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The British Interests in Kurdistan between 
1797 and 1840s  

 
 
 

Abstract : 
 

This research is entitled, "The British Interests in Kurdistan Between 1797 
and 1840s ". It’s obvious that the land of Kurds “Kurdistan”, which is known as “the 
Heart of the Middle East”, in the eyes of Britain, as a result of its geostrategic 
position is always being under the threats of great powers similarly being a 
challenged area among the super powers. Due to the great powers, particularly 
British in all approaches had effectively maneuvered to make its position, basis and 
power in the area. Obviously, many factors had encouraged the British to effort 
these approaches and determinedly made efforts for protecting its good-wills in the 
region. Owing to the British had a number of different interests such as missionary 
religion in the region and they had played a key role of moving the British to the 
region. Hence, this research endeavors to cast light on the development of British 
interests and its policy regarding to the protection of its interests in the region.   

 This study is being divided into an introductory, an overview and 
three sections. In its introductory, this study struggles to depict its preponderant, 
objectives, concept of the British interests in the region as well as the crucial 
resources being used for it. This study clears up the British taking into an account of   
Kurdistan, how and for what purpose the British viewed the Kurdish areas. For 
exploring the British interest position in the region, the first section of this article 
demonstrates the British economic interests in the region and its consideration upon 
Kurdistan.  The second section of this study attempts the British political and 
military interests, the British movements regarding to the situations and 
circumstances of Kurdistan, the role of Kurdistan’s ways for the British forwarding 
to India. In its third section, this article sheds light on the British religion interests in 
the region, as it was a key and effective instrument in the hands of British for the 
Christian religion and avoiding the Christian participation in the Kurdish religion. At 
the end its conclusion throw light on the findings that being discovered by the writer 
of this research.  

Keywords: Kurdistan, the Great Power of Europe, economic, political, military 
interestsof British, development and situation of Kurds 
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Armens of Kurdistan relations with British  during the 
reign of Sultan Abdul Hamid II 

1976-1909 
 

Abstract: 
Since the Armenian Question, the Armenian had a good relation with 

western countries, particularly with Great Britain. Their aim was to establish the 
Armenian state for the Armenians. For this reason, Great Britain, after the Berlin 
Conference, was looking at the Armenian situation in the Ottoman Empire and 
its reform. This study is a good opportunity to show the relation between the 
Armenian in Kurdistan and Great Britain in the time of the second Sultan Abdul 
Hamid. This study consists of four sections with an introduction to our work. In 
the introduction, a summary about the Armenian history and the geography of 
Armenia have been discussed. However, the first section talks about the 
Armenians in Kurdistan, and section two talks about the relation between Great 
Britain with the Armenians. Section three talks about the Berlin conference and 
its results. The last section shows the Kurd’s reactions to the Armenian issue in 
Kurdistan. 
Keywords: Armens of Kurdistan, Big Armenia, Great Britain, Kurd.  
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Reflection of British Policy towards Kurds in 
Tegehishtina Rasti (Understanding the Truth) 

Journal/ based on Norman Fairclough Model” 
 

Abstract:  
Reviewing and evaluating a literary work in each perspective, as a result, an 

idea and purposes of a text are illustrated and a researcher chooses, based on own 
aims, a critical approach or a particular analytic method to obtain the ideas and 
meanings behind the words. Accordingly, based on its principles, a researcher could 
get own objectives. Thus, Norman Fairclough is one of the analytical models  

At the beginning, Fairclough considered the text in a linguistic conception 
then points out the main articles of the text and analyses the way of their relations 
with general social theories. Fairclough is an analytical model this presents three 
levels such as Description, Interpretation, and clarification that is why his model is 
considered to be the linguistic critical model. The study entitled “Reflection of 
British Policy towards Kurds in Tegehishtina Rasti (Understanding the Truth) 
Journal/ based on Norman Fairclough Model” is conducted.  

Researchers tried  to find out the data of the research paper based on the art 
and linguistic styles that Rae presented in Fairclough’s model as description, 
interpretation, and clarification  so as to know the ideological viewpoint, global 
journalists , and writers of Journal ( Understanding the truth) about British Policy. 
The main questions of the research are the following: How can we go through the 
context by the three levels Fairclough’s Model (description, interpretation, and 
Explanation) from the surface meaning of the text, and what is the supreme text in 
the Journal (Understanding the truth)? 

In conclusion, writer and journalist are not only expressing their viewpoints 
by linguistic elements and non-linguistic ones while writer directly prepares articles 
based on the British policy , in terms of weakening of the front lines of the war in 
eastern Turkey along with the impact on the Kurdish minds. 

Keywords: Norman Fairclough, Understanding the Truth, Description, 
Interpretation,  and Explanation, and British Policy. 
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Decolonization is the ending of colonialism and 
the liberation of the colonized.. Decolonization, then, is a revolutionary struggle 
aimed at transforming the entire social system and reestablishing 
the sovereignty oftribal peoples
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It involves the use of state funded  native government to indirectly control the 
indigenous people….and also involves the use of natives to control their own people…so 
the change from colonialism to neocolonialism is a change only in how  the state 
controls the colonized people.   
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' It is a word or phrase which has been taken from one language and used 
inanother language. For example, English has taken coup d’état (the sudden seizure of 
government power) from French, al fresco (in the open air) from Italian and moccasin (a 
type of shoe) from an American Indian language'  

           
            

     \         
              

                
    

borrowing commenced from past and it's the process of ' word formation ' 
shows that many English words have latin , Greek , French , German ….origin as He ( 
ibid ) says that 'Borrowing is a process by which a language receives a word directly 
from another language, usually as a result of contact with the languages. 
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borrowing does not only  mean receiving lexemes from another language but it 
also includes the way of enriching target language   
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Bed  : bad , p.10 
Bomba : bomb ; bombaran: bombardment , p.19 
Canfas : canvas , p.21 

Chek : cheque , p.26 
Chimento  : cement , p.29 

Chinko:    p.29 
Domine   : dominoes , p.41 

Entike    : antique , p.45 
Estere    : star , p.46 

Felsefe     : philosophy , p.48 
Fereng   : france , p.48 

Fizya : physics , p.50 
Galosh : galosh , p.51 

Ghaz : gas , p.58 
Ispenax  : spinach , p.69 

Kitli : kettle, p. 77 
Kongre   : congress , p.78 

Lastik : elastic , p.82 
Liste   : list , p.86  
Mart : march ,p.88 

Maske   : mask , p.88 
Mayis : May , p89  

Miqnatis  : magnetism , p.92 
Mikrob : microbe , p.93 

Paket: packet , p. 102  
Pas : bus , p.102 

Pencher     puncture , p.104 
Pilan : plan , p.111 
Poste   : post , postechi: postman …p.112  

Qerebine     : carbine ,p. 114 
Qestore  : cloth store , p.115 

Sabun : soap , p.124 
Semawer   : samovar , p. 126 

Telefon   : telephone , p. 143  
Teraxome  : trachoma , p. 144  

Werwer    : revolver , p. 153 
Xiristian : Christian , p.158 

Zikzak : zigzag , p. 167  
 

            
                



 
 

Genegene      : quinine , p.52 ; incil : gospel , p.69 , istikan  
:  tea glass , p.69 ; iqlim  : clime , region , p.69 ; lawante  : 

lavender –water , p.82; nuwel : winch , p.101; pandan  :fountain-pen , p.102 ; 
pantol : European –style trousers ; papor : steam –ship , p. 102 ; shepqe 

  : European hat , p. 136; teplek   : ash tray , p.144 ; tirumpa : pump , p. 
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Colonialism and Language 
 

Abstract: 
The ending of the First World War 1914-1918 between Allied Forces and 

the Ottomans led to the appearance of the kurds in Kurdish media and education. 
Furthermore, major Soane had transmitted Kurdish letters in Persia and used in his 
newspaper. Therefore Kurdish letters ( p, v, zh ) for the first appeared in two 
colonialist newspapers in Kurdish ( tegeishtni rasti ) and ( peshkewtin) and using 
phonemes in stead of clitics ( theme, fethe, kesre). Additionally, through  
colonialism many English words came into Kurdish lexicons such as colonialism, 
colony, mandate, autonomy, referendum, media, post, post, bomb, bombardment 
…etc and they become Kurdish ones. In the past Kurdish elites were alienated to 
such words. 

Methodologically the Qualitative method is used. The outline of the paper is 
to investigate the two newspapers find out the Kurdish letters which are not 
available in Arabic alphabet. 

The reader or critic of this paper expect some conclusions including the 
Kurdish new words. 

 

Keywords: colonialism, English, Kurdistan, understanding the truth, Soone 
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The Political Role of Captain Hay in Hawler  

  ( Erbil ) 1918-1920. 
 

Abstract: 
The British authorities applied a special system for the administration of 

the territories occupied by them in Iraq during World War I (1914 – 1918 ) and 
its  aftermath immediately . They appointed political officers for the 
administration of divisions ( Liwa ), and assistant political officers for the 
administration of sub - divisions ( Qaza ). 

Captain Hay played an important role in taking Erbil city from Ottoman 
military forces, and stayed there for several days undertaking some primary 
works. In June 1919 Captain Hay was appointed as assistant political officer in 
Erbil and began his job in July of the same year , until his departure on 
November 13.1920.  

The role of Captain Hay was prominent in fulfilling British policy in 
Erbil and its surrounding , and administering the city, especially his role in 
putting the bases of relations with the pro – British persons and intensification in 
dealing with anti – British  persons in the city. He was able to control the city 
and frustrate the attempts to organize an uprising against the British occupation .  

Keywords: W. R. Hay, Erbil Kurdistan, British, Mosul. 
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The impact of oil on British policy towards 

Kurdistan 1914-1923 
 
 

Abstract: 
This research examines the impact of oil on the British policy toward 

Kurdistan  during 1914-1923. With the outbreak of the First World War  Britain tried to 
control Kurdish areas. Oil was the most significant factors in motivating United 
Kingdom to pay attention to Kurdistan and to sign Sykes Picot secret agreement in order 
to divide it between allied powers. 

That time  The oil areas of  Mesopotamia located only  in Mosul Vilayet  which 
is Kurdish area  and not Arabic area.  

During the period  British policy was not stable toward Kurdistan  it changed 
continuously.  In the Sykes-Picot Agreement  and later in the course of the Paris Peace 
Conference  the British and French disputed with each other over the oilfields of the 
Mosul vilayet;  

Following discussions during peace conferences  and the signing of the Treaty 
of Sèvres  Kurdistan was divided  however  three articles concerned the establishment of 
an independent Kurdistan but it did not include all  Kurdistan. Beside it  The Treaty  
was replaced by the Treaty of Lausanne which favoured the Turkish nationalist 
movement.  The issue of the border between Turkey and Iraq was not settled. 

The conference did not provide non-Turkish nations such as Kurdish within the 
Ottoman Empire with self-determination as the powers promised during the war. 

 

Key words: Petroleum, Britain, Kurdistan, Sever, San Remo. 
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British responsibility to the south of Kurdistan in 
the light of international laws and treaties 

 1916-1923 

 

Abreact:    
After World War One, Great Britain has been linked with the planning of 

the division of Kurdistan, as well as possessing several legal responsibilities. 
Consequently, Kurdistan at this point in time is able to use this at its advantage. 
Great Britain, in the year 1916, has divided  

Kurdistan according to the Sykes-Picot agreement. Followed by the 
conquering of South Kurdistan in 1918. Then, from 1925 - 1932, it had put it under 
its control, and handed it back over to Iraq in 1932. All this division and tying which 
Britain has done to Kurdistan, was carried out smartly and strategically. However, it 
is not flawless, as it contains a group of violation of laws which hold it responsible 
for breaches of international obligations. For this reason, Kurdistan is capable of 
using it to its advantage.  

Objective: This research works in the direction and accordance of the above 
mentioned topic. Under the light of the agreement which Britain conducted during 
the monarchy of Iraq, then had several positions during the republic of Iraq period, 
has put Great Britain into a situation of historic, legal, and literacy responsibility. 
Kurdistan from a federal state into a state with international characteristics. 

Keywords: British, Southern Kurdistan, International Law, Iraq. 
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The Kurdish Issue in British political 
equations (1918-1925) 

 

Abstract: 
Following the world war one Kurdistan, this has had geopolitical and 

imperative territory, put under British mandate due to Sykes-Picot agreement. Since 
then Britain has implies hostile attitude toward Kurds. Both Britain and France have 
had hands and helped to establish many new states in the Middle East. Those states 
were confronting Kurds nation and consider Kurds as its enemies.  

Both Britain and France have left political legacy by dividing Kurdish 
territories on regional countries including Iraq, Iran, Turkey, and Syria. Kurds since 
then struggled for their freedom and establishing their independence state, but 
Britain as superpower state never supports Kurds struggle for independency. Many 
documents and reports are proves this truth that even in the Treaty of Sevres and 
treaty of Lausanne,  Britain are confronting establishment of Kurdish estate.  

This research paper is explores the Britain stance and policy toward Kurdish 
issue through critical analysis to Britain’s promises for Kurdish over that period. As 
well as the research will examine the weaknesses of Kurdish diplomacy in that 
historical phase.  The research will assess and analyze international resources and 
documents in order to highlight the grounds and consequences of Britain’s policy 
toward Kurdish case.  

The research will divided into two components; the first one is dedicated to 
discuss the Britain’s attitude toward Kurdish dossier after world war one, which 
highlighted the Britain’s official stance as well as   British politicians view toward 
Kurdish struggle for independency. However shows up weaknesses of Kurdish 
leaders to dealing with political situation in that period. The second part is dedicated 
to discuss the Britain standpoint toward Kurdish dossier in both treaty of Sevres and 
Lausanne. This part is focused on Kurds in international treaties and agreements 
following the world war one. It also explores the obstacles and barriers among 
Kurds in their struggle to owning and establishing their independence state.  
Key words: Kurds, British, Noel, Sever, Lausanne. 
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« La Question de Mossoul devant la Société des Nations », In l’Asie Française, n° 234, 

août –septembre 1925, p. 259. 
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British policy towards Turkey: Kurds and the 

end of Mosul issue: (July 1923-June 1926). 
 
 

 

Abstract: 
 

  In the Treaty of Lausanne (July 24, 1923) the question of vilayet of Mosul 
remains without regulation but opens the voice of Turkish-English bilateral 
negotiation. The English after the Treaty of Lausanne took up the question of linking 
the Kurds of vilayet Mosul by the new state of Iraq. Turkey insists on a referendum 
to settle the Mosul issue and the British firmly rejects it. Having reached an impasse 
in their negotiations, one month before the nine-month period given by the Treaty of 
Lausanne came to an end; Great Britain took the charge of putting the matter before 
the League of Nations. The situation of the disputed regions becomes the scene of 
wars and ambushes. The Turks wanted to gain what they lost through negotiations in 
order to occupy the disputed areas before a solution was put in place by the League 
Council. The English demand to settle the Turkish-Iraqi border issue while the Turks 
still ask to cross the vilayet of Mosul. On October 27, 1924 Great Britain asked for 
an extraordinary meeting for the League of Nations Council in Brussels. Two days 
after the council adept a border line says the line of Brussels and more to form a 
commission of inquiry to go on the spot for the verification of the facts and the 
situation of the disputed border regions. But Turkey rejected the line of Brussels and 
once the region became the theater of war and the tension of the armed conflicts. 
After the return of the League of Nations commission and presented his work. The 
commission report for strategic and economic reasons was in favor of the annexation 
of vilayet Mosul by Iraq subject to keeping certain cultural rights for the Kurdish 
people. This study tries to show the theses of each party and the place of the Kurdish 
question in the arena of this international conflict. Finally on June 5,1926 in the 
Ankara agreement, Britain and Turkey put an end to their four-year conflict. From 
that date, Kurdistan was divided and the Kurds in Turkey became "mountain Turks", 
in Iran "remaining as always Iranians", in Syria "Syrians without nationality" and in 
Iraq "the northern population of Iraq. 

 

Keywords: Turkey, Kurd, British, Mosul, Iraq. 
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The British Usage of Statistics Regarding to the 
Kurdish Question in Iraq 

Between 1922and 1926 
 

 

Abstract: 
 This study entitles;"The British Usage of Statistics Regarding to the 

Kurdish Question in Iraq from 1922-1926", undoubtedly, this period is considered to 
be one of the most significant stages of the Kurdish question in Iraq. Owing to the 
Kurdish question was taken into an account by British and Turkey so seriously. Each 
of them attempted to drastically show the Kurdish population in their data 
differently, the British authority objective was to attach Kurds into Iraq with the aim 
of protecting its interests in the region. From the British perspectives, the attachment 
of Kurdish areas to Iraq was so preponderant through politic and security means. As 
a result, it appeared that British had endeavored to clear up the number of Kurdish 
population yearly effectively in all its meetings and discussion with the Turkish 
authority. Due to this, it’s necessary to conduct an in-depth scientific research on 
how the British authority used data regarding to the Kurdish question in Iraq. This 
research concentrates its main focus on the using reports and references, which have 
showed this British approach.  

