
Editorial Comment on J. Otto Pohl’s “Scourging the Caucasus”, and the anonymous 
Critical Responses to it

The reader may have noted that practically all the Critical Responses are anonymous—also 
for the other main articles in this issue. We have respected the wishes of the reviewers to stay 
anonymous, even though we prefer their names to be published along with their reviews as 
Critical Responses so as to encourage academic debate on sensitive, controversial or 
otherwise contested topics. 

Also noticeable here is the drawback of sending anonymized manuscripts to reviewers. Thus 
the reviewer of the Second Critical Response clearly did not realize that he or she was 
reviewing a manuscript written by Jonathan Otto Pohl, when he or she remarks that “the 
author is less original than he/she implies”, referring to “J. Otto Pohl’s article ‘Stalin’s 
Genocide against the “repressed peoples” ’, in Journal of Genocide Research, vol. 2 (2000)”.  
Indeed, another reviewer, who wished to remain both anonymous and his or her review 
unpublished, wrote that the manuscript’s main point “is not a new interpretation. J. Otto 
Pohl, in Ethnic Cleansing in the Soviet Union (1999), has made the case for ethnic cleansing” 
already.

Perhaps much of the misunderstanding could have been avoided if Jonathan Otto Pohl 
would have been less modest in the current contribution, and would have referred to some of 
his own publications—and would have clarified that most or all of the analysis is based on 
existing and past research. 

We do not mind if contributors present and emphasize some aspects of research already 
done by them and others—after all, some or many readers may not be familiar with the 
topic, like Stalin’s Deportation intentions and policies and their destructive effects—as long 
as they explicitly indicate this. So perhaps the author should have clarified better the place of 
his current contribution in both his own research and that of others. But this shortcoming in 
an otherwise splendid contribution is also the Editorial Board’s fault; we should have noticed 
this and informed the author about this in a timely manner. Nevertheless, we do not 
consider this matter grave enough to warrant a further delay of the article’s publication.

- Caspar ten Dam, Executive Editor

NB: do you have any comments on J. Otto Pohl’s article and/or the critical responses? Please 
send these to info@ethnogeopolitics.org or post these on http://www.ethnogeopolitics.org.  

Some of these comments the Editorial Board may publish as Critical Responses (maximum 
3,000 words) in the next issue of the journal. Extensive critical responses with own source 
references may be published as full-fledged, separate articles. Please supply your name, 
contact details, academic and/or other professional titles and affiliations, as well as your 
research specialisms and any major publications.
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