATO maintaining its command in Sarajevo. NATO is considered by
to have been successiith the prolongation of stabilityy Bosniathat it helped foster in the

region, as well agverting additional disagreememMillions of dollars in aid has been received



from the United States for rebuilding projects in Bosnia and Herzegovina (Department of State,
2009).

The backdrop of the three year war in Bogferzegovina had a lot to dath the riseto
power of Slobodan Milosevic in 1986. The unraveling of Yugoslavia was accelerated by
Mi |l osevicds climb to power. Much of the ethn
of Bosnia had to do with the welcoming of Serb nationalisrivibgsevic (Amnesty
International, 2006 & Department of State, 2009). June of 1991 marked the independence of
Yugoslavia by Slovenia and Croatiehen in September of that year Bosnian Serb Radovan
Karadzic's SDS declared four sphoclaimed "Serb Automoous Regions (SAO)" in Bosnia
(Department of State, 2009). Bosnian Serbs, in October, proclaimed the creation of the "Serbian
Republic of BosnidHerzegovina" which would have its individual constitution and
parliamentary assembly. Radovan Karadzic, indanof 1992, publicly proclaimed an
independent "Republic of the Serbian People in Belieizegovina," and then March 1, 1992,
the Bosnian government conducted a referendum on independence.

The Parliament of Bosnia affirmed the independence of the lieubApril 5, 1992.
Though, this movement was opposed by the legislative body of the Serbs, who had voted in their
own referendum in November 1991 in favor of continuing part of Yugoslavia. The Bosnians
Serbswith the support of Serbig@ame with an ared force in an effort to divide the republic
along the ethnic Ilines to create fAgreater Ser
Bosnia and Herzegovina by the United States and the majority of the European countries
occurred on April 7 thenn May 22, 1992 Bosnia and Herzegovina were allowed in the United

Nations (Department of State, 2009).



There were numerous horrific war crimes that occurred throughout this disagreement and
much genocide. The International Criminal Tribunal for thexferYugoslavia met in The
Hague in July of 1995 to indict the Bosni@erb separatist, political and military leaders
Radovan Karadzic and Ratko Mladic. The two former leaders faced charges ranging from crimes
against humanity and genocide and much offthto do with their involvement in the
Srebrenica massacre (Department of State, 2009).

The Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina (FBiH) and the Republika Srpska (RS) is
what constitutes Bosnia and Herzegovina. FBiH is principally Croat and BosniakhiRS is
principally SerbA decision was reached by the Constitutional Court of Bosnia and Herzegovina
in July of2000;the court rendered a decision by which they would recognize Bosniaks, the
Croats, and the Serbs as constituent people throughaetiitery of Bosnia and Herzegovina.

In March of 2002, this decision was recognized formally and settled by main the political parties
for both bodies. National elections of the two entities occurred in October of 2006 allowing
them to choose new membe@fsthe presidency of the state; governments of the two enaties

the cantonal parliamen{Pepartment of State, 2009).

The nationalist parties that dominated throughout wartigieS, HDZ, and SDA were
defeatechnd lostmanyseats to SNSD, SBiH, and HBEI®90;though these parties trusted
messages of ethnic basis to heavily appeal to the voters. A coalition of-fretses has formed
a national government and the following national elections will be in October of 2010. In
October of 2008, Bosnia and the Herzegovina celebrated the municipal elections where they
directly chose the mayors and the members of municipal and cantonal assembly in all the
municipalities with the exception of the district of Mostar and Bitke Daybn Accords have

the international community maintaining high levels of civilian and the military presence in



Bosnia and the Herzegovina BiH. A position that the Dayton accords created was the High
Representative which was an international civil employdle thie supervision of the putting in
practice of the civil aspects in the accord.

NATO deployed a force to put into practice the peace accords consisting of 60,000 troops
(IFOR) in December of 1995. They were to supervise the execution of the milpactas the
accord. A smaller force of the stabilization (SFOR) would take over for IFOR in 1996. SFOR
mission would end in December of 2004 then the European Union (EU) assumed the primary
responsibility of combat operations and stabilization. About®@ifiibps from the EU troops
continue in Bosnia and NATO maintains a small operational headquarters with the responsibility
to attend with defense reform efforts of against the people processed for the war crimes and
counterterrorism against the populacadéldler, 2004).

Facets of the Accords that worked

NATO is considered tdvave been successful in its operations in Bosnia with the
prolongation of stability that it has helped foster in the region, as welvegjng additional
disagreemeniMackrell, 199). The execution of the military aspects of the accords with regards
to meeting the deadlines and without principal occurrences met part of the accord from the
accord. The strong NATO force of 60,000 (IFOR) deployed in December 1995 that supervised
with the ceasdire, stabilized the old lines of face along a zone of separation dividing the RS and
the federation of Mosler@roat, and them weapons of troop and doors contained in a corral in
sectors indicated of quartering.

IFOR and its successor, SFOR catseated a blocked setting in which to put pursuant to
the civil aspects accords and to revitalize the economy (Hayes, 2004). The refugee return policy

and the partial political success of the Dayton Accords are revealed in the limited economic



developmat in Bosnialt seems clear that additiondgvelopment in creating a single market,
unifying the tax codes, encouraging free movement of goods and labor and attracting foreign
direct i nvestment are all ti edstuduretntoéatsefaccess
single state (Amnesty International, 2006).
Facets of the Accords that didn't work

There have been numerous failures from the Dayton Accords. While numerous factors of
the military agenda have worketie civilian side of the exetion at Dayton has ndteen
effective There are numerous reasons for this fajloue Professor Daalder points out four
maj or factors: (1) fTh-fre amoord that ldgitimizedthe essent i al
deployment of an international military force to monitor the cessation of hostilities and to
stabilize the)sebDaytogpdbsetomphben ¢@8nstitution
dil emma by incorporating the competing vision
segregation that this disagreement violently
essenth t o success in peace operations; 0o and (4)
(Daalder, 2004).

The first is the lack of the ententes' to solve the fundamental dilemma of rehabilitation of
the partition of Bosnia. The accords are primarily asoest of ceasdire which legitimated the
deployment of an international military force to supervise the suspension of the hostilities and to
stabilize the setting of safety. There is the existence and buildup of 60,000 with the current
number at 30,000 wielrmed and trained foreign soldiers whose job is to insure that there is no
leveling differences by unless they are through means of military intervention so while problems
still existed and still do the civilians did not have a real diplomatic may poitgigheir

differences (Hays, 2004 & Daalder, 2004).



The second of the failure with the Dayton accords is the constitutional arrangement
complexes of Dayton embraced this dilemma by incorporating the revelations of competition of
the future of Bosnia wht the ethnic segregation that this disagreement brutally created although
it did not predict institutios or methods able to negotiate the inevitable disagreements. So,
despite the fact that it conceived to maintain Bosnia like a simple andetiuiic sate and the
allowance of Dayton for a tremendous amount of decentralization what ends up happening is
actually a more divided country than a more united one (Daalder, 2004).

The federation of MuslirCroat and the RS received substantial powers sucloges m
defense and several fiscal policies. The federation of MuShoat and the RS also has unique
bonds with bordering states; this allows them to ignore the central government and work on
building alliances (Daalder, 2004). By taking out the power @téntral government what
happens is that the federation of MuslkZnoat and the RS are leaving the domination of
aggression with them instead of the government. This in turn creates a system where the central
governmenhasdisadvantaged the chiefchamat i st i ¢cs of sovereignty:
selfd e f ens e 0 ( Da a l-HemegovingbptlestyuctureBtmisthe gavernment has
taken and the other variablesow does not have the capability to support or defend itself from
threats and theutations that it has taken leave it defenseless (Daalder, 2004).

The way the accords are set up for peace operations there will be very little success and
they miss the elements that willke them effective. There need to be involved in the
negotiatios of disputinghe negotiations of the accord. Both sides believe the accord was
imposed on them. The Bosnian Muslims signed the accord very late, almost at the last minute
while feeling a lot of pressure from the United States to do so. The BosniaraBerthe

Bosnians Croats were successfully left out of the deliberations at Dayton, and rejected signing



the accord once it was finalized. There were proxy negotiations over the political and territorial
powers. According to the accord, the execution ofdlgeiirements from Dayton is the
responsibility of the parties in Bosnia (Daalder, 2004).

The civilian execution of Dayton &t a standstill The United States and others nations
are urging SFOR to fithgap by becoming more authoritative. Serb anchiwscontrolneeds to
be severednd the questioaddressed as what will happen when there is no longer a foreign
force in place (Daalder, 2004).

With regards to Implementation and Structure the Dayton Peace Accords there have been
several violationsuch as:

A. Failure of National Will including (1) Refusal to Cooperate with Proceedings; (2)
Failure to Enforce Judgments; and (3) Failure to Transfer Indictees (President and Fellows of
Harvard College, 1999).

B. Failure of International Will includingl] Failure to Enforce Compliance; (2) Failure
of Police Reforms; and a (3) Failure to Arrest Indictees (President and Fellows of Harvard
College, 1999).

