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When making coffee in Bosnia,  the saying goes that  you should always 
expect an unexpected guest, and therefore always pour an extra cup. This 
attitude of welcoming unexpected guests really resonates for our group as 
we  navigated  ethnic  tensions,  asking  difficult  questions,  and  exploring 
sensitive topics. As part of the Project on Peacebuilding, we felt as though 
Bosnia welcomed us in and pulled up an extra seat at the table. !

This  report  is  designed to  collate  the growth,  knowledge,  and first-hand 
research from Most Mira's Project on Peacebuilding. Through interviews, 
lectures, discussions, a community survey, and personal conversations, this 
report explores some of our findings from our week in Kevljani. First, we 
describe the site visits in Omarska, Trnopolje, Kozarac, Kevljani, Ljubija, 
and  Prijedor.  Second,  we  present  the  findings  of  the  2017  community 
survey. Third, we go in-depth in a case study about segregation in schools. 
Finally, we conclude with reflections and quotations from POP participants. !

It was important to have a mixture of Bosnian and international participants 
on the course to have a variety of opinions and gain first-hand insight from 
those who have grown up here. Some were Bosnians who live in the area, 
while others were diaspora. Some came from further afield, flying in from 
Hungary,  Britain,  and  Spain  among  others.  This  report  was  written 
collaboratively  and  co-authored  by  all  the  participants  contributing  their 
thoughts on the course, site visits, specific conversations or questions, as 
well as analysing larger topics or ideas.
!
The ethnic tensions deeply ingrained in Bosnia only serve as a reminder that 
learning is a continual process, and that one of the greatest things we can 
offer each other is simply to sit down, have a cup of coffee, and listen.

Introduction
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An important part of POP 2017 were the site visits around the Prijedor area. 
We  visited  six  important  sites  related  to  the  conflict  and  local 
peacebuilding:  Omarska,  Trnopolje,  Kozarac,  Kevljani,  Ljubija,  and 
Prijedor.
 

One of our field trips was the visit to a former Omarska concentration camp. 
We attended the annual commemoration on 6th August which was held to 
remember those who were killed in Omarska and the ones who survived the 
notorious  camp.  The  Omarska  mining  complex  is  located  about  20 
kilometres from the town of Prijedor and the camp was established by the 
Bosnian Serb forces in the beginning of the Bosnian War. Omarska was a 
functioning  concentration  camp  for  several  months  between  May  and 
August 1992. Some of the worst crimes against humanity happened there; 
inmates were murdered, tortured, and raped on a daily basis.
 
Our  guide to  Omarska was the  founder  of  Most  Mira,  Kemal  Pervanić. 
Kemal was detained in the camp during the summer of 1992. He told us 
about  Omarska’s  unbearable  conditions  and  how  he  wonders  how  he 
managed to survive the brutality of the camp. The total number of people 
held  at  Omarska  were  estimated  to  be  more  than  3,000.  Although  the 
majority of detainees were men, a number of women were also held captive 
in Omarska where they were subjected to sexual violence. Detainees also 
included children and elderly. 
 

Site Visits

Omarska
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This year’s commemoration marked the 25th anniversary of when the first 
detainees were released from Omarska. In early August 1992, three British 
journalists,  ITN  correspondent  Penny  Marshall,  Channel  Four 
correspondent  Ian  Williams,  and  the  Guardian  journalist  Ed  Vulliamy 
gained access to the camp unveiling its inhumane conditions. Less than a 
month  later,  Omarska  was  closed.  Unfortunately,  many of  the  prisoners 
were transferred to the Manjača or to the Trnopolje camp.
 
Even though it has been 25 years since the closure of Omarska, there is no 
permanent memorial  to remember the survivors or the people who were 
murdered here. This shocked many of us during our visit since it was clear 
that  the  wartime  trauma  is  still  very  much  present  in  local  people’s 
everyday lives. The commemoration on 6th August is the only time when 
the survivors and the public are allowed to visit the site. For the survivors 
we met, this day was very emotional as they recalled the nightmares of the 
camp. The lack of a permanent memorial shows how local authorities are 
still reluctant to acknowledge what happened at Omarska. 
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The concentration camp of Trnopolje was established in 1992 by Bosnian 
Serb military forces in a community center and local school. The building is 
large, ominous, and mostly empty. Our site visit coincided with a memorial 
event organised by KVART, a youth organisation in the Prijedor region. 
KVART does exceptional work to bring recognition of the genocide from 
all ethnic groups and fills a huge gap within peacebuilding in the region.
 