This article is being divided into an introduction, background, five sections 
and findings. In its introductory, this study depicts its significance, objectives, 
problem statement and reference, which are being used. With the aim of getting a 
big picture of the British attitude to the Kurdish question, this study in its 
background casts the light on the British plebiscite in Iraq and its attitude to the 
Kurdish question between 1919 and 1921. In its first section, this study throws light 
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on the determination of fate of Mosul through data from 1922 to 1924. In order of 
getting the ethnic circumstances in Mosul province, the second section of this 
research clarifies the usage of ethnic data for determining the wishes of mixed 
ethnics in the region. In its third section, this study 1clears up the borderline 
committee of the year 1925 and the wishes of the population of Mosul province. 
This section considers being the backbone of this study, as the borderline committee 
suggested some crucial recommendations regarding to the destiny of the Mosul 
province population. Conclusion of this study explores the findings that being 
discovered by the author of it.  

Keywords: Kurdish question, Mosul, data, British, Turkey, Iraq and the committee 
of border. �
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The Kurdish press 
in the official British government documents 

1940-1960 
 

Abstract: 
Britain, as a great country, had a prominent position in the Middle East, and 

the British considered Kurdistan a rich land with mineral wealth and that it has an 
important geographical location. Before having these official reports and files which 
were issued by the countries that recognized the importance of Kurdistan, the 
Kurdish library contained the writings, books and publications of the early 
Orientalists, But it was not aware of the secret documents found in the archives of 
these countries about Kurdistan. A collection of books has been published over the 
past years in Kurdish, Arabic and English languages under the title, The Kurds and 
Kurdistan in the official British government documents. Most of these books are 
either translated from other languages or prepared by some authors, but only a few 
of them contain notes on these documents or analyzing them. The researcher 
believes that the period of royal rule in Iraq, the development of political and 
partisan life throughout Kurdistan, and the changes that took place in the system of 
governments in the countries on which Kurdistan had been divided, made the British 
more interested in Kurdistan. The researcher limited his research to the reports and 
files of the Kurdish press contained in the official British government documents. 
The researcher found that the British, according to an accurate plan, were studying 
newspapers, magazines and publications issued by secret Kurdish organizations and 
parties while countries were divided into two blocs. The British knew that Marxism 
and Communism were widespread in the East at the beginning of the last century. 
For this reason, they believed, as stated in these documents, that some of these 
Kurdish newspapers and newspapers had a role in definition and dissemination of 
Marxism and communism. Another issue which was of great importance to the 
British was independence of Kurdistan. So, they were following up these 
newspapers and magazines that dealt with this issue. In general, these documents are 
important and valuable sources for the Kurdish press, especially regarding the 
correction of some errors in the history of the Kurdish press. 

Keywords: Kurdish press, British, documents, Iraq.
  



  
 



  
 

 

    

  

/
  

 :  



  
 

            
          

                  
            

       

             
                
       

                 
         
            

          
                
               
             
             

        
      

:       .  

  :  
       

            
              

        
       
              
         



  
 

                  
        

          
                

            
          
           

             
             

           
                 

                  
          

               
                  

                 
         

               
             
             
             
              
         
          

      
  

   :         
              

        
      



  
 

  )(            
            -- 

  )        
            

    ) --              
                

   )(

       
          

           )(  
         

      
             
            )(  

             
            

             
 )(        

              
               

            
    )(      

)        
          

     

             

             
      

               

   
 



  
 

   )(           
           

        
             

       
   )(  

      -- 
   )    
)            

    
              
             

          
                     

        
         

              
            

          
           

         
      )(  

        
       

        
   )(           

-- 
       
         
      )(  



  
 

         
--           

     )     
         
               

            
         

        )  

    
          )   
          
      
           

        
          
            

           
         
          

                
     

             
          

           
         )  

      

           
           

      )         



  
 

)
)

)

--
)

 :

)

)

)



  
 

                 
           

        
            

      
           

          
            

          
         

                
     

                  
                
          

British National Archive      :  
(FCO 17/1531, dept. of post: Near Eastern, File no. NEQ 1/3, Title: Problem of Kurds in 
Iraq) 

        
         
                    

            
         

        
                

                   

                
             

                
        

EasteEa rn, Fin, F

BrBrBritiritiBriririri

   



  
 

          
         

      :  
               

           
       

                 
                

              
              

  

      

]     [  
    
                                  -    
 –                                        

  

 ]     [  

          
           

    

       
        

            

       
        

              
           



  
 

            
       .  

  

                                   

                                                                                 
]  [                           

                                                                                  
  

][    
       ()(  

  

  

                

.           
              

          
     

.           .)( 
             .

                  
 )(          )( 

                

)(  
.           

     
      

        
                

               
                  

          )(    

  

  



  
 

           .)(   
              )( 

                 
     - )(   

     :  
      

                
               Foreign and 

Commonwealth office      )(     
      

       
 

    

   
                                              

                                                   –   
   

         
              
       

               
               

     .  

             
               
             

        
                      



  
 

                 
     

           
           

       
         

                 
                

       
             
                      

            

          
         

               
   ]  [      
               

             
          

           
                  

     

         
][  

  
    
       
     

  

           



  
 

.             
               

             
               

              
       .  

.        
       

               
   

.          
               

       
               .

               
           

              
          

    
          

     
           
            
                 
        

            
- 

            
             
           

             



  
 

         
         
          

           
       )(    
             

               
 )(  

                 
          
             
             
    )(      

          
       

              
              

       
         
           

             
    BSAI 

    )(     
 )(   

            
          

     BSAI Iraq   
              

          
         

   
  
 



  
 

)(

 

 

)(

)(



  
 

                  
          

          
     
      

             
                 

               
              

     :  
             

          
]  [                                                      

                                                                         
                                                                             –  

  
    

   
                                         /  

  
        

  
           

  
                  

                  
              

                                                                
                                                              

  

    

       
      

   



  
 

                   
        

          
          

           

     :  
                   

           
            

]  [                                                     
                                                                    

                                                                   –  
___________________________________________________

    
                        /  

                                                                       
__________________________________________________  

  

   
             

           
         

             
          
               

           
               

         
                -- 

           
               ] 



  
 

[           
           

   

                                                         
                                                      )(  

            

              
                

      
                
              

               
              
)         

           (
          

           
              

              
    

             
              

           
          

                    
          

            
           

 



  
 

     :  
                 

             
          

  
]  [                                                     

                                                                              
                                                                         

  
    
       

]  [  
  

   
   / ]  /[    

   
          
)      

               
        

        
         

             
               

         
             
           

        
               

      ]  [      



  
 

–-

 

 

[

______________________

 

_______



  
 

.               
                
      
            
         

            
       
            
         

      
             

        
 IPC      

    )     
            

       
    IPC    

  ) 
  )  

.           
                

            
               

      
.            

             
         

                  
              

        

  
  
  



  
 

      :  
                   

          
          :  

]     [     
       
     

 –  
   

___________________________________________________  
           

   
                     /  

  
         

___________________________________________________  
         

          
          

        
)    

             
           

        
           

                 
              
         

             
               
              

           
          

  

____________



  
 

                
         

               
             

  

     )(  
______________________  

                  

                
         

         
    

               
              

           
       

    

             
               
             

      
            

                 
            

         
                 
            

           
           



  
 

         
  

       
           
        

                 
     .  

  

:  

 
)(      

       -   .  
)(              

 - .  
)(            - 

.  
)(              

     ).  
)(   

-.  
)(     .  
)(              

-  -   

- .  
)(    .  
)(       -   

   -   
    - .  

)(           
-       

 - .  
 

 



  
 

 
)(       
)(       

    -   
)(            

      
 -               )- -

                    
  -            

    
)(                -   
)(                  

 -   
)(           -     

         
   -   

)(     
)(          

         
)(           

  -    
(20)  http://kurdish-academy.com/index.php/  

)(                
  

)(              
)(         -   
)(      -   
)(             

     
(26) B.N.A, FCO 17/1531, Near Eastern dpt., no.NEQ 1/3, a letter of introduction for dr.Hilmi 

of Kurdish Academy. 
)(                   

 



  
 

 
)(                

              
         

     
)(        )   : 

 -    
    -   

)(           - 
    -   

)(     
)(         
)(         -   
)(     

          
)(    )Commonwealth(         Common  

)wealth            
              

              
              

    :  
https://www.marefa.org/   

(36) B.N.A, FCO 17/1531, Near Eastern dpt., no.NEQ 1/3, a letter from secretary of the British 
academy to R.M. Evans, 6 September 1971. 

)(             :      
  -   

)(     
)( 

)(     
)(      -   
)(         

              
              :

 

 



  
 

 

.  
(43) http://www.etana.org/node/4464 

)(        :  
https://www.almaghribtoday.net -- -- - ---  

               
          

http://www.etana.org/node/4464  
)(    - 

 -  -  -  
.  

)(       .  
(47) B.N.A, FCO 17/1531, Near Eastern dpt., no.NEQ 1/3, a letter from R.M. Evans to secretary 

of the British academy, 16 September 1971. 
(48) B.N.A, FCO 17/1531, Near Eastern dpt., no.NEQ 1/3, a letter from Veronica Beckett to 

British Embassy in Baghdad, 16 September 1971. 
(49) B.N.A, FCO 17/1531, Near Eastern dpt., no.NEQ 1/3, a letter from British Embassy in 

Baghdad to Veronica Beckett, 25 September 1971. 
)(    - 

.  
(51) B.N.A, FCO 8/2089, Near Eastern dpt., no. NBR 1/1, Diplomatic report no. 175/73 (Iraq: 

Annual review for 1972), February 1973. 
)(    )    

       :.  
(53) B.N.A, FCO 17/1531, Near Eastern dpt., no.NEQ 1/3, a letter from R.M. Evans to secretary 

of the British academy, 6 October 1971. 

   :  
      :   :  

    -      /  )   B.N.A(:-  
- FCO 17/1531, Near Eastern dpt., no. NEQ 1/3, a letter of introduction for 

dr.Hilmi of Kurdish Academy. 
- FCO 17/1531, Near Eastern dpt., no. NEQ 1/3, a letter from secretary of the 

British academy to R.M. Evans, 6 September 1971. 
- FCO 17/1531, Near Eastern dpt., no. NEQ 1/3, a letter from R.M. Evans to 

secretary of the British academy, 16 September 1971. 
 



  
 

 
- FCO 17/1531, Near Eastern dpt., no. NEQ 1/3, a letter from Veronica Beckett to 

British Embassy in Baghdad, 16 September 1971. 
- FCO 17/1531, Near Eastern dpt., no. NEQ 1/3, a letter from British Embassy in 

Baghdad to Veronica Beckett, 25 September 1971. 
- FCO 17/1531, Near Eastern dpt., no. NEQ 1/3, a letter from R.M. Evans to 

secretary of the British academy, 6 October 1971. 
- FCO 8/2089, Near Eastern dpt., no. NBR 1/1, Diplomatic report no. 175/73 (Iraq: 

Annual review for 1972), February 1973. 
    :    :-  

-   )  : 
      

 - .  
- -  

  
- 

.  
  

   : :  
-    - 

 .  
-  .  

  

  ::  
- - 

    .  
  

  ::  
- 

.  
- 

- - 
- -  . 



  
 

  

-   
.  

- 
- .  

- 
. 

  

   :  :  
   -  :  -  

-     
 .  

-  -  
   .  

-   
      -  .  

-        
  .  

-             
     ).  

-       
       

.  
-          

       . 
  

   -     :-  
-  

      .  
-     

  . 
 
  

    : :  
---------  

- https://www.almaghribtoday.net 
- http://www.etana.org/node/4464 
- http://kurdish-academy.com/index.php/  
- https://www.marefa.org/   



  
 

 
 

         
  

:  
  

  
  

 

  

 

:   .  
 

  



  
 

The Kurdish Academy in a number of British 
documents 

 

Abstract: 
As a part of its attempts to establish relations with scientific institutions 

outside Iraq, in 1971, the Kurdish Academy sent Dr. Pakiza Rafiq Hilmi as the 
delegate to British Academy in London, to offer an initiative for cooperation 
between the two Academies. But the British side put the case under the influence of 
international relations, as evidenced by a number of British documents. These 
documents indicate that Near Eastern Department in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
and the British Embassy in Baghdad, discussed the issue with the British Academy, 
and studied the dimensions and consequences of the proposed relationship. By 
studying the exchange letters between these institutions, we can say that the British 
Academy found an interest in the relationship with the Kurdish Academy. As long 
as this does not have any negative consequences for the British School of 
Archeology in Iraq. The Foreign Affairs officials also did not prevent this 
relationship, but they wanted the approval of the Iraqi government. Even though the 
British side believed that the proposed relationship would not be substantial. 

 On the other hand, our documents generally indicate that UK Foreign 
Office officials were convinced that the proposed relationship would not excite Iraqi 
officials. However, because they were not sure of the ongoing political situation in 
Iraq, they were cautious in their steps and wanted to evaluation the situation in Iraq 
and take the approval of the Iraqi government, before taking any step in this 
direction. During this period, the British were keen on their relationship with Iraq, 
given their economic interests, especially in the field of oil investments. And 
therefore did not support the Kurdish movement in Iraq during that period. 
Nevertheless, the Iraqi authorities were skeptical about their position on the Kurdish 
question. However, the British Academy has finally gained the approval of the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs to cooperate with the Kurdish Academy, but we find no 
indication of the desired relationship. 

Keywords: Academy, Culture, History, Britain, Documents. 
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Historical empathy of a sample of students toward UK's 
policy during occupation and its relationship with their 
trend toward the concept of democracy (department of 

history as simple) 
 

Abstract: 

 The aim of study is to identify the historical empathy of a sample of 
Kurdish students department of history from college of Arts in Zakho University 
toward UK's policy during occupation and its relationship with theirtrend toward 
the concept of democracy, and the significant differences between them according 
to the variables of the study (gender, class, if parents are life or dead, their level of 
literacy, family's economic level, age, number of family's members, and place of 
residence). The sample of the research consists of (94) students, which have been 
selected randomly from population consists of (118) students, which ration was 
(%80). For this purpose the researchers prepared two questionnaires: 

1- one of them for measurement of historical empathy include of (32) items, 

2- and the scale for concept of democracy consists of (26) items. 

 The results of the research showed that members of research's sample have 
a significant meaningful historical empathy toward the policy of UK during 
occupation period in Kurdistan, and also a level of understanding of concept of 
democracy; also statistical significant relation between the two main variables at the 
level of )( , and also statistical significant differences among them about their 
trends toward concept of democracy among students according to the variable of 
class, and at the benefit of 4th grade, but there are no statistical significant 
differences among them according to the other variables of the study. 

Keywords: Historical empathy, UK's policy, occupation period, concept of 
democracy
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British Infiltration into Kurdistan 

(1750-1850) 
Its Beginning, Motives, and Manifestations 

 
 
 

Abstract: 

Throughout its long history, Kurdistan, due to its economic and strategic 
importance, has attracted the interest of regional and international powers. The 
Battle of Chaldiran (1514) determined the first boundaries of the geography of the 
area, dividing it between the Safavid State and Ottoman State.  That division, 
however, didn’t settle the constant conflict between the two states. Such conflict was 
used by major powers to gain a foothold in Kurdistan to overtake its sources and 
connect it to world markets. Great Britain was amongst those powers seeking 
influence in Kurdish areas, showing apparent interest therein since the second half of 
the 18th century, having realized that in order to achieve its strategic, economic and 
imperial ambitions in the Ottoman State, it had to control Kurdistan, located on the 
path of the Silk Road. Furthermore, by infiltrating into Kurdish lands, the British 
would be able to protect their interests in India and Persia and stem the growing 
Russian danger– a serious threat to British interests in the region. Britain also sought 
to transform Kurdistan into a market for British products and a source of raw 
materials for Britain.  

The first half of the 19th Century saw an increase of British interest in 
Kurdistan, which revealed itself in a number of ways, including the tours made by 
British diplomats, officers, travellers, and archeologists to collect information and 
make detailed reports on the region.  The British tried to win religious minorities, 
especially Christians, who lived near the Kurds to use them to further their 
expansionist policies in Kurdistan. Another manifestation of such interest was trade-
based economic infiltration. All of that materialized and strengthened British 
expansion in Kurdistan until it reached its climax in the turn of the 20th century. 