Major Powersin Peace $ttlements

While there were numerous failures in the accords after theyestblishegthe United
States played a significant role in establishing the peace process and continually putting its time
and effort into the situation. It was the United States that brokered the accords in Dayton to stop
the war that had been wagingrird9921995. Stillto this day much of the military and
diplomatic efforts are led by the United Statmsd the United States has also been in charge of
numerous of the effort behind NATO maintaining its command in Sarajevo. The United States

has spent lions of dollars in aid for rebuilding projects in Bosnia and Herzegovina (Bureau of
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European and Eurasian Affgjr2009). While not necessardgnsidered as beiragsignificant

the training of US troops in peace keeping operations was put to taedestveral different
lessons were learned on how to conduct stability operations. There was also an emergence of
leaning new techniques in geopolitical and cultural analysis by the US military operations in
Bosnia (Olsen, 1999).

Principles Rertinent toPeace in BosniaHerzegovina

Integration and disintegration are becoming key components in the study of international
affairsand can be applied tmnflict. What is happening or has occurred are the attributes of
disintegration within Bosnialntegration can be looked at to figure out what may have caused
the disintegration and several pertinent theorists have written about it. Talcott Parsons, a major
contributor to systems theory, wrote about integration. Paes@igatedaction between an
individual and actor; action in a fisocietal c
people in the role of subjects and objects. He also explains that at any given time people are
members of several other action systems such as family, employeratiorstate. Parsons
states that the three subsystems are 1) the personality system 2) the social system 3) the cultural
system. They are interconnected through the action system. If there is a change in one of the
subsystems it will affect anothertrn affecting the entire action system.

Systems theory fAassumes the interdependence
which i mpose order on the components of the s
multiple-equilibrium process since satsystems have numerous subsystems, each of which
must continue in equilibrium in the | arger sy

pp 115116).
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Causes of disintegration, from Parsons point of vexplainhow the systems deal with
stressPar sondés four functional <conditions are pr
adaptation (to the setting); (3) goal attainment; (4) Integration (of the different functions and the
subsystems into a cohesive, coordinated whole; while what is hagpeside of Bosnia is the
inverse this can stildl be applied. ARnThe 1 nteg
the serve the function of pattern maintenance
common values that cut across natids@hndaries is essential to international order. If you look
at the EU this is in place and happening very clearly but looking at the framework for Peace in
Bosnia and Herzegovina it can be seen that several of these factors are not taking place and only
ahandful are fairly being used (Dougherty, 2001 pp-116).

The conditions of integration that Joseph S. Nye explains, which are slightly different
than that of Parsons, are what the EU follows: (1) Politicization; (2) Redistribution; (3)

Reduction ofAlternate; and (4) Externalization. In short the EU for example has a common
interest to have a closer knit Europe, a single currency to allow for less exchange rate processes,
the states involved have a parliament that is able to discuss soviteigrates, and they seek

to not bring in external forces to control the general foundation of the EU. This can be very
attractive to numerous countries and membership into the EU could perpetuate them more in the
global market where they once had trouble compdtiyg, 1988 & Dougherty 2001).

Another method of looking at the internal strife in Bosnia would be withidalist
theory using an approach known amethodsystemsoft el | at
inqguiry. o This ¢ on(8ipercemionarfd reélity §3) irdeyest anel power &5 i g n
norm and advantage (5) structure of independence and (6) cooperation and disagreement. Neo

reali st theory uses the bases of realism but
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anal y s waldhe varythénsficial in analyzing the internal instabilities of Bosnia: Neo
realism tries to broaden and deepen realism. A major contributor efeldéem was Kenneth
Waltz who spoke of fistructural realksiskmad, and
Gottfried-Karl Kindermann stated power is not always the primary factor in politics; so using
that perspective an analysis can be tentatively cond(otadyherty 2001).

While Necrealism cantdll be used in conjunction thacorporation of do-classical
realism builds a link between international and domestic politics; it suggests that leaders seek to
control resources to advance international and domestic agendas and seek economic and
technological wealth. It speaks of external extractiotora will access resources beyond their
borders to achieve domestic and international status or power. External validation: leaders seek
authoritative status in the international community so they can enhance their domestic image;
while more importantlys dealing with the internal setting of Bosnia this can still be attended to
particularly by looking at external state relationships. Charles Glaser, an influence on neo
classical realism came up with contingent realism: when states enter into escaatbras
arms races, they may enter into a-b&lp system, since they have seen the benefit versus the
cost of making such an accord; or they have weighed out the consequences (Dougherty, 2001 pp
88-89).
Disagreement and Negotiation

There are numerous different ways in which a disagreement can be negotiated and there
are several different components of the negotiation process. Prior to coming to that negotiation
process what should have occurred was the factors leading into theeémagt should have
been attended to before the accords starting with: (1) latent disagreement; (2) disagreement

emergence; (3) disagreement escalation; (4) stalemate;-€Scdkation/negotiation; (6) dispute

13



settlement; and (7) post disagreementbugdin The wuse a met hod call ed

negotiations are ready to be negotiated shoul

when a group is ready to negotiate and only when a group is actually ready to negotiate will

anything happen. Crockarl so notes that a fimediator makes

calcul ations to determine how to best interve
Principled negotiation is a way negotiators can plan their negotiation strategy and the

frameworkfor this is: (1) Separate the people from the problem; (2) negotiate about interests, not

positions; (3) invent options for mutual gain; (4) insist on objective decision criteria, and; (5)

knowy o u ldestAternateto a negotiated accord (Fisher, Ury, &watton). Other negotiation

strategies are centered around: (1) orientation and fact finding; (2) resistance; (3) reformulation

of strategies; (4) hard bargaining and decision making; (5) accord and; (6)-tqlOMcuff,

1997).

[lI. ACTORS & PERCEHIONS

To look at the actors and perceptions in the Bosnian case study the Lockwood Analytical
Method for Prediction (LAMP) step on through three willbeused. ep (1) dAdet er min
for which you are trying to pecidfiixtt Henedamotsdr s
i nvol vedodo, and sdemhpstudy8fhowresacke actbrperaeivea the igsue in
guestion. o
Step 1: Determine the issue for which you are trying to predict the most likely future

Havethe Dayton Accordbelpedto bring about rentegration or has it caused
irreversible disintegration of Bosnia? Also, will the pressure from wanting to join the EU bring

about more disintegration within Bosnia or cause integration of the two federations?
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There a few possibilitie®r Bosnia. Part of it has to do with the Republika Srpska but all
of the ethnic groups have something at stake. However, the internal frustrations and lack of
cooperation is not allowing for an integration of the ethnic groups and is causing disiotegrati
Another aspect that supports the idea that there will ultimately be a disintegration of Bosnia is
the conflict meets all of the Chester Crocker

Characteristics of an Intractable Conflict:

(1) They ae typically long standing

(2) They remain unresolved

(3) There is a continuation of violence

(4) There are vested interests of the parties involved in the conflict
(Crocker 2004).

These characteristics describe in greater detail how the ethnic greupst integrating
and how it contributes to the disintegration of the three ethnic groups and the country.

If Republika Srpska can cooperate with the other ethnic groups and allow major revisions
of the Constitution, with the goal of establishing a sjesrcentral government, and surrender a
large amount of its autonomy then there will not be disintegration. However, thus far, none of
that has happened and the likelihood it will is very small. If the Republika Srpska decides to
cooperate there will be egration.

Another possible future is if leaders of Croats Bodniaks collaboratagainst the Serbs
andacceptall conditions othe Bosnian government and the Federation. This would contribute
to the future of the Republika Srpska and probably pusintiterinto disintegration. This would
cause the Serbs and RS to continue the fight and push for independence and ruin any potential
membership into the EU.

However, another future would be if the RS decided to maintain a fight to ensure

autonomy as su@gted by the Dayton Agreement. This scenario would rely simply on the idea

15



that the Serbs did not want to work with the other groups and whether or not the collaborated or
not. This would frustrate any efforts of the EU and cause a progressive disintegrats

scenario fits with systems theory and the direction in which the RS is heading unless they feel
there is an incentive to not push for their own independence.

While at present the Serbs have been pushing for independence, this is a scenario that i
not only reserved for them. Any or all of the ethnic groups could decide to push for their own
autonomy and decidegainstworking with the other groups. The Bosniaks could decide that
they wish to have their own complete independence. The Gidasouldalsodecide thain
favor oftheir own autonomy.

While some of this ultimately depends on the fundamental conflict in theh&® could
at some point be Nationalism, but much of the disparities point to the direction of disintegration.
At last the three groups coulgiowtired of conflict andsimply want to be part of Europe, having
the economic advantages that other Europeans have. They may decide that a better economy and
a better way of lif@remore important. The older generation that haglfwdior decades may
becomdired and the new generation may want to live a better life.

Step 2: Specify the Actors Involved

There are several smaller actors involved in the intricacies of the situation in Bosnia
however, this paper will exam only the magators involved. The major actors are the
Bosniaks, Croats, and Serbs, which are the three major ethic groups. The other major actors are
the European Union (EU), the Bosni@koat Federation, and the Republika Srpska. The
breakdown is Bosniak 48%, Se38.1%, and Croat 14.3% and the religions are Muslim 40%,

Orthodox 31%, and Roman Catholic 15% (CIA World Factbook 2010). Languages spoken are
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Bosnian, Croatian, and Serbian (CIA World Factbook 2010). The Dayton Accords established
the BosniakCroat Federan, and the Republika Srpska controlled by the Serbs.

