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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

The meaning of modern nationalism is difficult to 

ascertain. Efforts have been made to clarify the word nationalism, 

as used today, by a simple definition or by a detailed account of 

its historical background. Carlton J. H. Hays writes, "In simplest 

terms, nationalism may be defined as a fusion of patriotism with 

a consciousness of nationality."* Others, such as Arnold Toynbee, 

have sought the meaning of nationalism in the historical development 

of societies. In modern times, Toynbee argues, nationalism changed 

from an ideology based on territorial unity to one based on lin-

2 guistic ties. In contrast, Hans Kohn sees nationalism as, above 

all, a state of mind and an act of consciousness .^ As Professor 

Mostofi points out, such attempts have been inadequate because 

nationalism "represents the sum total of a complexity of individual 

motivations originated under the impact of a combination of hereditary 

^Nationalism; A Religion quoted in Louis L. Snyder, ed. , The 
Dynamics of Nationalism (Princeton, New Jersey; D. Van Nostrand Co., 
Inc., 1964), p. 2. 

2 A Study of History quoted in Louis I.. Snyder, ed., ibid. 

The Idea of Nationalism; A Study pf its Origin and Back
ground quoted in Louis L. Snyder, ed., ibid. 
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and environmental factors,"^1 Today, scholars agree that nationalism 

is by no means a permanent, unchanging phenomenon.^ 

In light of this, the meaning of Kurdish nationalism may be 

approached in terms of the historical and environmental developments 

of the Kurdish people. For example, Kurdish nationalism, since the 

turn of the century, has been characterized by an apparent alliance 

of tribalism and nationalism. Thus the Kurdish tribal value system 

was capable of accommodating the nationalist drive for sel f-determina 

tion, and the Kurdish struggle for independence, at least in Iraq, 

was not only the work of its intellegentsia,^ but also that of its 

tribal chiefs. Mullah Mustafa Barazani offers a prime example of 

a Kurdish tribal leader who for the last thirty years championed 

8 the Kurdish nationalist movement. Kurdish rebellions have received 

support from the tribal value system, namely the aspect of institu

tionalizing violence. In the Kurdish countryside, violence is 

condoned because there is no political authority above the lineage. 

'' ' .-——i...... 

Khosrow Mostofi, Aspects of Nationalism: A Sociology of 
Colonial Revolt (Salt Lake City: Institute of Government, University 
of Utah, 1964), p. 8. 

^Louis L. Snyder, ed. , The Dynamics of Nationalism (Princeton 
D. Van Ncstrand Co., Inc., 1964), pp. 18, 44, 47-49, 364. 

^In this text, the terms intellegentsia and intellectuals 
are used synonymously. A general definition contains the following 
categories: (1) a high degree of political and social awareness; 
(2) a degree of freedom of mind; (3) a certain ability to lead people 
to articulate ideas and to convey the cul ture of their region. 

^Arshak Safrastian, Kurds and Kurdistan (London: The Harvill 
Press, Ltd., 1948), p. 66. 

O 
Dana Adams Schmidt, Journey Among Brave Men (Boston: Little, 

Brown and Company, 1964), pp. 267-268. 



3 

In spite of the existence of a net of social relations engulfing all 

of the Iraqi Kurdistan, intra-lineage activities remain dominant. At 

the same time, Kurdish lineages are not organised groups within a 

community, nor do they have the usual ramifying kinship connections 

with other groups. This nonconformity, in cases of conflict, produces 

a reliance on power as the major channel of solving problems,^ The 

elevation of power in the Kurdish tribe may explain, to an extent, 

the fact that tribal Kurds were able to wage war for extensive 

periods of time and to do so with zeal. Seen in this light, the 

institutionalization of violence provided the major si ngle factor 

of continuity in the development of Kurdish nationalism in Iraq. 

The persistence of tribal rebellions also provided for the Kurds a 

point of identification which served as a unifying motive. For 

instance, in 1943 Mullah Mustafa rose in local rebellion in his 

native Barzan. Ris primary demands were school education in Kurdish, 

the recognition of Kurdish as an official language, and the appoint

ment of Kurds to public office. The whole of Iraqi Kurdistan 

identified with the event. The rebellion symbolized that the Kurds 

• 10 were rising again.AU 

For the purpose of identification, a brief outline on 

Kurdistan and the Kurds is offered. Kurdistan means, literally, 

^Fredrik Barth, Principles of Social Organization in Southern 
Kurdistan (Oslo: Br?5drene J^rgensen A/S - Boktrykkeri, 1953), pp. 16, 
52, 139. 

10S. S. Gavan, Kurdistan: Divided Nation of the Middle East 
(London: Lawrence and Wishart, 1958), p. 38. 
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"the land of the Kurds." This area includes parts of east Turkey, 

north Iraq, northwest Iran, and the northwestern part of Soviet 

Armenia (see map below). ̂  Kurdistan does not have international 

recognition and is not found, as such, in maps or geographical 

atlases. The name "Kurdistan" is officially used in Iran for that 

part of Iranian Kurdistan corresponding to the Sinna prov ince alone. 

The Kurds are predominantly old Iranian stock and are con

sidered descendants of the Medes. The conquest of Niniveh in 612 

B.C. by Cyaxer, King of the Medes, marked the beginning of their 

12 history, but obscurity covers their origin. The name "Kurd" 

appeared for the first time in the Pahlevi language. In 226 A.D. 

Ardeshir Papakan, founder of the Persian Sassanid Dynasty, mentioned 

among his many opponents a Madig, the King of Kurdan (Kurds). Arab 

historians, the most prominent being Al-Tabari and Al-Masudi, adopted 

the name "Kurds" introduced by the Sassani d King and still u sed 

today. 

The Kurds are known for their fierce resistance to invaders. 

Even though the Mede Empire fell under the sway of the Persians in 

550 B.C., the Kurds never ceased to lead an independent life in 

14 
their inaccessible mountains. When Hulaghu Khan invaded the Near 

li"Kurdistan," Encyclopedia Britannica, 1968, Vol. XIII, 513. 

^Abdul Rahman Ghassemlou, Kurdistan and the Kurd s (Prague: 
Publishing House of the Czechoslovak Academy of Science, 1965), 
p. 35. 

13 Safrastian, on cit., pp. 16-17. 

^Ghassemlou, op cit. , p. 35. 



The Greater Kurdistan claimed by Kurdish 
nationalists and Kurdistan as defined by Eagle ton. 

Source: William Eagleton, Jr. The Kurdish Republic of 1946 
(London: Oxford University Press, 1963), p. 37. 
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East, tne Kurdish tribes offered stout resistance, particularly 

in Bohtan and Diar Bekr; but eventually they were overcome, as 

was the rest of the region. During the next two and a half 

centuries (1260-1502), the rule of Mongol Ilkhans and that of 

the Tartar Tamerlane (1387-1405) and his successors were constantly 

disputed by the Kurds. ̂  By the beginning of the sixteenth century 

and until the latter half of the nineteenth century, small princi

palities were formed that enjoyed a certain amount of independence 

within the limits of the Turkish Empire. The formation of the 

Kurdish principalities was initiated by the Turkish sultan following 

the victory of the Turks and their Kurdish allies over Shah Ismail 

of Iran in August 23, 1415, at Chaldyran, northwest of Lake Urmia. 

The Turkish sultan ordered Hakim Idris, a Kurd from Bitlis, to form 

the Kurdish vassals. In order to consolidate the new frontiers of 

Turkey, Idris resettled Kurdish tribes along the borders, freeing 

them from all obligations. These tribes were freed from taxation 

on the condition that they form a permanent militia for the needs 

of the Turkish state.^ This semi-independence lasted until about 

a hundred years ago (from 1837 to 1852), when they were brought 

under direct control of the Ottoman Empire. Kurdish tribes in Fersia 

enjoying similar autonomy in the past lost thei r independence about 

the same time.^ 

^Safrastian, op cit., p. 38. 

^Gnassemlou, op cit. , pp. 36-37. 

"c. J. Edmonds, Kurds, Turks and Arabs (London: Oxford 
University Press, 1957), p. 8. 
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A consequence of World War I and the fall of the Ottoman 

Empire was the political division of Ottoman Kurdistan among Iraq, 

Turkey, and Soviet Armenia. Thereafter, Kurdish areas within 

these countries were referred to as "Iraqi Kurdistan" and "Turkish 

1 R 
Kurdistan. " The part of Kurdistan in Iran is referred to as 

Iranian Kurdistan. The character of the Kurdish nationalist move

ment became closely related to developments within the respective 

countries. It is in this light that the development of Kurdish 

nationalism in Iraq is approached. The following pages are an 

attempt to show that (1) the Kurdish nationalist movement developed 

from limited tribal rebellions to an organized and articul ate 

national movement; (2) since World War I, urban and tribal elements 

have slowly moved towards a joint effort to support Kurdish national

ism; (3) the July 1958 revolution in Iraq sparked the format ion of 

a united Kurdish front; and (4) the elements of disunity in Iraq 

are obstacles to a lasting settlement of the Kurdish question. 