Keywords: British, Kurdistan, Russian, Manifestations, Trip.
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The vision of the British press for Kurdistan 

in the nineteenth century AD 
The Illustrated London News exemplar 

 

 

Abstarct: 
The Illustrated London News  is one of the first weekly magazines in 

Europe, The first issue was published in 1842, and continued until 2003, It was 
distinguished by the news and the subjects it published, with Wood-Engravings 
covering a variety of subjects that were published, When the spread of photography 
began in the late 19th century, this magazine became one of the best magazines to 
take care of the various international events. 

In the context of the interest of the magazine " The Illustrated London News 
" world news has documented an important stage of the history of Kurdistan in the 
nineteenth century, where the magazine dealt with different topics about the Kurds 
and Kurdistan, especially in the second half of the nineteenth century. 

The first element of the study, "The Journal's Vision of Kurdish Society and 
Personality," discusses the magazine's definition of Kurdistan, the magazine's role in 
Kurdish society through the character of Kara Fatima Hanoun, and its participation 
in the Crimean War, It also deals with the magazine's vision of the Kurdish 
personality through the images published through its pages. 

The second element deals with the "vision of the journal of the Kurdish 
political movements" against the Ottoman and Persian states, which the magazine 
mentioned and documented, as well as the conflict that broke out between the Kurds 
and the Assyrians. 

The third element deals with "the magazine's vision of the position of the 
Kurds from the Armenian issue", where the conflict between the Kurds and the 
Armenians was observed, and its impact on documenting these events with 
Armenian propaganda in Britain and Europe. 

Besides this elements includes the study supplements includes photos 
published by the magazine on the Kurds and Kurdistan during the elements of the 
above study. 

 

Keywords: Kurdistan, British, The Illustrated London News, Kara Fatima, Shekh 
Obedullah Nehri. 
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British "Kurdistan" Consulate in Erzurum and 

Diyarbakir 1878-1881 
A Study behind of its name and Armenian Reaction 

 

 

Abstract: 
Its well-know the 1870s of nineteenth century many sensitive issues 

emerged and effected on the fit of three nations in the Ottoman State, they were 
Armenian, Kurds and Turks, but they were effected on the Ottoman state 
sufficiently, this issue known as a (The Armenian Question), which emerged from 
1878 to 1920, and the Kamalist movement appeared later on.  

The British was the first one that observed this issue at the beginning, with 
the cooperation of Ottoman Empire conducted reformation that being composed 
from the Berlin conference in July 1878, particularly these areas which the 
Armenian inhabited, Britain served its administrative and politic instruments in 
Kurdistan during the emergence of reformation specifically in these cities and places 
where Armenian situated, the first and foremost step British did was the 
establishment of its consulate in Northern Kurdistan (Today’s Turkish Kurdistan), 
and opened its branches in plenty of Kurdish cities, from documents appeared 
British named this consulate (Kurdistan), the Armenian protested as they stated  it 
was on the Armenian land not Kurdistan, and British observed the Armenian 
reformation, how British named its consulate Kurdistan?, this study takes British 
documents into account to the Armenian endeavors on the British in Istanbul and 
Kurdistan to adjust its name.  

Keywords: Kurdistan, Armenia, British, consulate and Erzurum. 
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The Role of Diplomats and Military in British 
Intelligence Activity in South Kurdistan 

 (1879 – 1914 
 

Abstract: 
British interest in Kurds and Kurdistan increased during the 19th and 

beginning of 20th centuries for political, strategic and economic reasons. The 
lack of information about the region was a motive for concerned intelligence 
agencies to initiate an intelligence information gathering and compiling military 
maps about Ottoman state, including Ottoman Kurdistan, after the Ottoman – 
Russian war 1877 – 1878 , in anticipation of any other war in the region 
requiring a British intervention in it. For this reason the intelligence activity 
emphasized on topographical information and transportation, after that it 
developed to gather information about cities and population, especially the 
Kurdish tribes , its leaders , military capabilities and its importance in facing any 
Russian invasion from Caucasus. Information also was been gathered about oil , 
trade, German - Russian activities in the region and the deployment of Ottoman 
forces …etc. 

   The role of diplomats serving in British consulates in Baghdad, Mosul, 
Anatolia and British embassy in Istanbul was important in intelligence activity 
because they had freedom of movement, because of their diplomatic status, in 
the area within their consulates responsibility. The military personnel’s 
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intelligence activity in the area was important also, some military officers were 
assigned by intelligence department in War Office and intelligence branch of 
British military command in India to make tours in Kurdistan for intelligence 
aims.   

   British intelligence in the area did not cover all the gaps in information 
and military maps when World War I broke out in 1914, but a good amount of 
information has been gathered that has benefited  British troops in their military 
operations in the area during that war.   

 

Keywords: British Intelligence, Ottoman State, South Kurdistan, Francis 
Maunsell, Mark Sykes 
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The impact of British diplomacy on the fate of the 
Kurds 

In the light of the Sykes-Picot Agreement 
 

Abstract: 
The Sykes-Picot Agreement of 1916 was considered one of the most important 

international conventions of the twentieth century, because of the great political 
consequences that have influenced -and still remain -the nature of the political map of 
the States of the region. 

In this research, an attempt to highlight the impact of British diplomacy and its 
role in the formation of the political map of Kurdistan has resulted in this agreement to 
share the country of Kurdistan between France and Britain and Russia, but this 
agreement at the beginning was the share of France the bulk of the country of Kurdistan, 
but British diplomacy succeeded in pulling the rug Under the French policy and included 
the largest section of this country to the modern Iraqi state under the British mandate 
rather than staying under French influence 

Key words: British diplomacy, Kurdish issue, Sykes-Picot, Iraq
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British policy towards southern Kurdistan 

(November 1918 -April 1920) 
 

Abstract: 
           British policy towards Kurdistan was characterized by blundering 

and randomness due to the circumstances and rapid changes at the regional 
and international arena. Most of the alternatives that were adopted by the 
British government were contradictory. At the beginning, the British 
government made an effort to make several small autonomous Kurdish states 
around Mosul. Later on, it put for discussion with France a joint plan for 
dividing Kurdistan between them. After that, the British government 
.propounded the idea of withdrawing its forces from Kurdistan and the 
Kurdish people to have the right to self-determination .Finally, it propounded 
the idea of annexing southern Kurdistan to the newly established Iraqi 
kingdom. 

         Thus ,it can be said that the sequence of the events in the region made 
the Allied powers to hold a conference in San Remo city in Italy on April 
9,1920 to resolve the situation comprehensively  between France and Britain 
about the future of the region in general ,and Kurdistan in particular, provided 
that  it would in harmony with their aims. On April 25, 1920 mandate was 
imposed on Iraq, Palestine and Syria, provided that Syria and Lebanon be 
mandated by France ,and Iraq and Palestine be mandated by Britain pursuant 
to San Remo Conference decisions which came in accordance with the fourth 
paragraph of the Article twenty-two of the League of  Nations Charter. 

         On April 25, 1920 Mandate was decided between France and Britain. 
From that time the region entered into a new historic turning point and a new 
chapter of the region history known as Mandate chapter started.  

Keywords: Kurdistan, British, Iraq, Mosul, Shekh Mahmoud 
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The historical roots of the Kurdish issue and the position of the 
conferences, and the international conventions of the right to 

self-determination of the Kurdish people 
(1514-1923) 

Abstract: 
The question of the Kurdish people is one of the Most complex issues the world 

has know in modern history. Its understanding and giving it its geopolitical, 
humanitarian and legal dimensions requires a return to its true historical roots, which are 
time-consuming, especially to the beginning of Ottoman rule of the Arab Mashreq. 
Between the Safavid state and the Ottoman Empire, and this was embodied under the 
Amasia Convention 1555, and in the other positive aspect -always in the same period -in 
Ottoman recognition of the sovereignty of the Kurdish Emirates and the survival of the 
hereditary rule in the Kurdistan region, E Kurds. Then the Sykes-Picot Agreement of 
1916 deepened the tragedy of the Kurdish people. First, it took its case out of its regional 
character into the international arena. Second, it divided its entity between four 
countries, Turkey, Iraq, Syria, Iran. 1920, London Conference 1923, Treaty of Lausanne 
1923, during the period of French and British mandates 

Keywords: Ottoman State, the Kurdish question, International Treaties, British.�
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The British administration of South Kurdistan and local Responses 1918-1932-By-
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Britain and the Kurdish Issue through 
Treaties 

 of Colonization (1916-1923) 
 

 
Abstract: 

Since the early beginning of the ninetieth century, the different colonial 
European forces started a harsh conquest to the Middle East and forced it to bend 
and lean under its political and military exhaustion. They were divided into small 
states and deprived of their various rich rawmaterials .great Britain played an 
important role in this operationsince itwas the ancient traditional colonial force in 
the division and separation of manyeasterncommunities regardlesstheir history as 
well as their cultures. New states were created on behalf of other people’s 
dream.One of that is the people of Kurdistan which were distributed to the 
neighbouring countries with no consideration to their religion or their culture as well 
as their language. The secret (sykespecot–sazanov) agreement in 1916 which was 
signed after the Cairo negotiations between the French and the British 
representatives and the Russian representative in saint-Petersburg. Russia supervised 
and guaranteed that conspiracy which split the Mesopotamia into many states. 
Consequently the Turkish legacy was divided into different states. the Kurd people 
were the first victims of that conspiracy .Thus the Kurd issue was then 
internationalised . 

By the end of the w .w I in 1918,a peace conference was held in 1919 , and 
the defeated Othman  empire despite it signed (Sevres) agreement in 1920 , which 
guaranteed the Kurd's right for a fair solution.Turkey under the lead of Mustapha 
Kamal hindered the execution of its recommendations. That embarrassing situation 
increased their sufferings in the establishment and settlement of an independent  
state ,their dream to found a new state vanished despite the London conference in 
1921 attempts to find a final solution to them. But the Turkish pressures on the allied 
countries increased by the treaty of (losane), where the Kurd issue was completely 
marginalised.To conclude, we can say that turkey in addition to the great 
nationsshared  the moral responsibility of Kurd’s sufferings . a new conflict 
appeared then with turkey ,Iran , Syria , Iraq which was characterised by violence , 
clashes and non-stability. 

 

Key words: Sykes-Picot, Sever, British, Turkey, Lausanne. 
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Kurdish Movement in Sulaymaniyah in British 
Documents 1918-1925

 
 

 

Abstract: 
In general, Kurdistan has been an important part of international plans, 

especially Britain, which has been working in various ways to strengthen its position 
in Kurdistan and control it to take advantage of its resources and to make it a focal 
point in future strategic plans. 

The importance of this subject is to define British attitudes towards 
Kurdistan, especially in Sulaymaniyah, which may have achieved remarkable 
success through the work of some British political officers who provided all their 
activities to serve the British interests through their administrative and intelligence 
work in the Kurdish areas, which made us We focus on analyzing a number of 
British reports and reviewing some of their plans in the region. 

The purpose of our topic is to uncover a number of facts that reflected the 
activity of the British authorities represented by the work of its officers and 
administrators in Sulaymaniyah through the British documents and reports that dealt 
with the administrative and political reality of Iraqi Kurdistan and the ways followed 
by the British authorities to manage the Kurdistan regions after the First World War 
and the way it dealt with Kurds through the follow-up to the developments of the 
movement of Sheikh Mahmoud grandson in Sulaymaniyah after it carried out and 
occupied and took control of Kurdistan. 

 The most important results inspired by our theme: 

-The areas of Kurdistan remain important and sensitive areas, and impose its 
history a reality that did not satisfy all parties, making it far from 
permanent stability, so that its leaders sought to adapt to the new 
developments that are in our contemporary world. 

-International intervention was still influential in the history of the Kurds and 
Kurdistan, even burdened the central government in Baghdad on the one 
hand, and confused the administrative and political economic reality in 
Iraqi Kurdistan on the other hand. 

-The events and developments in Kurdistan proved that Britain has a clear 
impact on the formation of the political reality in Iraqi Kurdistan at a time 
when history has revealed the difficulty of depriving the rights of peoples 
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for a long time without counting their struggle and sacrifices over the time 
that he lived and struggle. 

-The Kurdish leaders in Iraq to unify their policies and directions as well as to 
identify the most important goals that are in favor of the Kurds in particular 
and the general Iraqi in general. 

 

Recommendations 

-The rights of the Kurdish people can not be ignored no matter how long. 

-Working to understand the reality by studying the history of the region and 
the nature of external trends that negatively affected the stability of the 
Kurdish region. 

-They can benefit from the Islamic heritage and the experiences of liberating 
peoples to give the Kurds their legitimate rights within the Iraqi society, 
and to benefit from the experiences of the Kurds and the benefits of their 
regions to serve the country in general, and the process of imposing a 
reality detrimental to the interests and rights of one of the basic 
components of Iraqi society may not work well under the power of 
globalization and variables Political and economic development. 

Keywords: Sulaymaniyah, British, Iraq, Shekh Mahmoud Al-Hafid, Cairo 
Conference 
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Britain's position on the Iraqi Kurds issue in 
accordance with the 1923 Lusan Agreement and the 
signing of the 1926 Iraqi-Turkish border agreement 

and its annexes. 

 

Abstract: 
Following the First World War, Lausanne held its first session on 

November 22, 1922, in the presence of representatives from Turkey, England, 
France and other countries, to discuss many outstanding issues of war. The Turkish 
border was one of the important topics on the table. The Turkish delegation at the 
conference had instructions to amend the borders with Syria and not to abandon 
Mosul, and to prevent the establishment of an Armenian state and any self-rule for 
the Kurds. Britain has been largely involved in Mosul. 

The Treaty of Lausanne was signed on 24 July 1923, and included solutions 
to most of the issues raised, but the issue of Mosul remained pending for subsequent 
bilateral negotiations between Turkey and Britain. Therefore, the issue of Mosul 
moved to debate in the League of Nations. The League formed a polling commission 
that ended its work in July 1925. The committee found that the people of Mosul do 
not want to join either Turkey or Iraq, but so that they are not divided between more 
than one front, they asked to join Iraq. The negotiations were concluded in Ankara 
with the participation of the Baghdad government. The negotiations in Ankara 
concluded an agreement known as the Turkish-Iraqi Border Agreement and Good 
Neighborliness on June 5, 1926. Article 17 of the agreement stipulates that it is 
subject to review every ten years. Years, and to inform the other party two years 
before the end of ten years. 

The treaty was considered twice, the first on December 8, 1936, and the 
second on 29 March 1946, and an alternative treaty was signed on behalf of the 
Treaty of Friendship and Good Neighborliness, in which cooperation between the 
two parties was emphasized to confront threats by armed gangs or persons The other 
country, and take all necessary deterrent measures. 
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These agreements witnessed excesses on the part of the Turkish side against 
the Iraqi side under the pretext of chasing armed gangs inside Iraq in the 1980s and 
1990s. The Turkish side also claimed in 2016 that it has the right to enter Iraq to 
strike whatever threatens its security in accordance with the same agreement. 

The study will follow the British position of the Iraqi / Turkish border 
agreements following the Treaty of Lausanne, and the impact of those agreements 
on the conditions of the Kurds and the security situation in Iraqi Kurdistan. 

 

Keywords: British, Iraq, Turkish, border, Kurds. 
 



  
 



  
 

–

  

  

––

 



 

 

.