The Bosniaks are Bosnian Muslims and were the largest ethnic grBogmiaand
Herzegovina before the war in 1999295. Throughout the war Muslims were expelled from
territories controlled by th8erb or Croat armies or killed. Some escaped from cities. Prior to the
war Muslims filled the cities even the capital Sarajevo. A result of the past war has caused
populations oBosniaksto be displaced all over Europe; there is a significant amount in
Germany. However, there are Bosniaks outside of Europe in other nations such as the United
States, Canada, and Australia but other places including the Middle East to name a few.

The number of Bosniaks has been reduced in Bosnia and it is complicatedltmledhe
accurate postvar populace since the displacement was greatly because of military action,
mandatory expulsion and ethnic cleansing. Some of this was also because of political
manipulation.

The Croats or Bosnian Croats make up around 17 perttm population. They have
been on a campaign to start their own republic. They insist that changes should be made to the
constitution and that what was put in place by the Dayton peace agreement was not fair to them.

The Bosnian Serbs have been suppbiie Serbia and Montenegro. They attempted with
armed resistance to partition the republic along ethnic lines and would like the areas dominated
by Serbs to either one day create a "Greater Serbia or their independence from Bosnia. They
meet the criteriadr disintegration based off systems theory and from Joseph Nye (Dougherty
2000). During the war the Serbs battled both the Croats and the Bosniaks. Throughout the war

the Serbs received reinforcements from the Republic of the Serb Frontier, FederaldR#publi
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Yugoslavia and other allies. The Republika Srpska would like its eventual independence and/or
incorporation into Serbia
The EUOG6s stake in Bosnia and Herzegovina

the EU. Bosnia and Herzegovina has made aiderable amount of money from EU

autonomous trade measures. The nickname of Federation of Bosiaraedovinas the

Muslim-Croat Federation. The Federation is the larger of the two and it is mainly populated by

Bosniaks and Croats. Though, there a8 that also live in the Federation but there are also

Bosniaks and Croats in the Republika Srpska.

Step 3: Perform an Indepth Study of how each Actor Perceives the Issue in Question

Though there has been some cooperation with the three ethnic ghmupgstnot only a

desire for autonomy; all the groups seem to believe they are entitledefideptions from the

Croats and leadership in the Croat community sugperidea that it is more likely that there

will be disintegration instead of integratiohthe three ethnic groups.
Ivo Miro Jovic, a Croat who currently chairs Bosnia's thren rotating state
presidency, has said that Musli@roat federation was a "jail for the Croatian
people”, adding that all three Bosnian nationalities should haa eghts. "We
have nothing against Bosnian Serbs having their own Republika Srpska, but
Croatian and Bosniac (Muslim) republics have to be created equally”, Jovic told
AFP on Thursday. He said the Dayton agreement was forged to "control, not to
solve thecrisis” and that time was ripe for a change. "We are going through a sick
period which has to be overcome”, he added (Croatian American Association,
2007).
The spiritual leader of Bosnian Croats, Archbishop Vinko Puljic, told the Catholic
Synod meetingn Vatican this week that the position of Bosnian Croats could be
compared with "extermination”. Catholics in Bosnia are, in his words, "deprived
of the right to return to their homes and to use their own language". Puljic accused
the international commuty, which safeguards peace in Bosnia, of "favoring
Muslim arrogance" and of tolerating obstructive behavior of Serbs, who are

Orthodox Christians, while ignoring the problems of the Catholic Croats
(Croatian American Association, 2007).
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Croats were pleasl with the end of the wabut Miso Roleta of the Croatian Democratic
Union said "There is no future for Bostterzegovina without solving the question of equality
for the Croats in Bosnia". Croats, like the Serbs would like their own autonomy. Thatsupp
the idea that there will not be an integration of Bosnia as a country, and that it will not integrate
into the EU. Croats feel as though they were forced to live with the Bosniaks.

The Ser bs 1 n B otwatthe ®ayton Aceardschavp fiwbught abousre
integration and has caused disintegration. This also supports the idea of the intractable conflict
from Crockerds (2004) f r fartherdismtedrationWhiledisnos et s
longer a full scale violent conflict therg definitely still a less violent conflict and resistance to
integration.

The Serbs believe "they should get something from all this." A significant

segment of the Bosnian Serb population wants at least independence, if not union
with Serbia. It is fosure that at least until now, many feel no real loyalty to the
concept of Bosnia and fear the consequences if left "unprotected" at the mercies
of the Croats and Bosniaks. While one can debate the facts of the conflict,
including who was responsible and@m it is an interesting phenomenon that of

the three ethnic groups, it is the Serbs who are by far the most outspoken and
most concerned about the prospects of being somehow "ruled" by the other ethnic
groups Montgomery 2010)

Since the Dayton Accord agreement has been implemented, there is more disintegration
then integratiornn the country. The EU was thought to have gained significant strength at this
point but it has not. Thought there have been attempts to join, nonemhéve come into
fruition. The EU has failed for a number of reasons but it is not necessarily the fault of the EU.
The Balkan Monitor, which ia pollconducted by the Gallup organization to gauge perceptions

about entering the Elnvestigated théollowin g g u eWhien, io which yi@ar do you think

Bosnia will be a part of the EuropeanUnib® Respondents answer ed:
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Peopl ebs (average) assessment of their
respective countriesd integration progr

Respondents indsnia and Herzegovina were most pessimistic and did not expect
their country to enter the Union until 2020. It is also noteworthy that roughly one
in six (16%) of people in Bosnia feared that their country would never join the EU
0 by far the highest perogage in the region (Gallup Balkan Monitor 2009).

This reflecs public attitudes regardinBosnidd s | ong r oad (tThewar ds i nt
Gallup Balkan Monitor (2009) asked a series of questions and much of them supported the
notion that there was a signiict drop of EU supporOn t h e q Gensrally speaking,f h
do you think that Bosnia and Herzegovinabs me

good thing, a bad thing, or neither good or b

Two-thirds of the population considered EU membersbibe positive; this
number has decreased to 48% two years later. A third of respondents were
undecided about t Metwide dHmanylaeim20d6i t s i n 20

The ethnic and political diversity of Bosnia and Herzegovina is strongly reflected

inthe popul ationés attitude towards the EI
and 50% of Bosnian Croats interviewed were convinced that EU accession would

bea good thingonly 34% of Bosnian Serbs were of the same opinion. The latter

group had a rather neutral view with a relative majority (43%) considering the EU

to beneither good nor bad

Bosnian respondents were also divided in their assessment of the International
Communityds involvement in national aff
position such as the Office of the High Representative (OHR) necessary for the
country to function, 60% of people in the Federation agreed, while only 16% in
Republika Srpska helthat view. The difference between the entities was less
pronounced in the expectations towards the change from OHR to EU Special
Representative (EUSK) scheduled for June 2008, but currently postponed
without a new date having been &et in both entitis, the relative majorities did

not expect significant changes emanating from the EUSR, but while 31% of
people in the Federation expected a change for the better, this opinion was only
shared by 9% of respondents in Republika Srpska (Gallup Balkan M2a0@ey.
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The environment in Bosnia reflects the idea that all three groups would like their own
autonomous region. Even though Bosnia and Herzegovina has profited from EU autonomous
trade measures, it does not look as if there will be a complete intedratiorore disintegration.
Just on the sHowlset rquregslityi odho oyf o Bosmiattseraspondedy wi t |

at 21%, though it was higher than Bosnian Serbs that responded at 10%, both were very low.

IV. RESEARCH DESIGN

Research Questions andypothesis

This paper willemploythe Lockwood Analytical Method of Prediction (LAMP) to
determinghe likely future ofintegration of the three ethnic groups in Bosdiaintegratioror
of violent conflict(Lockwood 2008) LAMP is a predictive analytad method that will forecast
and attempt to analyze the following questions: Have the Dayton Accords helped to bring about
re-integration or have they caused irreversible disintegration of Bosnia? Also, will the pressure
from wanting to join the EU bringo@ut more disintegration within Bosnia or cause integration
of the two federations? This paper will also show Bosnia meets the characteristics of an
intractable conflict. It will also explore how meeting features of an intractable conflict may
contributeto the disintegration of the country. LAMP will used to predict the possible futures of
the Serbians (Serbs), Croatians (Croats) and Bosniaks in Bosnia.

The LAMP method is an objective and inductive way to examine and evaluate possible
potentialAlternate futures. The method bases this on the relative likelihood of possible courses

of actions for each actgtockwood 2008)
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However, LAMP does not give probabilities. LAMP presumes that the actions of each

actor are of a rational actor. The actor hasviii# to choose and decide on what they feel is there

best interest for their count(izockwood 2008) The LAMP method is a 12 step process and it is

as followed:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)

9)

Determine the Predictive Issue

Specify the Actors Bearing on the Problem

Conduct indepth study of perceptions and intentions of each actor
Specify courses of action for each actor

Determine the major scenarios

Calculate the number of alternate futures

Do pair wise comparison of alternate futures

Rank order the alternatattires

Analyze consequences of alternate futures

Justification and Goal

It is important to know what forces are imgagtintegrationdisintegration or theworse

outcome of violent conflicthecause understanding the relationstwpldhelp better unerstand

how to preventhe unwanted outcomes from happeniigegration within the EWvould show

a middle range theoretical proposition explaining that governments in times of prosperous

growth find it easy to pursue policies of regional and economic integration until a recession

really begins taffectthem; then they will try to focus once agan nationalismHowever, in

the case of Bosnia, this does not look like it will follow traditional methodology.

