	
	
	



[bookmark: _GoBack]A critical analysis of two sources relating to Genocide
This short extract was taken from a section of an informative book, titled “Genocide: A World History” by Norman N Naimark (2016). The main purpose of this book is to inform, and although the target audience is very broad, it could be said that the book could also be used as an academic resource for people studying the history of Genocide, as the book has chapters concerning the major incidences of genocide throughout history. However, this book could also be used for the study of history in general, as the content covered is very broad, and the time period has a wide range.  The source was written by an esteemed historian, Norman Naimark. Naimark is a professor of Eastern European studies at Stamford university, and has written on subjects such as Genocide and Ethnic Cleansing in Eastern European. This shows his value as a historian, as he has written specifically on Genocide meaning he would have undertaken some thorough research into the themes and subjects that are prevalent in the book. Naimark has also written a book titled “Stalin’s Genocides”. This book discusses the treatment of Stalin's citizens by Stalin from the 1930’s up until his death in 1953. As this book also has a focus on the theme of Genocide, it becomes apparent that Naimark has a clear and focused approach to the theme of genocide. The book was written in 2017, meaning that the information for almost all the major genocides would have been available to access. However, 2017 was the year of the Rohingya Genocide. Although it started in 2016, it was prevalent in 2017, and it could have influenced his works. However, Naimark does not cover this incident of genocide in the work, so we can assume that they had no influence on his writing. 
“Even when it became obvious that the Germans had lost the war, the murder of the Jews went on. There was no let up, as the Nazis deported Hungarian and Greek Jews to Auschwitz and chased down Jews in remote islands in the Mediterranean and in mountain where they tried to hide. As the Soviet armies drove westward, the German authorities murdered Jews who could not be moved and forced others into death marches, which took countless additional lives. Hitler’s genocide against the Jews took place in the context of his attacks on mentally and physically disabled Germans, homosexuals, and Sinti and Roma.” (Naimark p83)
This extract was lifted from “Genocide” by Norman M Naimark. Specifically, this extract was taken from the chapter discussing modern Genocide. Although there is not a chapter dedicated to the events that took place during World War two and the Holocaust, from page 73 to the end of the chapter is dedicated to the Nazis, and the crimes they committed. As this chapter of the book is largely focused on the Nazi’s Genocide towards groups of people they deemed to be “inferior”, it would be expected that at some point the Holocaust and the actions of the Nazis would be mentioned at some point. The main point of “Genocide” (Naimark) is to explain what the term means and to show it in practice, using examples throughout history, including some High-Profile cases of Genocide. This extract links in with the chapter, as it discusses the many modern Genocides that have taken place, starting from the attempted German colonisation of Africa in 1904, up to the Nazi rise and fall from power during the second world war. Another part of the works of value is “Hitlers genocide against the Jews took place in the Context of his attacks on mentally and physically disabled Germans, homosexuals, and Sinti and Roma” (Naimark P83). This quote highlights the fact that an act of Genocide can really be brought upon anyone. During World War Two and the Holocaust, anyone who was not considered “Aryan” would have been looked down on, but even more so if they had some form of Ailment, or were not of the Nazi mindset. These factors led to Hitler actively persecuting these groups, and committing acts of genocide against them. The source is of some value to someone studying the Holocaust and the Nazi approach to genocide, as it really details how the Nazis operated. For example, where it states “Even when it became obvious that the Germans had lost the war, the murder of the Jews went on” (Naimark P83.)  illustrates the fact that the Nazi genocide during World War two was entirely race/religion based. One idea that Naimark suggests is that Genocide isn’t a new phenomenon, but in fact predates what is commonly considered “Ancient History”. For example, where he states “There is little reason to think that our prehistoric forebears were either more or less civilized than ourselves when confronting and eliminating other peoples and suspected enemies” (Naimark P1) suggests that even the prehistoric communities would have had some version of the idea of Genocide. This quote also implies that the idea of Genocide is embedded in humanity as a whole, and that if a certain individual has enough power, if threatened or just simply has a deep-set hatred for another race/religion (E.G the Nazi Party with the Jewish etc), they will use said power to simply eradicate the so-called threat that is put before them. Another idea put forward by Naimark is that “genocide is a worldwide historical phenomenon that originates with the beginning of human society” (Naimark P5). This idea is similar to the one mentioned previously, but this idea implies that Genocide is essentially a phenomenon that just naturally occurs.  In summary, Naimark used his book to convey the idea that Genocide is just something simple, but has a deeper meaning and in fact is more deep rooted in humanity than most people would assume.
In my opinion, I think that “Genocide” (Naimark) is an excellent work. It gives a detailed account into the many acts of genocide that have taken place throughout history. However, one point I disagree with that Naimark puts forward is the one that suggests that “Genocide is a natural phenomenon” (Naimark P5). In my personal opinion, Genocide only happens if a group of people, or an individual that has control over a group of people, decides that an opposing group (A lot of the time innocent, but in some cases guilty) is a threat, or they simply disagree with their views. In my opinion, Naimark’s theory that genocide is natural makes no sense at all, as it has only ever happened with either terroristic or militaristic groups, such as those involved in the Bosnian Genocide (Naimark P124.). It may have been the case during Ancient civilisation that Genocide was more natural, but in modern society