Rinses

_Jan 



  
 

HussJohn Wycliffe

GirolamSavonarola

LeonxTetzel

)(

Martin LutherWittenberg

)(

Constance
)(

)(Leon X

Worms

Spires



 

PROTESTA
)(

A.N.Grovers

j. Samuel

George Badger



  
 

Kochannes
)(

Society For the Promotion of 

Christian Knowledge–W.A. Ainsworth

Archbishop of (Canterbury

George Percy 

BadgerJ.P. Fletcher

Propagation of the Gospel Society

Archbishop of  Canterbury Assyrian 

Mission

Church Missionary Society



 

 American Board of 

Commissioners for Foreign Mission 

Justin Perkins) Asahel Grant

Grant

Arabian Mission––

tt



  
 

–

–

 



 

J.G.White and 

CompanyJester

  Ch. W. Hamilton

E.Root

–Ottoman( )American Development CompanyCompompmpanmpaanyany



  
 

)(

Thomas Woodrow Wilson
)(

Yale 



 

The Open (Door 

Policy 

 

 



  
 

_

–



 



  
 



 

United Mission in Mesopotamia

United Mission in Iraq

The Iraq Fellowship

The Near East ChristianCouncil

MesopMeso



  
 

Roger 

Craig Cumberland

Neglected Arabia



 



  
 

–



 



  
 



 



  
 

–



 



  
 

Nestorians and their rituals The



 

–

 

 



  
 

 
:

 )( 
)(

–
 

)(

 
)(

Eizelben
 

Brother of Common Life 
 Erfurt

Wittenberg

 



 

 

)( 
)(

)( 
)(

–

)(

45P

)(

)( 
)(

.
)(

 



  
 

 

 
)(

 
)(

 
)(

Finnie David

 



 

 
  Henry Layard

Judith GRANT

)(

 
)(

 
)( 
)(

 
)(

 
)(

 
)(–

 

 



  
 

 
)(

 
)(

 
)( 

 
)( 
)(

https://www.arageek.com/2019/02/09/golden-grass.html 
)(

– 
)( 
)( 
)(

– Beranger Long

–
 

)( 

 



 

 
)(

 
)( 
)( 
)(

 
)( 
)( 
)( 
)( 
)(

 
)(

 
)(

 
)( 
)( 
)(

)(

 
)(

 
)(–

 
)(

)(

)( 
)(

 



  
 

 

 
)( 
)( 
)(

A.B

Classis

 https://www.marefa.org  
)( 
)(

 
)( 
)(

 
)(–

 
 
)(––

 
)(

 

 



 

 
)(–

 
)( 
)(

 
)(

 
)(

 
)(

 
)(

 
)(

 
)( 
)(

)( 
)( 
)(– 
)(

 
)(

 
)( 
)(

–

 



  
 

 

 
)(

 
)( 
)(

)(

 
)(–

 
)(

 
)(

– 



 

   
  

 

   

   

   

   

  



  
 

 
The Anglo-American conflict on Iraq 
Cumberland missionary death model 

 

 
ABSTRACT: 

   At the beginning of the nineteenth century, the Christian religious 
enthusiasm in Britain and America was rising and the missionary movement was 
spreading ever since the end of the first century AD. Missionary missions sent by 
Britain and America were very successful because of the expansion of the European 
countries. There is no doubt that the hidden conflict between Britain and America 
over the privileges of the Turkish oil company and then Iraq since the beginning of 
the twentieth century, and the struggle over spheres of influence under the policy of 
the open door, which was a cover for its interests, has overshadowed the process of 
killing the evangelist US missionary Presbyterian (Roger Gregg Camperland 1894-
1938), After British and American Protestant missions united in the face of Russian 
Catholic and Russian Orthodox missions, there was a public conflict between the 
two sides. America felt that it needed Iraqi oil, And to the areas of influence of their 
interests, and tried to achieve this missionary missions, which was a cover for 
political and economic interests together, and the British mandate on Iraq was 
sensing the danger of US missionary missions to influence in Iraq, Especially that 
these missions sought in one way or another to coax the Kurds to its side by reviving 
the Kurdish language and heritage, and this threatens its political and economic 
interests in common with Iraq, Cumberland was a victim of this conflict with 
Kurdish tools, which he firmly believed, that he wanted to change the faith of 
Muslims to Christianity, and that by this measure he managed to abort these 
attempts. 

Keywords: Britain, America, Evangelism, Cumberland, Duhok. 
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Britain and the Kurdish Uprising 1943-45 
 

Abstract:
Since the proportional weakness of the British position in Iraq in the early 

1940s and the increased political activity of various organizations, uprisings and 
armed Kurdish movements in the 1920s and 1930s, the path was again covered for 
the outbreak of other armed uprisings in Iraqi Kurdistan. Even the British authorities 
were aware of the failure of the Iraqi government to reform or deal rationally with 
the situation and the general dissatisfaction among the Kurds reflected the worsening 
of the situation.  

We also do not forget the weakening of the social and economic conditions 
of Kurds in addition to the imbalance within the Iraqi society. As a result of these 
circumstances, Mustafa Barzani was forced to flee from Sulaymaniyah in June 1943. 
He managed to infiltrate across the Iranian border and returned to Barzan, where 
political persecution prevailed and found the conditions for resuming the armed 
struggle to achieve the hopes of the Kurdish people. 

In such circumstances, the armed Kurdish uprising led by Mullah Mustafa 
Barzani break out between 1943-1945. 
Key words: Mulla Mustafa, Barzan, uprising, Iraq, Britain. 
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British Attitude 

 on the 1975 Algiers Agreement 
 

Abstract: 
The Algiers Agreement (March 6, 1975) was an important event in the 

history of Iraqi-Iranian relations internally, regionally and internationally. Britain, 
the government, the parliament, the press, civil society organizations and citizens 
were interested in it because they related to their political and economic objectives 
in the Middle East. Therefore, Britain followed the implementation of the provisions 
of the Convention, and its consequences internally and internationally. This research 
deals with the British position, and discusses it with analysis, interpretation, 
criticism and reasoning through the original British sources, such as: British 
documents and newspapers, in addition to some other references and periodicals. 

Keywords: Mullah Mustafa Barzani, The Algiers Convention, Eylol Revolution, 
British, Iraq 
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British –Kurdish contacts on the Abduction of 

British Engineer Michael Powell by Kurdistan 
UnifiedSocialist Party -in 1981 

  
 

Abstract: 
The situation of British governments on the Kurdish issue in Iraq, in 

contemporary history, has had many dimensions, and it is resulted in a total of 
results and factors that affecting the Kurds and Kurdistan in different levels. On the 
other hand, the leaders of the modern Kurdish movement tried harder to win the 
British side during the twentieth century and resorted to several ways to make 
British governments support the movement and stand by its side, but, the leaders of 
the Kurdish movement did not try to threaten the British civil citizens in the region, 
or in Iraq, or who were visiting or working In Iraqi Kurdistan. This is what has been 
changed slightly after 1975 that is when, on January 30, 1981, British engineer 
Michael Powell was abducted in Sulaimani city by the unified Kurdish Socialist 
Party and the issue of his release took more than a year and a half. There have been 
numerous attempts by the British government in return; the Kurdish party required a 
number of demands in which the British government demanded to implement in 
order to grant a freedom to a British citizen. Besides, certain of the Kurdish 
movement leaders who returned to this means in which it emerged in the eighties of 
the last century, that any threats to the lives of British civilian citizens is the best 
way to put pressure on countries that have influence and interests in the region so as 
to acquire benefit as much as possible from the positions of these countries, 
including Britain, both in terms of political positions or getting the access to material 
support or in terms of making such issues as propagandas for the Kurdish issue by 
addressing the press of these countries about the issues of abducting their citizens 
and referring to the issue of the Kurdish people. In fact, some of the Kurdish 
movement leaders focused to this method as a result of their revolutionary radical 
doctrines and their leftist intellectual approach. On the other hand, as a result of the 
failure of all possible means to make the countries of the world respond to the 
demands of the Kurdish issue in which did not succeed in bringing international 
sympathy, Western and British sympathy in particular, to the suffering of the 
Kurdish people, thus, threatening to the lives of civilians harmed the Kurdish  
 

Key words: Kurdistan Unified Socialist Party, British, Michael Powell, Iraq, The 
Kurdish Issue. 
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The Roots of the Kurdish Issue in Syria and 
its prospects 

 
 

Abstract: 
The British, French importance traced back to Russian importance in the 

Middle East to mid-18th century. It particularly refers to the strong French-British 
conflict over Egypt under Napoleon era, besides, to the supportive British position to 
the Ottoman authorities in the face of Ibrahim Pasha's campaign against Syria. It was 
clear that France focused on the Syrian shore and Lebanon in particular; while 
Britain was very interested in Baghdad and the southern section of Iraq, the Gulf 
region and Egypt, all for the safety of commercial roads leading to India and the rest 
of the colonies. 

 

Introductions to First World War 1914 
Several factors paved the way for the outbreak of the First World War, the 

most important ones are the following: 
The growing national spirit, the competition in the field of industrial 

production along with disposal, and the arms race, as well as the policy of alliances. 
All of these factors led to the crystallization of colonialism, which was embodied in 
the work for sharing of areas that were under Ottoman rule, especially in the Middle 
East. Kurdistan was one of the most affected areas by international agreements, 
which ended up by dividing it into four sections. 

 

Sykes Pico Convention 1916 
The secret Sykes-Picot agreement was among Britain and France, and then 

Russia in which it later joined them but it withdrew as a result of the socialist 
revolution of 1917. This was the embodiment of the intersection of colonial 
interests. The various parties have agreed to share areas that were under the 
authority of the Ottoman Empire. 

 

British-French role in the demarcation of Kurdistan's borders Syria 
The state of Mosul, in addition to the southwestern regions of Kurdistan, 

under the Sykes-Picot Agreement, was a part of the French mandate. But this 
agreement has undergone several amendments as a result of British ambitions in the 
state of Mosul as well. 

 

The ………. First World War 
The San Remo-Italy conference was effectively inaugurated for the signing 

of the Treaty of Sevres from the outskirts of Paris on 10th August, 1920. In Sevres, 
the Kurdish issue in general was of particular importance. This was dealt with in 
Division III "Kurdistan" after the divisions of "Constantinople”. 



 

But it was clear from the beginning that Britain was not satisfied with the 
Treaty of Sever, which did not put points on the characters completely in terms of 
colonial schemes, and its desire to control the oil of the region, and then control the 
way of India. 

On the sidelines of the 1921, London Conference, France and Turkey 
signed an agreement, which was a introduction to draw the Turkish-Syrian border 
and the south-western region directly. 

The 1919 Lausanne Conference ignored the articles on the Kurdish issue of 
the Sever Treaty, in line with the accountancies of Britain and Turkey. 

Thus, a tragic page was opened for the Kurdish reality in Syria, which was 
the most affected and dark. Under the international conventions, three Kurdish 
regions in Syria have been annexed, separated from each other, if viewed from the 
south, but, from the north and east linked to the Kurdistan region of Turkey and Iraqi 
Kurdistan. This confirms the arbitrariness of the colonial division of the region and 
the catastrophic dimension of its consequences; these results are exacerbated to this 
day. 

 

Conclusion 
Where are things going in Syrian Kurdish areas? What are the challenges 

that Kurds will face in the concerned regions? What about the location of the Kurds 
in general of developments that currently happening, and the possible future on the 
Syrian file in all its complexities and overlaps? Legitimate questions await answers. 

 

Keywords: Syria - Syrian Kurdistan - Britain - France - Turkey 

 
 

 

an n BritaiBrita

rlaplaaps?ps?ap
appap

? L? L
ppenppenpp

LLLL

s? Ws? W
penienpenenenen
WhWh

ii
What ahat 

h arararearearererere







 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

British Policy towards Kurdish Issue 
 





895 
 

 

Introduction: 
 

 

Britain and the Kurdish issue 
When the colonial interests controlled lives of 

a people 
 

 
Prof. Dr. Hoger T. Tawfiq 
Chairman of the Scientific Committee of the Conference 

 
When colonial interests rule the lives of a nation, Britain played a main 

role in the foundation of the modern Middle East, drawing its lines that later 
became the borders of those countries that are founded by Britain over rescuing  
the properties of the Ottoman Empire after the end of the First World War. 
Britain, the superpower that is not absent from the sun, was not enough to 
manipulate the destinies of the peoples of the region, starting with the Arab 
people in the Gulf and Egypt, as well as the Kurdish, Armenian and Assyrian 
peoples in Anatolia, ending with the division of these people among several 
countries.it created the well of national and religious conflicts so as to remain in 
the Middle East throughout the twentieth century and perhaps the next century. 

It was Britain that fought Czarist Russia so as not to expand in the 
Middle East, fearing its possessions in India, as well as its unlimited colonial 
appetite. It fought Russia in the Crimean War of 1853-1855 and in the Russo-
Ottoman War of 1877, which were the most prominent colonial players at the 
conference in Berlin in July 1878. Besides, Britain and through the Sykes-Picot-
Sazanov Convention in May 1916 and the Balfour Declaration of November 
1917 then ripped the nations of the Middle East and found with its ally France as 
countries that came to light for the first time in history, these countries have 
become a burden on their people so far like Iraq and Syria. 

But, at least ,other people have found countries to live under their 
shadows, countries that express their national and religious identity, countries 
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that embraced their history and culture, such as Iran in which Britain has 
pledged not to compromise as a result of its positions in World War I, besides, 
Iraq, Jordan and most of the Gulf states, which were founded under British 
patronage despite the partition but they retained their Arab identity, Turkey, 
which imposed British recognition of its borders in Lausanne 1923, and despite 
the tragedies of the Armenians in World War I, at least, they reserved their 
national and religious identity in the region of Yerevan, on whose territory the 
Armenian state was founded. 

There was an exception among these nations that is the Kurdish people, 
who, based on historical sources, are one of the oldest people to emerge in the 
Middle East. Kurds did not have an independent state that preserves their 
identity like the rest of the others in the region. Kurdistan was divided among 
four countries ( Iran, Turkey, Iraq and Syria), and each of these countries 
defined the Kurds on their national identity adopted by these newly formed 
countries. The Kurds in Turkey are Turks, and in Iraq and Syria, Kurds are 
descendants of the Arab tribes and there is no doubt in their Arab origins! Iran 
has undoubted theories! The origin of the Kurds is Persian and Kurdish language 
is one of the Persian dialects.  

Britain left the Kurds in Turkey, Iran and Syria at the mercy of their 
rulers, who did not hesitate to oppress them whenever they revolted against these 
racist governments. In Iraq, Britain took control of itself. It is the primary 
responsible for the creation of the modern Iraqi state. In addition, it is another 
responsibility of southern Kurdistan in Iraq, which was named in the historical 
sources later as an Iraqi Kurdistan, which guaranteed Baghdad to adapt the 
Kurds to recognize the new identity is the Iraqi identity created by Britain after 
the First World War. The one who launched the war against Sheikh Mahmoud 
AL-Hafeed between the years 1919-1931, Sheikh Ahmed Barzani 1931-1932, 
and Mullah Mustafa Barzani 1943-1945, was Britain, which without the air force 
that was the influential factor in striking these Kurdish movements. Baghdad 
could not beat them. These revolutions and Kurdish movements were rejecting 
the new identity - that is: Iraq - and demanding their Kurdish identity as well as 
land that is Kurdistan. 

After 1958, following the July revolution that was led by Abdul Karim 
Qasim, ,everyone thought that British influence had receded in Iraq and 
Kurdistan, but in the entire region, after the Gulf countries gained their 
independence in 1971, and Britain handed over its military bases to United 
States in order to replace Britain In the face of the former Soviet Union, 
therefore ,we see dozens or hundreds of studies and documents focused only on 
US policy towards Iraq, Kurdistan, the Gulf, Iran, etc., and the British policy is 
disappeared in the region or become marginal and can be treated as dealing with 
French policy in the region. Thus, Britain became such in the Kurdistan of Iraq, 
then, Kurds are dealing with America, plus, the best proof of this is the 
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revolution of September 1961-1975 led by Mullah Mustafa Barzani, which 
relied entirely on America, especially in the seventies of the last century. 

But it seems that Britain has not completely withdrawn from the Middle 
East, specifically from Iraq and Kurdistan, and fixed to the threads of politics 
and economy however behind the scenes, what happened to the Kurds in Kirkuk 
on October 16, 2017, is the best proof. When the Iraqi army with Hashd Al-
Shabi forces took control of Kirkuk city and Peshmargah forces  got out that are 
affiliated to Kurdistan region  of Iraq, it took no longer only several days, Iraqi 
government invited the British Petroleum Company (BP) to develop the oil 
fields in Kirkuk and the to receive its administrations, it became so clear that 
Britain had a major role in the removal of the Kurdistan Regional Government 
and its Peshmargah army in the region  as well as to hand them to Baghdad As 
Britain and its oil company have only the right to dispose of Kirkuk oil and the 
future of the region, because, it is the one who founded the modern state of Iraq, 
and its company is the one who extracted oil from Kirkuk for the first time in 
1927, so those who approach their interests in this region have full right to 
respond to those who threaten those interests. 

But the question here is why does not Britain embrace Kurdish politics 
just as it embraced Arab, Turkish or Iranian politics? Is the problem in the Kurds 
as a nation that they do not know the administration of the state as confirmed by 
Britain in many of its documents and studies? Or the problem is in Britain, 
which was not with the Kurds one day. In the first half of the nineteenth century, 
Britain took the Turks and the Ottoman authority in Istanbul against the 
expansion of the Kurdish Emirates in order to prevent the Russian 
transformation in the Middle East. During the Armenian era between 1878-1920, 
Britain took the Armenian side against the Kurds, in the days of the founding of 
the national states after the First World War; Britain turned its back on the Kurds 
and divided Kurdistan between four countries. In the era of the Iraqi state of the 
Arab character, Britain took the side of Baghdad and fought everything that is 
Kurdish one. 