Talcott Parsons perspective of systems theory will applied for his belief that the action

bet ween an individuaet alndcactteoxt, @acds ome i ma lal
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Systems theory is also the lens that frames the question of this inquiry. His systems theory places
people in the role of subjects and objects. The integration and what may be causing

disintegrationwilbeaed dr essed from Parsonso6 point of vie\

with his four functional conditions as a prer
to the environment (3) figoal attansaméat o ( 4)
subsystems into a cohesivVve, coordinated whol e
cul tur al subsystems the serve the function of

formulation of common values that cut across nationah@aties is essential to international
order . 0 | f thyeeathnit groopkhesa factots lare not taking place and only a handful
are fairlybeing used (Dougherty 20015-116). What seems to be happening is the opposite
Parsonds theory.

The goalof this research is to see the effects of integration and disintegotiosthree
ethnic groups in Bosnid his has become a major aspect of study in internatedfzsats The
economic integration of the European Unarihe disintegration athethree ethnic groups in
Bosniais what the LAMP method will analyzéntegration is not a new concept. Talcott
Parsons, using systenigebry, wrote about integratig@ougherty2001). The disintegration of
the three ethnic groups in Bosnia cobltppen sevat differentways.The ethnic groups have
the choice of trying to fox the internal problems and alBngnia to joinan organizatiosuch as
the European Union or to try and function as independent $ixdegherty2001). However,
disintegration of thehiree ethnic groups iBosnia would ultimately be the worst possible
outcome. Disintegration would be splitting of the country and promote tle¢hnic disputes,

ideological conflictsand several other factof®ougherty2001).
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Not acclimatizing to the e systems may cause extinction of a country because of lack
of flexibility and this may cause conflictVhile evaluating Bosnia with the LAMP methduet
StructuralFunctional approacwill be used.This will help with theview of political and
economic gstems individually as well as compare different systems to each other. This can be
done because (1) dAln different countries, the
Ai nstitutions often do not havlsusahattherea@ ol v on
factors that work as a cause and effect model and this will incorporate systemgAihmond
2008 33).By using this framework in conjunction with LAMP it will allow is an easier way of
categorizing the groups.

The forces of disintegration and economic integration have change@yhse view
international systems and countriéghile normally, it would be thought that globalization and
thepotential membership of tHeU would haveminimizedB o s n na@olaism ad economic
collectivismthat does not seem to be as much of a fadtisually, the loss of group identity in is
a causal factor for the rise of nationalist movements redefining the borders ofstateswhile
this is somewhat happening in Bosniagiesis to fit the framework of an intractable conflict
instead of globalizatio(Bhagwati, 2004).

Methodology
Operationalized Definitions of Variables

To observe the phenomena of disintegration/integration more specifically in a
measureable, observable wiyg focus will bealternate futuresf thethreeethnic groups in
Bosnia. Will there be integration, disintegration, or armed confitdre specifically the

following questions will be answered using the LAMP method: Will the Bosniaks, Croats and/or
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Sabs (1) push for their own country (2) try to join the EU or (3) decide that armed conflict is the
best possible future to attain their goals.
Limitation of LAMP

However, like most methodologies LAMP does have its limitations: such as an
iexporemtliosli on problem with alternate futures
future, but cannot assign a quantifiable prob
Alittle all owance for ambiguityo (LAMP Presen

Applications of LAMP

Though, there are some | i mi hdcatiorsanss of L AMP
Warning 6 A Esti mative Intelligence; 06 ACommon anal
AComputerized analytic tool kit; o ATraining; o
public policy communities; 0 and ATacti cal i nt

V. CASE STUDY/ANALYSIS/FINDINGS
(Presentpredictive analysis)

Step 4: Specify courses of action for each actor

There are three main courses of action for the three ethnic groups, the Bosniaks, Croats
and the Serbs. The three courses of actionthareill push or establish their own country, the
will join the EU, or they will have armed conflict. The legend fheilbustrated this in a graph

and gives a key that can be used for the rest of the:study
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Legend
OoC Own Country
EU Join EU
AC Armed Conflict

Step 5:Determine the major scenarios

1) Disintegration: thisvhereall or some of the groups decide to push for their own
country.

2) Integration: this is i&ny or all ofthe three ethnic groups join the EU. However, there
could be integration if some or one of the groups joined the EU. It is possible for integriation
the EU and disintegration of one of the other ethnic groups but not likely.

3) Continued Armed Conflict: This is based off of the fact thasthuation in Bosnia
meets all of the basic characteristics of an intractable coafltthas past hisiry of armed

conflict.

Thematrix below illustrateshe alternated futures, and the actors (Croats, Bosniaks, and Serbs).

The graphically shows each actor and the alternate future:
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ALTERNATE FUTURES

CONTINUED VIOLENT
ACTORS: DISINTEGRATION INTEGRATION CONFLICT
Croats 1)Push for own country | 1) Join EU 1) Armed Conflict
Bosniaks 1) Push for own country | 1) Join EU 1) Armed Conflict
Serbs 1) Push for own country | 1) Join EU 1)Armed Conflict

Step 6:Calculate the number of alternate futures
X= Number of courses open to each actor
Y= Number of national actors
Z= Total number of alternate futures to be compared
Since there are three possible courses of action (X) for each of the thregyeibpi
and (Y) that are present in Bostti@rzegovina than (Z) shows there are 27 possible alternate

futures. The below chart is shows the formula and its calculations:

XY=z 3%=27

27(271)/2=136
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Step 7: Do pair wise comparisorof alternate futures
The "pair wisecomparison" will analyze the alternate futures two at a time compared to the
scenario in questionlt assumes the two futures being compared at the moment are the only ones
that exist.

The below diagrams illustrate each scenario. For example, scenario 1 is disintegration.
In this scenario the Croats push for their own country. The diagram shows the three actors
(Croats, Bosniaks, and the Serbs) and the alternate futures. By lookiegdéigram, in
alternate future 1, all of the ethnic groups have chosen their own country (OC). However, in
alternate future 2, all but one of the ethnic groups has chosen their OC. The remaining ethnic
group (the Serbs), have pushed for joining the E&Jwith the first two examples, the diagrams

go onto to show different scenarios and different alternate futures.

Scenario 1: Disintegration- Croats Push for their Own Country

Alternate Croats Bosniaks Serbs

Future #
1 ocC ocC ocC
2 oC oC EU
3 ocC ocC AC
4 oC EU oC
5 ocC EU EU
6 ocC EU AC
7 ocC AC ocC
8 oC AC EU
9 ocC AC AC
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Scenario 1: Disintegration- Bosniaks Push for their Own Country

Scenario 1: Disintegration- Serbs Push for their Own Country




Scenario 2: Integration- Croats Join the EU

5 EU EU EU

7 EU AC ocC

9 EU AC AC

Scenario2: Integration - Bosniaks Join the EU
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Scenario 2: Integration- Serbs Join the EU

9 EU AC AC

Scenario 3: Violent Conflict: Croats take up Armed Conflict
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Scenario 3: Violent Conflict- Bosniaks take up Armed Conflict

9 AC AC AC

Scenario 3: Armed Conflict- Serbs take up Armed Conflict
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Step 8: Rank order the alternate futures

Pair wisecomparisorcomplete the series of futures are voted on based on the relative
probability to each otheithe matrixes below show the total number of votes for adtelnnate
future in the far right columnHerethe Alternatefutures were voted uporthen highlighted
according tahose that received the highest valt@s/otes. A scale of-® was used. The
Alternatefutures that have a vote ofi 13 are the mostkely Alternatefuture.