This empty building was turned into a temporary memorial by projecting 
images  and  a  movie  onto  its  white  walls.  The  diverse  audience  came 
because they were all affected by the war and all felt the need to stop the 
denial of genocide and start peacebuilding. Two speeches were made: one 
drew  attention  to  the  persisting  denial  of  the  perpetrators  and  potential 
threat and the other pointed out the collaboration of the local police and the 
common dream of building a better future together. Both voices were heard, 
even though they expressed opposing views. Later we listened to a panel 
discussion  about  facing  the  past,  another  example  of  dialogue.  It  was 
fascinating to watch opinions form, clash, and alter. This kind of forum is 
needed to re-establish the trust that was lost between neighbors.
 
One participant lead us to the side of the school building where a small 
room was used as a shop. He pointed at the counter and said: “I spent three 
nights there when I was four years old. Me and my sister slept there because 
it was the warmest spot.” One of the project members turned to me with the 
expression of shock on her face: “And we bought juice there.” There was no 
memorial to mark what happened. Seeing Trnopolje gave us insight into the 
terrible events that happened in this place but we also saw the façade of 
everyday life that continues to hide the horrors of genocide.

Trnopolje

4 

Photo by Hrvoje Polan 



The  site  visit  to  Kozarac  was  a  lesson  about  complexities  of 
memorialization  in  post-conflict  Bosnia,  but  also  memorialization 
historically in the area. The new memorial built in the center of downtown 
Kozarac  is  indicative  of  the  type  of  memorialization  common  in  post-
conflict  Bosnia -  one that  is  driven by survivors  in  the face of  political 
opposition or indifference from the local municipal government in Prijedor. 
Interestingly,  the  memorial  itself  is  made  up  of  names  of  the  victims, 
primarily male, with the year 1992 being etched profoundly as the year of 
death for all. In this way, the memorial speaks to that pivotal year, which 
has been the center of the war narrative for both perpetrators and survivors. 
The memorial itself was not built, nor is it maintained, by the municipal 
government to commemorate the victims or those still missing.
 
Similarly,  we  visited  a  much  smaller  and  largely  abandoned  Partisan 
memorial from the past world wars that was also neglected by the municipal 
government and local population. The Partisan graveyard contained many 
ethnicities and different people - and yet were also uniform in the design 
and commemoration. When compared to the graveyard and mosque built in 
Kamicani, just outside of Kozarac, the white gravestones also were uniform 
in size and color, and yet only belonged to victims.
 
While not all the memorials visited in Kozarac were uniform, the site visit 
showed the ways in which each informed the narrative, the landscape, and 
the  relationship(s)  between  victim  and  perpetrator,  local  and  foreign 
observer, and narrative and history of the area.

Kozarac 
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Our group stayed in Kevljani, a tiny village of less than 800 people where 
only a small percentage of the population live there year round. The village 
is peaceful - the diaspora are back for the summer holidays to visit family. 
The feeling is one of excitement and bliss that comes with long summer 
days. We visited every house delivering invitations to a community party 
with  Most  Mira  to  get  everyone  together.  In  the  evening,  neighbors  all 
gathered around to eat and drink, hear about our organization’s work, and 
offer us homemade cheese and other local delights!!
!
This setting was a stark contrast to the violence and conflict just 25 years 
before in Kevljani. Kemal Pervanić’s film, Pretty Village, was screened on 
the  first  evening  of  the  program.  It  portrays  the  lives  of  the  people  of 
Kevljani and how they were changed forever when the village was attacked 
in 1992 by Serb nationalist forces. Many of those who survived the initial 
attack were killed or suffered terrible violence in the concentration camps 
like  Omarska  or  Trnopolje  camps.  Many  people  remain  missing,  their 
bodies unfound or unidentified. For ten years, Kevljani was a ghost village. 
Only  in  2,000 were  the  first  survivors  able  to  return.  Slowly  they  have 
rebuilt their homes but their Serb neighbors remain silent about the violence 
in their community. !
!
One day, we visited the Kevljani mosque. The original minaret remained 
blown to the ground and branches were entwined around parts of the stone, 
pulling it into the Earth. Evidence of the conflict are everywhere you look in 
Kevljani. 

Kevljani
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We also visited Ljubija, a small town within the Prijedor municipality. The 
town is  best  known for  having  the  largest  iron  ore  mine  in  the  former 
Yugoslavia.  The  company  once  had  6,000  employees,  but  stopped 
production when the war broke out. Today the mine is not operating and we 
observed the dilapidated buildings and derelict mining equipment. !