In the interest of clarification, twentieth century 

historical developments of Kurdish nationalism in Iraq have been 

divided into four general periods: (1) The pre-World War I period--

the formative stage of modern Kurdish nationalism; (2) the interwar 

years--the period of growing political consciousness when the Kurdish 

question became involved in international rivalry over Middle East 

oil; (3) the post World War II era when the Kurdish nationalist 

•'•^It is estimated that there are 7,000,000 Kurds; 3,200,000 
in Turkey, 320,000 in Syria; 80,000 in USSR; and 1,550,000 in Iraq 
(Encyclopedia Britannica, 1968 Vol. XIII), 55. 



movement was reawakened by the overthrow of the Iraqi monarchy in 

1958; and (4) the republican period in Iraq when political instab 

lity prevailed. 



CHAPTER 2 

THE RISE OF MODERN KURDISH NATIONALISM 

The Kurds have not remained unaffected by the r ise of 

nationalism that has swept over countries of the Middle East since 

the turn of the century. This chapter contains a brief account of 

the historical developments of Kurdish nationalism during the second 

half of the nineteenth century and the beginning of the twenti eth 

century. It will be shown that the Kurdish nationalist movement 

and the idea of an independent Kurdistan grew but slowly. 

Kurdistan was divided into tribes and characterized by 

particularism. The bulk of the Kurdish population was illiterate 

and tribal chiefs were often ignorant of, and indifferent to, the 

ideas of an independent Kurdistan. The Kurds, however, at times 

sought and achieved autonomy within the larger empires to which 

they were subject.*' For example, as mentioned earlier, during the 

Ottoman and Persian empires, a number of quasi-autonomous Kurdish 

principalities survived in both countries until about the middle 

of the nineteenth century. Two of the princely families were 

reported to have been intimately connected with the development 

of Kurdish nationalism--the Badr Khans of Bohtan (still in Turkey), 

*W. G. Elphinston, "Kurdish Questions," International Affairs, 
Vol. XIII (January 1946), 91-103. 

9 
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whose capital was at Jazirat ibn Umar (now Cizre), and the Babans, 

whose capital was at Sulaimaniyah in Iraq.2 

Throughout the nineteenth century, before and after the 

suppression of the principalities, there were frequent revolts 

against the central authority in which leaders appealed to national 

sentiment in order to rally their followers. Since there were 

practically no schools in the Kurdish areas and the Kurdish 

language was used neither as an official language nor as the 

language of instruction in schools, there was no common medium for 

the expression of Kurdish sentiment. As a result, Kurdish cultural 

activities were lacking. It should also be noted that the Kurds 

did not have a national center from which they could develop ideas 

of cohesion and political unity among themselves. There were only 

a handful of individuals who endeavored to revive and develop 

Kurdish culture and history in order to awaken their people to a 

sense of national responsibility. As they were few in number, their 

calls for a collective reaction to the long period of foreign control 

3 
of their homeland were easily lost. The Kurds' ideas were system

atically opposed by the Persian and Turkish governments to which 

they were subject. These governments did their best to k eep the 

Kurds from the opportunity of ruling themselves. Nationalism, 

^C. J. Edmonds, "The Kurds of Iraq," Middle East Journal. 
Vol. XI (Winter, 1957), 55. 

Arshak Safrastian, Kurds and Kurdistan (London: The Harvill 
Press, Ltd., 1948), pp. 63-66. 
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however, as a significant reaction to foreign rule, began to gain 

strength among the Kurdish people.4 

It is difficult to point to any particular event marking 

the beginning of the development of Kurdish nationalism in the 

modern sense. However, particular significance has been attached 

to the year 1893, when members of the Badr Khan family in Cairo 

began to publish the newspaper Kurdistan.6 which strongly criticized 

Turkish policy towards the Kurds. Turkish pressure caused the paper 

to be moved to Ge neva, and later to Folkstone, England, Kurdistan 

did much to consolidate the idea of Kurdish independence and the 

formation of Kuraish committees in Constantinople and other European 

cities.6 The newspaper adopted as its principal policy advocacy 

of close cooperation between Armenian and Kurdish subjects of the 

Ottoman Empire for the recognition of their national identities. 

Kurdish intellectuals of the time believed that a new era was dawning. 

By 1900 many young Kurds were studying in Turkish schools in 

Constantinople. Some of the wealthy Kurdish families, such as the 

Badr Khans, sent their children to French and Swiss universities. 

With little else to do, these young aristocrats nourished and kept 

alive the spirit of Kurdish independence. They were further 

strengthened in their drive when members of these families began to 

^Ibid. , pp. 60-70. 

^Edmonds, Middle East Journal, Vol. XI, 55. 

6Elphinston, op cit., p. 94. 



12 

travel abroad and became acquainted with the ideas of the nationalists 

of other countries.'' Thus, the Kurdish nationalist movement, although 

weak and insignificant, found its expression in the demands of a small 

group of the Kurdish intellectuals for an independent Kurdistan. 

The embryo Kurdish nationalist movement received a boost from 

the Young Turks' revolution of 1S08. The Young Turks forced the Sultan 

to reinstate the 1876 Constitution, which granted such rights as indi

vidual liberty to citizens, and equality of all nationalities within 

the empire. The words "freedom," "equality," and "fraternity" were 

the slogans of the day, and Kurdish leaders began to take advantage 

of the favorable political situation brought about by the Young 

Turks' movement.® In 1906, when the Committee of Union and Progress 

(CUP) became active to promulgate the Turkish constitution, some of 

the leaders of the Kurdish independence movement, living in exile, 

g 
obtained permission to return to Constantinople. In 1908 they 

formed a Kurdish National Committee and declared that it would support 

^Safrastian, op cit,, pp. 60-70. 

®Ibid., pp. 67-74. 

^The Committee of Union and Progress (CUP) was a secret society 
formed in 1889 by Ottoman students and military officers to combat the 
sultan's oppression and absolutism. In 1907 at the Ottoman Liberal 
Congress in Paris, various secret societies, opposed to Sultan Abdul 
Hamid II's despotism, united under the newly reformed Committee of 
Union and Progress. With the support of the major ethnic and religious 
groups in the Ottoman Empire, the CUP led the Young Turks' revolution 
of 1908 (Tareq Y. Isrnael, Governments and Politics of the Contemporary 
Middle East {Homewood, 111.: The Dorsey Press, 19711] > PP- 34, 60. 
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GUP against the Sultan.Thereupon, the first Kurdish literary-

political club was founded in Constantinople. The object of the 

club was uo study methods by which they could organize the Kurdish 

nation. That same group published a newspaper in the Turkish 

language called Kurd Taavun Ve Terakki Gazettesi (Journal of Kurdish 

1P and Ptogres_s). The club emphasized the nee d for the 

development of the movement and acquaintance with the Kurdish language, 

which was thought to be the key to Kurdish solidarit y and national 

unity. Cautious not to give offense, the club tried to di scourage 

the Kurds from speaking Turkish, especially in schools. Similar 

Kurdish clubs were established in Baghdad, Mosul, and Diarbekr to 

promote such ideas among the Kurds. A slogan, "Kurdistan for the 

Kurds," was passed while cooperation between Armenians and Kurds 

became the urgent and immediate aim of the Kurdish nationalist 

_ 12 movement. 

The Turks founded a military school at Sulaimaniyah whose 

eligible cadets could attend the academy and staff-college of 

Constantinople. This military school graduated a number of Kurdish 

Baban princes who became officers and supplied the educate d elements 

1 3 indispensible for a national movement. The establishment of the 

^Elphinston, op cit. , pp. 94-95. 

11-Safrastian, op cit. , pp. 70-72. 

^Ibid. 

^Edmonds, Middle East Journal, Vol. XI, 56. 
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military school and the patronage extended to' Kurdish literature 

by the Baban princes made Sulaimaniyah a center of Kurdish cultural 

activity. The Kurdish dialect spoken in Sulaimaniyah (Kermanji) 

has since become the standard vehicle of literary expression not 

only in Iraqi Kurdistan but also on the Persian side of the border. 

Intellectual activity emerging from Sulaimaniyah established Kurdish 

as the official language of the Sulaimaniyah provencial administration 

in 1918. As a result, a large proportion of government officials in 

other Kurdish districts later were Sulaimaniyah men. ̂  This may 

explain, to an extent, the prominence Sulaimaniyah acquired in the 

Kurdish nationalist movement. 

In 1909 the liberal policy of the Young Turks gave way to 

violent Turkish nationalism, whose policy of repression and assimila

tion of Ottoman nationalities put an end to any possibility of 

cooperation among the different nationalities. The Turkification 

policy produced a negative reaction among Ottoman nationalities, 

who began to support their separate nationalisms. The Young Turks 

looked with disfavor upon the rapid development of mutual under

standing and cooperation between the Kurds and Armenians. The 

Armenian and Kurdish members of the Mejlis (Parliament) in 

Constantinople frequently took concerted action and often settled 

disputes out of court over land ownership and other frictions .-^ 

14Ibid. 