Therefore, the aim of holding this conference was an attempt to have a 
new reading of the British policy in Kurdistan, to return to history first and 
uncover the circumstances of the new perhaps to benefit the present and future 
of Kurdistan. The Kurds should be aware of the international positions towards 
their legitimate national cause. Historians and Kurds have always affirmed that 
the great powers were the biggest sellers in an inability of the Kurds to establish 
their national state. Therefore, it needs to be aware of dealing with these forces 
and building new policies accurately by Kurdish centers of powers; it aims to 
know how to deal with these great powers in the future so as not to make the 
Kurdish issue a victim of their interests again. 
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Britain’s Role in Rising the Kurdish Issue in 
the Early Twentieth Century 

 

 

Dlgash Said Saido 
Department of History- Faculty of Arts- Soran University- Kurdistan Region- Iraq 

 

Abstract 
In the early twentieth century Great Britain among western powers 

played a crucial role in Kurdistan, and showed keener interest than other powers, 
particularly, in the part of under the Ottoman Empire. There were also some 
political circumstances to be undertaken, such as rivalries among European 
powers to stable their powers in the area, and weakening the Ottoman Empire. 
However, this research potentially focuses on what was the British role in 
appearing the Kurdish question in that period.Most likely the real Kurdish issue 
came to international discourse directly after the First World War. The British 
role could be highlighted by mentioning the British attempts in Kurdistan some 
before the Great War,which possibly brought the Kurdish issue to existence. The 
most important British attempts were: firstly, creating a geographical map of 
Kurdistan. Secondly, opening a discussion about Kurdistan and published in the 
British royal geographical journal. Thirdly, increasing in the number of British 
scholars and Orientalists in Kurdistan, and finally paying a real attention to the 
Kurdish ethnic groups and Kurdish tribes. Those British attempts are discussed 
to reach a possible conclusion for Britain’s role. In addition, the most potential 
outcome of this research is that, although Great Britain was following its 
interests and empowering her authority in the area, it was also pushing the 
Kurdish question to be rising. As a result it was important for the Kurdish policy 
to go with British interests in Kurdistan. 

 

Keywords: Britain, Kurdistan, World War I, geopolitics. 
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1 - Introduction 
The two decades of the early twentieth century were a crucial and 

controversial period in the Kurd’s history as there were several political changes 
in the area; the most important was the First World War and then the failing of 
Ottoman Empire which could profoundly affect the Kurds. Simultaneously, there 
were western powers started a big rivalry in the area among themwas Great 
Britain that certainly had its role on the Kurdish issue,particularly in the 
Kurdistan part under the Ottoman Empire authority. This role could be noticed 
for the Kurds in several aspects. However, this research is going to focus on only 
one aspect which is the situation of the 'Kurdish Question' before the 
establishment of the first Kurdish government under the rule of Sheikh 
Mahmoud (Eskander2000). Therefore, it can be asked that did British political 
activities in the area, participate the Kurdish issue to be rising.As it has been 
found out thatBritain showed its interest on Kurdistan more than any other 
western powers in that period (O’Shea 1997). This question can be answered by 
considering and mentioning the British attempts in Kurdistan in order to clarify 
the British role in progressing the Kurdish issue at that time, and also how this 
role served the Kurdish questionwill be addressed. 

The most important British attempts were: firstly, creating a 
geographical map of Kurdistan. Secondly, opening a discussion about Kurdistan 
and published in the British royal geographical journal. Thirdly, increasing in the 
number of British scholars and Orientalists in Kurdistan, and finally paying a 
real attention to the Kurdish ethnic groups and Kurdish tribes. These were at a 
time when there is not a real Kurdish representative or a sort of Kurdish 
leadership, for that reason the Kurdish issue would not be improved. Therefore, 
if any endeavors come over towards the Kurds by Britain, it would be greatly 
push the Kurdish political issue forward. This will be discussed in detail in this 
paper in order to find out in which way this benefited the Kurds, or if it did not 
work then what were the reasons behind.   

The aim of this paper is to show the state of the Kurdish political and 
national issues in the early twentieth century, in order to find out the problems 
faced the Kurds and the reasons behind them. The most powerful western 
authority was Britain so in this way addressing the British role in the Kurds' 
issues is significant for this study paper. This might add even a little 
improvement to the Kurdish issue, in the way of forming and structuring their 
future policy with western powers most possibly Britain, if its policy still 
effective in the region.        

The methodology for this research is that it relies on several primary 
sources such asBritish traveller and scholars' works in that time, and British 
political records.Publications from British geographical journal haveprovided a 
sufficient number of resources which are vital in order to give more realistic to 
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the outcomes. Moreover, the secondary works will also be undertaken seriously 
to support the main points, examples of them are the work of Kamal Mazhar 
Ahmed entitled 'Kurdistan during the First World War'and Joseph Hiller, in his 
book'the British policy towards the Ottoman Empire 1908-1914', provides a 
great information about the British policy in the area, andJo Laycock, who talks 
about the British views on minorities and takes the Armenians as the case study. 
In addition, in terms of orientalism Edward Said and John Mackenzie also give 
enough discussion which has been used in this paper.   

This research is divided into four parts, firstly the appearance of Kurdish 
question is discussed when and how it came to be recognized internationally. 
Secondly, the main British interests in Kurdistan and how they affected the 
Kurdish issue. Thirdly the most important British attempts in Kurdistan before 
the Great War, such as creating geographical map of Kurdistan, to start a 
discussion about Kurdistan, increasing in the number of British Orientalists and 
scholars in Kurdistan and paying attention to the Kurdish ethnic groups and 
tribes as a different race. The final part is the conclusion.  
 

2 - The Appearance of the Kurdish Question 
It would be worth to point out when the Kurdish question came to 

existence, in order to figure out the role of Britain in raising the Kurdish issue. In 
this framework the Kurdish question means that to bring the Kurdish issue into a 
political discourse internationally among the great powers most likely the 
western.  As there is a nationality and people who lives in a geographical 
position with their own history, culture, different from the others around as their 
identity isunique (Yegen 1999). Therefore, until there is not a real discussion of 
otherness about the Kurds there might not be a Kurdish question.  In this manner 
as far as the Kurds were divided between local authorities such as Persia and 
ottoman empires the Kurds were accounted as parts of them. For that reason the 
Kurds would be ignored in the way ofa political question about the Kurds as a 
nation, because both of them did not allowed the Kurds to integrate and follow 
their political and national demands. In terms of the Ottomans’ attitude towards 
the Kurds, it was clear that the Ottoman government prevented the Kurdish 
movement in any form, whether to be religious or nationalism. For example, 
when Abdul Hamid II created the Hamidiye Cavalry it was first to weak the 
Kurdish national movement and another reason was to reduce the chiefs and 
Sheikh’s power (Olson 1989, p.22-23). Similarly, the Persian authority's attitude 
towards the Kurds was shown even much stronger.Thus there was not such a 
Kurdish question in the Kurdistan part belongs to Persia (Bayat 2008). This tells 
us that the Kurdish question will come out when one of these empires ends or 
losses her power in the area. So the Kurdish real question came over when the 
Ottoman Empire was ended in the end of the First World War.Subsequently, the 
first question about the Kurds"was aired for the first time and focused upon 
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whether the Kurds should be granted an independent state, or whether it would 
be more beneficial – from the perspective of the imperial powers – to 
incorporate them into other states dominated by other peoples"(Stanford, 2006). 
And then the Kurds participated in the peace conference in Paris1919 this was 
the first time for the Kurds to be talked by great powers, with the assistance of 
the British authorities (Elphinston 1946) 

Bearing in mind that in this research using the term of Kurdish issue or 
Kurdish question, to some extend are different from the Kurdish problems in 
regional framework through the history of the Kurds.It means that their 
problems through history dates back to a long time ago with local authorities 
such as Ottoman and Persian empires.  However the Kurdish question as 
mentioned in the previous paragraphs has come over after the First World War 
that means international powers differentiates the Kurds from the other 
nationalities by race or geographical position (Maunsell 1901). In this respect 
the Kurdish issue could be examined in tow main perspectives, one is in the 
viewpoint of the Kurd and their historical and political circumstances. The next 
approach is in the British perspective in the form of international discourse. 

In terms of the Kurds this issue was there as long as the local powers 
disputing the Kurd’s national rights through the Kurdish modern history in one 
hand. Nonetheless, more possibly since the Kurdish nationalism has appeared 
for the first time can be accounted as a starting point of Kurdish Issue in the 
Kurd’s point of view. as the Kurdish nationalism appeared in the late of ninetieth 
century started with the uprising led by Sheikh UbaydallahNahri in 1880 who 
desired to establish an independent Kurdistan which his movement soon failed 
by 1883(Olson, 1989,p.2).Yet, the Kurds were still remainedunder a tribal 
system till 1918(McDowall, 1996, p.15) that could affect the Kurdish integrity 
and even the Kurdish issue to be left behind.  

There could have been several reasonsthat affected the Kurdish 
integration. The absent of the Kurdish national awareness could also leaf a kind 
of drawback to the Kurdish issue. In this respect it can be asked that how the 
Kurds individuals known about their nationality or how they thought of 
independency. Answering this question may reach to the value of the Kurdish 
issue in the Kurds thinking about themselves. The most proper answer might be 
that,although it was a starting period of the Kurdish intellectuality such as 
pressing 'Kurdistan Newspaper' then forming Kurdish National Committee in 
1908,there were a few of the Kurds who were intellectual or literate and those 
were mostly the leaders of the tribes, religious mans or Kurdish notable families 
such as Badirkhan's sons (Elphinston 1946). Nonetheless, the rest of the other 
did not have a chance of being literate so their desires were very limited in terms 
of self-determination consciousness which was only demanding a better life, and 
no matter whoever rules them (Hay, 1921, p.39-40). The absent of literacycould 
be due to the ottoman empire policy towards the Kurds for example, if we take a 
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quick look to a statistic of printing books in Kurdish it was in a very low 
position, as Malmisanij(2006, p.17) reports that "As far as I have managed to 
find out the number of books published in Kurdish since 1844 until the 
announcement of the Republic of Turkey in 1923 is about 20. All these books 
were published in Istanbul with the exception of one in Diyarbekir and another 
one in Cairo". Therefore, the Kurdish national awareness and political issue 
could be remained unprogressive due to the lack of literacy, which it was the 
time of many European nations to be created (Bayat 2008) so that the Kurds 
might understand those national movements and take advantage for their 
national cases.   

Another problem could be that the Kurds were mostly tied to religion 
rather than their nationality as Dickson (1910) who were an English traveler in 
the early twentieth in Kurdistanemphasizes the higher domination of religious 
phenomenon than the nationality among people says that "In Turkey, people are 
known by their religion and not by their nationality". This would lead the 
Kurdish issue to remain in the religious form not nationality.Yet, the Turks 
denied the Kurdish issue even in the religious framework. This has clearly 
shown in the British sources in the Indian office presented the Turks’ outlook to 
the religious leaders saying that the Kurds "suffered severely under the 
impositions of the government; while their religious leaders, to whom they hold 
with singular tenacity, were subjected to humiliation and extortion" (Indian 
Office 1920). In consequence, those problems related to the Kurds and regional 
powers could not raise the Kurdish issue. In addition, alternatively intervening 
the outdoor powers probably give a better improvement to the Kurdish issue.    

In the British perspective about Kurdish issue it is clear that they were 
playing their policy in Mesopotamia in general for building a strong structure for 
their benefits and Kurdistan seriously was in the British plan to rule over it. 
Nonetheless, due to the lack of the Kurdish integration, the Kurdish question 
became controversial in a political context, but it was also extremely vague, 
because there was no real Kurdish representation to structure a Kurdish policy 
other than the tribes(Stansfield 2006). In addition, during the war the Kurds were 
still ruled by tribes.  British colonels attempted to assess the Kurdish tribe's 
attitudes towards support for British forces, where Sykes (1916), commenting on 
telegrams from colonels, such as Marsh and Chernozuvof in June 1916, 
explained that "so far as I can ascertain after long study of Colonel Marsh and 
Chernozuvof’s telegrams, it appears to me that the red patch on the 
accompany[ing] map gives the area of the friendly Kurds, the purple patch the 
area of violently hostile tribes". Furthermore, even if there was a Kurdish issue 
or a Kurdish political dispute, it would be mainly with the Ottoman government 
rather than Britain at the outbreak of First World War, because, the first political 
negotiation between the Kurds and British officers was during the war 
(Stansfield 2006).”  
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The political situation between the Kurds and Britain was mainly 
dependent on the attitude of the tribes. This is evident from British documents in 
the Indian office by Wilson & Bell (1920, p.44), stating "the political importance 
of our occupying Khaniqin, in order to maintain our interest and influence with 
the Kurdish tribes who were already well-disposed to us".  Stansfield (2006, p.1) 
mentions that during the First World War there were pro-Ottoman and pro-
British Kurdish political groups "With his pro-British credentials, Sheikh 
Mahmoud was identified by the British as being an ideal figure capable of 
keeping the Mosul Vilayet firmly under control". This was probably the outcome 
of the British attempts in pre-war time, to design the British policy in Kurdistan 
which would be an important starting point of the Kurdish question. It can be 
said that the British travellers had a key role in representing the Kurds’ 
nationalism and identity in their writings and presenting them internationally. 

As a result by illustrating the Kurdish political and cultural problems in 
international matters,then the Kurdish real question would be made up. 
Moreover, several years before appearing the real Kurdish question Britain 
played a great role in Kurdistan which may indirectlylead the Kurdish question 
to appear. This will be discussed in detail in the fourth part of this research. 
 

3 - Reasons for British Interests in Kurdistan 
There were several reasons for British motivations in Kurdistan, 

However the three main reasons of them could push the British interest much 
further which could increase the Kurdish issue to an international policy. Firstly, 
in the late nineteenth century onward there was a strong rivalry among great 
powers in Kurdistan such as, Britain, France, Russia and Germany, each one 
according to their intereststried to make their position stronger in the area. The 
struggle was mainly related to the economy particularly when oil discovered in 
Kurdistan in this way Britain interests were much stronger shown in Kurdistan 
(Ahmad: 1994, p.18). Kurdistan was also important for Britain as a buffer zone 
to keep its business road save to reach to the east especially India as the largest 
consumer of British goods(Cohen: 1976, p.3).  Therefore, the economic aspect 
wasthe main reason for Britain interests in Kurdistan, so this indicates that 
Britain had to deal with the Kurds and also interfere any problems related to 
Kurdistan this could increase the Kurdish issue by Britain. 

The second reason for British attempts in Kurdistan related to the 
Ottoman Empire, Britain seriously tried to take down the Ottoman Empire most 
likely due to the worst policy of Abdul-Hamid in the outlook of Britain and 
Europeans (Hiller: 1983, p.2) in this way Kurdistan might be a strategic position 
for Britain to play its role against Ottoman Empire. Britain tried to depart 
Kurdistan from Ottoman Empire to keep Kurdistan under British forces in the 
framework of colonialism (Eskander 2000). This was not just raised the Kurdish 
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issue but also for the Kurds it meant a kind of autonomy. Because it is 
experienced that later on most of the British colonies became independence 
during the decline of British Empire (Marshall 1979). So the possibility of 
solving the Kurdish problems could be highly gained by external powers such as 
Britain but not regional such as Ottoman Empire. 

Another reason was that Britain always proclaimed humanitarianism in 
international policy for protecting the minority'srights (Laycock 2009, p.2). They 
illustrated themselves seriously to help the minorities groupsparticularly those 
who were under the Ottoman Empiresuch as Armenian and Christians (Said 
2003, p.191). The Kurds also should be included in those groups. Principally this 
might not to help the Kurds, but to build up a sort of British power in the area to 
keep their interests. However, this could indirectly raise the Kurdish issue that 
Britain admitted a reality about the Kurds that their rights were abused by a local 
authority.   

Regarding to the British policy, it is clear that Britain alike other 
European countries significantly gave priority to keep their interests before any 
other authorities. As a result, whoever authority matches with British interests 
there could be a kind of ally made between them, otherwise there might not 
expected any support from Britain. Hence, in terms of the Kurds itcannot be said 
that Britain was a Kurds’ friend or enemy. However there could be clarified by 
conducting a research that what were the main points to gather Britain and the 
Kurds together because, in the early twentieth century until the end of the 
Ottoman Empirethe relationship between the Kurds and Britain was well 
pretended, as Kurdistan such an important position in British policy towards not 
only the Ottoman Empire but also the other western powers in the Middle East 
such as Russia and Germany, to establish a British hegemony over there against 
them (Ahmed 1994, p.23). Moreover, there were plenty of the British attempts 
done with the Kurds which means Britain motivated to stay with the Kurds, of 
course to preserve their own interests. Those British attempts will be discussed 
in the following section as a core part of this research in the way of how the 
British activities participated to raise the Kurdish issue.  

