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Abstract. This article examines one of the most complex and taboo aspects of camp
everyday life - the position of women in Kazakhstani correctional labour camps in the
1930s-1950s, focusing on survival strategies via sexual relations. This issue is the least
studied in Kazakh historiography. The research is based on previously unpublished
documents from the State Archive of the Russian Federation, fund R-9414 - Main
Directorate of Places of Imprisonment (sometimes unofficially referred to as the “GULAG
archive”), as well as the testimonies of former prisoners, which allow us to reconstruct
the practice of sexual relations within the camp society. The study addresses the political
and moral state of the Karlag military guard, which was notably at alow level. The article
provides facts about the cohabitation of guards with female prisoners. The report on the
results of the operational and service activities of the paramilitary guards of the camps
and colonies of the USSR Ministry of Internal Affairs for 1951 to the Deputy Minister
of Internal Affairs of the USSR, Colonel General I.A. Serov, was discussed. Information
concerning the negative aspects of the activities of the paramilitary guards (VOKhR)
is presented. The article assesses the condition of discipline within the 2nd Industrial
and Karadzhar divisions and Espinsky, Prostornensky, and SKhOS (Agricultural
Experimental Station) independent platoons based on the report on the operational
performance of the paramilitary security units of the Karlag under the Ministry of
Justice of the USSR. Primary focus is on the under-researched and ethically complex
phenomenon of “sex behind barbed wire” as a survival strategy and a mechanism for
physical adaptation. According to the meticulously documented case (April 1952) on
cohabitation between prisoners and the officers, guards, and civilian employees of the
4th camp division of the Special Peschany Camp (MVD USSR), the authors analyse both
forced and consensual forms of sexual contact. The study provides facts, detailing the
circumstances. while also examining the camp administration’s policies regarding the
professional misconduct of officers, VOKhR sergeants, and overseers. The obtained
data indicate that sexual relations under conditions of camp confinement should
be considered along a continuum - from direct coercion to forced adaptive forms
of behavior determined by the asymmetry of power between guards and prisoners.
This study is based on archival documents and testimonies of former female inmates,
enabling a reconstruction of the gender hierarchy within the camp's social structure.
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JlarepJiik conuyM/a¥bl 9¥ieJ1: X KbIHBICTBIK, TYPFbI/Ja Naija/IaHy MeH
TYJ/IFaapaJiblK, KaTbIHac MaceJiesepi (Kap.sar neH Ilecyansiar
MaTepUaiAapbl Heri3iHAe)

3. CakraranoBa?, T. AJutaHUA30B"
“E.A. Bekemos am. Kaparaudel YaimmuiK 3epmmey yHugsepcumemi, KaparaHovl, KazakcmaH
b0.A. BatikoHbipos amviHdarsl XKezkasran yHusepcumemi, KeskasraH, Kazakcman

Anpgarna. Makanaza 1930-1950 xbuigapaarbl KazakcTadn ayMarbIHIaFbl eHOEKIIEH TY3€eTy Jiarepb-
JiepiHzeri alesiep/iiH, xKaraaibl JarepJsik KyH/1e/JiKTi eMip/iH eH KypzeJii api »KaOblK TaKbIPbIITapPbIHbIH,
6ipi peTiH/ie KapacTblpblaa/ibl. 3epTTEY/e dMieiepAiH TipILiIiK YIIiH )KbIHBICTBIK, KATbIHACTapFa 6apy
KYOBbLIBICHI 0J1AP/IbIH, 6Mip CYPY CTpaTerusiaapbl TYPFbICbIHAH Ta/l[jaHa/ibl. ATasiFaH Macese KazakcraH
TapUXHaMacblH/Ja 9Ji Jie KeTKIMIKTI AeHrele 3eppesieHOereH OGaFbITTap/blH KaTapblHa »KaTajbl.
3epTTeyaiH AepeKTiK Heri3iH OYPbIH FbIJIBIMU alHaJbIMFA €HTi3iIMereH Ky:KaTTap Kypaijbl. Atan
anTKaHa, Pecelt ®epepanusaceiHblH, MeMiekeTTik apxuBingeri P-9414 kopsl - bac 60cTaH/[bIFbIHAH
albIpy OpbIHAAPBI OacKapMacblHa THeciIi MaTepuasgap (Kelbip kargaijga oetipecmu typae "TYJIAT
apxuBi" Jlen aTalbl), COHJlali-aK OYPBIHFbI 9iies TYTKbIHJAP/AbIH ecTeiKTepi nmakaanaHblaabl. Ockl
JlepeKTep KellleHi JiarepJiik conmuyM IeH6epiH/ieri *KbIHBICTBIK, KATbIHACTAP TOXKipUOECiH KaslblHA
KeJITipyre MyMKiHIik O6epeji. KapaarTblH oCKepUJEHIpUITeH KY3eT KbI3MeTi »KeKe KYypaMbIHbIH
casiCU-MOpa/b/bIK >Kal-KyHiH KapacTblpa OTBIPHIN, OHbIH TOMEH JeHreiljie GOJFaHbl KepceTineni.
ATKpIIITap/bIH 91ies1 TYTKbIHJapMeH 6ipre Typy ¢akTinepi kenrtipinezi. KCPO IIM-HiH sarepJiepi MeH
KOJIOHUSAJIapbIHJaFbl 9CKEPUJIEHIPIITEH KY3€TTiH KeJjeI-opeKeT eTy KbI3MEeTiHiIH KOpPbIThIH/AbLIAPbI
Typajbl 1951 xbiirel KCPO IIM MuHHUCTpiHIH opbiHG6acapsbl, reHepasi-nojkoBHUK H.A. CepoBKa
’KOJIJaHFaH 6asHAaMaHblH Ma3MyHbl cunaTTana/ibl. COHbIMEH KaTap, 9CKepUJIeHAIpiareH Kyser
(BOXP) KpI3MeTiH/ETI aFbIMChI3 KYObIIBICTAP MEH TOPTIN 6Y3YLIbLIBIKTapFa KAaThICThl MaJIiIMETTEpP
kyheneneni. KCPO 9ainer munuctpiirine kKapactbl Kapsar GesimiesiepiHiH, ackepusieHipiireH
KY3eT KYpPbLIbIM/APbIHbIH, KbI3METTIK KafFalbl TypaJibl aHbIKTaMa HeTi3iHje 2-OHepKacCiNTiK »koHe
Kapaxkap [AuBU3WMOHJAPbIHAAFbI, COHAA-aK IJcnuH, [lpocTopHblil xoHe CXOC OesiMiuesepiHiH
»KeKeJslereH B3BO/[TAapbIH/|aFbl TOPTIN axyaJsiblHA KellleHAi 6aFa Gepineni. Makanazia a3 3ep/iesieHreH
opi 3THUKa/NBbIK TYPFBIJAH KypZesi Macesie - "TiKeHEKTi CbIMHBIH, ap >KaFbIHJAFbl >KbIHBICTBIK
KaTbIHAC" KYObLJIbIChI OeliM/iely TETiri xkoHe PU3UKaJbIK, TYPFbIJJAH aMaH KaJly/lblH KypaJibl peTiHzie
KapacTblpbliaa/ibl. 1952 xkbLiFbl cayip aiibinaa KCPO IIM-HiH Epekiie [lecyanbliil larepbiHiH 4-1arepbJik
GesimieciHzie odpuLep ik KypaMm, KaJaFasaylibliap KoHe epKiH JKajljaMalibl KbI3MeTKepJep MeH
TYTKbIHJAp apacblHJaFbl 6ipre Typy Jeperi erxel-Terkeisi Ky»kaTTa/llFaH MaTepuaajap Herisinzae
TaJlaHa/ibl. ABTOpJIap 3KbIHBICTBIK KaTbIHACTApAblH MaXKOYpJi *koHe epikTi TypJsiepiH capaJjar,
HakKTbl dakTiziep MeH KafAaljaap/bl, KiHajiiep MeH KabipJyeHyliiepAiH Teri, ackepu aTaFbl MEH
KbI3METTIK Jlaya3bIMJIapblH KepceTeai. COHbIMEH KaTap, Jlarepb aKiMulijairiniy, opunepaepzis, BOXP
Cep>XaHTTapPbIHbIH XXoHe KaJlaFajlayllblJIapAblH XXapFblFa CoMKeC KeJIMEUTIH MiHe3-KyJIKbIHA KAThICThI
YCTaHFaH casicaThbl KApacThIPbLIa/bl. AJIBIHFAH MaJliMeTTep TikeJsiell MaKOypJieyaeH 6acTan Ky3eT MeH
TYTKbIHJAp apacblHAaFbl OUJIIK aCHMMETPUSICbIMEH allKbIH/AAJaTbIH MaXOypJii-6edimMenyini MiHe3-
KYJIbIK, GopMasiapbiHa JeHiH JlarepbJaik KaMay »KaFAalbIH/IaFbl >KbIHBICTBIK, KATbIHACTAP/ bl 6ipi3aiaik
TYPFBICBIHAH KApacTblpy KaXKeTTiriH kepcetefi. Bys 3epTTey apXUBTIK Ky:KaTTap MeH OYpPbIHFBI
olies1 TYTKbIHJIAp/blH ecTeJiKTepiHe Heri3iein, JarepbJik cOllMyM iliHAeri reHaep ik nepapxXusiHbl
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PEKOHCTPYKIMsJIayFa MYMKIiHJIK Gepeni. ATasiFaH 3epTTey apXUBTIK KY»KaTTap MeH OYpPbIHFbI aHes
TYTKbIHAAP/AbIH KyaJiKTepiHe Heri3/e i, JarepbJiK COUUYM illiHAeri reHJepJ/ik nepapxusiHbl KaiTa
KYpyFa MYMKIiH/iK 6epe/ii.