•^Eastern Turkey contained a large percentage of Kurds and 
Armenians who lived as neighbors for many years. 



The Ycun0 Turks sent agents to tour the eastern provinces to sow 

suspicion and antagonism among the Kurds and the Armen ians. The 

Kurds were told that the Armenians had a secret alliance with the 

Russians and that, when the Russians occupied eastern Turkey, all 

Kurds, with the help of the Armenians, would be massacred. ̂  The 

Armenians, in turn, were encouraged by Russia to seek indepen

dence. As a consequence of such intrigue, armed clashes occurred 

between the Kurds and the Armenians. The generated hatred led to 

massacres of the Armenians in the period preceding World War I,^7 

Thus both the Kurdish and Armenian questions of independence were 

turned once more into internal feuds between the two peoples. The 

Kemalist policy was indeed successful both in frustrating future 

Kurdish nationalist activity in Turkey and in rendering possible 

cooperation hopeless between the various nationalities under the 

Turkish rule. Such was the condition of the Kurdish nationalist 

movement on the eve of World War I. 

During and after World War I it seemed natural for th e 

Kurdish leaders to build their hopes on the support of the allied 

powers for their cause, since the Ottoman empire was the enemy of 

the allies. At the outbreak of the war, young Kurds of military 

age were recruited into the Ottoman army even though the Kurdish 

support of the Ottoman war effort was half-hearted. After the 

*^Safrastian, op cit., pp. 75-76. 

17Ha ssan Arfa, The Kurds (London: Oxford University Press, 

1966), p. 25. 
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second year of the war most of the Kurds deserted the Ottoman army, 

as Kurdish leaders were confident of allied victory. During this 

period the secret Kurdish National Party was established in 

Conscantinople, and in 1916 it negotiated with Russia and offered 

to support the Russian advance to Bitlis and Erzingan (Turkey) in 

return for her support of Kurdish efforts for self-determination. 

However, the collapse of the Csar in 1917 upset this plan. The 

Kurdish Committee of Deliverance formed by the Kurdish National 

Party, had maintained contact with the allied powers and, when in 

1918 the allies entered Constantinople, the Kurdish leaders offered 

their services.^ 

If the Kurds supported the Ottoman war effort, their support 

was the result of a skilled Turkish policy. As George Lenczowski 

points out: 

If, owing to their primitive culture they tKurdsJ had no 
sense of nationality, they certainly could not be expected 
to have any loyalty to the vague ide a of Ottomanism. 
Despite this the Kurds were altogether loyal to Turkey 
during the war. The secret of this "correct" behavior 
lay in the fact that the Turks skillfully channeled the 
Kurdish anarchistic tendencies into war against Armenians 
and the Assyrians. In this way the Kurdish minority 
appeased both its Islamic conscience and its predatory 
instincts. For the Ottoman Empire, therefore, the Kurds 
not only presented no problem during the war but proved 
relatively useful in the accomplishment of certain disagree
able tasks in the eastern provinces. Only after the end 

the war were their autonomist tendencies revealed in a 

violent form.^ 

^Elphinston, op cit. , p. 95. 

19George Lenczowki, The Middle East in W0rld_Affaj£3 (Ithaca: 

Cornell University Press, 1956), p. 47. 
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Whatever degree of Kurdish support was given to the Ottoman war 

effort, it was not born of loyalty to the Turks nor did it survive 

the fall of their empire. 

The 1918 military defeat of the Ottoman Empire and point 

twelve of President Wilson's "Programme of the World's Peace" 

stipulated that the non-Turkish nationalities of the Ottoman 

Empire should be "assured" of an absolute, unmolested opportunity 

to develop autonomously. This stipulation gave encouragement to 

20 the Kurdish nationalist movement. The insistent demands of the 

Kurdish nationalists for the recognition of their independent 

political status led to the inclusion of Article 64 in the 1921 

Treaty of Sevres: 

Article 64. If within one year from the coming into force 
of the present Treaty the Kurdish peoples within the areas 
defined in Article 6221 shall address themselves to the 
Council of the League of Nations in such manner as to show 
that a majority of the population of these areas desires 
that these peoples are capable of such independence and 
recommends that it shall be granted to them. Turkey hereby 
agrees to execute such a recommendation, and to renounce 
all rights and title over these areas. The detailed pro
visions for such renunciation will form the subject of a 
separate agreement between the Principal Allied Powers 
and Turkey. If and when such renunciation takes place, 

20Edmonds, Middle East Journal, Vol. XI, 56. 

21Article 52 of the Treaty of Sevres defined the Kurdish 
areas as those lying east of the Euphrates, south of the southern 
boundary of Armenia as it may hereafter be determined, and north 
of the frontier of Turkey with Syria and Mesopotamia. J. C. ^ 
Hurewitz, TViolomacy in the Neaji_anlMiddU_Ea^ (Princeton, N.J. . 
D. Van Nostrand Company, Inc., 1956), p. 82. 



no objection V7il_l be cn^ !->•*•» -n, . 
to the volunfarv _,u. ^ Principal Allied Powers 
state of the Kurds — SUCh 3n indePendent Kurdish 
which hL hit-h^in'K1 blt^S th3t Part of Kurdistan, 
(district).22 included in the Mosul Vilayet 

But allied policy towards the Kurds was by no means based 

on concern for Kurdish welfare as such. Britain's support of an 

independent Kurdistan was part of her diplomacy aimed at the control 

of the oil-rich Middle East. The Treaty of Sevres was undermined 

by the 1916 Sykes-Pico secret agreement between England and France 

over their future control of the Middle East. The Middle East was 

divided into two spheres of influence. The British zone included 

Iraq and southward beyond Kuwait, while the French zone included 

Syria, Lebanon and the southeastern part of Turkey. Palestine was 

to receive international status.23 Czarish Russia later approved 

the agreement in return for Anglo-French approval of Russian 

r\ f 

territorial claims in northeastern Anatolia. Simultaneously 

with the Treaty of Sevres, a tripartite treaty was concluded among 

Britain, France, and Italy. The treaty extended their influence 

to the areas decided upon in the Sykes-Picot Agreement, and other-

wartime agreements. However, the Treaty of Lausanne, superseding 

the Treaty of Sevres in 1923, said nothing about the Kurdish 

position. The Treaty of Sevres, as far as the Kurds were concerned, 

22During World War I the Mosul diestrict in Iraqi Kurdistan 
was siezed from Turkey by British troops who then maintained control 
over the oil rich area by de facto presence. 

2^Ghassemlou, op cit. , p. 43. 

2^Hurewitz, op cit., pp. 18-22. 
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proved to be only of declarative significance in the sense that 

rights were mentioned for the first time in an international 

treaty. Otherwise, the promise of independence was stillborn. 

In the light of the above analysis, the historical develop

ment of Kurdish nationalism during the second half of the nineteenth 

century and the beginning of the twentieth century was clarified. 

It was shown that (1) the Kurdish nationalist movement grew slowly 

with the events that marked the decline and fall of the Ottoman 

Empire, and (2) with the subdivision of Kurdistan among Iraq, Iran, 

andTurkey, the activities of Kurdish nationalists became closely 

related to developments within these countries. Next we shall 

observe the nature and development of Kurdish nationalism in Iraq. 

"^Ghassemlou, op cit. , pp. 48-49. 



CHAPTER 3 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF IRAQI KURDISTAN 
AS A CENTER OF KURDISH NATIONALISM 

The control of Iraqi Kurdistan by Great Britain was one of 

the most important influences in the shift of the Kurdish nationalist 

activity from Constantinople to Sulaimaniyah, Mosul, and Kirkuk in 

Iraq. The British recognition of the Kurds as an ethnic minority 

having communal rights contributed, indeed, to the growth of the 

nationalist movement in Iraqi Kurdistan during the interwar years.^ 

This chapter which offers a brief account of the development of 

Kurdish nationalism in Iraqi Kurdistan during this period, will try-

to show that the Iraqi-Kurdish nationalist movement was characterized 

by the coexistence of tribal-feudal interests and the new buds of 

Kurdish political maturity. 

2 At the Lausanne Conference Turkey claimed the Mosul prov ince, 

which was already incorporated de_ fu£Jto_ into the territory of the 

LC. J. Edmonds, "Kurdish War in Iraq: The Constitutional 
Background," World Today, December, 1968, 513. 

^At Lausanne a conference was opened on November 20, 1922 
to negotiate a new peace treaty. The result was The Tieaty of 
Lausanne, July 24, 1923. For the text of the Lausanne Treaty, see 
J. C. Hurewitz, ed., pp. 119-127, 1956. 