In the matries bebw for instance alternated future 1 received a vote éit2rnate
future 4 received a vote of 1, aAtternatefuture 6 received a vote of 3. So foerario 1 which

is disintegrationi Croats push for their own countélternatefuture 4 is the number 1 choice

Scenario 1: DisintegrationCroats Push for their Own Country

AlternateFuture # Croats Bosniaks Serbs Total # of Votes
1 oC oC OoC 2
2 OoC OoC EU 9
3 OC OC AC 8
4 OoC EU OoC 1
5 OoC EU EU 7
6 oC EU AC 3
7 OC AC OC 4
8 oC AC EU 6
9 OC AC AC 5
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Scenario 1: DisintegrationBosniaks Push for their Own Country

AlternateFuture # Bosniaks Croats Serbs Total # of Votes
1 OoC oC oC 2
2 oC oC EU 8
3 oC oC AC 6
4 oC EU OoC 1
S OoC EU EU 7
6 oC EU AC 3
7 oC AC OoC 4
8 OoC AC EU 9
9 OoC AC AC 5
Scenario 1: DisintegrationSerbs Push for their Own Country
Total # of
AlternateFuture # Serbs Croats Bosniaks Votes
1 OoC oC OoC 2
2 oC oC EU 5
3 OoC OoC AC 6
4 oC EU oC 3
S OoC EU EU 1
6 oC EU AC 4
7 oC AC OoC 8
8 OoC AC EU 9
9 oC AC AC 7
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Scenario 2: IntegrationCroats Join the EU

AlternateFuture # Croats Bosniaks Serbs Total # of Votes
1 EU OoC oC 2
2 EU OoC EU 8
3 EU oC AC 4
4 EU EU OoC 1
5 EU EU EU 9
6 EU EU AC 3
I EU AC OoC 5
8 EU AC EU 9
9 EU AC AC I

Scenario 2: IntegrationBosniaks Join the EU

AlternateFuture # Bosniaks Croats Serbs Total # of Votes
1 EU OoC oC 3
2 EU OoC EU 5
3 EU OC AC 4
4 EU EU OoC 1
5 EU EU EU 9
6 EU EU AC 2
7 EU AC OoC 6
8 EU AC EU 8
9 EU AC AC I
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Scenario 2: IntegrationSerbs Join the EU

Total # of

AlternateFuture # Serbs Croats Bosniaks Votes

1 EU oC oC 3

2 EU oC EU 4

3 EU oC AC 9

4 EU EU oC 2

5 EU EU EU 1

6 EU EU AC 5

7 EU AC oC 7

8 EU AC EU 6

9 EU AC AC 8

Scenario 3: Violent Conflict: Croats take up Armed Conflict
Total # of

AlternateFuture # Croats Bosniaks Serbs Votes

1 AC oC oC 6

2 AC oC EU 7

3 AC oC AC 5

4 AC EU oC 4

5 AC EU EU 9

6 AC EU AC 3

7 AC AC oC 2

8 AC AC EU 8

9 AC AC AC 1
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Scenario 3: Violent Conflict Bosniaks take up Armed Conflict

Total # of
AlternateFuture # Bosniaks Croats Serbs Votes
1 AC oC oC 4
2 AC OoC EU 9
3 AC OoC AC 3
4 AC EU oC S
5 AC EU EU 8
6 AC EU AC 6
7 AC AC oC 2
8 AC AC EU 7
9 AC AC AC 1
Total # of
AlternateFuture # Serbs Croats Bosniaks Votes
1 AC OoC OoC 3
2 AC OoC EU 8
3 AC oC AC 4
4 AC EU OoC 6
5 AC EU EU 9
6 AC EU AC I
7 AC AC OoC 2
8 AC AC EU 5
9 AC AC AC 1
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Step 9: Analyze consequences of alternaftgtures
Scenario 1: Disintegrationr Croats Push for their Own Country

Alternate future # 4 received the highest score and is ranked number 1. The Croats would
like their own country, the Bosniaks push to try and join the EU and the Serbs decide they will
also push for their own country. This will ultimately cause disintegration as the Serbs and Croats
push for their own country and Bosniaks try to join the EU. The EU will not just let an ethnic
group join and the lack of cooperation causes the counttgdr down angreventantegration.
Scenario 1: Disintegration Bosniaks Push for their Own Country

Alternate future # received the highest score and is ranked number 1. The Bosniaks
push for their own country, while the Croats decide to try andl@riEU, the Serbs also decide
they would like their own country. This will cause disintegration and the country will break
down. One ethnic group cannot join the EU. Similar to the previous alternate &gome of
the members of the Federation $rend pursues their own country, it is thought the other group
will try and join the EU. The Serbs are consistent with pushing for their own country.
Scenario 1: Disintegration Serbs Push for their Own Country

Alternate future #b received the highest score and is ranked number 1. The Serbs push
for their own country and the Croats and Bosniaks try and join the EU. In the previous scenarios
the Serbs have continued to push for their own country. However, it is possible thaddtse C
and Bosniaks would collaborate for sake of economic advantages. The Serbs already have the RS
and have been pushing for autonomy. It is not likely the EU will allow just the Federation into

the organization.
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Scenario 2: Integration Croats Jointhe EU

Alternate future # received the highest score and is ranked number 1. The Croats join
the EU and it is likely that the Bosniaks would decide to collaborate and try and join the EU.
This would be because of the economic advantages of being ietegrt the organization.
The Serbs are consistent with once again trying to establish their own country. However, it is
very unlikely that the EU would change their rules and regulations and allow the Federation to
join without the RS.
Scenario 2: Inegration- Bosniaks Join the EU

Alternate future # received the highest score and is ranked number 1. This has the same
outcome as the previous scenario. The Bosniaks join the EU and it is likely that the Croats would
decide to collaborate and try anaghjohe EU. This would be because of the economic advantages
of being integrated into the organization. The Serbs are consistent with once again trying to
establish their own country. However, it is very unlikely that the EU would change their rules
and egulations and allow the Federation to join without the RS.
Scenario 2: Integration- Serbs Join the EU

Alternate future # received the highest score and is ranked number 1. While based on
the evidence it is unlikely that the Serbs wouwlieh jthe EU. If this scenario wre to happen the
other groups would likely decide to join the EU. This would allow for economic advantages and
allow Bosnia to be integrated into Euroga-omthe evidence iis likely that if the Serbs comply
that the country would be able to meet the requirements of the EU and Bosnia would finally be a
member of the EU. However, this scenario is at the discretion of the Serbs. In previous

scenarios the Bosniaks and Croats triedutspe membership into the EU.
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Scenario 3: Violent Conflict: Croats take up Armed Conflict

Alternate future 19 received the highest score and is ranked number 1. SEE BELOW
SUMMARY.

Scenario 3: Violent Conflict Bosniaks take up Armed Conflict

Alternate future #9 received the highest score and is ranked number 1. SEE BELOW
SUMMARY.

Scenario 3: Armed Conflict Serbs take up Armed Conflict

Alternate future # received the highest score and is ranked number 1. SEE BELOW
SUMMARY.

Summary for the above scenarios:

In all three scenarioScenario 3: Violent Conflict: Croats take up Armed Conflict;
Scenario 3: Violent Conflict Bosniaks take up Armed Conflict; aBg¢enario 3: Armed Conflict
- Serbs take up Armed Confljat is thesame outcome. If one grotgkes up armed conflict the
other groups will take up armed conflict. Based off of all of the tensions, the past weraiand
Bosnia meets all of the characteristics of an intractable conflict, it is likely that if one group
picked up arms the others would not simply be victims. In all three of thsltenmatefutures of
scenario 3 the outcome was the same. This wo
scenario. Thide thecauseof all out war between the thre¢hnic groups and require
intervention from the EU, NATO, and the United States. If the conflict was contained it would
requireacompletely new accord, making tBayton Agreememull and void.

Step 10: Determine focal events for alternate futures
Scenario 1: Disintegrationr Croats Push for their Own Country

Alternate future # 4 received the highest score and is ranked number 1.
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Focal Pointfor this future to occuthe Croatsvould need to decidinat they cannot cooperate
any longer with the Bgniaks. Since the Serbs have the RS they may decide they would like
their own Federation without the Bosniaks.
Focal Point: The government of the Federation breaks down and the Croats feel that the
Bosniaks have more power.
Scenario 1: Disintegration Bosniaks Push for their Own Country
Alternate future # 4 received the highest score and is ranked number 1.
Focal Point: Bosniaks decide that they cannot cooperate any longer with the Croats.
Focal Points: The government of the Federation breaks dowtharmbsniaks feel that the
Croats have more power.
Scenario 1: Disintegratiorr Serbs Push for their Own Country
Alternate future # 5 received the highest score and is ranked number 1.
Focal Point: The Serbs decide that the autonomy they have noweisaugh and want to
pursue their own national independent of Bosnia.
Focal Point: Serbia provides the RS with enough supplies and other pertinent resources to push
completely out of Bosnia.
Focal Point: The noti on ofanith&cureattstate of Bfars.bi a o
Scenario 2: Integration- Croats Join the EU
Alternate future # 4 received the highest score and is ranked number 1.
Focal Point: The EU would have to recognize the Croats in Bosnia as their own country.
Focal Point: Th&U would have to change their rules allowing entrance of ethnic groups, as well

as, countries.
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Scenario 2: Integration- Bosniaks Join the EU

Alternate future # 4 received the highest score and is ranked number 1.
Focal Point: The EU would have to recagnthe Bosniaks in Bosnia as their own country
Focal Point: The EU would have to change their rules allowing entrance of ethnic groups, as well
as, countries.
Scenario 2: Integration Serbs Join the EU

Alternate future # 5 received the highest scoreisundnked number 1.
Focal Point: If the Serbs/RS decided to cooperate then the rest of the ethnic groups would fall in
line and the entire country would prepare and meet the criteria to join the EU.
Scenatrio 3: Violent Conflict: Croats take up Armed Cdict

Alternate future # 9 received the highest score and is ranked number 1. SEE BELOW
SUMMARY.
Scenario 3: Violent Conflict Bosniaks take up Armed Conflict

Alternate future # 9 received the highest score and is ranked number 1. SEE BELOW
SUMMARY.
Scenario 3: Armed Conflict Serbs take up Armed Conflict

Alternate future # received the highest score and is ranked number 1. SEE BELOW
SUMMARY.
Summary for the above scenarios:

In all three scenarioScenario 3: Violent Conflict: Croats take up Armed Conflict;
Scenario 3: Violent Conflict Bosniaks take up Armed Conflict; aBg¢enario 3: Armed Conflict
- Serbs take up Armed Conflict; it would be the same focal point.