Tyiiin ce3aep: ['YJIAT; KapJjiar; reHziep/iik Tapux; TYTKbIHJAp/bIH KYH/eJiKTi eMipi; eMip cypy cTpa-
Terusaaapbl; }KbIHBICTBIK TYPFblJia Mali/jasaHy

Cisntreme kacay ywiH: CakraraHoBa 3., AysianuasoB T.K. Jlarepsik couunyMaarbl aMeJl: KbIHBICTBIK,
TYpFbl/Jia Naiija/laHy MeH TyJIFaapasblK KaTblHac MaceJsiesepi (Kapaar nen [lecuansar MmaTepuaaiapsl
Herisinge). Gumilyov Journal of History. 2026. T.155, no.2, pp. 202-219. https://doi.org/10.32523/3080-
129X-2026-155-2-202-219

Kapxbuianabipy: Makana Kasakcran Pecny6uivkachl FbLIbIM oH »KOFapbl 6i1iM MUHUCTpJIIr FhLibiM
KOMUTETIHIH T'PAaHTTBIK Kap:KbLIaHABIPY k00ackl AP26104679 "Kasakcran bl ['YJIAL narepsiepineri
oMesiiep: eMip Cypy CTpaTerusiiaphl, JarepbJeri KYHA e iKTi eMip" asgcbhiH/1a Al bIHAIFaH.

’KeHIIMHA B JIarepHOM COIMyMe: MPOG6JIeMbl CEKCYya/IbHOM IKCIVIyaTaL UM U
MeK/IMYHOCTHBIX OTHOIIEeHUH (Ha MaTepuasiax Kapsara u [lecyansiara)

3. CakraraHoBa?, T. A1aHHUA30B
“KapaeaHOUHCKUl HAYUOHA/IbHbIU uccaedosamensckull yHugepcumem um. E.A. Bykemoaa,
Kapazanda, Kazaxcmau
b)KeskaszzaHckutl yHusepcumem umenu 0.A. BalikoHypoea, XeskaszaH, Kazaxcmau