The genocide affected all parts of this region, including Ljubija. The mine 
pits were used to bury victims of ethnic cleansing and when Serbs began to 
lose territory in 1995, the remains of people from other mass graves in the 
region were transferred to Ljubija in an attempt to cover up crimes against 
humanity. In total, over 2,000 people are estimated to have been disposed of 
in these mines. The poverty in Ljubija is typical of how war can impact the 
socio-economic development of a town. A small  soup kitchen serves 45 
residents, with 100 more on a waiting list, who would not eat without the 
assistance.!
!
Dilapidated  buildings  lined  each  side  of  the  street,  many  deserted  and 
crumbling under overgrown trees and shrubs. Nothing was stable in this 
town. On our way back, we passed a small café and a couple of students 
who  had  performed  in  Most  Mira’s  recent  theater  production.  It  was 
amazing to see the widespread influence of Most Mira, reaching into almost 
every part of the Prijedor municipality, even the forgotten town of Ljubija. 

Ljubija
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The site visit to the city of Prijedor offered a glimpse into the challenges 
and victories of organizing grassroots movements.  We spoke to activists 
who organized the commemoration of White Armband Day (Dan Bijelih 
Traka), a protest that demands a memorial for the missing or killed children 
of  Prijedor.  The  perspectives  of  local  activists  were  eye-opening  and 
provided the context in which peacebuilding can take place in Prijedor. In 
the face of opposition and fear of violence from local government officials, 
activists and other local peacebuilders challenge the post-conflict narrative 
of victimhood.  
 
Visiting  the  city  of  Prijedor  served  as  a  comparative  case  study  for 
conducting  the  second  part  of  community  surveys.  The  municipal 
government is located in Prijedor and the city is largely composed of Serbs. 
We collected surveys from people of different ethnic backgrounds which 
showed us how they react to outsiders asking questions about politics and 
peacebuilding.  In  many  cases,  local  residents  were  hesitant  to  complete 
surveys,  or  discuss  their  ethnicity,  political  views,  or  attitudes  towards 
peacebuilding. A more detailed analysis of the survey is in the next section. 
Prijedor is the biggest city in the area, but many people were concerned 
about  the  economy  and  future  of  education  for  their  children.  It  was 
interesting to compare the situation in Prijedor with the other places we 
visited. 

Prijedor
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•  44% believe the economy is the most important issues, followed by 
17% said education, and 16% said healthcare

•  74% said they have family abroad

•  74% said they never participated in peacebuilding
•  52%  said  inter-ethnic  relations  in  the  region  are  poor,  while  25% 

thought they were good or superior
•  31% have participated in an NGO in the last year
•  Respondents  believed  government  officials  were  responsible  for 

improving  inter-ethnic  relations  (24%  local  government  and  22% 
national  government);  followed  by  schools  (19%)  and  international 
groups (9%)

•  43%  said  local  government  leadership  was  poor  with  the  highest 
percent in Kozarac (58%)

•  40%  said  government  leadership  in  RS  was  poor  with  the  most 
dissatisfaction  from  Kozarac  (58%)  and  Kevljani  (34%)  and  least 
dissatisfaction in Prijedor (28%)

•  62% perceived Most Mira as good or superior
•  31% perceived international organizations as poor or fair, and only in 

Kevljani  did  a  plurality  of  the  respondents  see  international 
organizations positively (38%)

Findings

Community Survey -  Local Perceptions of Peacebuilding
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POP participants helped design and collect the community survey in 2015 and 
2017. The survey asks broad demographic questions (age, gender, ethnicity) in 
addition to questions about civic participation (registered to vote, donated to 
parties,  participate in organizations).  The last section asks respondents about 
local perceptions of inter-ethnic relations and peacebuilding. POP participants 
approached  community  members  on  the  street  in  Kevljani,  Kozarac,  and 
Prijedor  and  asked  each  respondent  the  same  questions.  All  answers  were 
confidential and respondents were allowed to skip or refuse to answer questions. 
Many people flat out refused to participate or refused to answer questions about 
inter-ethnic relations.
 
In total, the community survey collected 103 responses (27 in 2015 to 86 in 
2017).  Data  from both  years  were  compiled  and analyzed together.  Despite 
limitations of sample size and collection method, the data shines important light 
on local perceptions of peacebuilding in rural and urban contexts.