20 
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proje.t^u mandate for Iraq. Britain's concern for retaining Mosul 

was pare of her general Middle East Policy, which dated back to 1912 

when the British admirality yielded to the policy of an oil-burning 

navy. Such being the case, it is not surprising to learn that the 

British will was ultimately imposed, in terms of the territorial 

clauses 01 the Treaty of Lausanne, upon the Turkish nationalist 

government under Mustafa Keiaal, As Professor Lenczowski points out: 

According to the Treaty of Lausanne, Mosul was to remain under 
the temporary occupation of Great Britain, pending the conclusion 
of a definitive agreement. If no agreement was reached within a 
year the matter was then to be referred to the Council of th e 
League of Nations. Great Britain brought the Mosul controversy 
to the League in 1924. An international commission . . . was 
appointed to investigate the matter. Following the receipt of 
its report, the Council, on December 16, 1925, awarded Mosul 
to Iraq on the condition that the British mandate over the 
state should continue for twenty-five years. 3 

At a time when Kurdish dreams of independence were shattered 

by the Treat y of Lausanne, Kurds in Iraq received Britain's encourage

ment in seeking autonomy and even the remote possibility of independ

ence.1^ The political atmosphere in Iraqi Kurdistan was potentially 

violent. Turkey's continued interest in the Mosul province was 

manifested in the concentration of her troops on the Iraqi border 

at Nisibin and Jazirat-ibn Umar. The occupation of Rawanduz by 

Turkey, while it lasted, created a center for aggressive intrigue 

within Iraq, especially since many Kurdish leaders were uncertain 

3George Lenczowski, The Middle East in World Affairs (Ithaca: 

Cornell University Press, 1956), p. 130. 

4Mahmud Al-Durrah, M-Oadivah Al-Kurdiyah (gie_Kurdish 

Question) (Beirut: Darul Taleea', 1966), pp. 
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whether to remain under British-Iraqi jurisdiction or to join the 

Turks. In her attempts to undermine Turkish political and military 

activitieo, Britain did not hesitate to show favor to Kurdish risings 

in Iraq, both directly and indirectly. The British, for example, 

supported Shaykh Mahmud of Sulaimaniyah, who launched several rev olts 

for an independent Kurdistan. In all cases, however, British support 

declined as their purpose was reached."' It is true that the Kurdish 

failure to assess the British support at its true worth was simply 

due to the feudal nature of the Kurdish leadership.^ It is also true 

that often the chiefs, due to backwardness and lack of education, 

became victims of imperialist intrigues, and that the prevalence of 

tribalism in the nationalist movement led to unfortunate consequences. 

Yet the interwar years were the period of transition during which 

tribal characteristics coexisted with the groining elements of politica l 

maturity, which contributed to the growth of Kurdish nationalism in 

Iraq. 

Growing political consciousness of Iraqi Kurds may be detected 

gt intervals during the interwar period. The refusal of the predomi 

nantly Kurdish Sulaimaniyah to participate in the 1921 referendum on 

Prince Faysal's accession to the Iraq i throne, the negative votes of 

the Kurdish population in Kirkuk on the measure, and the absence of 

5Ibid. 

^The Kurdish countryside in northern Iraq was controlled by 
feudal lords whose political conceptions and experiences and whose 
social background, character, and level of evolution all forbade the 
possibility that they could comprehend and maintain even the lowest 
and loosest standard of government. For further information see 
Stephen Hemsley Longrigg, p. 104, 1953. 
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the Kurdish representative . 

-s from either province during the accession 

ceremonies marked the beginning of such a progress.7 

The ratification of the Anglo-Iraqi treaty, which terminated 

the British mandate in Iraq, June 30, 1930, produced little violent 

reaction among the Kurds, who were actually divided on this question. 

The new Iraqi government realized that Kurdish lack of loyalty to 

Baghdad could only be changed by minimizing friction and by acquiring 

the power to strike at disturbances effectively.8 Therefore, the 

Iraqi government initiated in the 1930's a number of administrative 

measures aimed at gaining Kurdish loyalty.9 Also, in order to 

establish personal contact between the Crown and Kurdish leaders, 

Kurdish provinces were visited periodically by King Faysal and his 

ministers.10 The government, furthermore, maintained a loose form 

of surveillance over known rebellious leaders by forcing them 

to reside in the major cities of Iraq, such as Baghdad and 

Sulaimaniyah, where they could be reached easily.11 For example, 

7C. J. Edmonds, "The Kurds of Iraq," Middle East Journal, 
Vol. XI (Winter, 1957), 58. 

^Stephen Kemsley Longrigg, Iraq, 1900 to 1950: A Political, 
Social and Economic History (London: Oxford University Press, 1953), 
p. 324. 

9Edmonds, "Kurdish War in Iraq: The Constitutional Background." 
op cit. , p. 196. 

10Longrigg, op cit., p. 196. 

11R. p. Zeidner, "Kurdish Nationalism and the New Iraq Govern
ment," Middle East Affairs, Vol. X (January, 1959), p. 2.9. 
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just prior to his revolt in ]qaa M ,, 

, Mullah Mustafa was in forced 

residence in Sulaimaniyah. His fir<st- c + 
us first step ln preparing for the 

^-"^^olt was to break our r*£ v*-; ̂  £ 
his forced residence and return to 

his native land, the mountainous region of Barzan.12 

Still, Kurdish loyalty was hard to obtain. Apart from their 

initial rejection of subordination to the Arabs, who had been a 

subject people like themselves, the Kurds had complaints against 

the Iraqi government for the inadequacy of public works and social 

services, as well as for the government's neglect of the Kurdish 

heritage. "These grievances," writes Edmonds, "had some founda

tion although the prevailing state of affairs was in part due to 

political circumstances beyond the control of government."13 In 

any event, for a few years after 1935 there was little expression 

of nationalism. Aging tribal leaders, still influenced by their 

tradition, and Kurdish members of the mercantile class, econom

ically bound to Baghdad, showed no enthusiasm for an independent 

Kurdistan.1^ Only younger Kurds with a national grievance added to 

15 a social grievance remained potentially troublesome. 

12Dana Adams Schmidt, Journey Among Brave Men (Boston: Little, 
Brown and Company, 1964), p. 99. 

13Edmonds, "The Kurds of Iraq," pp. 60-61. 

l^Ibid., pp. 59-61. 

13Longrigg, op cit., p. 32.4. 
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War-time economies of high prices, shortage of needed 

supplies, and great increase of apparent wealth led to the Kurdish 

risings of the 1940's. I„ £act> lt „as the o£ 

Mahabad events16 and local grievances that led Mullah Mustafa 

Barazani to revolt in 1943. Although he regained his native 

Bazan, his revolt ended in defeat in 1945, and he had to flee with 

his tribe to Mahabad in Iranian Kurdistan. The arrival of the 

Barazanis at Mahabad gave an additional impetus to the Kurdish 

nationalist movement there. For the next two years, Kurdish national

ists from Iraq concentrated their activities in Mahabad.17 

In Mahabad the outright Soviet support for the Kurds produced 

a hospitable atmosphere for intensified nationalist activity. Prior 

to that time, Mahabad provided no impetus for a rising national 

movement. An outgrown village, and a center of respected religious 

leaders, it was deprived of its restless chiefs, whose Reza Shah 

(the ruler of Iran) had maintained in exile. During the Russo-

British occupation of Iran in 1941, the Soviet support of Kurdish 

demands for independence encouraged many of these tribal chiefs, 

who were in sympathy with communism, to return and regain their 

authority. In 1942 a small group of middle class Kurdish people 

of Mahabad established a secret society, Komala. The full name was 

Komala i Zhian i Kurdistan, or the Committee of the Life (resurrection) 

16In 1941, when the British and Soviet troops entered Iran, 
the northern part'of Iranian Kurdistan, with its center at Mahabad, 
became a buffer zone between Iranian and Soviet troops. For further 
information see Abdul Rahman Ghassemlou, 1965, p. 76. 

17Longrigg, op cit., pp. 320, 327. 
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of Kurdistan, This organi?Sfinn „ 

ganization spread nationalist spirit into the 

neighbor^ tribes J* A Urge „umber o£ tribal chle£s joiMd & 

altbough they feateh lt. association with the anti-feudal forces of 

the Soviet Union, who sponsored Kong^a and the Mahabad Republic. 

Komala leaders, in an attempt to strengthen their communicati 

with the masses, and at the encouragement of their soviet advi! 

in 1945 replaced Komala with an open party named the Democratic Party 

of Kurdistan (DPK).19 This party existed clandestinely during the 

decade prior to the 1958 July Revolution in Iraq. Composed of young, 

urban Kurds and led by a Sulaimaniyah lawyer, Ibrahim Ahmed, the 

party held leftist leanings and maintained close relations with the 

Iraqi Communist Party (ICP). Urban Kurds invented several slogans 

that were anti-imperalistic and anti-reactionary.20 

Mahabad's efforts to gain support from the rest of Kurdistan 

were met with some success. In August 1944 a united Kurdistan was 

symbolically affirmed at Mount Dalaapar, where the frontiers of 

Iraq, Iran, and Turkey intersect. Kurdish leaders from these 

countries met and signed a pact, Penan i Se Senur (The Pact of the 

Three Borders), which called for pooling of material and human 

resources in the interests of a greater Kurdistan. An Sfficial 

18William Eagle ton, Jr., The Kurdish Republic of 1946 
(London: Oxford University Press, 1963), pp. 14, 26, 35-3o. 