AHHOTanusA. B craTbe paccMaTpuBaeTcsl OfHA M3 CaMbIX CJO0XKHBIX M TabyMpPOBaHHBIX CTOPOH
JIarepHOM NMOBCEJHEBHOCTHU — MOJIOXKEHME KEHIUH B UCIIPaBUTEJIbHO-TPYLOBBIX Jarepax Kasaxcrana
B 1930-1950-e rr. CKBO3b IPHU3MYy BBIXKMBAHUS Yepe3 CeKCyasbHble OTHOLIeHUs. PaccmaTpuBaeMasi B
CTaTbe Npob6JieMa sIBJsIeTCsS HAUMeHee U3YYeHHOH B Ka3aXCTaHCKOW ucTopuorpaduu. MCTOYHUKOBYIO
OCHOBY MCCJIeJOBAaHHUSI COCTAaBUJIM paHee HeONyOJIMKOBAaHHbIE JOKYMeHTbl U3 [0CyJapCTBEHHOTO
apxuBa Poccuiickoit ®Penpepanuu, ¢ong P-9414 - [1aBHoe ympaBJ/ieHHWE MeCT 3aKJIYeHUs
(HeopunmanbHO HasbiBalOT "apxuBoM [VJ/IATQ"), a TakKe CBHU/IETEJbCTBA OBIBIIMX Y3HMUI], YTO
N03BOJIIET PEKOHCTPYUPOBATh MPAKTUKY CEKCYaJbHBIX OTHOLIEHWH BHYTPU JIaT€PHOrO COLIMyMa.
PaccMaTpuBaeTca NMOJUTUKO-MOPAJbHOE COCTOSHHE JIMYHOTO COCTaBa BOEHW3WPOBAHHOM OXpaHBI
KapJiara, KoTopoe HaxoAuJ1I0Ch HAa HU3KOM YpOBHe. B ucciefoBanrnu npuBoAsATCs PaKThl COXKUTENbCTBA
CTPEeJIKOB C 3aKJIIOUeHHbIMH >KeHLHMHaMU. OxapaKTepU30BaHO COJiepKaHue [AOKJIaZa 06 HUTorax
ONepaTHUBHO-CJIYKeOHOU /1esTeJIbHOCTY BOEHU3MPOBAHHON oXpaHkbl jarepeit u kosonuit MB/J[ CCCP
3a 1951 r. 3amectuTento MuHuctpa MB/J] CCCP renepas-noskoBHUKy W.A. CepoBy. [IpeacTaBieHbl
CBeJleHHs], Kacallrecsl HeraTUBHbIX (paKTOB JlesITEJIbHOCTH BOeHH3UpOoBaHHOHN oxpaHbl (BOXP). Ha
OCHOBE CIIPAaBKU O COCTOSIHUM CJ1y:KeOHOH esITeJIbHOCTHU Mo pa3/esieHH BOEHU3UPOBAHHOW OXPaHbI
Kapnara MIO CCCP faHa onieHKa COCTOSASHUA AUCUUILINHBI BO 2-M [IpombinuienHoM U Kapagxapckom
JUBU3MOHAX, OTAeJbHbIX B3BoAax JcnuHckoro, [IpoctopHeHckoro u CXOC otaeneHuil. OCHOBHOE
BHUMaHHe VJeJsieTcsl MaJOUM3yYeHHOMY M 3THYECKH CJIOKHOMY BOIPOCY - "CEeKCy 3a KOJYed
IPOBOJIOKONW" KaK WHCTPYMEHTY aJilaliTallid U CpeAcTBY (U3UYECKOro coxpaHeHUs >Ku3HU. Ha
OCHOBE [JleTa/JIbHO 3aJJ0KyMeHTUpOBaHHOro B ampesie 1952 r. ¢akTa coXUTENbCTBA OQUIEPCKOTO,
Ha/I3UPaATeJbCKOTO W BOJBHOHAEMHOTO COCTaBa 4-ro JlarepHoro otheseHuUs ocoboro IlecuaHoro
jgarepss MB/] CCCP c 3ak/itouéHHbBIMU aBTOPbl aHAIU3UPYIOT NPUHYAUTENbHblE U J0OPOBOJIbHbIE
bopMbI CceKCyaslbHBIX KOHTAKTOB, MPUBOAAT KOHKpeTHble $akTbl U 06CTOATENbCTBA, (paMHUIINHY,
3BaHUA U JJODKHOCTH BUHOBHUKOB U MOCTPA/IaBLIMX, & TAKXKe MOJUTUKY JIarepHOH aMUHUCTPALUU
B OTHOUIEHUHM HEYCTABHOTO noBeJeHus opuiepos, cepkanToB BOXP u Hag3upaTesneit. [losyyeHHble
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JlaHHbIE CBU/IETEJbCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO CEKCyas/ibHble OTHOUIEHHUS B YCJOBUSX JIATEPHOTO 3aK/I0YEeHUSs
cae/lyeT paccMaTpUBaTh B MOCJAe0BATEIbHON CTENEHHU — OT NMPSIMOTO NPUHYXK/|€HUS K BbIHYKJ|€HHO-
alanTUBHBIM dopMaM MOBeJieHUs, AeTEPMUHUPOBAHHBIM aCUMMETPHUEN BJIACTU MEXAY OXpPaHOU U
3aKJ/II0YEHHBIMU. /[laHHOE UCccie/loBaHMe Oa3UpyeTCs HAa apXUBHBIX JJOKYMEHTaX U CBUETENbCTBAX
OBIBIIMX Y3HHULI, [T03BOJISISI PEKOHCTPYUPOBATh F'eHJIEPHYI0 MePApPXHUI0 BHYTPU JIAarepHOTO COI[MyMa, BOC-
TIOJIHSIS CYIL[eCTBEHHBIN MPO6eJ B U3yYeHUU F'eHIEPHOT0 U3MEPEHHS COBETCKOM JIarepPHOUM CUCTEMBI.
KioueBbie caoBa: I'VJ/IAT; Kapaar; renjiepHas UCTOpUS; MOBCEJHEBHOCTb 3aKJ/JIIOUEHHBIX; CTPATErUU
BbXKMBaAHUs; CEKCyaibHasA IKCILIyaTalys

Introduction

In the GULAG labor camps, it is well established that one contingent - the inmates of all ages
and both genders - carried out the labor, while another - military personnel and overseers -
provided security. A third contingent must also be added - the civilian employees, who included
medical staff, economists, accountants, and other personnel who serviced the operational needs
of the camp economy. The presence of both men and women among all three groups led to the
emergence of “romantic” relationships between them and, as a result, forced and consensual
sexual relations, which often led to pregnancy and childbirth. Sexual relations in the Gulag camps,
as already noted, ranged from consensual to violent. Love and intimacy were not uncommon
even in the camp barracks, although violence against women was much more prevalent. Oral
testimonies included accounts of harassment and violence by guards and prisoners, but in
general, the topic was often simply hushed up. Information regarding sexual violence is almost
entirely undocumented; such instances are virtually non-existent within archival sources (or, at
the very least, have not been encountered in our research). Intimate relationships could serve
as a survival strategy (finding patrons, obtaining better food or protection, etc.), but they always
came at a moral and psychological cost.

The purpose of this article is to raise the issue of sexual violence against female prisoners
that took place in correctional labour camps. This issue is rarely mentioned and is not in favour,
even in research literature on the camps.

Materials and methods

The article is based on previously unpublished documents from the State Archives of the
Russian Federation - Fund R-9414 - Main Directorate for Places of Imprisonment (sometimes
unofficially referred to as the “GULAG archives”). Among the many reporting documents,
there are a few administrative materials about cohabitation or sexual violence by paramilitary
guards (officers, sergeants, convoy guards), civilian workers, and male prisoners against female
prisoners. Materials relating to the Karaganda and Peschany correctional labour camps are
found in inspection reports (notes, information sheets, etc.); in the correspondence between
the Gulag and the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, the Council
of Ministers of the USSR, the USSR Ministry of Internal Affairs leadership, and other agencies
concerning labour camp operations, and in special reports from operational and security
departments about incidents in NKVD camps and colonies. The article also includes excerpts
from memoirs by female prisoners from the Sakharov Center’s archives.

The methodological basis of the study consists of the principles of historicism, objectivity, and
a systematic approach. General scientific methods (analysis, synthesis, deduction, induction,
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etc.) and historical methods (chronological, problem-based, interpretative, and comparative
methods) were applied. The comprehensive application of these methods together made it
possible to conduct a comparative analysis of sources and form a clear understanding of the
nature of sexual life in the camps.

In this regard, the authors have tried to develop an ethically sound methodology for studying
traumatic experiences. Such a methodology requires a combination of historical objectivity and
a trauma-informed approach. Future researchers must work not only with facts, but with the
“voices” of victims that have been filtered through shame, censorship, and decades of silence.

The key principles of this methodology are outlined below:

— The principle of subjectivity. In archival documents, women are portrayed as “objects of
decomposition” orjust “records”. The methodology should give her avoice. Itis necessary to show
the gap between how the administration “saw” the system and how the woman “experienced”
it. We are not studying “cohabitation,” but rather the experience of living with violence.

— Deconstruction of “consent” under conditions of total dependence. The methodology
is based on the postulate that in a closed system with an absolute imbalance of power, free
consent does not exist. Analyzing “situational coercion,” the researcher must assess the context
of the choice. If the alternative to sex was death or injury during forced labor, any “consent” is
methodologically classified as a form of coercion.