 

4 - British Attempts in Kurdistan 
During the early twentieth century there were several crucial British 

attempts could be seen in Kurdistan. They were quite important for Britain to 
control the area under their sovereignty, also more significant for the Kurds who 
were still not well recognized in the international discourse. Hence, those 
attempts might increase the Kurdish political issue with their own identification. 
Some elements as a clear signal that could identify the Kurds has been 
undertaken in the British attempts in Kurdistan such as drawing a geographical 
map of Kurdistan and so on, which will be addressed in the following parts of 
this paper. 
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4-1. Creating Geographical Map of Kurdistan  

One of the most significant steps of British activities in Kurdistan was 
the geographical concentration whichdrew a detailed map of Kurdistan with the 
most resent technology in the late nineteenth and then early twentieth century. A 
British colonel and also an experienced geographer called F. R.  Maunsell 
created the map of Kurdistanwithin two different periods and published in the 
Royal geographical Society journal the first map published in 1894 with a 
significant explanation anddescribing Kurdistan which is about ten pages 
(Maunsell, 1984). The next map was in 1901 (See Figure 1&2) with extended 
data and added some extra potential information to itin twenty pages (Maunsell, 
1901). Later on by 1908 another British geographer also drew another map of 
Kurdistan and provided some important information on the geography of 
Kurdistan added to the Maunsell’sworks (Dickson, 1908). These works on 
Kurdistan covers a body of information about geography, history, politics and 
many aspects of the inhabitants in Kurdistan. The tied the Kurds to a 
geographical position as their own land in this regard Maunsell (1901, p.121) 
describes Kurdistan that "Kurdistan is but a geographical expression for the 
country inhabited principally by Kurds, and is spread over several administrative 
provinces of the Turkish empire, ranging along the Persian frontier up to the 
Trans-Caucasus and west to the borders of Asia Minor". If those maps had been 
done purposely by Britain, there could also be very useful for the Kurds 
particularly in political perspectives. Because, nor the Kurds were be able to 
create a kind of that map by themselves neither regional powers would allowed 
them doing so. Moreover, the Kurds are accounted as the original people of this 
land. Focusing on the main point here, that in which way this British attempt in 
Kurdistan raised the Kurdish issue. 

It is obvious that a geographical position is a starting stage for any 
nation to be built up, and is one of the most important elements of a group of 
people to be recognized furthermore it is also the main purpose for foundation of 
new countries (Chang, 2010).  For a long time the Kurds land divided between 
two powers Ottoman and Persian empires therefore, the Kurds and theirland 
were recognized as parts of those empires (Malla 2005, p.23-24). In the 
beginning of the twentieth century onwards Britain strongly involved in 
Mesopotamia’s policy, including Kurdistan (Eskander 2000). Creating a 
geographical map of Kurdistan seriously accounted the most vital British 
attempts in Kurdistan in the way of raising the Kurdish issue. Because, 
according to historical point of view and also British policy in the area, to some 
extend Britain tried to collect as many information as possible on Kurdistan 
some before the First World War (O'shea 2007). in this regard Britain had a clear 
vision to build up apolitical territory in Kurdistan, in other words, Britain was 
thinking to establish anew colony in Kurdistan under the British control in 
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colonialism system as the main policy of Britain in that period(Eskander 2007). 
Moreover, certainly Britain similar to the other European countries expecting the 
fall of the Ottoman Empire, in the British perspective if an event like that come 
to reality then a  political space will be remained with no real authority except 
the Kurdish tribal system. Hence, before the other western powers take 
advantage and control Kurdistan as a buffer zone Britain seriously and quickly 
took her steps towards Kurdistan and started several preparations, one of them 
was the map of Kurdistan (Figure 1&2), in this respect Britain showed herself as 
the owner of an issue of a people living in that geographical position rather than 
any other western powers particularly German and Russia (Eskander 2007) as 
mentioned before there was a great rivalry between them. Consequently, the 
Kurdish issue would be more recognized as a subject of debate in international 
policy.  

The most important geographical information in the British traveler 
works as geographers could be that, wherever they went through they recorded a 
various types of information such as names of places, mountains, rivers, valleys, 
streams, even watersheds and springs, and so on. They also reported the 
distances between them by miles and showed the heights of most of the 
mountains, hills, plants and lowers of valleys which were measured by feet 
above sea-level.Moreover, the fertility of the Kurdistan land and agriculture 
circumstances were extensively explained for example it is recorded that “There 
is first the plain country of the Tigris basin, especially onthe left bank, extending 
to Mosul and the Great Zab River, which grows fine wheat crops and, where 
irrigated, maize, millet, cotton, and hemp” (Maunsell 1894, p86). This kind of 
information also was given to other parts of Kurdistan where the British experts 
visited to, and then they have portrayed beautiful sights and views of Kurdistan 
and even a kind of Kurdish culture, by photography (Dickson 1910). The main 
argument here is that there were a plenty of hard works conducted in various 
geographical aspects in Kurdistan by Britain which means the Kurd’s land was 
important to be undertaken in the view of Britain as the most powerful authority 
in the area. Because they faced many difficulties in Kurdistan to collect this 
information in this regard Maunsell (1894, p92) claims the difficulties he went 
through that "From Suleimania I returned to Baghdad…...Travelling in this 
country is almost entirely done on horseback; in fact, there is no other way of 
getting over these rough mountain roads." 

Having said that Britain has paid a great attention to the geography of 
Kurdistan in the early twentieth century, for the Kurds in that period was very 
vital to become a subject of discussion by western countries,because in that 
period the Kurds were not well recognized by others in terms of their nationality 
and geographical boundary. This indicates that the Kurds later on would become 
a part of any political changes made by Britain or the other western powers in 
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the region which means if any issue appears and the Kurds definitely would be a 
part of it. 

 

4-2.Starting an Extensive Discussion on Kurdistan by British 
politicians 

In the British recording by the early twentieth century there was a 
significant and special discussion started by British scholars and high leveled 
politicians, about Kurdistan which should be undertaken necessarily to address 
the Kurdish issue. This discussion has been made as a result of collecting much 
information on Kurdistan and their people by British officers mostly those, who 
were in charge in the region. More importantly those collections were not simply 
some information but also they are widely a bodyof researches about Kurdistan 
and most of them were published in the journal of British Royal Geographical 
Society. One of the most vital indications that related to the Kurdish issue is that 
those discussions were highly specialized to the Kurds themselves and their 
country which directly described their aspects. Because the titles they used for 
those works were under the name of Kurdistan for instance, the following titles 
were used such as 'Central Kurdistan: Discussion', 'a journey in Kurdistan: 
Discussion', and 'Kurdistan: Discussion' (Trotter &Maunsell 1910, Mason 1919, 
Howorth et al. 1894). 

Those works are compounded an intensive discussion about what the 
officers conducted in Kurdistan, they have recorded various aspects about 
Kurdistan such as, the most important were the Kurd's history, ethnic groups, 
minorities, culture and religions, geography, borders and also geology(Mason 
1919). Things that can significantly be undertaken in the British outcome of 
politicians were that all of them worked quit hard and intensively, because, the 
British president participated in those works and gave his own conclusion to any 
of reports conducted by British political officers or colonels, which sometimes 
through an organized debate. The president highly appreciated their results, at 
the same time criticizing them that they had to work even harder to reach those 
consequences that they expected to. They also demonstrate their attempts quit 
warmly because, they tried to highlight insufficiency in their previous works, to 
gain better results later on in Kurdistan as a strategic place. They seemed to 
build a colony in Kurdistan similarly as they put their efforts forward to 
colonialize the other countries such as India or Egypt (Percy &Maunsell 1901). 
The most vital indication here is that there could be seen a sort of celerity in the 
British political strives in Kurdistan to stable their authority. In the way that 
Kurdistan was a very important position to play their political roles.  Hence, 
these steps of Britain could also to push the Kurdish political issue more forward 
most likely to be another British colony.Moreover Kurdistan was in the Britain's 
plan in a deep intention amongst the other places in Mesopotamia. As Arnold 
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Wilson a British ruler in Iraq admitted that "a number of the most able Britons 
had been working particularly in the center of Arabian Peninsula, Kurdistan, 
south western and north western Iran, and in the Gulf" (Ahmed 1994, p. 25). If 
Britain could progress any Kurdish authority under the their control or a colony 
indeed for their political benefits there, it would be a great chance for the Kurds 
to step forward and probably kept away from regional powers. Then Britain 
showed her interest to build a kind of autonomy for the Kurds (Eskander 2000) 
firstly in the pre-war period the first official contact happened between Britain 
and the Kurds by Major E. M. Noel to start negotiations with the Kurds and he 
visited to southern Kurdistan to appoint Sheikh Mahmoud as a British 
representative of Sulaimanyah(Stansfield 2006). As a result this is a very 
important stage of increasing the Kurdish issue which could have been come out 
from those discussions made up by most effective British politicians in 
Kurdistan during the early twentieth century.   
 

4-3. Increasing in the Number of British Travelers in Kurdistan  
Since the beginning of the nineteenth century overseas visitors have 

produced travel writings about Kurdistan. However, the late nineteenth and early 
twentieth centuries are assumed to be the most prominent period in the history of 
the Kurds, in terms of European travel writers and their investigations(O'shea 
2007). Several reasons, both internal and external factors, account for European 
scholars, and British scholars in particular, being in this region, and "British 
sources are full of original documents on the interest of the great powers in 
Kurdistan" in the early twentieth century (Ahmed 1994, p.12). In addition, 
Britain among the other western countries had a keener interest in Kurdistan 
(O'shea 2007).They would probably write according to their field experience or 
their line of work. For example, officers could be writing about politics, whereas 
others might be interested in the sights or possibly culture and life, thus the 
history of the Kurds would have emerged in different shapes and forms through 
travel writing. The purpose of this section is not to go beyond a deep description 
of all travellers in Kurdistan, but to find out how increasing in the number of 
those travellers raised the Kurdish issue.  

The indication here is that during the pre-war decades, it was a 
prominent period of British travelling in Kurdistan. Some writers 
havedifferentiated the works of independent travellers and politicians so it is 
essential to discuss about these two types of travellers to be better distinguished. 
For example, according to Stansfield’s statement who wrote about the Kurdish 
question, saying thatthe"British travellers did not adopt the role of politicians in 
Kurdistan"(2006, p.1). Thus it would be hard to discuss the political 
circumstances via British travellers. It is also seemed that the British travellers in 
Kurdistan provided much information to the British authority, and then later 
helped to design a Britain policy in the region to investigate how to deal with 
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Kurdistan. Moreover, the process of British travellers almost ended with the 
outbreak of the Great War. Mason (1919) comments that, the latest British 
traveller was ‘Rev. W. A. Wigram’ in 1914 in Kurdistan; this signifies that for 
Mason, perhaps the traveller accounts were different to the others such as the 
political, which means travelling was a process that had a starting point and an 
end. 

In contrast, British scholars in any form or under any name such as 
travellers, Orientalists, or politicians, the majority of them had a strong tie to the 
British Government, because the works of them were related to the British 
imperialism procedure. Colonialism could havepotentially had a role in 
increasing in the number of British travellers, linked to the expansion of the 
British Empire. For example, when the British control reached somewhere in 
Arabia, such as Egypt or Iraq, the number of travel writings gradually rose, but 
when the British authority later receded, the travellers’ tales and travelogues 
decreased. This is because a great number of those travellers were colonial 
administrators, military officers, spies, intelligence officials, and missionaries 
(Canton 2011, p.2). This formulation can be applied for Kurdistan as well, when 
the British motivations highly increased, particularly in the nineteenth and early 
twentieth centuries (O'Shea 2007). During this period the process of imperialism 
was being implemented and this had a significant role in serving and developing 
the process of travel writings. As Canton (2011, p.2) reports, “the very nature of 
travel in Arabia for British travellers was tempered by Britain’s imperial 
presence. Even apparently independent travellers often used the existing 
structures of imperialism to frame their Journey”. For the Kurds as a minority it 
can be said that imperialism and the minorities question had a strong relation to 
each other, because minorities were highly subjected in the colonialism process 
with their desires often being neglected, so that they would accept another 
authority as a better solution for their future.   

This could be the most significant sign of the British travellers which 
related to raise the Kurdish issue during the early twentieth century the number 
of those travellers highly increased compare to earlier periods even after the 
First World War. So a body of research has been produced that represents 
Kurdish history in several different ways throughout their works. British 
scholars more or less described Kurdistan in their own way according to their 
needs or their type of research, representing Kurdistan and Kurds as a minority 
based on the existing situations at that time This takes us to also deal with this 
point in the concept of Orientaism. Meanwhile, exploration and information 
gathering in these regions had been approached by Orientalists, with their works 
as Mackenzie (1995, p.xii) states that those works basically covering "the study 
of the languages, literature, religions, thought, arts, and social life in order to 
make them available to the west, even in order to protect them from occidental 
cultural arrogance in the age of imperialism". The interesting point here is that 

ties weties w
eing eing

and tand t
werwer

n
we
d thd thnd tttt
me thme t

theh
mem

thhhh

endennden
eiri

ers ws w
(2(
wawwwww

n
(201(201

ifi
011201010101

thth
nificafica

11
fic

1111

s
cancan

perper
ant rnt r

larar
eriorio

rly inly i
odd

rl
oo



911 
 

reasons appeared for British scholars to research in this area, including 
Kurdistan, via both the reformation in the Ottoman Empire and the minorities’ 
question. This lends credence to a structure of so-called Orientalism which 
allowed the Europeans the ability to manage the Orient that eventually the 
European culture was able to rule and even interfere in the Orient businesses; 
politically, sociologically, militarily, ideologically, scientifically, and 
imaginatively during the post-enlightenment period (Mackenzie 1995, p.3). 
Among the Europeans who had a longer tradition with Orientalism were the 
French and the British(Said 1979, p.1). Moreover, some of those British scholars 
travelled to Kurdistan and wrote about the region. This, to some extent, 
completes the scope of Said’s Orientalism and presents the same perspective as 
other travellers thought in other places in the Middle East, such as Balfour 
during the British occupation of Egypt in 1882. For the British Orientalists the 
survival of Western civilisations was important. Said argues that European 
people believed that the East were not able to run themselves or to maintain the 
survival of their civilisations by themselves, so the Europeans were an 
alternative process enabling them to do that and would carry the responsibility 
for governing the western territories, using their knowledge. As Said (1979, 
p32)also claims that "To have some knowledge of such a thing is to dominate it, 
to have authority over it, and authority here means for “us’’ to deny authority to 
it". Although, Great Britain tried to rule over Kurdistan, the British travelogue 
process in Kurdistan by any means, pushes them to show the Kurdish 
civilization, history, culture, alongside the political issues in Kurdistan so that 
the Kurds as a minority people became a subject of discourse. Then the Kurd's 
issue would be recognised in a better form in international policy.   

There can be undermined tow specialities in the British travel 
accountings that makes this period more prominent of the Kurdish history than 
before. One could be that before when they travelled to the area they mostly 
named Kurdistan as parts of either Persian or ottoman empires lands. 
Forexample, some travellers named Kurdistan as Persian Kurdistan such as 
Walter Harris(1895, p.457). For instance he claimed that "of all the towns I saw 
of my travels, Sinna the capital of Persian Kurdistan, is the most charming." 
Other travellers might identify Kurdistan as a part of the Ottoman Empire. 
Although Kurdistan is comprised of the two great provinces Musel and 
Diarbakir (Sykes 1908),However, in the early twentieth century the term of 
Kurdistan became the main topic of their political reports as has been mentioned 
in the previous section of this paper. 

The second speciality is that the varieties of the British travellers at that 
period were politicians and military officers in a high position rather than 
independent travellers, and they had a strong connection to the British 
government (O'shea 2007). Therefore when they talked about Kurdistan or the 
Kurds the Kurdish political issues might be wider undertaken than the other 
subjects 
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4-4. The Kurds' Ethnicity in the View of the British Politicians  
and Travellers 

Britain has paid a great attention to the ethnic groups in Kurdistan in that 
period. For the purpose of better examining this study case, the Armenian 
question is taken as example under the British attention compare to the Kurds in 
the British view.This is to figure out how Britain represented the Kurds by race 
and ethnicity. For this section the theory of Jo Laycock is extensively used who 
exploring the minorities race and discusses the Armenian circumstances in the 
British policy and British attention.      