19William 0. Douglas, Strange Lands and Friendly P_eop_lg, 
(New York: Harper & Brothers Publishers, 1951), pp. 58, 69. 

20p Department of Commerce, Joint Publications Research 

Service. Kurdish National Libe r a tioitsby 
Sh. K. Mgoi (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1966), 

pp. 10-20. 
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isfc definition of ^ pcopr^ nHi roi 1/ -i. <* b-ograpnical kurciistan, prepared by a 

Beirut Kurdish society, was announced and was accompanied with a 

map of Kurdistan. Finally, as a symbol of nationhood, a tricolor 

flag was designed by the combined efforts of Komala and their Iraqi 

Kurdish allies. ̂  

With the active support of Soviet agents, Kurdish nationalists 

established in 1946 an independent Kurdish republic at Mahabad. The 

Kurds were unable to obtain support of either Britain or the United 

States; both sought a friendly Iran that would facilitate their 

22 accession to Iranian oil. Mahabad, therefore, became fully 

dependent for survival on Soviet support. Tempted by the prospect 

of oil concessions in northern Iran, and falling under international 

pressure demanding their military withdrawal, the Soviets withdrew 

from Iran in 1947 and abandoned the Mahabad Republic. Deprived of 

all outside assistance, Mahabad was easily regained by the Iranian 

army. The president, Qazi Muhammad, his brother Sedr Qazi, member 

of the Iranian Me j1is (Parliament), and their cousin Saif Qazi, 

23 
minister of war of the Mahabad Republic, were executed. Mullah 

Mustafa fled to Iraq. When pursued by British troops, he crossed 

with a few hundred followers to the Soviet Union, where he stayed until 

1958. 

21Eagleton, op cit., pp. 36-38. 

oo r , rfi m'nP Dynamics of Nationalism (Princeton, 
Louis L. Snyder, ed Foster> 

N.J.: D. Van Nostrand Co. , Inc., 9 > ^sit of Oklahoma Press, 1935), 
The Making of Modern Irag. (Norman. University 

p. 179. 

P b.i h"Tl Publishing House of the uzecuu 



Although such wartime Kurdish parleys and pacts indicated 

that the Kurdish people were prepared to cooperate in a national 

front, their unity proved to be only of declarative value. Nation

alist efforts were met with the traditional tribal rivalries as 

well as disunity along border lines. Kurdish political parties and 

clubs in the different countries remained detached from the main 

stream of events at Mahabad.2^ Kurdish disunity was further 

intensified by the prevalence of illiteracy and backwardness among 

the Kurdish population. 

During the eleven years from 1947 to 1958 the Kurdish 

nationalist movement rested. With Mullah Mustafa and other politi

cal leaders in exile, the people of Iraqi Kurdistan remained calm 

in the fulfillment of their cause. Across the border, however, in 

the Soviet Union, Mullah Mustafa and his nationalist followers were 

* f . - • 25 
preparing for a future uprising. 

^Eagleton, op cit., p. 131 

25Hassan Arfa, The Kurds (London: Oxford University Press, 

1966) pp. 129-134. 



CHAPTER 4 

THE IRAQI KURDISH NATIONALIST MOVEMENT 
SINCE WORLD WAR II 

A peaceful relationship between the Iraqi government and 

the Kurdish people developed in the decade prior to 1958. To ensure 

Kurdish loyalty, the government acceded to Kurdish request for govern

mental services to Kurdish provinces, and recognition of their status. 

In Sulaimaniyah province, for example, Kurdish was recognized as the 

official language and the vhole atmosphere of the administration 

became Kurdish--a policy, it was explained by the Iraqi government, 

designed as a measure to facilitate the practice of self-government 

by local K urdish people. Moreover, some influential Kurdish figures 

were appointed to high government positions. For example, a son of 

Shaykh Mahmud (leader of the 1920's and 1930's revolts) held minis

terial positions in a number of Iraqi cabinets.^ Although this 

policy had constituted a rather favorable political link between 

Kurdish provinces and Baghdad, the basis of contention—the idea 

of an independent Kurdistan—had been kept alive by Kurdish nation

alists. As was mentioned earlier, Mullah Mustafa and his followers, 

exiled in the Soviet Union, were preparing for an uprising in Iraqi 

Kurdistan. 

1C. J. Edmonds, "The Kurds of Iraq," Middle East Journal, 

Vol. XI (Winter, 1957), 60-62. 
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After the July 19:ss ... 

.ution, Qassem, in a gesture of 

friendship regards the Soviet Dnlon and leftlst ̂  lp ̂  

pardoned the exiled Mullah Mustafa and his followers. Upon his 

return, Mullah Mustafa was received enthusiastically by the leaders 

Democratic Party of Kurdstan who then offered him the chair

manship of the p arty. Mullah Mustafa, a tribal leader as well as a 

known Kurdish rebel with leftist- i on,-,-s..l J-eiList leanings, was the national leader 

who they h oped might be able to combine the efforts of the tribal 

and urban elements in the national movement. Since 1946, the 

political activities of Kurdish nationalists have been led by th e 

Democratic Party of Kurdistan in Iraq, founded that year. Two years 

later, the party was split into two factions: one under Ibrahim Ahmed, 

a Sulaimaniyah lawyer who held strong nationalist leanings;2 and the 

other under Hamza Abdullah, who leaned towards Marxism-Leninism. In 

spite of their declared unity under the name the Union of Kurdish 

Democratic Party, the two factions seemed to be working against each 

other.3 

Upon his return from exile, Mullah Mustafa seemed to favor 

the party leftists lead by Hamze Abdullah.^ The party therefore 

2Ahmed was the Secretary General of the Democratic Party of 
Kurdistan at the time of the July 1958 Revolution in Iraq. As one 
of the f ounders of the party, he held strong influence over its develop
ment. Ahmed, though himself inclined to_the left in his early days; 
as time went on he grew more nationalistic. 

3Dana Adams Schmidt, Journey Among^avejfen (Boston: Little, 

Brown and Company, 1964), pp. 121-125. 

^Ibid., p. 123. 
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ion of 
adopted a leftist program advocating land reform and coordinate 

Iraq's external economic policies with socialist countries. 5 Such a 

program known to be antagonistic to tribal chiefs, proved to be a 

source of conflict between tribal and urban segments of the Kurdish 

nationalist movement. Several Kurdish tribes, fearful of the leftist 

idea., of the new Iraqi republic and also the leftist declarations of 

the Democratic Party of Kurdistan, left for Iran and Turkey. The 

conflict between the Kurdish tribes and the nationalists was further 

aggravated by Mullah Mustafa's active role — together with that of the 

Iraqi Communists--in subduing the 1959 Mosul revolt against the Qassem 

regime.^ 

To comprehend the gradual withdrawal of urban nationalist 

leadership from the line of Marxism-Leninism to the restoration o f 

nationalism as their primary goal, a brief review of relations between 

the Democratic Party of Kurdistan and the Iraqi Communist Party (ICP) 

is in order. 

An amicable relationship between the Democratic Party of 

Kurdistan and the Iraqi Communist Party was reached during the 1959 

Mosul rebellion. However, after the rebellion." one case of dispute 

between the two parties, a rather unfavorable Arab—nationalist atti

tude towards Kurdish nationalism returned to the forefront. The 

Lebanese Baa'th newspaper Sahafa commenting on this attitude, wrote: 

5Hassan Arfa, The Kurds (London: Oxford University Press, 1966), 

p. 30. 

^The March 9, 1959 Mosul rebellion was led by Colonel Shawaf 
and the 2nd Iraqi Army Division stationed in that city. For a detailed 
historical account of this matter, see Uriel Dann, 1969, ch. 13. 
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The generous Arab nation has taken all these minorities under 
its protection . . . to leave them the choice of either remain
ing within the Arab homeland or else of emigrating into their 
own countries, like the Armenians. . . . Arab nationalism sup
ports the struggle of the Kurds for a Kurdish state. The frame
work which contains Kurdish nationalism is Kurdistan as included 
by Turkey and Iran. Arab nationalism will be happy to have as 
its friendly neighbors a liberated and democratic Kurdistan. 
But it is not prepared to cede its own country to others. . . J 

The Iraqi Communist Party remained hesitant to acknowledge Iraqi 

Kurdish right to an independent political status. 

Upon his return from exile, Mullah Mustafa attempted to convene 

a congress of representatives from Turkish, Iranian, and Iraqi Kurdistan 

to establish a program for action to achieve independence. He soon 

abandoned this plan in face of opposition from President Qassim and 

the Iraqi Communist Party. Kurds from Iran and Turkey refused to join 

Mullah Mustafa for fear of harsh repercussions by their respective 

governments. Mullah Mustafa then moved together with the Democratic 

Patty of Kurdistan to organise a congress to represent Iraqi Kurdistan 

alone. This attempt also failed on account of the tribal chiefs' 

dissatisfaction with the radical program of the Lemocratic Party of 

Kurdistan and e specially with the p roposed land reform, as most of 

d vas t land holdings.8 The awareness of 
them owne d entire villages an 

Mullah Mustafa and the Democratic Party of Kurdistan 

obstacles was fnstrumental in shifting the party's objectives to 
.. the Democratic 

Moreover, the departure of 
purely nationalistic ones. 1 rpnt among 

. Marxist-Leninist ideology was apparent among 
Party of Kurdistan from the Mar 

7Uriel Dann, ^dJJnder__2assem (Ne 

Inc., 1969), p. 1*1. 