— An ethical interpretation of silence and euphemisms. The methodology must take into
account that “figures of omission” in memoirs are indicators of extreme trauma. A researcher
has no right to accuse a memoirist of being insincere if she omits certain details. On the contrary,
the methodology should interpret the gaps in the text as evidence of the depth of the humiliation
suffered.

— A rejection of moralizing and victim-blaming. Scientific analysis must exclude value
judgments such as “she agreed for personal gain”. Sexual contact is viewed as a necessary
strategy for survival (whether biological or psychological).

— The researcher’s self-reflection. The methodology involves understanding the author's
own perspective. Researching sexual violence in camps involves working with “toxic” material.

Thus, the proposed methodology is based on reconstructing traumatic experiences through
the lens of gender sociology and microhistory. What is important here is to move away from
the legal formalism of camp reports in favour of analysing the “grey area” of choice, where
sexuality serves as the final frontier in the struggle for survival. This approach allows us to view
“voluntary-coercive sex” not as an isolated incident, but as a form of systemic dehumanization
that requires a sensitive analytical framework.

Literature review

Although this issue has not been considerably examined, it is reflected in various scientific
studies and memoirs. Sex and sexual violence in Soviet labour camps have rarely been the
subject of specific research. However, they have been indirectly addressed by foreign scholars
in the context of studying female prisoners and their survival strategies in the camps, as well
as camp life based on the women’s memoirs. They have been studied by M. Stark (Stark 2003),
Wilson T. Bell (Bell Wilson 2010), K. Frierson (Frierson 2015), E. MacKinnon (MacKinnon 2019),
and Gregory P.R. (Gregory 2013). In the 2020s, works by O. Kis and L. Wolanskyj (Kis 2020) and
E. Applebaum (Applebaum 2023) on the lives of women in the Gulag. V. Shapovalova raises the
issue of violence in women's camp memoirs in a collective monograph (Domestic 2012). At the
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same time, a certain emphasis in research and memoirs is placed on identifying strategies for
survival, when the female contingent of the camps was forced to enter “romantic” relationships
with guards in order to maintain basic material and economic conditions for a tolerable life in
prison.

In foreign scholars’ research, we often encounter materials about sexual violence/sexual
contact in relation to female prisoners. After all, guards and prisoners were not completely
separated, nor were male and female prisoners. Many of the guards cohabited with female
prisoners (Applebaum 2023: 270). For example, the GARF (State Archive of the Russian
Federation) has a list of Belomorkanal administration officials who were expelled from the
Party: one of the reasons for their expulsion was cohabitation with female prisoners (Applebaum
2023:610). Local camp commanders, officers, and enlisted personnel of the VOKhR (militarised
guards), and civilian workers (often former prisoners) had low social status (minimal education,
extremely low intelligence, etc.). Therefore, some of them often behaved inhumanely towards
prisoners (but not all).

Sex, like everything else in camp life, was often public; the nature of sexual relations,
whether consenting or coercive, homosexual or heterosexual, was influenced by the harsh
camp environment (Applebaum 2023: 323). In the chapter “Women and Children” by American
researcher A. Applebaum, women’s stories of sexual violence against women and girls by
prisoners (usually criminals) as objects of their lust are presented. There are stories of “camp
love”. Love, sex, sexual violence, and prostitution were part of camp life (Applebaum 2023: 317-
341). A. Solzhenitsyn writes: “Everything was done with natural ease... Only obvious old age or
obvious ugliness protected a woman - and nothing more” (Solzhenitsyn 1991: 150).

Researcher O. Kis, examining the GULAG experiences of Ukrainian women through their
memoirs, contends that the themes of the female body and sexuality are among the most
heavily taboo subjects within their personal narratives (often not only Ukrainian-authored).).
"Although nearly every female prisoner in a camp was atrisk of being raped, there is not a single
mention in the available memoirs of Ukrainian women that something like that might have
happened to them: the memoirists limit their descriptions to incidents that they witnessed or
to unsuccessful attempts to violate their bodies. It is safe to assume that quite a few Ukrainian
women were, in fact, raped or subjected to sexualized violence and abuse, but this area remains
a gap in their recollections of the Gulag - either because such incidents were simply repressed
in their memories or because they deliberately suppressed them due to the traumatic nature of
the experience" (Kis 2020: 88).

Results

Prior to our research, let us examine the semantics of such key concepts and terms as
“cohabitation,” “intimate relationships,” “relationships,” and “voluntary-coercive sex”. Due to
the specific nature of the camp context, it is necessary to distinguish between these concepts,
since the semantic confusion in the sources (especially in NKVD orders) was often intentional
- it served to conceal a criminal offense under the guise of a moral transgression. In the context
of the Gulag, the euphemism “sexual cohabitation” was used to refer to any sexual relationship
between a staff member and a female prisoner. This term strips the act of its physiological and
volitional connotations. In official documents, it was used to record instances of “violations of
the regime” without specifying the degree of coercion, and served as a tool for bureaucrats to

cover up actual violence.
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“Intimate relationships” referred to the presence of interpersonal attachment and emotional
involvement. They implied a relative symmetry of feelings between two prisoners (to the extent
possible in a camp). In memoirs, this is often described as “camp love” or “camp marriage”.
Such instances of voluntary attachment between two prisoners should be distinguished from
“vertical” coercion by the guards.

“Illegal connections” is a technical term referring to a breach of the boundary between “the
authorities” and “the enemy”. The emphasis here is not on sex, but on the exchange of resources.
“Connection” implies corruption: sex in exchange for passing notes, for food, or for easing the
regime’s restrictions. In the camp’s “exchange economy”, sexuality served as currency in a
transaction.

The term “voluntary-coercive sex” in the context of women’s camp experiences (particularly
within the Gulag system) describes a situation in which physical violence is replaced by
socioeconomic pressure. From a legal standpoint, this is rape, but in the subjective experience
of survival, it is a “deal” made under conditions of no choice. The element of “free will” here is
illusory and constrained by a strategy of survival. A captive woman may technically say “no,”
but the price of that refusal is death, exhaustion, or unbearable conditions. In this case, free will
manifests itselfas a conscious choice between two evils - the woman “agrees” to the relationship
in order to save herself or her children (if they are in the camp), to obtain medicine, or to be
transferred to lighter work (“menial” jobs). Coercion, however, stems from the administration’s
absolute power (or that of privileged inmates -“blatnye”). It does not always take the form of a
direct order, but rather involves creating conditions in which life without a patron is impossible.

The pressure exerted on the woman was not the result of a single act of aggression, but
rather a systematic process of pushing her to the breaking point. The methods used to exert this
pressure were as follows:

- Food blackmail: food in the camp was the primary tool of control; extra rations or access to
the kitchen in exchange for sexual favors turned sex into a biological necessity.

— “Privileges” granted by the camp administration: the promise of a transfer from general hard
labor (logging, quarries) to the infirmary, the office, or the sewing workshop. Mortality rates were
extremely high during general labor, so such a “deal” was literally a matter of life and death.