In this respect one important point to be mentioned is that the British 
travellers attempted to define nations by race, as an important element of 
classification at this time. Jo Laycock (2009, p.53) reports that "by the late 
nineteenth century ‘race’ had become a primary method of classifying and 
comparing the human diversity encountered through implicit expansion". 
Travellers also used ‘race’ as a tool for identifying the boundaries of 
nationalities, and this would be much more important for scholars, particularly in 
a country which different nationalities lived in, for example the boundary 
between the Kurds and those around them. Maunsell (1894) wrote that: 

"It is only in Southern Kurdistan that the population is exclusively 
Kurdish, as north of Mosul there is a large Christian population in the country as 
well. These are of various sects, but principally Armenians, Nestorians, 
Chaldeans, and Jacobites. To the north and north-west the Kurdish element 
comes in [to] contact with the more lethargic races of Osmanli descent, and in 
the Tigris Valley they meet the Arab tribes of the great deserts to the south-
west"(p.81). 

However, it can be asked whether British travellers represented the 
Kurds’ image via the Armenian question,or whether they viewed the Kurdish 
issue as a separate discourse. Armenia came to the forefront of the British view 
in the late nineteenth century. This was probably due to the series of massacres 
which had been made against Armenians, and also due to the identification of 
boundaries of civilisation between east and west by national, racial, and religious 
categories(Laycock 2009, p.55). So, perhaps Britain attempted to keep this 
boundary safe and simultaneously protect Armenians from the atrocity. It can 
probably be said that the relationship between the Kurdish and British grew as a 
result of recognising the boundary between east and west; hence the Kurds 
frontier would automatically be recognised.It is clear that for a long time the 
Armenians and the Kurds were mixed together and they have had political 
similarities particularly against the Turks (Elphinston 1944).So, the race and 
ethnicity could play a great role to differentiate them to each other in the 
westerners view. Laycock (2009, p. 54) explained that "racial categories 
provided a framework for the conceptualisation of difference and ‘otherness’ … 
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Thus in the Armenian case, the concept of race played a key role in 
differentiating them from their Turkish and Kurdish neighbours". This was a 
basic method of travellers in representing nationalisms, including the Kurds. For 
instance, when Sykes (1908, p.451) represented a number of the Kurdish tribes, 
his work relied on the Kurdish race for categorising those tribes, in that he 
claimed "in preparing the following list of the various tribes of the Kurdish race 
I have endeavoured to simplify the work of future students by marking down and 
cataloguing as many of the tribes as have come either directly or indirectly under 
my notice". Thus Sykeswas able to identify the Kurds tribes and classify them 
by using their race. Nonetheless, there were other sects where it was still unclear 
whether they were originally Kurds or not. Sykes(1908, p.453) commented that 
"the question as to whether these Nestorian Christians of Hakkiari, who have a 
tribal organization, are indigenous Kurds or fugitive Christians of Aramean[sic] 
stock, is I think still open". Thus, this suggests that when the British travellers 
refer to 'race', this as a concept is not sufficient to capture the human diversity 
and different ethnic groups that they see around them. In exchange for that 
purpose, they considered the term of ethnicity. This was important for travellers 
to classify various nationalities and religious sects as well, in particular in 
Kurdistan that had the oldest civilisation. For example, Judi’s mountain, which 
was a holy place for different religious sects for pilgrimage, and British 
travellers, journeyed to this place. Dickson (1910) described it as a local place 
for different factions when travelling there in the early twentieth century, saying 
that: 

"I should think the local tradition had the greatest element of truth; there 
is a large Ziaret (Zijgurat or sanctuary) at the top of Jebel Judi, where every year 
in August is held a great fete attended by thousands of energetic Moslems, 
Christians, and Yezidis, who climb the steepest of trails for 7000 feet in the 
terrific summer's heat to do homage to Noah"(p.358). 

In terms of the Kurds and Armenians, the history of  the relationship 
between them in regard to civilisation dates back to ancient times, when for the 
first time people landed on the Judi’s mountain from the prophet Noah’s Ark. In 
this respect, Laycock used the term ‘cradle of civilisation’ for Armenians, 
meaning they have an attachment to Europe. Travellers also tied Armenians to 
Europeans by their race and religion, as the majority of them were Christians 
(Laycock 2009, p.56). In addition, probably the same conditions can be assumed 
for the Kurds and European civilisation. British scholars mention the sights of 
western civilisation in Kurdistan for example Bell (1911, p.298) explored a sight 
in Shakh in Diarbaker province, and imagined that "it marks the triumph of a 
European civilization, and its prototypes are to be sought not among the bearded 
divinities and winged monsters of Assyria, but in the work of Western 
sculpture." 
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Moreover, the origin of the Kurds is Indo-European(Forbes & Toynbee 
1915 p.386-387), and British scholars mentioned this relationship between the 
English and Kurdish languages. In this regard the Guardian Newspaper recorded 
the words of Dr Mingana, who talked about his investigation of the Kurdish 
language, saying that "In performing this duty I noticed that many Kurdish 
words were almost similar to their English equivalent"(Mingana1911).The 
Armenian origins are also Indo-European, which presents a connection between 
the British and Armenians. In this regard, Laycock (2009, p.58) states that "in 
the popular imagination, the state of the Armenians as Indo-Europeans created 
the impression of similarity between the British and the Armenians". Thus, 
according to this statement, the Kurds and Armenians have the same tie to 
Western civilisation and to some extent their race. This probably increased the 
possibility for the Kurds to be a part of Western regimes or to be considered by 
British and European scholars. This link may have encouraged British travellers 
to journey to Kurdistan and to explore it which could serve the Kurdish political 
and cultural issues. Additionally, the British saw Armenia as an ambiguous 
country located in the borderland between east and west. As clarifying the 
frontier between east and west was an issue, it may have been that as a 
neighbour of Armenia, Kurdistan was included in this ambiguity (Laycock 2009, 
p.84) . 

On the other hand, there were several diverse points between the Kurds 
and the other peoples of Western Asia, the British politician such as Bryceput 
upon them; among these differences was the Armenian superior civilisation 
which was probably more familiar to the west than the others.  There was clearly 
a similarity of race with the Europeans, and they were the first nation to adopt 
Christianity, which would be an interesting point in the western view 
(Boxton1914, p.xi). As a result, the Armenian case was different from those of 
other Western Asianminorities, including the Kurds, in the view of Europeans in 
general and Britain in particular.  

Another important point in the British workswas the complex balance of 
Armenia’s community between religion and nationality in the creation of the 
Armenian nation. This is probably due to deciding the future of the Armenian 
nation; whether to be a religious or national community (Laycock 2009, p.52).  

Britain used this method of identification in Kurdistan as well, as way of 
identifying the various religious groups and the domination of religions and 
nationalities in the Kurdish Community. Dickson (1910, p.360) points out that in 
several districts in Kurdistan, such as ArnostMalat and HarkiOramar, "Like most 
other parts of Turkey, these districts are in-habited by races of varying 
nationalities and religious denominations, each separate village maintaining its 
own characteristics independent of its next-door neighbour." Dickson, as a 
British traveller, Politician and also geographer, only gives a description of the 
religious proportion and diversity, and does not point out its reasons and how 

d be d be
esult,es lt

EuroEuro
e ae

Eu
e
uropuropuroooo
iar toar t

opep
ara
opppp

es wes w
theth

a, th, th
ver
thehethhhh
veraveraralaleraaaalllll

n thithi
it mt m
this his thihihihi



915 
 

this affected the Kurds’ nationalism. Additionally, in this regard, Buxton gives a 
similar opinion (Boxton 1914, p.9). In any way it can be thought that this is 
further evidence of Brittan's attention to creating nations.   

Furthermore, it can be said that the Armenian question paved the way 
for the Kurdish question. However, the process of British investigations in 
Kurdistan seemed to go further in representing a Kurdish nationalism. The 
observations which were made by the British authorities and scholars not only 
included one aspect of the Kurdish life to be represented, but also included 
almost entire elements that symbolise a country or a nation and allow them to be 
identified or recognised. This can be great step for showing up the Kurdish 
issues. This can be clear when looking for any implication of Said’s Orientalism, 
showing that identifying the orient with the west was based on several 
distinctions between them as the starting point for elaborate theories, epics, 
novels, social disruption, and political accounts concerning the Orient, its 
people, customs ‘mind’ destiny and so on (Said 2003, p.2-3). Thus, even though 
the British travellers and scholars did not directly or formally represent a 
Kurdish nation, several stated the borderland of Kurdistan and its geographical 
height, and the depth and historical symbols to suggest an identifiable Kurdish 
country. Maunsell (1901, p.140) claimed that "Such is a description of a portion 
of Central Kurdistan, fascinating in the grandeur of its wild gorges, grey cliffs, 
and oak-clad slopes, the home of the Kurds, the direct descendants of the 
Karduchii, who hurled rocks on Xenophon's troops." 

The most notable suggestion in the British works of creating a Kurdish 
nation, or at least thinking about it as a first step, was the creation of a map of 
Kurdistan and a wide discussion had been made among scholars on central 
Kurdistan. This had been published in the British geographical Journal, as it has 
been mentioned in a previous section. In addition, this comprised a 
representation of Kurdish nationalism, which was important for the Kurds, while 
the emergence of Kurdish nationalism was in its early stages.  

British scholarly attempts represented the Kurdish costumes, peoples, 
habits, and women’s lives, and the differences between groups of people to 
another one amongst tribes(Sykes1908, p.454). There are numerous descriptions 
by travellers on the Kurds’ ethnicity and traditions among different groups. One 
more example is shown by Bell (1911, p.271) who said that "the Yezidi, being 
of Kurdish race, do not differ in appearance from the rest of the population 
except in one particular of their attire: they abhor the colour blue and eschew it 
in their dress…and their women are mostly clothed in dark-red cotton 
garments." British travellers represented the Kurds in the sense of identifying 
their country borders, and as different from others in regard to culture and 
identity 

As a result, in the Armenian case travellers used the term ‘race’ but not 
for the case of Kurdistan. They would use the term 'ethnicity' instead, to indicate 
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that Kurdish identity stems from their cultural differences and sense of self-hood 
- rather than any difference in their biology or blood. In this way a Kurdish self-
image emerged during this period to a greater extent than before. An indication 
here is also that the relationship between the Kurds and British was certainly 
made via travellers and most of them at the same time were politicians, who 
widely investigated Kurdistan and who also put their investigation results and 
information about the Kurds on paper to their readers. In the traveller’s view, 
there cannot be clearly noted a Kurdish Question in a political context compared 
to the Armenian case. However, the British travel writing represented various 
aspects of Kurdish history, including political aspects and simultaneously 
according to their investigations it seemed they attempted to structure a Kurdish 
country, whether independently or as a colony.  One instancewas the creation of 
the map of central Kurdistan.   

Moreover, they demonstrated that in Kurdistan there were different 
nationalities, minorities, and religious sects even among the Kurds, and that 
having different groups had a backward effect on the Kurdish nationalism, 
particularly for the tribal leaders and religious groups. Therefore they used race 
and religious-national elements when dealing with Kurdistan, in a similar way to 
how they approached Armenia. However, there were also differences;the biggest 
difference is that the way in which Kurds were described as tribal meant that 
they were less likely to be viewed as a nation than the Armenians, who were 
assumed to have greater unity owing to their shared Christianity.Thereafter, the 
British travellers as the British government representatives had a great role in 
showing the Kurds ethnic by race different from the others, which could bring 
the Kurdish issue in a greater political discussion.  

 

5 – Conclusion 
To sum up, the role of Britain in Kurdistan in the early twentieth century 

has been discussed in this paper, in the way of affecting the Kurdish political and 
national issues to be rising by British attempts in Kurdistan. Nonetheless, several 
aspects of the Kurds' history and British authorities have been shown, like the 
appearance of the Kurdish question and the British interests in Kurdistan. Hence, 
there have been several outcomes of this research the most important isthat; the 
Kurdish history at that period was very controversial in terms of their nationality 
and political issues. Kurdistan had been paid a great attention by western powers 
particularly Britain.  

In this regard the most important result is that, the rule of Britain was 
getting much stronger in Kurdistan, so Britain played a great role in Kurdistan to 
raise the Kurdish issue through their efforts done in Kurdistan. One is the 
drawing a map of Kurdistan, which for the Kurds in that period was very vital, 
because the Kurds' were not well recognized by others in terms of their 
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nationality and geographical boundary. This indicates that the Kurds later on 
would become a part of any political changes made by Britain or the other 
western powers in the region. Another attempt was that Kurdistan became a 
subject of discussion by British travellers and politicians. This increased the 
Kurdish issue in the way that Kurdistan and the Kurds had been described by 
British Politicians under their real names as the Kurdish ethnic is different from 
the others around. Then that period in Kurdistan was the most significant period 
for incurring in the number of British scholars, travellers and political 
recordings. So The Kurds' political situations and cultural elements were getting 
more recognized. Lastly, the Kurdish ethnicity and race was a warmly subject of 
British attentions. Those efforts of Britain increased the Kurdish issue, and then 
as a result of those attempts the real Kurdish question had been made up by 
1918, which was evidently the establishment of the first Kurdish government. 

Another important result is that, in terms of Britain's policy towards the 
Kurds it has been find out that Britain was neither the Kurdish enemy nor friend, 
but also Britain's authorities tried to keep their interests in the area as a whole 
and in Kurdistan in particular. Therefor this needs to be applied for the Kurd-
Britain relationship even for the present. So it can be suggested that it is better 
for the Kurds policy's future to rely on western powers and go with their 
interests, Britain as an example than the regional powers such as Turks, Persians 
or Arabs.    

Another outcome of this paper is that, there was not a real Kurdish 
representative other than tribes which affected the Kurdish integration in one 
hand. Moreover, the various sects of religious aspectswere superior to 
nationalities in the Kurdish political perspectives on the other hand.The way in 
which Kurds were described as tribal for Britain meant that they were less likely 
to be viewed as a nation than for example the Armenians, who were assumed to 
have greater unity owing to their shared Christianity. 

Finally, although British attempts played a great role in increasing the 
Kurdish issue in the early twentieth century, it did not bring a successful end to 
the Kurds' desires later on. This is because of, firstly, the weakness of the 
Kurdish national awareness, and the lack of literacy, next the religious 
domination then the tribal system. These all together affected the Kurds unity 
and integration.          
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Gertrude Bell and the Formation of the Iraqi State 

The Kurdish Dimension 
 
Dr.Saad B. Eskander 
Kurdistan Region- Iraq. 
 

 

Abstract: 

In the wake of the 1920 Mesopotamian uprisings, London decided to set 
up an Arab state in place of the British administration. The state-building 
process was not a straightforward matter, as very few British officials had 
experience in local Arab and Kurdish affairs. Many scholars agree that London’s 
search for a state viable from the political, economic and strategic viewpoints, 
and for a proper Arab ruler, offered Gertrude Bell the chance to be of special 
importance to the establishment of a new Arab kingdom and to the selection of 
its first king. But it is little known that her ideas and activities had a fateful effect 
on the future of Southern Kurdistan (the present federal region of Iraqi 
Kurdistan). This explains why some political analysts attribute the present ethnic 
and religious troubles in Iraq to Bell’s unrealistic ideas, hopes and ambitions. 

This chapter will study Bell’s attitudes to the Kurdish situation within 
the context of the formation of the Arab state. As the paper will show, her views 
on Southern Kurds’ affairs were not accepted by her contemporaries, particularly 
T. E. Lawrence, Major Edward Noel and Major E. B. Soane. The principal 
objective of the chapter is to explain why Bell stood firmly against keeping 
Southern Kurdistan a separate entity, while working very hard to impose foreign 
Arab rule on reluctant Southern Kurds. Can this explain why Iraqi Arabs 
remember Bell with some affection, whereas Iraqi Kurds do not? Apart from 
political and strategic considerations, the chapter will shed light on other reasons 
that Bell insisted on subjecting Southern Kurds to Arab rule: notably, her 
personal ambitions, her sympathy and association with King Faisal and the pan-
Arabists, her friendships with Sunni Arabs, and her appreciation of Arab culture, 
traditions and history. 

Keywords: Gertrude Bell, Kurdistan, Britain, Iraq, Cairo Conference. 
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Section One:British policies towards Mesopotamia 
and Southern Kurdistan 

 

Introduction: 
Bell’s frequent visits to Persia, Syria, Palestine, Arabia and 

Mesopotamia between 1892 and 1913 mirrored the extent to which Britain was 
extending its influence and control over the Middle East. Britain was still the 
greatest imperial power when Bell made her name as a respected orientalist. The 
outbreak of the First World War in Europe and its subsequent extension to the 
Middle Eastern region provided Bell with an exceptional opportunity to prove 
her talent and expertise on a much bigger stage. She joined the Arab Bureau in 
Cairo (November 1915) before arriving in Mesopotamia (March 1916), where 
she advised the Chief Political Officer, Percy Cox, on local Arab affairs. 

