
POBOL, NIKOLAI and POLIAN, PAVEl (eds.) (2005), Staliniskie deportatsii 1928-1953: Dokumenty 
(Stalinist Deportations 1928-1953: Documents), Moscow: MFD, Materik.

POLIAN, PAVEl (2004), Against Their Will: The History and Geography of Forced Migration Migrations in 
the USSR, Budapest: Central European University Press.

STATIEV, ALEXANDER (2005), ‘The Nature of Anti-Soviet Armed Resistance, 1942-1944: The North 
Caucasus, the Kalmyk Autonomous Republic, and Crimea’, Kritika: Explorations in Russian and 
Eurasian History, vol 6, no. 2, pp. 281-314.

______________________ (2009), ‘Soviet Ethnic Deportations: Intent vs. Outcome’, Journal of Genocide 
Research, vol. 11, nos. 2-3, pp. 243-264. 

TSAREVSKAIA-DIAKINA, T. V. (ed.) (2004), Spetspereselentsy v SSSR: vol. V of Istoriia stalinskogo 
Gulaga: Konets 1920-kh pervaia  polvina 1950-kh godov (Special resettlers in the USSR: vol. V of History 
of the Stalinist Gulag: From the End of the 1920s to the First Half of the 1950s), Moscow: Rosspen.

WEITZ, ERIC (2002), ‘Racial Politics without the Concept of Race: Reevaluating Soviet Ethnic and 
National Purges’, Slavic Review, vol. 61, no. 1, pp. 1-29.

WEINER, AMIR (2002), ‘Nothing but Certainty’, Slavic Review, vol. 61, no. 1, pp.  44-53.

WERTH, NICOLAS (2006), ‘The “Chechen Problem”: Handling an Akward Legacy, 1918-1959', 
Contemporary European History, vol. 15, no. 3, pp. 347-366.

ZEMSKOV, VIKTOR (2005), Spetsposelentsy v SSSR (Special settlers in the USSR), Moscow: Nauk. 

Web Sites

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/magazine-26271733?OCID=fbasia&ocid=socialflow_facebook; accessed on 
25 February 2014.

http://www.rferl.org/content/chechen-deportation-1944-survivors/25273614.html; accessed on 25 
February 2014.

Assessment of the paper ‘Scourging the Caucasus’

(First Critical Response to J. Otto Pohl’s “Scourging the Caucasus: The Soviet 
Deportation of the Karachais, Chechens, Ingush, and Balkars in 1943-1944”)

This is an extremely important article that deals directly with a couple of very controversial 
issues in Soviet studies in a bold and systematic way. I have some suggestions that would not 
take much time to incorporate but would dramatically improve the impact of the article. As 
for the facts, the author has an encyclopedic knowledge of the events. The analysis of the 
deportations is comprehensive and accurate.                             

As for the author’s assertion that these acts are genocide and that they were motivated by 
racial considerations, these are of course both controversial subjects. I happen to agree with 
the author’s assertion that the deportations were in fact genocide, and I feel that the author 
has made a strong case in this regard. It does open up the possibility that the single term 
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“genocide” needs to be rethought—genocide brings to mind mass murder, but in fact it is 
possible to destroy a nation (which is the definition of genocide) through means other than 
outright murder of the entire population. I think the author addresses this well, but I really 
feel that this does need to be emphasized more in the conclusion. I felt the conclusion was 
too short—the author does not do justice to the case made in the body of the paper. More 
reference back to the specifics of the case, perhaps putting them together in way that 
emphasizes the author’s point (somewhat like the closing argument of an attorney) would 
make this article much more persuasive. 

I think his emphasis on result as opposed to motivation is something that needs to be 
examined more generally in genocide studies, and maybe the author can refer to other 
similar cases in this and future papers. This is just a suggestion, but if there is some way of 
emphasizing the significance of this particular assertion it should be done.

As for the racial component, I am somewhat unfamiliar with this aspect of Russian history 
and so I do not have a lot to add on this. I do however agree that the arguments that the 
peoples were deported for strictly political reasons or that since Russians were deported as 
well it could not have been racially motivated, fall apart very quickly under close 
examination. Again, however, I do think the author needs to recapitulate this in the 
conclusion. I cannot emphasize this enough. This is a truly great article that addresses an 
extremely important issue, and the conclusion is just too short to reinforce for the reader just 
what a strong case the author has made.

- Anonymous

Critique on the manuscript ‘Scourging the Caucasus’

(Second Critical Response to J. Otto Pohl’s “Scourging the Caucasus: The Soviet 
Deportation of the Karachais, Chechens, Ingush, and Balkars in 1943-1944”)

The author is less original than he/she implies. There is, for instance, J. Otto Pohl’s article 
‘Stalin's Genocide against the “repressed peoples” ’, in Journal of Genocide Research, vol. 2 
(2000). Of course, this manuscript can employ materials that appeared since then.

I would modify the conclusion. Genocide scholars deduce intent from the results; they do 
not evaluate events by ignoring completely what may have been their purpose(s). Using the 
UN definition or not, they generally do not speak of "genocide" unless they have deduced an 
intent to destroy a people. Most of the time, this is done on the basis of the outcome.

Speaking of “militant opposition” and “militant insistence [resistance]”, the use of the word 
"genocide" seems to imply that the scholars involved are malicious. Rather than such 
language, it would be better to present their views early on, with quotations. This would 
include Statiev's point that there was a typically Soviet randomness about which ethnic 
group to deport, and which one not.

- Anonymous
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