8Arfa, QP cit. , PP- 13-131. 

York: Frederick A. Praeger, 
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party leaders in I960. Mullah 

afa, m an attempt to establish 

an effective nationalist leadershin 
leadershipj then moved to purge the Communist 

members of the Democratic Party of Kurdistan. The statement, "in its 

political struggle and social analysis the party applies the scien

tific viewpoint of Marxism-Leninism," was also dropped from the party 

9 program. 

However, the Iraqi government still remained unwilling to 

accord the Kurdish their desired autonomy. In July 1961 the Democratic 

Party of Kurdistan presented to the Iraqi government a petition offi

cially asking for a wide, autonomous region. Among their proposals 

was one asking that a substantial share of the oil industry of the 

Musul and Kirkuk regions be spent in Kurdistan. Another asked that 

the employment of Kurdish army units outside Kurdish regions be made 

with the consent of the proposed Kurdish Republic authorities, 

except in the case of an external threat. These proposals were 

Ih^L-Er^yjiaiii^-CtL-the—Kur.,dl.S-.t.a.n_..D.emoc r a tic Party., as approved 
by the Seventh Congress of the Party in 1966 declared in Article 5: 
"The party benefits in its political struggle and its social analysis 
favoring progressive scientific theories which are compatible with 
the prevailing conditions of the Kurdish people (Kurdish Journal, 
June, 1968, p. 26). 

This change of program was also taken in compliance with a desire of 
the Iraqi government at the time when the party was seeking legal 
recognition (Dann, 1969, p. 298). 

Ibrahim Ahmed, Secretary General of the Democratic Party of 
Kurdistan, in defending the previous leftist leanings of the party, 
explained that the early Democratic Party of Kurdistan alliance with 
the Iraqi Communist Party was to counteract the appeal of Communism 
upon Kurdish youth. He said: "I proclaimed that our party was 
inspired by Marx-Leninism. These words acted like an open sesame 
to the world of Kurdish youth who at that time were fascinated by 
Communism . . . since then we have lost no members to the Communist 

Party" (Schmidt, 1964, p. 125). 
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as 

rejected by the Revolutions •, , 
Councxl (ruling bQdy .n Iraq) 

constituting a threat to the ter^itori,i , , 
rial and Poetical integrity 

Iraq. Subsequent to rho Tv 
the Iraqi rejection of the autonomy 

program, the government started repressive 
pressrve action against Kurdish 

nationalists. Mullah Mustafa then resorted ^ 
re-orted to armed resistance as 

the only means of achieving hie: Onoi -n ^ 
"8 his goal. By December 1961 the Demo-

cratic Party of Kurdistan ioinsd t~h£» i 
joined the tribal elements in striving for 

the achievement of autonomy by force. 

The progress of the tribal and urban efforts towards a united 

national front was obstructed by opposition from both tribal and 

urban elements. A number of Kurdish tribes refused to join the 

armed struggle for autonomy. These tribes, opposed to Mullah 

Mustafa's leftist leanings were led by the Zibari and Baradost tribes, 

who were also traditional enemies of Mullah's Barazani tribe. Mullah 

Mustafa's efforts to remove tribal opposition were manifested in a 

number of campaigns during 1961 and 1962, in which the Barazanis 

and their allies defeated their tribal foes. Subsequently, tribal 

opposition became minimal and a great number of tribesmen, who 

had earlier fought Mullah Mustafa, volunteered for his liberation 

1 2 array. By achieving these victories, Mullah Mustafa was rein

forced in his position as the foremost leader of the nationalist 

10 *Arfa, op cit. , pp. 134-135. 

UMajid Khadduri, Republican Iraq (London: Oxford University 

Press, 1969), pp. 176-179. 

*2Arfa, op cit. , pp. 139-140. 



movement.13 At times, however 
> owevei, elements of the Kurdish urban 

intellegentsia expressed jm-n-ow • 
PP ehension over Mullah Mustafa's tribal 

background. Some leaders of rv^ . 
s ot the Democratic Party of Kurdistan, 

such as Ibrahim Ahmed, in order to get rid of Mullah Mustafa by 

reducing his popularity, accused him of cooperating with the Iraqi 

government against the best aspirations of the Kurdish people.14 

However, the party found it necessary to concede to Mullah's leader

ship on account of his superior military skill and national backing. 

Mullah Mustafa was aware of the necessity to acquire support 

for the movement from varioussegments of the population. Thus, in 

1962 he organized a Kurdish national conference to draft Kurdish 

demands and also to provide a fair representation of various Kurdish 

groups within the movement. The conference, held at Koisinjak from 

March 18, to 22, 1961, was attended by two thousand K urds gathered 

from all parts of Iraqi Kurdistan. Schmidt, commenting on the impact 

of this conference, v?rites: 

The real significance of this conference was that it brought 
together so many Kurds who had had little contact with one 
another for several years during their struggle against Kassem, 
and it gave the Kurds renewed sense of national solidarity.13 

The delegates discussed, among other topics, the question 

of cooperation between the tribes and the Democratic Party of 

Kurdistan. Party leaders argued for the necessity of a political 

organization to mobilize various sections of the population. iribal 

13Schmidt, op cit., pp. 18, 76, 84, 109. 

14Arfa, op cit. , pp. 149-151. 

15Schmidt, op cit., p. 260. 
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representatives eraser, fcar that the party ̂  ̂  ̂ 

"" 111 ,UCh 8 35 " Under°Ine «» authority of the traditional 
tribal leaders. Agreement- i--

8 " £lMU" "'"«<> that the party had an 
important role to plav in the r>of-,- •, • 

P ay the nationalist struegle and that future 

conflict between the party and the tribes shn„1H k 
should be overcome by consul

tation. Also, the party was nro«a . 
P y was urgea to provide supplies, such as medical 

equipment, and also funds for the needs of Mullah Mustafa's tribal 

forces.^ 

The inability of the Democratic Party of Kurdistan to substi

tute for Mullah Mustafa's tribal leadership was due to his successful 

political and military leadership as well as to the party's unpre-

paredness for the armed struggle. Mullah Mustafa was able to recruit 

support from a great number of tribal leaders.17 He also received 

support from the peasants. His guerrilla warfare, as well as the 

familiar tribal war skills, was especially dependent on the support 

he received from the peasants who would put aside ten per cent of 

their products for the rebels.1® Mullah also sought and received 

support from leftists outside Iraq, such as Khalid Bakdash, head 

of the Syrian Communist Party.19 Urban leaders of the party, how

ever failed to publicize the Kurdish cause in Iraq and abroad. It 

1^Ibid., p. 261. 

17Ahmad Fawzi, Khanaiir wa-Jibil (Blades^^r^cu^ins) 
(United Arab Republic, 1961), pp. 129-133, 277, 152-154. 

1®D. A. Schmidt, "Kurds Chiefs Leaving Mountains for Peace 
Meetings in Baghdad," New York Times, February 18, 1963, p. 1. . 

19 'Fawzi, op cit. , p. 277. 



also failed to organize its war effort an* * 
<^nd to acquire medical 

supplied urgently needed by the fiohn on 
y ne lighting men in the north.20 

Ibrahim Ahmed admitted in December 1961 that when Mullah Mustafa 

had afreudy been flghting £or thre<j ^ ̂ ̂  

believe in the possibilitv nf 
ty °f armed resistance by the party. Until 

then his idea »as that the main part of the fightltlg should he done 

by tribal force s while the party devoted itself to gathering funds, 

supplies, and information. Only after December did the party step 

up its military effort.21 The Democratic Party of Kurdistan's 

military operations remained slender until Mullah Mustafa exercised 

extensive control over their activities.22 In summary, Mullah 

Mustafa's sheer ability and good fortune gave him a charismatic 

quality and an opportunity which the Democratic Party of Kurdistan 

could not match. 

These weaknesses of the Democratic Party of Kurdistan were 

mostly related to its early assocation with the Iraqi Communist 

Party, which did not favor armed struggle in Iraq. While it opposed 

"imperalism" and especially Central Treaty Organization, the Demo

cratic Party remained silent about Soviet deliveries of arms to Iraq. 

Nevertheless, the Iraqi Communist Party did not support the Kurdish 

struggle for immediate political concessions because at that time 

20Schmidt, op cit., pp. 127-128. 

21Ibid., p. 128. 

22lbid.f pp. 88-89. 