Focal Point: Accidental shootirty one group by another would cause riots.
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Focal Point: Riots against one ethnic group would eventually cause conflict to break out.

Focal Point: If two ethnic groups are in the conflict, eventually the other one that is not in the
conflict would eithelaccidentally get attacked bringing them into the conflict, or it happens to
cross in to a district that, that ethnic groups is in, resulting in conflict.

Focal Point: Ethnic groups may pair with one side, or it may be an all out conflict between the
threegroups.

Step 11: Develop indicators for each focal event

Focal Point What would need to happen could be as simple as the Croats deciding that they
cannot cooperate any longer with the Bosniaks. Since the Serbs have the RS they may decide

they would lke their own Federation without the Bosniaks.

Key Indicator Intervention a world power for a new settlement, negotiation, or some
type of mediation.

Key Indicator This would cause disintegration and instability.

Focal Point The government of thieederation breaks down and the Croats feel that the
Bosniaks have more power.

Key Indicator Intervention a world power for a new settlement, negotiation, or some
type of mediation.

Key Indicator This would cause disintegration and instability.
Focal Point Bosniaks decide that they cannot cooperate any longer with the Croats.

Key Indicator Intervention a world power for a new settlement, negotiation, or some
type of mediation.

Key Indicator This would cause disintegration and instability.

Focal Points The government of the Federation breaks down and the Bosniaks feel that the
Croats have more power.

Key Indicator Intervention a world power for a new settlement, negotiation, or some
type of mediation.

Key Indicator This would cause disiegration and instability.
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Focal Point The Serbs decide that the autonomy they have now is not enough and want to
pursue their own national independent of Bosnia.

Key Indicator Intervention a world power for a new settlement, negotiation, or some
type of mediation.

Key Indicator This would cause disintegration and instability.

Focal Point Serbia provides the RS with enough supplies and other pertinent resources to push
completely out of Bosnia.

Key Indicator Intervention a world power for a new settlement, negotiation, or some
type of mediation.

Key Indicator Intervention by NATO and EU forces for stability operations.
Key Indicator This would cause disintegration and instability.
Focal Point Thenot on of fAGreater Serbiad is more attra

Key Indicator Intervention a world power for a new settlement, negotiation, or some
type of mediation.

Key Indicator Intervention by NATO and EU forces for stability operations.
Key Indicator This would cause disintegration and instability.

Focal Point The EU would have to recognize the Croats in Bosnia as their own country.
Key Indicator This would cause disiagration and instability of the other groups.

Key Indicator This could cause disintegration of other ethnic groups in Europe because
they decide to pursue the EU.

Focal Point The EU would have to change their rules allowing entrance of ethnic graups, a
well as, countries.

Key Indicator This would cause disintegration and instability of the other groups.

Key Indicator This could cause disintegration of other ethnic groups in Europe because
they decide to pursue the EU.

Focal Point The EU would hag to recognize the Bosniaks in Bosnia as their own country.

Key Indicator This would cause disintegration and instability of the other groups.
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Key Indicator This could cause disintegration of other ethnic groups in Europe because
they decide to pursube EU.

Focal Point The EU would have to change their rules allowing entrance of ethnic groups, as
well as, countries.

Key Indicator This would cause disintegration and instability of the other groups.

Key Indicator This could cause disintegrationaher ethnic groups in Europe because
they decide to pursue the EU.

Focal Point If the Serbs/RS decided to cooperate then the rest of the ethnic groups would fall in
line and the entire country would prepare and meet the criteria to join the EU.

Key Indicator: There would be peace in Bosnia and in the region.

Key Indicator The EU would prosper because of the addition.

Key Indicator No more violent conflict in Bosnia.

Focal Point Accidental shooting by one group by another would cause riots.

Key Indicator Intervention a world power for a new settlement, negotiation, or some
type of mediation.

Key Indicator Intervention by NATO and EU forces for stability operations.
Key Indicator This would cause disintegration and instability.
Focal Roint: Riots against one ethnic group would eventually cause conflict to break out.

Key Indicator Intervention a world power for a new settlement, negotiation, or some
type of mediation.

Key Indicator Intervention by NATO and EU forces for stabilitperations.

Key Indicator This would cause disintegration and instability.
Focal Point If two ethnic groups are in the conflict, eventually the other one that is not in the
conflict would either accidentally get attacked bringing them intedimdlict, or it happens to

cross in to a district that, that ethnic groups is in, resulting in conflict.

Key Indicator Intervention a world power for a new settlement, negotiation, or some
type of mediation.

Key Indicator Intervention by NATO and ElWfces for stability operations.
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Key Indicator This would cause disintegration and instability.

Focal Point Ethnic groups may pair with one side, or it may be an all out conflict between the
three groups.

Key Indicator Intervention a world power fa new settlement, negotiation, or some
type of mediation.

Key Indicator Intervention by NATO and EU forces for stability operations.

Key Indicator This would cause disintegration and instability.

Step 12: Assess the potential for transposition beteen alternate futures

After the analysis of the focal events and key indicators the hypothesis may be changed
based off the alternate futurels the following scenariosScenario 3: Violent Conflict: Croats
take up Armed Conflict; Scenario 3: Violent Conflidosniaks take up Armed Conflict; and
Scenario 3: Armed ConflictSerbs take up Armed Confliittis likely that any number of things
could cause a different outcem For instangeany or all of the ethnic groups may decide that
they do not wish to fight anymore and may seek outside intervention or aid immediately upon the
threat of violence oimmediately successive taolence. This would keep the entire country
from going to war and may actually by default come to a way to better mediate the potential
conflict. Most of the alternate futures could be transposed and there could be completely
different outcomes. The scenarios relating to violent conflict seenviéotha greatest
likelihood of having several different futures within the same future. Ideally, not everyone
associated with a particular group will want violent conflict and it has already been shown that
many members of the populace would like to joia BU, do not want further conflict, or simply

want a better way of life.
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VI. CONCLUSION

This papehasanalyzathe following questions: Have the Dayton Accords helped to
bring about rantegration or have they caused irreversible disintegration of Bokria8 also
shown thathe pressure from wanting to join the Btaybring about more imgration of the two
federationsThis analysishasalsodemonstratethatBosnia meets the characteristics of an
intractable conflicbut if mediated and negotiated correctly than there could be lasting geace.
hasexplored how aspect®f an intractable conflict contribute the disintegration of the country.
Throughout this paper the Lockwood Analytical Method of Prediatiasappliedto predict the
possible futures of the Serbians (Serbs), Croatians (Croats) and Bosniaks in Bosnia.

The question was partially answeréthve the Dayton Accords helped to bring about re
integration or have they caused irreversible disintegration of Boshm?Accords have done
both, while there is no longer a violent conflict, the groups did not all receive a proportionate
amount of aid f'om the Accords. Some of the groups would still like their autonomy, which
shows that not everything was addressed fully in the Accords. The question of: It has also shown
thatthe pressure from wanting to join the Btdybring about more integration oféhwo
federations?t is likely that if Bosnia was able to join the EU that it would cause integration but
in order of that to happen the two federations must first integrate. This brings back the point that
once again, there needs to be negotiationsatihdiess all of the concerns and desires of the
groups and that all ethnic groups participate proportionately.

There must be furthebservations of the three ethnic groups abskervations othe
progresr lack of progresgrom the Dayton AccordsTherehas been some polls and surveys
conducted byutsideorganizatios, there needs to be-thepth interviews and ethnograjghi

better understand theternalclimate.Theremustbe a greater analysis of the Dayton Accords
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for a deeper understanding of its implementation in aastiict era so there is not future

conflict.
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Vill. APPENDIX A

In order to predict the possible futures of Bosnia and whether or not it will disintegrate or
integrate, the Analysis of Competing Hypotheses (ACH) will be used to determine a predictive
analysis. The ACH method is an 8 step method can weight hypothesest age another and
attempt to determine which hypotheses will work the best. The method is a way to break down a
complex problem and come up with a possible outcome (Heuer 1999).

The 8 steps of the Analysis of Competing Hypotheses (ACH)

1. Identify he possible hypotheses to be considered. Use a group of analysts with
different perspectives to brainstorm the possibilities.

2. Make a list of significant evidence and arguments for and against each
hypothesis.

3. Prepare a matrix with hypotheses actbesop and evidence down the side.
Analyze the "diagnosticity" of the evidence and argumehtst is, identify which
items are most helpful in judging the relative likelihood of the hypotheses.

4. Refine the matrix. Reconsider the hypotheses and @esfielence and
arguments that have no diagnostic value.

5. Draw tentative conclusions about the relative likelihood of each hypothesis.
Proceed by trying to disprove the hypotheses rather than prove them.

6. Analyze how sensitive your conclusion is t@w tritical items of evidence.
Consider the consequences for your analysis if that evidence were wrong,
misleading, or subject to a different interpretation.