— The threat of “transfer”: Women were intimidated by the prospect of being sent to harsher
camps or separated from their loved ones if they refused to show “loyalty” to a supervisor or
guard.

- Gender hierarchy: In the camp, women found themselves in a position of double subjugation
- both to the camp authorities and to criminal leaders. The administration often deliberately
handed women over to be “torn apart” by the barracks of repeat offenders in order to break
their will and force them to seek protection from a specific officer (the institution of “camp
husbands”).

Theoretically, this phenomenon is classified as “compulsion by circumstances”. There is
no consent here, as there is an insurmountable power imbalance between the parties. In this
context, sex is not an act of passion or exchange, but rather a form of currency that the camp
system extracts from the human body when there is nothing else left to give. Ultimately, the
overall atmosphere of camp life, such as hunger, grueling labor, and the guards’ arbitrary abuse
of power, directly created the conditions for sexual violence.

To contextualize “voluntary-compulsory sex” within the broader system of the Gulag, it
must be viewed not as a random social vice but as a logical extension of the state’s policy of
dehumanization.
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Within the Gulag system, this phenomenon was embedded in three fundamental contexts.

1. Functional context: sex as an element of the “camp economy”. In a system where everything
from rations to life itself is distributed centrally, sexuality has become an informal currency.
Two aspects are evident here. The first reason is pragmatic. Since the Gulag was a production
machine, the administration used sex as a means of providing unscheduled incentives to loyal
staff (the VOKHR) and useful prisoners (“fools”). The second factor is a shortage of resources. In
conditions of a total shortage of calories and heat, the female body became the last convertible
resource. Thus, “voluntary-compulsory sex” is an extreme form of exploitation of the surplus
value of the human body, in which not only labor but also physiological resources are extracted
from it.

2. Political and legal context: the abolition of legal status. The Gulag created a space of
“exception” where all-Union laws (protecting honor and dignity) did not apply. Two points stand
out here. The first is civil death. Since most women (especially those charged under Article 58)
were classified as “enemies of the people”, their physical safety was not protected by the state.
The second is legitimization through “re-education”. The idea that “socially dangerous elements”
were subject to rigorous re-education provided security forces with a moral justification for
violence as a means of “subduing” or “subjugating” the enemy. On the scale of the Gulag, this
turned sexual abuse into a tool for the complete breaking of political will.

3. Institutional Context: Systemic Latency and Collective Responsibility. The Gulag is a closed
corporation with its own specific code of ethics centered on “the honor of the uniform”. There
was a hierarchy of secrecy: as investigations in Karlag and Peschanlag have shown, the Gulag’s
top leadership was aware of the scale of the problem but only took action when it interfered
with production (epidemics, mass pregnancies). Furthermore, there was a utilitarian approach
to morality: the system allowed violence as long as it contributed to “stability” within the camp.
In this context, this means that the Gulag deliberately sacrificed women'’s sexual integrity in
order to maintain an informal hierarchy and the loyalty of lower-level enforcers (guards).

Thus, within the context of the entire Gulag system, “voluntary-compulsory sex” was a
symptom of “systemic cannibalism.” By stripping individuals of their rights, the state created
a vacuum that was filled by the most primitive forms of domination. This was not a “personal
weakness” on the part of individual guards, but a structural necessity of a system that
depended on the complete powerlessness of one group and the total lack of oversight over
another. Contextualization leads to the conclusion that sexual exploitation in the Gulag was not
a “shadow” of the system, but an integral part of it, as standardized and functional as logging or
gold mining.

A comprehensive examination of the subject under study requires consideration of such
important aspects as: a) the role of the camp hierarchy: how a prisoner’s status (political,
criminal, “blatnaya”) influenced her vulnerability; b) gender stereotypes of the time: how
notions of “a woman'’s fate”, morality, and sexuality legitimized violence or forced victims to
remain silent; c) the issue of interethnic relations, particularly relevant to Karlag and other
camps where women of different nationalities were held.

A deep theoretical understanding of these aspects requires their integration into the social
context of the 1930s-1950s. This yields the following picture.

1. Hierarchy of vulnerability: status and risk. A woman's status in the camp’s “rankings”
determined not only the extent of her physical labor but also her “market value” within the
system of sexual exploitation. “Political” prisoners (Article 58): the most vulnerable category.
Deprived of their civil rights and subjected to ideological stigmatization (“enemies of the
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people”), they were “fair game”. Sex often became their only way to secure indoor work (in
a library or accounting office), which memoirists (such as E. Ginzburg) refer to as “a deal
with the devil”. Women who committed petty crimes and those who committed serious ones
demonstrated greater adaptability. In their subculture, having a connection with a “blatar” or a
prison guard could be seen as a status achievement. The criminal world often used its women
as “currency” to bribe guards. CHSIR (Family Members of Traitors to the Motherland): a group
category (e.g., in ALZHIR) where women were consolidated. Their vulnerability was collective:
the administration used the threat of separation from their children as the primary means of
coercing loyalty, including sexual loyalty.

2. Gender stereotypes and the legitimization of violence. The Soviet discourse of that time
combined slogans about “emancipation” with a harsh patriarchal undertone and the doctrine
of “re-education”. The following aspects are clearly evident here. First: the concept of the “fallen
woman”. The criminal environment and security personnel perpetuated a stereotype: a woman
in the camp was already “tainted.” This removed moral barriers to violence: “She’s public
property here anyway.” Second: silence as a strategy. The stereotype of “female shame” and
“honor” forced educated women to conceal the facts of coercion. Admitting to a relationship
meant social death within the circle of “her own kind” (fellow intellectual prisoners), who were
often merciless in their judgments. The third: the biological framing of guilt. The administration
used the stereotype of female “seductiveness” to justify the guards’ actions. In official reports,
the violence was often described as “the woman provoked the officer,” which placed the blame
on the victim for “corrupting” the guard.

3. The Interethnic dimension (using Karlag as an example). Karlag served as a melting pot
for deportations, which created specific points of tension, among which the following stand out.

A) “National contingents”: Women from traditional societies (German women from the
Povolzhie region, Chechen women, Ingush women, and women from the Baltic states) faced a
double burden. For them, sexual contact with a representative of the “authorities” or another
ethnic group often meant a permanent break with their own community and the impossibility
of returning to it after their term of service.

B) The language barrier as a factor in coercion: The administration exploited the fact that
foreign women or special resettlers did not speak Russian to falsify documents or mislead them
regarding their rights, which facilitated coercion into cohabitation.

C) Ethnic solidarity: In some cases (for example, among Latvian or Ukrainian groups), ethnic
cohesion served as a protective mechanism: collective resistance or the protection of “one’s
own” reduced the risk of individual violence.

Thus, interethnic hierarchies in the camp overlapped with gender and status hierarchies. A
woman’s vulnerability in Karlag was cumulative: a political charge + belonging to a deported
ethnic group + gender-based prejudices created a situation where her body became “no man’s
land,” over which the administration exercised absolute power.