This source is a quote from an article that supplements a video interview undertaken with a survivor of the 1995 Bosnian Genocide, Elveden Pasic. The interview documents Pasic’s life before the Genocide took place, and also highlights how he felt after it happened and how it impacted him. As the event was highly traumatic for him, he would have vivid memories of it which would provide us with a useful but harrowing insight into what it would have been like. The article was written by thee Public Broadcasting Service, specifically, it was taken from their series of reports called “Frontline”. In this series, many different topics are covered, from KKK activity in Greensboro in 1983 right up to the most recent acts of Racism by the US president Donald Trump. The fact that the series of reports focuses on acts of Racism and in some cases, Genocide suggests that the company would have undertaken thorough research into these incidents and events, meaning that the information would be correct. As the purpose of these reports would be to inform anyone who reads them, the information present should be correct and unbiased, meaning that the interview could be of possible value to an historian studying the Bosnian Genocide.
“And at first, I didn’t wanna get up because I was afraid to separate from my Dad, he told me to get up,” Pasic told the international tribunal in his testimony. He continued, “I said, ‘no,’ and my uncle insisted. He said, ‘get up, you will survive.’”
“Pasic got up. He never saw his father or uncle again, and their bodies were never recovered.
It’s been seven years since Pasic’s testimony at The Hague. Today, he lives in St. Louis, Mo., with his wife and two young sons, but he said he thinks about his father every day.
“I carry this heavy burden that I feel is a part of me as a survivor, as a witness, to tell the truth,” Pasic told FRONTLINE. “I felt like I owe to my dad and my uncle and others who are missing throughout Bosnia.”- Elveden Pasic
This source was taken from an interview with a survivor of the Bosnian genocide, Elveden Pasic. At the time of the Genocide, Pasic was 14 years old.  The event left him traumatised “I carry this heavy burden that I feel is a part of me as a survivor, as a witness”. This shows the true impact of Genocide, as although the death and extermination of hundreds of people is truly horrific, there is the other side of it, those who survive. Where Pasic mentions the “Burden” that he has, it shows what it would be like to survive a genocide, and how horrific it is to live with survivors' guilt after a traumatic experience. For example, earlier in the article, it mentions how “Pasic’s voice occasionally breaks as he testifies about how the arrival of Bosnian Serb forces in his village changed his life forever”. The destruction that Genocide brings about has many sides to it, and Pasic’s case illustrates the mental trauma that can be left by genocide. The source is of significant value to an historian that is studying the Bosnian genocide, as Pasic provides a detailed insight into what happened during the genocide from the perspective of the victims that were being attacked. This is valuable, as it was not written by the oppressors, meaning that the information would be less biased towards them. As Pasic lost his father and his uncle during the genocide, it can be assumed that his account would be fairly unbiased. However, as the interview was conducted 25 years after the genocide actually took place, there may be some details that are incorrect, as Pasic may have remembered certain events not as they happened. However, as this event left him incredibly traumatised, it can safely be assumed that Pasic’s account is accurate and reliable. The source also has extra value to any historian studying Genocide, as Pasic’s account highlights the effects of Genocide on the survivors, and the guilt that usually accompanies that.

I find that this source has limited use. Having said that, its usefulness is complimented by its reliability. This source is a rare insight into a tragic and horrific event, from a perspective not often looked at, largely due to the fact that it usually takes a large amount of time before someone who experienced such a traumatic event to open up about it. However, as Pasic was only 14 years old at the time, he would not have remembered certain details, which would increase the value of this source to someone studying the Bosnian Genocide. I find that the lack of detail is only a minor flaw in the source, as there are not many first-hand accounts from the survivors of the Bosnian genocide available for reading, so as a source, the interview along with its transcript are highly valuable to an historian studying the Bosnian genocide of 1995. 
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