7. Report conclusions. Discuss the relative likelihood of all the hypotheses, not
just the mostikely one.

8. Identify milestones for future observation that may indicate events are taking a
different course than expected.

The first step will be completed by the author of this research paper and not collaborated
with other analysts. In an applieetsng there would be a group of analysts that would conduct a

brainstorming activity; however, the author will provide the possible hypotheses. In am applied
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setting, in step one there is not a limit to the amount of hypotheses that can be formulated. As

general rule seven hypotheses is thought to be a little unmanageable but there is not restriction

(Heuer 1999).

Step 1: Identify the possible hypotheses to be considered. Use a group of analysts with
different perspectives to brainstorm the possiinis.

Havethe Dayton Accordbelpedto bring about rentegration or has it caused

irreversible disintegration of Bosnia? Will the pressure from wanting to join the EU bring about

more disintegration within Bosnia or cause integration of the two fedes&f his paper will

also show Bosnia meets the characteristic of an intractable conflict and how it contributes to the

disintegration of the country? The ACH method will be used to attempt to predict the possible

futures of the Serbians (Serbs), Croaig@droats) and Bosniaks in Bosnia.
(1) The internal frustrations and lack of cooperation will not allow integration of the
ethnic groups and the country will disintegrate.
(2) There will ultimately be a disintegration of Bosnia because the conflict rakeif
the Chester Crockerodés characteristics of
Characteristics of an Intractable Conflict:
(1) They are typically long standing
(2) They remain unresolved

(3) There is a continuation of violence
(4) There are vestadterests of the parties involved in the conflict

(3) The Republika Srpska will cooperate with the other ethnic groups and allow major

revisions of the Constitution, with the goal of establishing a stronger central government, and

surrender a large amouottits autonomy; this will cause integration.

an

(4) The leaders of the Croats and Bosniaks will collaborate against the Serbs and decide

to accept all conditions of the Bosnian government and the Federation. This would cause only
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the Republika Srpska tagintegrate, continue the fight, push for independence and ruin any
potential membership into the EU.

(5) The RS decides to maintain a fight to ensure autonomy as suggested by the Dayton
Agreement. The Serbs will not work with the other groups whetheotdahey collaborated
against the RS. This will frustrate efforts by the EU and cause disintegration.

(6) The Serbs, Croats, and Bosniaks will all push for independence and their own
autonomy. This will cause disintegration.

(7) All three groups get &d of the conflict and decide to be part of Europe and share the
economic advantages. They decide that a better economy and a better way of life are more

important. The older generation is tired and the new generation wants to live in peace.

Step 2: Male a list of significant evidence and arguments for and against each hypothesis.

(1) The internal frustrations and lack of cooperation will not allow integration of the
ethnic groups and the country will disintegrate.
For:

A decision was reached by ther@titutional Court of Bosnia and Herzegovina in July of
2000, the court rendered a decision by which they would recognize Bosniaks, the Croats, and to
the Serbs as constituent people throughout the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina. In March of
2002, ths decision was recognized formally and settled by main the political parties for both
bodies(Department of State, 2009).
Against:

The Bosnians Serbs have the RS and woul d

have their independence. The Bosniaks do not feel as if they got a fair deal and would like their
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own autonomy. The Croats say they having nothing against the BosniaksWidtlike their
own autonomy.

(2) There will ultimately be a disintegration of Bosnia because the conflict meets all of
the Chester Crockeros characteristics of an i

Characteristics of an Intractable Conflict:

(1) They are tgically long standing

(2) They remain unresolved

(3) There is a continuation of violence

(4) There are vested interests of the parties involved in the conflict
For:

Based off si mi IPalestiniares)svbese ethricggmowpEdo nod get al&ng
they continue in conflict and though there may not be major fighting they never integrate. All of
the ethnic groups have the vested interest to gain something out of the continuation of the
conflict.

Aganst:

Based off all of the researththis hypothesis is valid.

(3) The Republika Srpska will cooperate with the other ethnic groups and allow major
revisions of the Constitution, with the goal of establishing a stronger central government, and
surrende a large amount of its autonomy; this will cause integration.

For:
Based off the research this hypothesis is not likely.
Against:
The Serbs believe "they should get something from all this." A significant segment of the

Bosnian Serb population wantsl@st independence, if not union with Serihitgomery

2010).
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(4) The leaders of the Croats and Bosniaks will collaborate against the Serbs and decide
to accept all conditions of the Bosnian government and the Federation. This would cause only
the Repblika Srpska to disintegrate, continue the fight, push for independence and ruin any
potential membership into the EU.

For:

The Dayton divided the country into federations the Bos@Qiadat federation and the
Republika Srpska; the Croats and Bosniaksalsady forced to collaborate.

Against:

Some Croats believe the federation is a "jail for the Croatian people"”, and think all three
Bosnian ethnicities should have equal rights (Croatian American Association, 2007).

(5) The RS decides to maintain a figh ensure autonomy as suggested by the Dayton
Agreement. The Serbs will not work with the other groups whether or not they collaborated
against the RS. This will frustrate efforts by the EU and cause disintegration.

For:

The RS wishes to gain as muahthey can and wish to have their own autonomy and
independence.
Against:

If there is a lot of violence then NATO forces or the EU will intervene and possible the
US to ensure that there is no more ethnic cleansing.

(6) The Serbs, Croats, and Bosniakh all push for independence and their own

autonomy. This will cause disintegration.
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For:

None of the sides are completely happy and the though the Bosniaks and Croats are
primarily in the same area the Bosniaks feel cheated and would like autonafyeifds have
already been pushing towards autonomy.

Against:

Though none of the groups are fond of each other, there is much to gain from the EU and
integration into Europe. The country could generate a lot more wealth and profit off of
integration much more than disintegration.

(7) All three groups get tired oféhconflict and decide to be part of Europe and share the
economic advantages. They decide that a better economy and a better way of life are more
important. The older generation is tired and the new generation wants to live in peace.

For:

The fight has been going on for a long time and though it is not great, the war is over and
if it flares up again NATO, the EU and the US will stop the war. There is a lot of revenue to be
generated from cooperation from the EU and other forces.

Against:

The groups are stubborn and do not like each other. There are vested interests for some of
the higher politicians to continue a conflict. Just because there is peacekeepers in the area does
not mean they will obey.

Step 3: Prepare a matrix with hypothes across the top and evidence down the side. Analyze
the "diagnosticity" of the evidence and argumentthat is, identify which items are most

helpful in judging the relative likelihood of the hypotheses.

Legend:

NA is for Not Applicable.
C = Consisten
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CC = Very Consistent
| = Inconsistent

Il = Very Inconsistent
N = Neutral

If this hypothesis is true, the answer is "Yes," this means these is consistency in the
evidence. This will result in C for consistent or CC for very inconsistent. If the linggistis
false, the answer is | for inconsistent or Il for very inconsistent. If the hypothesis is neutral it
receives N for neutral, and if it is not applicable is receives NA for not applicable. This matrix
shows the weighted inconsistency score, whediné weighted sum of the | scores. The software
PARC ACH 2.0.5 was used to build the matrixes.

This matrix represents the Weighted Inconsistency () score which is the sum of | scores.
In this matrix the | scores are not weighted. According to the xretd the evidence against the
hypotheses, the following hypotheses are considerd very inconsistent.

H:3 or (3) the Republika Srpska will cooperate with the other ethnic groups and allow
major revisions of the Constitution, with the goal of establishisiyanger central government,
and surrender a large amount of its autonomy; this will cause integration. This hypothesis has
weighted | score 0f22.828.

H: 7 or (7) all three groups get tired of the conflict and decide to be part of Europe and
share theeconomic advantages. They decide that a better economy and a better way of life are
more important. The older generation is tired and the new generation wants to live imTpeace.
hypothesis has a weighted | score2if.828.

H:4 or (4) the leaders oféhCroats and Bosniaks will collaborate against the Serbs and

decide to accept all conditions of the Bosnian government and the Federation. This would cause

only the Republika Srpska to disintegrate, continue the fight, push for independence and ruin any
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patential membership into the EU. This hypothesis has a weighted | sc@.db4; while not as
high as the other two it is still much higher than the others and is inconsistent.
H:6 or (6) The Serbs, Croats, and Bosniaks will all push for independenteeamaivn
autonomy. This will cause disintegration. This hypothesis has a weighted | seb/@35f
while not as high as the other two it is high enough compared to the others and is inconsistent.
H:3, H:4, H:6 and H:7 will be removed as they are nsistent, as well as,

evidenct that is not as relevent.

Integration or Disintegration of Bosrea - Main

9 Type Credibiity Relevance H:1 H:2 H:3 H:4 H:5 H:6 H:7
Internal There is The RSwil The jeaders of | RS fights for The Serbs, Al groups
frustrations | disintegration | cooparates the Groats autonomy Croats, and tired of
and lack of of Bosnia w ith the other | and i by i will confict,
cooperation | because ethnic groups, | collaborate Dayton al push for decide 1o be
w il not mests surrender a against the Agr 2 L o part of Europe
allow characteristic | large amount | Serbs. The RS | This and their ow n | and share the
intagration of an of #s disintegr i 12 ¥
of the ethnic | intractable autonomy; pushs for sfforts by the | Ths wil advantages.
groups;the | conflict this causes independence | B cause Decidew ant
country will integraton. nuns BJ disintegration. | dieintegration. | psace anda
disintegrate. membership. better life.