We did not find any materials about cohabitation or sexual relations with female prisoners,
or about sexual violence towards them, in the archival documents of the 1930s. However,
this does not mean such facts did not exist; it is likely that they were deliberately concealed.
In documents from the 1940s and 1950s, such facts are rarely mentioned, though they are
nevertheless recorded. In particular, in a special report to the NKVD USSR Gulag administration
from the deputy head of the operational department of the Karaganda camp, State Security
Captain Kogenman, on 22 October 1941, contained that “the political and moral state of the
personnel of the Karaganda military guard was at a low level. Discipline among the staff was
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undermined. There were situations with duty drunk riflemen, as well as cases of their cohabiting
with female prisoners”. Thus, it was noted: “The riflemen of the Sareptsky platoon, K-v, O-v, Z-v,
D-v, and G-sh, systematically cohabited with female prisoners. The commander of the unit, Sh-
ku, was aware of this, but no measures were taken.

In the 4th platoon, riflemen R-v, G-k, and G-v cohabited with female prisoners. Rifleman N-v
from this platoon cohabited with prisoners T-na, A-va, K-va, and V-va. When this became known
in the platoon, N-v committed suicide.

Sh-n, arifleman in the Burminsky platoon, cohabited with one of the prisoners and provided
her with financial assistance. This prisoner passed letters to rifleman Sh-n through the platoon
commander’s assistant E-nko”™.

The fact that N-v committed suicide after the circumstances came to light indicates that the
guard feared the consequences of cohabitation (understanding that these actions would result
in fairly severe punishment, and since several female prisoners were involved, it can be assumed
that this was a case of sexual coercion); so it is unlikely that feelings of remorse led to such a sad
end to the life of the rifleman N-v.

In the report on the results of the operational and service activities of the paramilitary
guards of the camps and colonies of the USSR Ministry of Internal Affairs for 1951 (l. 54),
information concerning negative aspects of the activities of the paramilitary guards (VOKhR)
was sent to the Deputy Minister of Internal Affairs of the USSR, Colonel General I.A. Serov?.
Such information about “immoral phenomena” is often found in reports and records, but the
nature of these “relationships” is not always specified. According to the report, “officers do
not yet demand enough from their subordinates in terms of compliance with the regulations.
As a result, the number of immoral acts and gross disciplinary offences, such as violations of
Soviet law - unauthorised absences, sleeping on duty, abandonment of post, fraternization
with prisoners, and theft of socialist property - is decreasing very slowly”?. In the first half of
1951, security personnel committed 410 violations of service regulations, including 13 cases of
communication with prisoners.? Subsequently, upon examination of such materials, it becomes
clear that sexual relations are also involved.

Five brigades were created whose responsibilities included checking the state of the
regime, eliminating identified shortcomings, working with personnel, investigating cases of
relationships between civil workers and prisoners, and taking “active measures to combat this
evil”*.

A report on the performance of the Karlag military security units of the Ministry of Justice
of the USSR noted that “the following units are considered to be in poor disciplinary condition:
the 2nd Industrial Division, the Karadzhar Division, and certain platoons of the Espinsky,
Prostornensky, and SKhOS divisions. In the aforementioned units, the proportion of personnel
who committed military offenses and service violations ranged from 7% to 30% of the total
headcount. In the Prostornensky camp division B-v, who was convicted under Article 58-10,
Part II of the Criminal Code, sentenced to ten years and then employed as the head of the food
supply depot, systematically violates camp regulations, engages in heavy drinking, cohabitates
with women, and embezzles food supplies, among other infractions”.

Among the criminal acts and violations of camp regulations in 1953, there were 569 cases
of cohabitation with female prisoners in 19 divisions of Karlag as of 29th October 1953.5
We assume these represent officially identified facts, but it is highly probable that the actual
number was significantly higher and was simply kept undisclosed. As a rule, it is impossible
to find specific details regarding such information. The number “569” does not mean anything
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on its own. Verification of its context reveals the following picture. If there were an average of
about 60,000 prisoners and about 2,000-3,000 security and administrative staff in Karlag, then
569 identified cases over a given period (usually a year in Gulag reports) is a staggering number.
This means that nearly one in four or five staff members was involved in “sexual relations.” In
the Karlag documents, these 569 cases are typically linked to drunkenness and embezzlement.
By correlating this figure with other violations, it can be argued that the sexual exploitation of
female prisoners in Karlag was not an isolated vice, but part of a general pattern of lawlessness.
This proves that sexual violence was a consequence of the general breakdown in discipline.
These figures typically peaked in 1945-1948 (postwar disorganization) and in 1951-1953 (the
crisis of the system prior to Stalin’s death). This confirms the theory that sexual abuse is an
indicator of the regime’s agony.

After analyzing hundreds of archival files on the history of Kazakhstani labour camps, no
documents were found on sexual violence against female prisoners. We believe that such
incidents did occur (evidenced by the annual rise in the number of pregnant women in
GULAG camps (Saktaganova 2025) but they were characterized as disciplinary infractions or
extraordinary occurrences. The only evidence was found concerned sexual violence against a
civilian employee. In a memorandum addressed to V.I. Shirvinsky, Deputy Minister of Justice
of the USSR, regarding gross violations of inmate detention protocols, noted that on 9 July
1953, inmates K-v and P-e raped a free-hire worker Ch-va at the camp-point livestock station
Borodinovka. We contend that this crime was documented solely because the act of violence
was committed by prisoners against a member of the free-hire staff.®

Discussion

The detailed documented instance of sexual relations between camp personnel and prisoners
in the 4th camp division of the special Peschany camp (MVD USSR) (the only detailed archival
source we have found) was recorded only because this information passed through the closed
GULAG information space. Such occurrences were by no means extraordinary within the daily
lives of the camp contingents; rather, these realities were an established norm. However,
during the period under consideration, they were, as a rule, not publicized; although in most
cases, official internal service investigations were mandatory. This was because any relations
between officers, guards, and civilian employees and prisoners convicted of so-called counter-
revolutionary crimes - as defined by Article 58 of the RSFSR Criminal Code - fell under specific
articles of the criminal code. Consequently, the “perpetrators” were frequently tried either by
Military Tribunal or a Court of Honour, or were simply dismissed from the Ministry of Internal
Affairs and the Gulag system. For ethical reasons, we will omit the surnames and initials of the
primary figures involved.

The editorial office of the newspaper Pravda received an anonymous letter detailing instances
of intimate relations between officers, overseers, civilian employees in the 4th camp division
of the MVD USSR Peschany Camp in the spring of 1952, and prisoners convicted of counter-
revolutionary crimes. The letter stated that intimate relations had occurred between the head
of the 3rd camp-point of the 4th camp division, Major S-tin, and prisoners L-va and Yu-va; as
well as between his former deputy, Lieutenant Colonel M-dze, and prisoner Ya-va. A former
operational officer of the same camp-point, Lieutenant Zh-v, had sexual relations with prisoner
P-na, while the former head of the guard service, Sergeant Major R-ko, had been involved with
other female prisoners. The letter further indicated that female civilian employees of the 4th
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camp division were in intimate relations with prisoners A-v and T-1; a former statistician of the
planning and production unit (PPCh) of the 1st camp-point, L-kikh, was involved with prisoner
L-chuk; a worker of the camp division’s PPCh, G-ko, was involved with prisoner V-1; and a nurse
from the camp division’s medical unit, K-na, was involved with prisoner T-v.