2^Ibid., pp. 127-128. 
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the Iraqi Communist Party was an ally of Qasset»: The Kurdish revolt, 

the Iraqi Communist Party maintained, was bound to impa ir the common 

"anti-imperalist" effort over which Qassem, who was still considered 

the protagonist in Iraq, had absolute priority.2'* 

In general, the Iraqi Communist Party's Kurdish policy appears 

to have been consistent with the Soviet's position in relation to the 

Kurdish question. For years the Soviet Union supported freedom for 

the Kurds and a separate Kurdish nation.25 In 1962 the Soviets also 

proclaimed a statement of general principles in which the ultimate 

solution of the Kurdish question was tied up with the struggle to 

end imperalist domination in the Middle East. Furthermore, the 

World Marxist Review described the Democratic Party of Kurdistan 

as follows: 

The Democratic Party of Kurdistan, headed by Mustafa Barazani, 
is a party of the national bourgeois and the small liberal 
landowners. It also includes part of the petty urb an bourgeois 
and intelligentsia. It pursues an anti-imperalist policy. 

This analysis of the nationalist leadership reveals that 

Marxists regarded the Democratic Party of Kurdistan as a bourgeois 

party incapable of leading the Kurds to Communism. In March 1962 

the Iraqi Communist Party Congress concluded that "in the present 

situation" the solution of the Kurdish problem would mean the 

24oann, op cit. , p. 346. 

oc , „ jc <i TinP September 22, 1952, pp. 38-39. 25Report on the Kurds, Time, oepi 

it . , T.isr " Economist, September 22, 
"Kurdistan s Hot and Cold War, — 

1962, p. 1113. 



establishment o£ self-government In Iraqi Kurdistan within the Iraqi 

Republic.27 This position was held by the Iraqi Communist Party and 

other Iraqi socialist groups.28 

^Ibid. 

no „ cmt- r-ri sis Towards Breaking the Baa'th 
2®"The Present Government Crrsiti 12-14; April 28, 

Military Pact," Al-Hurnah, October IV, , ft7 

1969, pp. 12-13. 



CHAPTER 5 

KURDISH NATIONALISTS AND 
THE REPUBLICAN GOVERNMENT IN IRAQ 

The July 1A, 1958 revolution which overthrew the Iraqi 

monarchy ushered in a new stage in the development of the Kurdish 

question. As previously indicated, the president of the newly 

proclaimed republic, Abdul-Karim Qassim, projected a favorable 

attitude towards the Kurds. He liberated hundreds of Kurdish poli

tical prisoners of the former regime and authorized the return of 

Mullah Mustafa and his men from the Soviet Union. * Article III 

of the provisional constitution, which emerged from the July 1A, 

1958 revolution, asserted that 

Iraqi society is founded on total cooperation among all 
citizens, on respect for their rights and their freedoms. 
The Arabs and the Kurds are associated in this nation. 
The constitution guarantees their national right within 

the Iraqi entity. 

The recognition of Kurdish national rights was indeed the point of 

departure from the previous policy of the monarchy, and promises 

declared by the provisional constitution of 1958 became the basis 

of the Kurdish struggle for autonomy within Iraq. 

hana Adams Schmidt, (EOSM": 

Brown and Company, 196A), PP- 125-12 

^Ibid., p. 72. 

AO 
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This chapter contains a brief account-
account of the major elements 

0£ political Instability in republican Ira, and an outline of Kurdish 

claims since 1958. It will be shown that there were elements of 

internal disunity namely, factionalism and power rivalries--that 

undermined a lasting solution to the Kurdish problem in Iraq. 

Since the overthrow of the monarchy in 1958, the Iraqi 

Republic may be truly described as a politically unstable system.3 

Factionalism within the army threatened Qassim. A major dispute 

errupted between h im and his second in command, Abdul-Salam Aref, 

over relations with the United Arab Republic. Aref favored immediate 

union with the UAR. Qassim favored both cooperation with the United 

Arab Republic and maintenance of the sovereign rights of Iraq. That 

4 
dispute was won by Qassim, who then put Aref in prison. 

Tribal unrest provided a second source of political unrest. 

Discontent among tribal chiefs over the agrarian reforms was 

directed to wards eradicating the feudalistic economic structure on 

which the monarchy rested. The elimination of the large land owner

ships, it was believed, would cure many of the country's social and 

economic ills. The news of the Agrarian Reform Act disturbed tribal 

3In this discussion no effort is made " adjance^^detaileci 

account of various Politicf1.d^el°^"ified to provide the poli-
political instability are brrefly ^entxf^/developed in 
tical framework within whroh Kur ngtud of political develop-
republican Iraq. For a corapiene o jrr,a Under Qassem (New 
meat since 1958 in Iraq, see Une ig69)' and Majid Khadduri, 

»«). 

Vjfd Khadduri, Cbondoa: Oxford University 

Press, 1969), pp. 84-98. 



chiefs, vho wore threatened with loss of their large land holdings.5 

Also, they feared infringement of the new government on their free-

doro and tr ibal authority. 

Within six months of the Revolution, the Agrarian Reform Act 

was the issue. The final spark was struck by Abbas Mamand, chief 

of the powerful Ako tribe, who became the chief ally of Mullah 

Mustafa.6 On September 12, 1961, Ako tribesmen clashed with Iraqi 

troops. Regarding the incident as a declaration of war, Qassim 

ordered brutal retaliatory measures against the rebellious tribes.^ 

Ibrahim Ahmed considers this to be "Qassim's great mistake. Qassim' 

retaliatory measures convinced Mullah Mustafa of the necessity of 

armed struggle.8 Subsequent Iraqi governments, in fighting Kurdish 

rebels, maintained the same harsh policy of indiscriminate bombing 

of Kurdish villages. Roelofsma asserts that the Iraqi bombing of 

villages with napalm played a considerable part in making the 

rebellion a national cause commanding wider loyalties among the 

Kurds. ̂ 

5Ibid-» PP- 151-152. 

6Uriel Dann Iraq Under Qassem (New York: Frederick A. 
, q/q\ TT 33A-337 For further information on 

Pcaeger, Inc., 1969) pp. 336 33 . Kffcndl: Changing 
Iraqi tribes, sec Robert Alan Ktnea, 
Patterns of Authority Among__the —Rarth. 
(Cambridge: Harvard Univers tty ?,res , 19 0 and Fred 

Principles of Social Or ganiza^l,i£L-S 
BrtJdrene Ji^rgensen A/S - Boktry 'eri, 

7 ,.up chief Target of Iraqis," _̂York 
'"Kurdish Villages the Ch Da„n> ̂ ^d^Jasseg,, 

Times, September 13, 19o^> P* 
op cit., pp. 336-337. 

8Dann, IrajoJUWe^jSE^B' P' 33?' 

.. , " Kpo Statesman, August 31, 
9D. Roelofsma, "Kurdish War, New_ , 

1962, p. 253. 
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The friction between Arab and Kurdish nationalism in Iraq 

„s a third cause for political unrest. Two major schools of 

thought, existing in Iraq at the time of the 1958 July Revolution, 

dealt with the nature of the Iraqi state. Khudduri writes: 

A modern nation-state seems to have been the ultimate objective 
of all, since the debate over the re-establishment of the tra
ditional Islamic state was almost over. But controversy raged 
over what sort of a national state Iraq should form--separate 
Iraqi nation-state or part of a larger Arab nation-state.10 

Since World War I, when Arab lands were detached from 

Ottoman rule and placed under British and French controls, Arab 

nationalism took the form of a violent movement aiming at the 

independence and unity of those lands.11 In Iraq the Pan-Arab 

School championed by Arab nationalists argued that the present 

political structure of Iraq was artificially created by ^oreign 

powers in order to maintain their influence. The only natural 

structure for Iraq, they concluded, was to be part of a larger 

Arab state. The other school, among which the Kurds were the most 

outspoken, feared that a radical change in Iraqi political structure 

.lght result In territorial rearrangement unfavorable towards the 

ides of a separate Iraq. Advocates of this school were aware of a 

coranon Ar ab affinity and cultural heritage and 

, » u «nlinfries without compromising Iraqi 
close collaboration with Arab 

, • 1 -= furth er argued that the dissolu-
independence. Kurdish nationalists 

• t-hin an Arab state would necessitate the 
tion of the Iraqi state within an Ara 

11Ibid., p. 11-
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creation of a separate Kurdish entity either within or outside the 

Arab superstructure.12 There were also Arab nationalists such as 

the Baa'th party who were not reconciled to Kurdish national!, 

within an Arab state. 

sm 
13 

Tne irreconcilability of the two nationalisms appears to 

remain unresolved. Premier Yahya, in his national broadcast on 

the occasion of the sixth anniversay of the Iraqi 1958 July 

Revolution, attempted to reconcile the two positions. In his 

speech h e  cites the Revolution as one of 

all the Arab revolutions that emerged all over our large 
homeland .... All Arab revolutions are but a coherent-
series of Nationalist events, embodying the vitality of 
the great Arab nation, anytime, everywhere, and stressing 
the unity of the genuine people, the unity of course and 
the unity of noble goal. 