Methodology



 
While  the  economy still  was  top 
priority  in  Kevljani,  the  second 
was  healthcare  (25%)  and  crime 
(21%).  Kozarac  reflected  the 
overall trend with top rankings for 
economy,  education,  and 
healthcare.  Prijedor  respondents 
said  the  economy  (50%), 
education  (17%),  and  corruption 
(12%)  were  the  most  important 
issues.

When  comparing  issue  priorities 
by  ethnicity,  the  overall  trend 
continues of economy, education, 
and  healthcare.  Nine  percent  of 
Bosniak  respondents  said  crime 
was  a  top  issue;  while  seven 
percent  of  Serb  respondents  said 
the environment was a priority. 

Interestingly,  respondents  in 
Kevljani  (the  smallest  village) 
were  more  likely  to  vote  (81%) 
than people in Kozarac (52%) or 
Prijedor (59%). 
 

There  appears  to  be  few 
opportunities to participate in civil 
society  in  Kevljani:  almost  all 
respondents  in  Kevljani  reported 
no participation in organizations. 
 
People  in  Prijedor  and  Kozarac 
participated  in  NGOs,  while 
Kozarac stood out for participating 
in  health  and  social  service 
organizations.

Issues

Voting

Civic Participation
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While all respondents were pessimistic 
about  inter-ethnic  relations,  Serb 
respondents were the most pessimistic 
with  69%  characterizing  inter-ethnic 
relations as poor. In contrast,  47% of 
Bosniaks  characterized  relations  as 
poor. 12% of Serbs suggested relations 
were “good” or “superior,” while 29% 
of Bosniaks characterized relations as 
“good.”

Bosniaks were more pessimistic about 
5 years ago: 39% said their community 
was  worse  or  lots  worse,  while  25% 
said  it  was  better  or  lots  better. 
Counterintuitively,  45%  of  Serb 
respondents  said  the  community  is 
“better”  or  “lots  better”  today than 5 
years  ago  -  whereas  69% Serbs  said 
relations  were  poor  today.  One 
explanation  could  be  that  relations 
were  so  bad  5  years  ago  that  any 
improvement is characterized as good 
or better. Another reason could be that 
respondents  were  considering  other 
factors  (like  economy  or  education) 
when  evaluating  the  state  of  their 
community.  

Inter-ethnic relations
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Respondents were evenly split about how much they talked about politics 
with  their  family  or  friends.  The  majority  (49%) said  they  spoke  “very 
often”  or  “sometimes,”  while  48% said  they  talked  “rarely”  or  “never” 
about politics. 

Politics
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Contrary to our expectations, most respondents felt positively toward inter-
ethnic programs. Respondents in Kevljani were the most positive with 62% 
characterizing inter-ethnic programs as “good” or “superior.” Both Kozarac 
and Prijedor  were also positive with  53% and 54%, respectively.  While 
there is some selection bias (i.e. respondents in the survey had to be willing 
to speak to our inter-ethnic group of interviewers), the respondents were 
willing to express negative feelings on other subjects. 

Inter-ethnic programs



Respondents  had  overwhelmingly  negative 
perceptions  about  all  actors.  Prijedor  reported 
45%  positive  perceptions  toward  local 
community  groups,  while  it  was  only  24% 
positive  in  both  Kozarac  and  Kevljani.  This 
could  be  explained  by  a  lack  of  community 
groups in the smaller villages.

Not surprisingly, the Bosniak villages had more 
positive  perceptions  of  international 
organizations  and  the  ICTY.  Kevljani  is  the 
smallest village and was devastated by the war, 
but felt most positive (64%) about international 
organizations, while Kozarac and Prijedor were 
more negative. 

Prijedor  was  most  negative  (70%)  about  the 
ICTY, followed by Kozarac (52%) and Kevljani 
(42%).  This  shows  widespread  negative 
perspectives of the international community, the 
war  crimes  tribunal,  and  peacebuilding.  These 
findings  should  force  reflection  by  the 
international  community  on  what  can  and  has 
been achieved by peacebuilding for  more than 
two decades. 

24% of respondents  said that  local  government officials  were responsible for  improving 
inter-ethnic relations, followed by national government officials (23%) and schools (19%). 
Only 9% said that international organizations were responsible. This suggests that Bosnians 
are looking for local ownership of peacebuilding, in contrast to internationally-led projects. 
Further, they see school as key institutions for building inter-ethnic relationships. 