Upon receiving the letter, the GULAG leadership responded immediately, forwarding
the document to the Head of the Peschany Camp Administration, along with corresponding
severe resolutions. The investigation was assigned to Major Z-v, the head of a section within
the Peschany Camp Administration's Department of Regime and Operational Work. By 7 April
1952, having examined the investigative materials regarding the cohabitation of the 4th camp
division’s personnel with prisoners, Z-v confirmed the facts as detailed in the archival record.

“The investigation found that Major S-n, head of the 3rd camp-point of the 4th camp division,
did not have any intimate relationship with prisoners L-va and Yu-va. No affirmative testimony
regarding such a connection between S-n and these prisoners was provided by either the
inmates or the camp department staff; furthermore, the prisoners with whom he was allegedly
involved failed to confirm the reports. However, it was established with certainty that prisoner
Yu-va had been pregnant and had undergone an abortion, for which she was hospitalised in the
camp-point’s medical unit from 11 to 14 January 1952. She categorically refused to name the
individual responsible for the pregnancy, stating: ‘1 was pregnant by a civilian employee of the
camp-point, but I will never say who he is’ "’

Rumours were prevalentamong the camp-pointinmates that senior overseer, senior Sergeant
N-v (born 1920), had allegedly cohabited with Yu-va; however, there is no evidence confirming
their liaison was obtained during the course of the investigation. N-v himself entirely denied
that he had been in an intimate relationship with Yu-va.

“The former deputy head of the 3rd camp-point, Lieutenant Colonel M-dze — who, during the
investigation, was head of the agricultural sector of the Prostornensky camp division of Karlag
- was noted by Z-v for his undignified and excessively familiar relations with female prisoners,
which generated various rumours amongst the inmates, including allegations of cohabitation
with Ya-va, K-ko, and O-va. However, the investigative materials failed to confirm that M-dze had
cohabited with any of the aforementioned prisoners.

Prisoner O-va, while denying any cohabitation with M-dze, testified during the investigation
that she had engaged in sexual relations with the former senior overseer of the 3rd camp-point,
Sergeant Major D-v. Prisoner F-va confirmed O-va’s testimony regarding D-v, stating that she
too had engaged in sexual relations with him, as well as with the former head of the camp
department’s supervisory service, Sergeant Major R-ko.

Under interrogation, F-va testified: ‘..In February 1952, I performed an abortion on myself
without any assistance; consequently, | was hospitalised there (in the 2nd camp-point of the
2nd camp division). I was pregnant by the former head of the supervisory service, Sergeant
Major R-ko... I also have sexual relations with the senior overseer, D-v’. F-va declared: ‘I can add
nothing more as [ consider myself entirely to blame; I am ashamed to speak of them, and by my
confessions, I am causing them great trouble’.

Prisoner P-na also provided testimony regarding cohabitation with D-v, stating during her
interrogation the following: ‘Even before Zh-v, I had a sexual act with Senior Overseer D-v... It
occurred under the following circumstances: D-v was on duty in the camp, and [ was being held
in the punishment cell (kartser). He came to me and proposed a sexual act. | agreed, and the act
was committed. He was under the influence of alcohol at the time".

Former operative officer of the 3rd camp point, Lieutenant Zh-vwasin an intimate relationship
with prisoner P-na, which was confirmed by the testimony of overseers G-va and P-ka, a written
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report by R-ko, a written statement by the head of the medical unit, Lieutenant E-va, and P-na’s
personal confession. When questioned regarding what Zh-v had told her about himself, she
stated: “He mentioned to me that he had been severely reprimanded at a meeting because of his
involvement with me. He begged me not to speak of our cohabitation”.”

The investigative materials reveal that Lieutenant Zh-v, in his capacity as an operational
officer, was aware of the liaisons between the personnel and female prisoners; however, he
took no measures to expose or suppress these criminal manifestations, nor did he inform the
leadership of the Administration’s Department of Regime and Operational Work.

During the inquiry, Z-v also established instances of violations of Soviet legality by certain
senior officials of the 4th camp division. For example, prisoner K-va wrote an anonymous
letter addressed to the Head of the Camp Administration and the Prosecutor concerning facts
of cohabitation between the 3rd camp-point personnel and female inmates, alongside other
irregularities occurring at the site. Z-v’s investigation further disclosed that the Head of the
4th camp division, Senior Lieutenant U-v, and the Head of the 3rd camp-point, Major S-n, were
aware of the instances of cohabitation by their subordinates. Nevertheless, they failed to take
decisive measures to eliminate these practices or punish those responsible; on the contrary,
they concealed these gross manifestations from the Camp Administration leadership.

What disciplinary measures were determined by Major Z-v following the investigation? S-n
was removed from his post for the violation of discipline among the personnel and a loss of
political vigilance, which had resulted in instances of cohabitation and other criminal connections
between employees and female prisoners. Zh-v was dismissed from his duties and referred to a
Court of Honour for his criminal involvement with female inmates and his irresponsible attitude
toward his official obligations. The former head of the guard service of the 3rd camp-point was
removed from his post and dismissed from the MVD for his relations with female prisoners.
Sergeant Major R-ko, the former senior overseer of the 3rd camp-point, Sergeant Major D-v was
likewise dismissed from the service for cohabitation with female inmates.”

The investigation materials show that only some of the facts in the letter to Pravda were
confirmed. The findings reveal that several female prisoners were victimized by “voluntary-
compulsory sex” involving the named military personnel. As for the "heroes" of the sexual front,
the system treated their transgressions with relative leniency - they were merely dismissed
from the service.

An analysis of why the system was limited to “soft” measures (dismissal) reveals a profound
contradiction between the letter of the law and camp pragmatics. To support this argument, we
will identify three levels of causes. First, the legal framework versus law enforcement. Formally,
the legislation of the USSR at that time (the 1926 Criminal Code of the RSFSR) contained
provisions allowing for punishment for sexual violence and abuse of power: Article 109, “Abuse
of Power or Official Position” (up to 5 years); Article 151 “Coercion of a woman into sexual
intercourse by a person on whom the woman was materially or professionally dependent” (up
to 5 years); Article 153 “Rape” (up to 5 or 8 years). However, this did not work in the Gulag, as
female prisoners were denied legal standing. To initiate a case, a statement from the victim and
evidence were required. Within the camp hierarchy, a prisoner’s complaint against a guard was
viewed as “slander against a representative of authority” or “an attempt to discredit the socialist
system.” The system automatically trusted the person in uniform, not the “enemy of the people”.