Later  in the speech, Yahya describes the government's 

reconclllatory policy towards the Kurds. He says one of the 

goals was 

the consolidation of the Iraqi people's unity, starting 
with the restoration of peace to the beloved North emphasising 
the nationalist rights of our Kurdish brothers wrtbrn the 
national unity.^ 

Yahya mer ely stated the two positions instead of harmonising them. 

^Ibid. , pp. 3-5. 

l-^Dann, OP cit. , p. 141. 

1A"lhe Prime Minister's Address on ^Anniver . £ar 
Revolution," Sixth Anniversary__or_JJibj^^— 
Al-Joutnhourieh, 1964), PP* 70-72. 

^ >Ibid. 
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The above factors of disnm>v ^ aisumty contributed signl£lcantly to 

the deterioiation of relations between Y-~ 
en the Iraqi government and the 

Kurdish na tionalists led by the Democratic Party of Kurdistan. 

During t he  first year of the republic, an alliance, sparked by 

the promises of the provisional constitution, developed between 

Qassem and the Democratic Party of Kurdistan. Their cooperation 

reached its peak during the Shawaf. revolt (1959), in which Mullah 

Mustafa's tribesmen fought together with Qassem's men to subdue the 

insurrection. But soon after his victory over Shawaf, Qassem's 

relations with the Kurds deteriorated so that by the end of that 

1 ft year the Democratic Party of Kurdistan was finally banned in Iraq. 

Thus, i t became apparent to the Kurds that Qassem was insincere in 

his promises and had used them to put down the insurrection, but 

having used men to save himself, had then turned against them. 

His constitutional experiment, which started a few days after the 

July 1958 Revolution, ended in late I960. That summer he declared 

that the "period of transition" had not ended: 

Our responsibility now is to stabilize the conditions of the 
country. ... We want them £Ehe people/ to be wel\ed""t® 
and merry and strong and rich. And after we iave 
safety of the people and the country we shall start wxth th 
second period the period of elections and the permanent 

const i tut ion.  

The Democratic Party of Kurdistan, losing Qassem's support, 

drew closer to their rebellious tribal brothers. Also, as was 

t-in p-t rtv of Kurdistan also drew apart 
mentioned earlier, the Democratic y 

^Schmidt, op cit. , P-

1 7 Dann,  op cit., pp. 305-307.  
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from the Iraqi Communist Party, which, like Qassem, was regarded 

as opportunistic and as using the Kurds for their own purposes. 

In December 1961., three months after Mullah Mustafa had been fighting 

full-scale battles with Iraqi troops in the north, the Democratic 

Party of Kurdistan joined the armed struggle for Kurdish autonomy.!*5 

In fighting the Iraqi government, Kurdish nationalists 

sought the recognition of their right for autonomy. "The word 

autonomy does not have a clear-cut unchangeable meaning and there 

is a range in the way it is practically experienced," says Dr. 

Mahmud A. Osman, representative of Mullah Mustafa and the Democratic 

Party of Kurdistan. He continues: 

What the Kurdish Revolution has as an aim is to have a 
Kurdish entity within Iraq within which the language, culture, 
local administration and all the national rights would have 
the opportunity to develop side by side in Iraq with those 

of the Arab nation.19 

Briefly, Kurdish claims comprised the following points: 

(1) Recognition of the right of an autonomy of the Kurd s within the 

framework of the Iraqi republic; the right of the Kurds to an 

autonomous executive and legislative bodies; and the right to 

Kurdish representation in the central government; (2) cultural 

autonomy such as school education in Kurdish and the establishment 

of scientific and cultural institutions in Kurdish; and (3) a just 
," . 20 

portion of the profit gained from petroleum productron. 

""Interview with Vr.Jtathe'Revolution 

33rv«A!rs8K sr"— 
229. 
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Kurdish claims since I960 have, been mainly nationalistic. 

The early Democratic Party of Kurdistan Marxist-Leninism was totally 

absent in the programs of the Sixth and Seventh Party Congress held 

in 1964 and 1966. The 19o6 Seventh Party Congress, instead of 

Marxism-Leninism, declared that 

The party benefits in its political struggle and its social 
analysis from progressive scientific theories which are com
patible with the prevailing conditions of the Kurdish people.2''" 

Tribal influence may still be detected. Article 14 of the 1964 

Democratic Party of Kurdistan program proposes the settlement of the 

nomadic tribes, "with special regard to their production circumstances, 

by distributing land among them and securing pastures for their 

cattle.1,22 

In general, from 1964 to 1970, Iraqi governments maintained 

an uncompromising attitude towards Kurdish claims. Iraqi leaoers, 

at times gave verbal promises to the Kurds, but there was no serious 

effort to fulfill these promises, particularly since no cabinet was 

able to retain power for long.23 But in March 1970, a settlement, 

21"The Programme of the Kurdistan Democratic Party, As 
Approved by the S eventh Congress of the Party in 1966," Kurdish 
Journal, V (March-June, 1968), 26-30. 

2 2  Ibid., V, 2.8. 

23Qassem was overthrown in February 1963 by an army ̂ tion 
sympathetic to the Pan Arabists o£ the B..''th Party Abdul Salam 
Atef, who was highly regarded by Arab nationalists for his ope 

conflict with Qassem over the issue o —f^Aref 

the prpu^idf„^hq;t a series of coups and counfer-coups, 
. u„-„QOr, T^a'i-h factions in the army, interrupted the Iraqi 

in a 
mainly between Baajth f« C£ *1^ instability continued 
political scene. This ®^ua Edmonds> "Kurdish War in Iraq: 

The 'cons f i t u t iona 1 Background," gkjSJSSL. -.=->« "68, pp. 

514-520). 
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which the Iraqi government promised would be final, was reached with 

Barazani and the Democratic Party of Kurdistan. 2^' According to this 

agreement, Kurds would officially be called Kurds, and Iraq would 

henceforth have a Kurdish vice president.25 Promises given to the 

Kurds were incorporated into the new Constitution. 28 The March 1970 

settlement was an effort to end a costly war since forty percent of 

the Iraqi budget went to defense and most of that was absorbed in 

27 
the north. 

In addition to the difficulties caused by the basic internal 

divisions in Iraq, mentioned earlier, the March 1970 agreement faced 

the problem of credibility between the Kurds and the Iraqi government. 

According to Mullah Mustafa, there were men in high levels of govern

ment who benefited from the war and therefore constituted a threat to 

a peaceful settlement.28 Frustration was also expressed over delay 

in government appointments of Kurdish governors to the northern 

provinces. In general, Mullah Mustafa expressed general dissatis

faction with the government's efforts to fulfill the March 1970 

agreement.29 Nevertheless, Mullah Mustafa observed the truce. 

24.,Iraq~is it Peace?" Economist, March 14, 1970, pp. 33-34. 

25jbid., p. 33. 

26"Arab Pact in Bulf Proposed by Iraq." Nê York_Times, 

July 14, 1970, p. 11. 

27"Iraq, is it Peace?" Economist, March 14, 1970, p. 34. 

28"Iraq: The Kurdish Truce," Newsweek, December 7, 1970, 

p. 41. 

29Dana Adams Schmidt, "Iraq-Kurd Accord is Said to Falter, 

New York Times, August 17, 1970, p. 7. 
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There are two major points of conflict which were not 

settled by the Ma rch 1970 settlement. Mullah Mustafa insisted 

that Kurds should acquire substantive, not decorative, power in 

Baghdad. By December 1970, he was still unwilling to nominate 

a Kurdish vice president (a right he had under the new constitution) 

until the position was given actual power, such as a seat on the 

30 
Revolutionary Council. The other area of conflict was Kirkuk, 

the center of the oil-producing area, whose revenues furnish the 

Iraqi government with five hundred million dollars per year. 

Barazani insists that since Kirkuk is a Kurdish province, Kurds 

should have a share of the revenues. The Iraqi government disputs 

this claim. They maintain that: Kirkuk population is not predominantly 

31 Kurdish. No recent census, however, has been taken in Kirkuk. 

In summary, on the basis of the above analysis, it suffices 

here to point out that (1) during the period under consideration, 

Kurdish nationalism in Iraq developed from a purely tribal resistance 

to a national movement; (2) the development of Kurdish nationalism went 

on slowly with urban and tribal elements attempting to join efforts 

in the inter-war period; (3) with the exception of the brief experience 

of the Mahabad Republic, urban and tribal forces succeeded in forming 

a united Kurdish front only during the republican era in Iraq, and 

(4) the instability which plagued the political system m Iraq 

tuted a serious obstacle to a lasting peaceful solution to the Kurdish 

question. Thus, after several months have passed since the March 1970 

30Newsweek, December 7, 1970, p. 41. 

31Ibid. 



settlement, Mullah Mustafa conceded that to lead a pe ace is more 

difficult than to lead a war and that, "it is easier to fight than to 

achieve development. 

3W"e, Eric, "For the Kurds in Iraq, Peace but little Else." 

New York Times, December 31, 1970, p. • 
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