Weighted | -1.914 -1.914 -22828 -6.414 -3.121 -4.035 -21.828
Inconsistency
Score r>
El14 MEDIUM |MEDIUM NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
The Groats say
they having nothing
agamnst the " 1
E13 Bosrniaks but MEDIUM [MEDIUM c I 1" N C I
w ould ke their
ow N autonomy .
The Bosmaaks do
not fesl as if they
E12 got a fair deal and MEDIUM (MEDIUM c 1 I
w ould ke their
ow n autonomy.
The Bosnians
Serbs have the RS
and w ould ke 1o
EN become part of HIGH HIGH c " (1}
“Greater Serbea” or
have their
independence
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EV0

Baved off wieila
Clnon (Mtuuk's &
Frdws by |

w here ethrc
groups do not get
abng they continue
in contkot and
hough thed e iy
not be megor
Tighting they new e
Intmgy mte.

HIGH HIGH

All of the sthric
Qroups have the
voutod intoreat 1o
Qo) aormhing ou
of the continustion
of the conflict.

IMEDIUM (MEDIUM

The Layton divided
the country Inlo
Indarstons the
Boaniak Croat
Tudoration und the
Pepubitan Srpaka;
Ihe Cromts and
Boanialka are
akoady farced ta
coflaborate,

L ow

Some Croate
bedove the
todaraton i u “pul
tor the Croatian
people”. and thnk
ol threo Bosnlen
olhnictios o houkd
have oquu rights

The St hive
nkondy bown
Pumhing 10w nrcs

- ——————

Uy .

Low Low

HIGH HIGH

ES

Theveis a ot of
revenue to be
generated from
cooperation from
the EU and other
forces.

MEDIUM

The fight has been
gong on for a long
time and though &
is not great, the
warisover andif
flares up again
NATO, the EJand
the US will stop the
war.

Low MEDIUM

Just bacause there
is peacaksepers in
the area does not
mean they will
obey.

Low LOW

There are vested
interests for some

MEDIUM

E1

Low LOwW
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This matrix represents the Inconsistency (I) score which is the sum of | scores. In this
matrix the | scores are not weighted. According to the matrix and the evidence against the
hypotheses, thimllowing hypotheses are considerd very inconsistent.

H:3 or (3) the Republika Srpska will cooperate with the other ethnic groups and allow
major revisions of the Constitution, with the goal of establishing a stronger central government,
and surrender afge amount of its autonomy; this will cause integration. This hypothesis has an
| score of-19.

H: 7 or (7) all three groups get tired of the conflict and decide to be part of Europe and
share the economic advantages. They decide that a better ecarbepetter way of life are
more important. The older generation is tired and the new generation wants to live imTheace.
hypothesis has an | score-&B.

H:4 or (4) the leaders of the Croats and Bosniaks will collaborate against the Serbs and
decideto accept all conditions of the Bosnian government and the Federation. This would cause
only the Republika Srpska to disintegrate, continue the fight, push for independence and ruin any
potential membership into the EU. This hypothesis has an | scerpwahile not as high as the
other two it is still much higher than the others and is inconsistent.

H:6 or (6) The Serbs, Croats, and Bosniaks will all push for independence and their own
autonomy. This will cause disintegration. This hypothesis hasaord sf-4; while not as high
as the other two it is high enough compared to the others and is inconsistent.

H:3, H:4, H:6 and H:7 will be removed as they are inconsistent, as well as, evidenct that

is not as relevent.
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Integration or Disintegration of Bosnia - Main

E14

H:1

nternal
frustrations
and lack of
cooperation
w il not
allow
integration
of the ethnic
groups; the
country will
disintegrate.

H: 2

There Is
disintagration
ol Bosnia
because It
meets
characteristic
of an
intractable
conflict

H:3

The RS will
cooperales
with the other
athnic groups,
surrender a
large amount
of its
autonory;
this causes
integration.

H:4

e leaders of
the Croats
and Bosniaks
collaborate
against the
Serbs. The RS
disintegrates,
pushs for
independence
ruins EU
membership.

H: 5

RS tights tor
autonomy
suggested by
Dayton
Agreement,
This
frustrates
efforts by the
EU;
disintegration.

H: &

The Serbs,
Croats, and
Bosniaks wll
all push for
independence
and their own
autonormy .
This will
cause
disintegration.

H:7

All groups
tired ot
conflict,
decide to be
part of Europe
and share the
BCONOMIG
advanlages.
Decide want
peace and a
better life.

Inconsistency
Soore o

-2

E13

E12

The Croats say
they having nothing
against the
Bosniaks but
would like their

ow n autonony,

The Bosniaks do
not foel as if they
got a fair deal and
w ould like their
ow n autonomny,

En

E10

E9

w here ethnic

All of the ethnic

The Bosnians
Serbs have the RS
and w ould like to
become part of
"Greater Serbia” or
have their
independence

Qaead nff cindlar
ARSI W @i e

cases (lsraecl's &
Palestinians)

groups do not get
along they continue
in contlict and
though there may
not be major
fighting they never
Integrate.

groups have the
vestad interest to
gain somathing out
of the continuation
of the confhct.

Es

The Dayton divided
the country into
federations the
Bosaniak-Croat
taderation and the
Republika Srpska;
the Croats and
Bosniaks are
already forced to
collaborate,

E7

Some Croats
believa the
foderation is a "jail
for the Croatian
people”, and think
all three Bosnlan
ethnicities should
have equal rights

The Serbs have
already bean
pushing tow ards
autonomy.

-19

-7

-3

NA

-4

NA

-19

NA
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There is a lot of
revenue to be
generated from | I
cooperation from
the EU and other
forces.

E5

The fight has been
going on for a long
time and though it
is not great, the
E4 war is over and if it C c N N I I
flares up again
NATO, the BJ and
the US will stop the
war.

Just because there
is peacekeepers in
E3 the area does not
mean they will
obey.

There are vested
interests for some
E2 of the higher
politicians to
continue a conflict.

The groups are
E1 stubborn and do
not like each other

I I |

Step 4: Refine the matrix. Rensider the hypotheses and delete evidence and arguments that
have no diagnostic value.

The following hypotheses are consistent with the evidence and all the evidence that is
inconsistent or very inconsistent has been removed. The matrix has beahapfiribe values
have changed slightly only one of the hypotheses has a slight inconsistency of 1, whigh is H

In this matrix only the weighted inconsistency score was used. While the analyst is free
to use both weighted and-weighted inconsistency sgng, in this particular matrix on the
weighted inconsistency was used.

H: 1 or (1) the internal frustrations and lack of cooperation will not allow integration of
the ethnic groups and the country will disintegrate.

H: 2 or (2) there will ultimately ba disintegration of Bosnia because the conflict meets
all of the Chester Crockerdés characteristi

Characteristics of an Intractable Conflict:
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(1) They are typically long standing
(2) They remain unresolved
(3) There $ a continuation of violence

(4) There are vested interests of the parties involved in the conflict

H: 5or (5) The RS decides to maintain a fight to ensure autonomy as suggested by the
Dayton Agreement. The Serbs will not work with the other groups whetimot they
collaborated against the RS. This will frustrate efforts by the EU and cause disintegration. Notice
there is only a slight inconsistency of 1. The inconsistency has to do with E6 which states the
Bosniaks do not feel as if they got a fagratiand would like their own economy. The
inconsistency is because while both3-nd E6 indicate disintegration the two do not applicable

but could also indicate an inconsistency; this would have to do with the judgment of the analyst.
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The below matrixs refined to show the adjustments with the evidence:

Integration or Disintegration of Bosnia - Main

f Type Credibility Relevance H: 1 H:2 H:3
Internal Thereis RS fights for
frustrations | disintegration | autonomy
and lack of | of Bosnia suggested by
cooperation | because it Dayton
w ill not meets Agreement.
allow characteristic | This
integration | of an frustrates
of the ethnic | intractable efforts by the
groups; the | conflict BY;
country wil disintegration.
disintegrate.

Weighted -0.0 -0.0 -1.0
Inconsistency
Score 1o
E8 MEDIUM [MEDIUM NA NA NA
The Croats say
they having nothing
against the =
E7 Beriiks bt MEDIUM |MEDIUM (3 N
would like their
ow n autonomy.
The Bosniaks do
not feel as if they
E8 got a fair deal and MEDIUM [MEDIUM C |
would like their
ow n autonomy.
The Bosnians
Serbs have the RS
and w ould like to
E5 become part of HIGH HIGH C
“Greater Serbia” or
have their
independence
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Step 5: Draw tentative conclusions about the relative likelihood of each hypothesis. Proceed
by trying to disprove the hypotheses rather than prove them.
For the following hypotheses,Hepresents the null hypotheses which are the opposite of the
hypothesis.

H: 1or (1) the internal frustrations and lack of cooperation will not allow integration of
the ethnic groups and the country will disintegrate.

Ho: The internal frustrations arldck of cooperation will allow integration of the ethnic

groups and the country will integrate.
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