These  results  also  point  to  a  gap  in  connection  between  government  officials  and  the 
population. 47% of respondents think local or national government officials are responsible 
for inter-ethnic relations; while only 41% said they always vote. Kozarac had the lowest 
percentage report participating in elections.

Responsibility

Perception
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Many schools in Bosnia Herzegovina were segregated after the war ended 
in 1995. To this day, some Bosniak, Croat and Serb students are taught a 
different national curriculum. Over 50 schools in the Federation operate a 
“two schools under one roof” system where two ethnic groups will be 
taught in a segregated building. In some cases, the two ethnic groups will 
use separate entrances to get into the school building and even have 
different times to attend school. The two ethnic groups do not socialize with 
each other at school or during their leisure time. 
 
It is problematic that each ethnic group is taught from a different national 
curriculum because they are highly politicized. For example, Bosniaks, 
Croats and Serbs will learn three different versions of what took place 
during the war in Bosnia. Each curriculum has its own interpretation of the 
truth and blames other ethnic groups for starting the war. This perpetuates 
divisions amongst children, teaches them from a young age to be intolerant, 
and leads to a process of othering. 
 

Segregated Schools in Bosnia: A Case Study
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In June 2017, students in Jajce protested against the “two schools under one 
roof” system, which forced the regional government to reverse the decision. 
They are determined to carry on their campaign to ensure that other 
segregated schools in the Federation are abolished. Amar Kundalic, the 
organizer of the protest, believes that 
the education system is the only way to stop young people from leaving 
Bosnia saying, “Unless politicians make necessary changes and abolish 
divisions, there will be no coexistence and progress.” 
 
Following this protest, Dennis Gratz from the Nasa Stranka opposition 
party, drafted a law to end the practice of segregated schools. 
Gratz is confident that the law will pass, however he may face opposition 
from many political parties in parliament. Our community survey showed 
that 19 percent of respondents think it is the responsibility of schools to 
improve interethnic relations. One tangible way to achieve that is for 
children to be taught in the same classes as other ethnic groups.
 
Most Mira aims to build relations between ethnic groups through theatre 
and art projects. This builds confidence in young people and gives them a 
purpose outside of education. By bringing young people together across 
ethnicities, this also brings the community together and offers a space for 
discussion and a new perspective from younger generations.  
 
A 2011 Council of Europe report found that one in eight children in Bosnia 
and Herzegovina avoided joint activities with students of other ethnicities, 
and one in six did not want to be in the same class as members from other 
groups. If the segregated schools system were to be abolished under Gratz’s 
law, there would still be a need for peacebuilding organisations to build 
relationships, trust, and support for children amongst different ethnic 
groups. 
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“I have developed skills in creating new dialogue and 
speaking of my own experiences. It is not something that is 

easy for me, especially explaining something new to others.”

From Participants
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“They only talk about Srebrenica at school. I did not 
know about the concentration camps here, and I did not 

know it was worse than Srebrenica. I said: 
Did you know about Omarska?  

Why did you not tell me about it, Mum?”

“Seeing the mass graves that my own family were found in… I 
had heard about them growing up but in this context this was a 
safe space where I wouldn’t be influenced by my family and 
could be with people who experience it for the first time.”



Overall, the Project on Peacebuilding brought together a group of people of 
different ages, nationalities and backgrounds to learn about many different 
issues that are connected to post-conflict scenarios - not only in BiH but 
worldwide. The group gained an insight into the Bosnian war and how it 
continues to affect Bosnians to this day. We learned through workshops on 
the politics of memory, identities, gender, the environment, poverty, art in 
peacebuilding, as well as site visits to memorials, villages, and former 
concentration camps.  

The community survey ensured the students interacted with local people 
from different towns and provided statistical data on the local perceptions 
of peacebuilding. We hope this will be useful in showing progress in 
peacebuilding and improving the program to address the community needs. 
Furthermore, each student wrote a reflective piece about their personal 
experiences and views, which encouraged a participatory learning process. 
This contributed to Most Mira’s vision for creative methods of dialogue and 
peacebuilding. 
 
The connections that were made and friendships that blossomed during the 
course are precisely the reason why such a program is beneficial to many 
communities. The discussions cemented bonds that will drive future 
generations to consider the strength and beauty of diversity. Most Mira 
presented a chance for the participants to learn and work with each other 
across divides. This ultimately allowed for a more nuanced understanding 
of the political, cultural, socio-economic, and environmental aspects of 
post-conflict life in Bosnia and Herzegovina. 

Conclusion
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