Second, the question is: why did the leadership cover up these crimes? Concealing the acts
of violence was not an act of mercy toward the guilty party, but rather a means of protecting
the honor of the uniform and maintaining performance metrics. Mass criminal cases against
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Gulag staff for violence would have meant a breakdown of discipline in the unit. It was more
advantageous for the camp commander to quietly dismiss a “corrupted” employee than to initiate
a tribunal that would make him look like a poor leader in the eyes of Moscow. The economic
factor must also be taken into account. The camp was, first and foremost, a production facility.
Legal proceedings diverted resources. A woman'’s pregnancy or illness following an assault was
considered a “detriment to the workforce,” and the perpetrator was punished primarily for this
damage to production rather than for the moral harm inflicted on the woman.

Third, “relative leniency” as an element of the system. Dismissal without trial (sometimes
accompanied by transfer to another camp) was a form of institutional solidarity among security
forces. Two important points should be noted here: 1) The ideological barrier: officially, in the
USSR, “socialist legality” precluded such atrocities. To acknowledge them at the systemic level
would have meant admitting the failure of the camps’ rehabilitative function. 2) The specific
nature of the inmate population: since many women were “political prisoners” (Article 58), any
violence against them by guards was viewed by the administration as a “routine overstep” or
“excess,” rather than a crime against the individual, since the prisoner’s personhood had been
nullified by the sentence.

Thus, dismissing uniformed rapists from service instead of sending them to prison was not
an act of “leniency,” but rather a tool for the system’s self-preservation. The Gulag could not
judge its own personnel under laws designed for civilians, as this would have undermined the
very hierarchy of coercion upon which the camp system was based.

The case at Peschanlag is a striking example of how sexual exploitation undermined the very
concept of a “special regime.” An investigation at Peschanlag revealed that sexual relationships
were not “incidental” but rather a tool of informal control. When the administration couldn't
control prisoners by force, it entered into “deals” through women. Violence/cohabitation here
is a symptom of the “decomposition of the vertical”. The guard's power over a woman'’s body
was converted into her loyalty or the extraction of information. The Peschany camp proves
that the harsher the regime, the more sophisticated and widespread the forms of sexual
pressure became as the only available "channel of communication" between the authorities
and the enslaved. The Peschany camp case, combined with the Karlag statistics (569 cases),
demonstrates that the sexual exploitation of women in the Gulag system was not the aberration
of individual employees. This was a structural feature: in the Karlag camp, it took the form of a
mass everyday norm (quantitative aspect), while in the Peschany camp, it became a political-
administrative resource (qualitative aspect). Thus, the Karlag statistics confirm the typicality of
the phenomenon, and the investigation in the Peschany camp reveals its mechanics.

The study and analysis of the memoirs of female prisoners from the electronic archives of the
Sakharov Centre has made it possible to identify isolated, small fragments in women’s memoirs
related to sexual harassment. The memoirs of LI.. Kalina describe being coerced into sexual
relations by the Steplag authorities; as a prisoner designated by the number SKh-365, she was
brought to the camp commandant during the night. “The following morning, [ was summoned
by several MVD officials, ordered to lie in a gynaecological chair, and after an examination, they
delivered their verdict: “‘You may go; you are a virgin’. This was the GULAG style of caring for
the ‘flowers of the future’” For refusing to become the commandant’s concubine, she was cast
into a punishment brigade under a certain Yulia Radchenko, a woman of renowned cruelty and
malice. (“Child” prison term 2005: 121-125).

[rina Ivanovna Kalina’s story is a vivid and well-documented example of sexual violence and
abuse of power by the administration. However, the question of its “typicality” requires two
aspects:
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- Was her experience typical? In terms of the pervasiveness of the phenomenon, yes, her
experience was typical. The sexual exploitation of female prisoners (“camp wives”, coercion in
exchange for food or light work, and outright violence by guards and authorities) was a systemic
flaw in the Soviet camp system.

- Was this case exceptional? In terms of documentary evidence and open resistance, Kalina’s
case is rather exceptional.

Most such stories remained “invisible” due to the victims’ shame, fear of reprisals, or lack of
access to paper and the ability to file a complaint. Kalina, however, spoke out openly because
she was a strong-willed political prisoner by virtue of her status. Not every woman in those
conditions had the strength to confront the camp commander and subsequently make this fact
public. The situation of coercion itself was widespread and everyday practice, but the victim's
willingness to document it as a crime and preserve her story for history made L.I. Kalina’s case
a unique testimony to a systemic tragedy.

And a brief mention of this appears in the memoirs of L.E. Kundesh (Zelenova): “..I gave birth
to a boy in the camp in 1941. [ know nothing about the child’s father. (We had only met two
times). The child grew up in a nursery. In 1947, | was released after serving my sentence. The
memories are harrowing - was it truly not a dream? - ditches, barracks, sleeping platforms, and
the constant harassment and humiliation at the hands of the camp authorities” (From letters to
Memorial 1991: 34-35).

Analysing the language of trauma used by female prisoners, one can’t help but agree with
researcher O. Kis that such camp experiences involving sexual violence were painful, filled with
humiliation, shame, and guilt (Kis 2020: 67). Perhaps this is the main reason why women often
avoided talking about their sexual lives in the camps.

Conclusion

The stories we have told are only a small fragment of the rather dramatic sexual everyday life
“behind barbed wire”. They are indicative of their content and demonstrate the moral character
of some of those called upon to guard the prisoners. There were officers, senior officers, and
ordinary members of the paramilitary guard who were far from understanding such concepts
as honour, conscience, respect for women, and other moral and ethical values. However, in our
opinion, this cannot be said to characterize the entire VOKhR. The available documents show
the central Gulag administration was forced to respond to such incidents when they “came to
light” and became a subject of discussion by party or state bodies.

To sum up, we note the following.

1. “voluntary-coercive sex” in the Gulag was not a deviation. It was an informal management
institution that allowed the administration to economize on physical coercion, replacing it with
the mechanism of a “sexual contract”. A woman’s body became a bargaining chip in maintaining
the camp economy.

2. The punishment system, such as dismissal instead of court martial, proves that the
authorities deliberately maintained a “gray zone” of lawlessness. This maintained the guards’
loyalty: the right to have uncontrolled control over a prisoner’s body was a kind of “non-material
bonus” for service under difficult conditions.

3. As specific directions for further research, the following can be proposed: a) a comparative
analysis of the investigative files of the VOKhR and memoirs will make it possible to compare
how the same event is described in the protocol (as “cohabitation”) and in the diary (as
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“rape/blackmail”), this will allow us to reveal the mechanisms of bureaucratic falsification of
meanings; b) the study of “children’s cases” in the camps archives will allow for an analysis
of the judicial and medical documents of the “Infant Homes” at the camps, and the resulting
statistics on the birth and death rates of children born as a result of such relationships will be
an objective indicator of the scale of violence, which cannot be hidden behind euphemisms;
c) ethno-sociological cross-section: study of disciplinary practices in relation to women of
different ethnic groups (for example, comparison of German special settlers and Slavic female
criminals) to identify national vulnerability coefficients.

Thus, the phenomenon of “voluntary-coercive sex” in the Gulag requires deconstruction not
as a moral issue, but as a technology of power. Further research could focus on the intersection
of criminal statistics and the anthropology of survival, drawing not only on NKVD reports but
also on the “physiology” of camp life — from labor assignment mechanisms to an analysis of
departmental medicine.
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