In November 1918, the war came to an end. Though Britain had just 
experienced a great military victory, it encountered unprecedented political, 
economic and social problems. As a result of the long duration of the war, 
Britain lost many of its overseas markets. Moreover, it became one of the 
world’s debtors, having previously been the world’s largest overseas investor. 
The Dominions, Australia, New Zealand and Canada sought greater 
independence from London, whereas other colonies, particularly India and 
Nigeria, wanted more political rights as compensation for their participation in 
the First World War. In Ireland, the British faced an acute crisis that led to the 
outbreak of the War of Independence. 

By contrast, Bell’s star was rising, as she was playing a leading role in 
shaping British imperial policy in Mesopotamia, where British colonial 
authorities found themselves in an extremely delicate situation as a consequence 
of the outbreak of concurrent uprisings in 1920, which resulted in huge losses in 
men, money and credibility. It became extremely urgent for London to take 
immediate steps in light of the rapidly changing situation in Mesopotamia. Now, 
Britain had to substitute its costly offensive policy with a defensive one. This 
alone would enable the British to significantly minimize their military presence 
and to put an end to the huge financial costs of the direct British administration. 
Thus, the stage was set perfectly for Bell to influence the course of events that 
led to the establishment of modern Iraq and the subsequent annexation of 
Southern Kurdistan by the new Arab state. 
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It is imperative to note that Bell’s contacts with local Kurds were very 
limited compared with her relations with the Arabs in Mesopotamia or in the 
Arab Peninsula. This factor partly influenced her views on the political future of 
the Kurds in the post-war period. 

 

British choices for the future of Mesopotamia and Southern 
Kurdistan 

British experts at the War Office, the India Office and the Colonial 
Office, as well as in Mesopotamia, were engaged in discussing three alternatives 
insofar as Britain’s future relations with Mesopotamia were concerned. They 
were as follows: 

First, Britain could confine its military and political control to Basra, in 
the far south. The latter was strategically vital for the security of British land and 
sea routes to India as well as the British political and military presence in the 
Persian Gulf. Second, Britain could keep its direct control over Baghdad and 
Basra Provinces, while leaving Southern Kurdistan (Mosul Province) to its own 
devices. Third, Britain could initiate the process of forming an Arab state in 
Baghdad and Basra Provinces under a League of Nations mandate. 

Implementing the first alternative would have had the effect of leaving 
the door wide open for the Turks to reoccupy Baghdad and Southern Kurdistan. 
This prospect would inevitably constitute a serious threat to the British presence 
in Basra. Adopting the second alternative meant that nothing could be done to 
prevent the Turks from re-entering Southern Kurdistan, thereby threatening 
British interests in Baghdad. The British were aware of the implications of 
adopting the third alternative, which would inevitably entail a clear-cut decision 
on the future of Southern Kurdistan, either as a separate entity or as a part of an 
Arab state. 

The three existing alternatives would require the British to define not 
only their relations with the Mesopotamian Arabs and the Southern Kurds, but 
also the future links between these two different ethnic communities. It was Bell 
who occupied herself more than anybody else with the task of shaping the 
relations among the three: the British, the Arabs and the Southern Kurds. 
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The Cairo Conference (12–30 March 1920) and Britain’s 
new policy towards the would-be Arab state and Southern 
Kurdistan 

The issue of Mesopotamia’s future was debated by various British 
officials long before the holding of the Cairo Conference in March 1920. The 
course of the debates shows that the establishment of an Arab state was 
perceived as the favourite alternative by many British officials in London and on 
the ground. As one of her contemporaries noted, Bell was well known for her 
solid support of the formation of a native administration in Baghdad under the 
rule of a Sharifian Amir (Prince).(1) Soon, she drew her strength from the tacit 
support given by her superior, Percy Cox, who was appointed the first High 
Commissioner for Mesopotamia, having served British imperial interests in 
Persia and the Persian Gulf for many years. The fact that he had no deep 
experience in Mesopotamian affairs meant that he relied heavily on Bell’s 
advice. She looked after the smallest details, such as arranging meetings with 
local notables and effendis (intellectuals), and was deeply involved in vital 
matters, such as sketching new boundaries for Iraq and organising elections. It 
was Cox’s belief in her abilities, coupled with the complexity of the situation in 
Mesopotamia and the ambiguity of the true relations between the local Arabs 
and the Southern Kurds, that offered Bell an exceptional opportunity to have a 
decisive role in determining the course of events in a manner that went far 
beyond her official capacity as the Oriental Secretary. 

At the Conference, 40 military and civilian experts on the Middle East 
participated. A seven-member Political Committee was formed which was 
presided over by Winston Churchill, the new State Secretary for Colonies. The 
main task of the Committee was to examine and resolve three closely related 
issues: the political future of Mesopotamia, the immediate reduction of British 
military commitments and Britain’s future relations with Mesopotamia under the 
Mandate. The future of Southern Kurdistan came under special scrutiny when 
the scope of the discussions among the Committee’s members was broadened. 

Insofar as the issue of Southern Kurdistan’s future was concerned, the 
members of the Committee found themselves sharply divided. The first group 
comprised Cox and Bell, who both viewed the future of Southern Kurdistan 
from an Arabist perspective, espousing the territorial claims of the Sharifian 
family and their Sunni Arab followers on Southern Kurdistan. These territorial 
claims went back to the First World War, when Sharif Husain, the Ruler of 
Mecca, exchanged several letters with Henry McMahon, 

the British High Commissioner for Egypt (1915–16). Husain’s letters 
show that he demanded the inclusion of a large portion of Ottoman Kurdistan in 
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his proposed Arab state after the war and wanted Britain to acknowledge this in 
advance.(2) The Sharif based his claim to Kurdish areas on historical and 
sentimental arguments.(3) In a very similar manner, Cox and Bell argued that 
Southern Kurdistan was an integral part of Mesopotamia and that all Southern 
Kurds wanted to join Arab Iraq, with the exception of the people of Sulaimaniya 
Division. They also claimed that Southern Kurds were aware of being 
economically linked with Iraq and that the revenue that came from Southern 
Kurdistan would not be enough to cover the cost of its administration, if it were 
to be separated.(4) It was Bell’s own idea to bring Ja`far al-`Askari, a former 
Ottoman officer and a die-hard Sharifian, and Sasun Hasqail, a financial expert 
of Jewish origins, to Cairo, in the hope that they could reinforce her arguments 
politically, militarily and financially. But Churchill was not interested in hearing 
their views. 

The second group was a mixture of Arabophile and Kurdophile officials. 
It included Hubert Young, the Assistant Secretary to the Middle East 
Department, Major Edward Noel,(5) the former Political Officer for 

Sulaimaniya, and T. E. Lawrence, the Political Adviser to the Middle 
East Department. They advocated the idea of immediately establishing Southern 
Kurdistan as a separate state, so that it could function as a strategic buffer 
against any future Turkish nationalist threat to the Arab state. Indeed, the first 
Kurdish autonomous rule under the leadership of Shaikh Mahmud and under 
Major Noel’s political supervision (December 1918–May 1919) showed that 
reinforcing a sense of Kurdish nationality facilitated the restoration of security 
and stability to Southern Kurdistan without incurring huge British financial 
expenses, administrative burdens or military obligations. 

The second group won the support of Churchill, who, himself, did not 
hide his fears about ignoring Kurdish wishes and the prospect that the Kurdish 
minority might in future be oppressed by a Sharifian ruler with the support of his 
Arab army.(6) Moreover, the prospect of imposing Arab rule on reluctant 
Southern Kurds could cause more political instability and thus force Britain to 
make unwelcome political and military commitments towards the security of 
Mesopotamia, especially when the Turkish nationalists were not hiding their 
burning desire to advance southwards towards Mesopotamia. 

The option of establishing a separate Southern Kurdistan would avert, in 
the eyes of the second group, any future Kurdish–Turkish alliance against both 
the British and the Arab state. Churchill hoped that British officers would 
supervise the formation of inexpensive Kurdish military units to take the place 
of the existing British garrison, with a view to assuming full responsibility for 
the defence of Mesopotamia.(7) Five months after the end of the Conference, the 
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State Secretary for Colonies reiterated to Cox his argument about the military 
value of the Kurdish military units to the defence of Mesopotamia.(8) 

It became evident at the end of the Cairo Conference that four of the 
Political Committee’s members supported the alternative of a separate Southern 
Kurdistan, not subordinate to Arab rule. They were Churchill, Young, Noel and 
Lawrence. Cox and Bell found themselves alone in their opposition to keeping 
Southern Kurdistan separate from the future Arab state.(9) Finally, the 
Conference was emphatic in rejecting the incorporation alternative, unless the 
Southern Kurds were to ask for it. In other words, the Southern Kurds should not 
be forced to come under the future Arab state and it should be left to them to 
decide whether to stay separate or to join the Arab state. Thus, keeping Southern 
Kurdistan a separate buffer entity emerged as the favourite option insofar as the 
Colonial Office’s post-Cairo Conference Mesopotamian policy was 
concerned.(10) 

Bell, the Southern Kurds and the 1921 referendum in 
Mesopotamia 

To lend some legitimacy to their selection of Faisal as the king of the 
would-be Iraqi state, the British viewed it necessary to hold a referendum. Cox 
and Bell saw the referendum of August 1921 as an opportunity to support their 
argument that the Southern Kurds would vote in favour of Faisal and his Arab 
rule. In her letter dated 22 January 1921, Bell wrote that: ‘Major Longrigg from 
Kirkuk … thinks the Kurds on our Mesopotamian border will come in quite 
willingly under an Arab Government, if they are properly handled and I know 
Col. Nalder thinks the same’.(11) 

In line with Faisal’s wishes, the High Commission in Baghdad 
persuaded the Colonial Office to allow the three predominantly Kurdish 
divisions of Sulaimaniya, Kirkuk and Mosul to take part in the referendum, 
claiming that the local Kurds expressed such wishes. The referendum was by no 
means an exercise in democracy. The British had already taken the decision to 
impose Faisal as king of a state the nature and function of which they had 
already determined. The direct intervention of British political officers and their 
assistants turned the referendum into a fraudulent experiment, as they were the 
ones who in practice expressed the opinion of most divisions, selected the 
representatives of the local people, summoned meetings and declared the results. 
These British officials, with the help of some pro-British mutassarifs (heads of 
provinces), made sure that Faisal would emerge victorious regardless of the true 
wishes of the locals. Gerald de Gaury, one of Bell’s contemporaries, admitted 
that the Referendum was ‘uncertain business and without the British political 
officers’ supervision and management it would have gone otherwise’.(12) 
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The simplicity of the referendum rules was striking. It took the shape of 
a petition (madhbata) in which the residents of an urban or a rural area would 
express their support or rejection of the Council of Ministers’ resolution on 
Faisal’s candidacy for the Iraqi throne.(13) It was in the presence of British 
officials that the opinions of the carefully selected representatives of the locals 
were declared.(14 )Often the representatives had two petitions: one was in favour 
of Faisal, the other against. Thus the British officials could select the petition 
they wanted. Moreover, the referendum was held amidst an open Shi`a boycott. 

The Sulaimaniya division 
In the Sulaimaniya division, stronghold of the Kurdish nationalists, the 

local Kurds unanimously rejected the idea of participation, let alone voting in 
favour of Faisal and Arab rule. Thus, one third of Southern Kurds did not take 
part in the referendum. Bell attributed continuing British troubles in the 
Sulaimaniya division to Major Soane, who served as Political Officer of 
Sulaimaniya between early 1919 and early 1921. According to Bell, Soane 
turned down ‘all idea of native institution … Some sort of local Kurdish 
government we must have, preferably connected with Mesopotamia, for the 
advantage of all concerned’.(15) 

It did not take long for Bell to change her mind after Sulaimaniya 
emphatically refused to be under Arab rule in a plebiscite organised by the High 
Commission in May 1921. Despite her disappointment, she still hoped that 
Sulaimaniya ‘will eventually drop in to Iraq’.(16) Bell’s views on Sulaimaniya 
hardened after the referendum and the imposition of Faisal as King of Iraq. She 
now objected to any form of local autonomy for any Kurdish division or district. 
Bell particularly opposed the formation of a second Kurdish government under 
Shaikh Mahmud, as the Colonial Office wanted in 1922. Cox, Bell and other 
like-minded officials drew attention to the dangers that autonomous Kurdish rule 
would pose to the unity of the newly born Iraqi state.(17) Bell wanted no less than 
to bring all of Southern Kurdistan under direct Arab rule, as demanded by King 
Faisal and his pan-Arab supporters. 

The Mosul division: 
In the predominantly Kurdish districts of Mosul, where the activities of 

the Kurdish nationalists were increasingly circumscribed, the British Political 
Officer of the division and his assistants in the districts exercised considerable 
influence. These British officials were mostly loyal to Cox’s and Bell’s line and 
therefore gave the Sharifians a free hand to propagate their cause. It is worth 
noting that Colonel Wilson held a plebiscite in 1918–19 which showed that the 
local population in the Mosul division voted overwhelmingly against Arab 
rule.(18) 
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The local Kurds living within the districts of the Mosul division, such as 
Amadia, Sinjar, Aqra, Dohuk, Zakho and Erbil, were reported to have voted in 
favour of Faisal and Iraq on condition that they would enjoy autonomous status 
in the fields of administration, education, custom and legislation and that they 
would retain the right to join Northern Kurdistan if it became an independent 
state. These local Kurds were not fully aware of the fact that they were deciding 
their own fate once and for all, and that the true purpose of holding the 
referendum at that critical point was to immediately incorporate Southern 
Kurdistan into an Arab state with no guarantee that the minimum of their rights 
would be respected. It is worth noting that the Kurds had not been under Arab 
rule since the mid-10th-century. Moreover, Kurdish notables in towns and tribal 
chiefs in rural areas were under great British pressure not to show public 
opposition to the policy adopted by the High Commission. As the Political 
Officer of the Mosul 

Division admitted in his comment on the referendum, if the vast 
majority of the people under his control, notably the Kurds, the Yazidis, the 
Christians and Arab peasants, had been allowed to express freely their true 
opinion, they would have rejected Faisal and his Arab state.(19) Bell interpreted 
the way in which local Kurds voted in a totally different way: ‘Erbil and all the 
Kurdish districts round Mosul have come in, realising that their political and 
economic welfare is bound up with Mosul. They have bargained for and will 
obtain certain privileges, such as Kurdish officials.’(20) 

Just two weeks later, Bell showed no interest whatsoever in turning 
these ‘certain privileges’ into reality. When asked by the Kurdish delegation 
which had been invited by the High Commissioner to Baghdad to attend Faisal’s 
coronation about Kurdish local administrative autonomy, Bell advised these 
Kurds to talk it over with the new King, and all she offered in this regard was a 
willingness to arrange an appointment.(21) Not only that, but she also discouraged 
the Kurds from demanding education in the Kurdish language. Her justification 
was that ‘there was not a single school book – nor any other – written in 
Kurdish’. (22)  

Bell’s claim about the Kurdish language was not entirely true and it 
exposes her ignorance of both Kurdish history and Kurdish literature. At the 
time, there were books and periodicals published in the two main Kurdish 
literary dialects used in Southern Kurdistan, i.e. Sorani and Kermanji. These 
books and periodicals were published inside and outside Kurdistan. They 
covered diverse topics, including politics, history, religion and culture. During 
the First World War, the British published a Kurdish paper, entitled 
Understanding the Truth. Major Soane was the editor and was helped by a 
number of Kurdish intellectuals.(23) 
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The Kirkuk division 
The Kurdish and the Turkmen population of the Kirkuk division were 

reported to have voted against both Faisal and the incorporation of their division 
into Arab Iraq. Only 261 out of 31,269 of the selected representatives of the 
districts of the Kirkuk division voted in favour of Faisal and inclusion into 
Iraq.(24) Kurdish petitions mostly stated that they were signed by people who 
emphasised that they were ‘not Arabs’, and that they wanted to ‘wait and see 
what independent Kurdistan is going to be like’.(25) In their meetings, the local 
Kurds did hide their true political aspirations, which was ‘union with Kurdistan’, 
if Faisal was elected as King of Arab Iraq.(26) Even some Arab notables said in a 
private conversation with some British officials that they wanted neither Faisal 
as a king nor Arab rule.(27) It is noteworthy, however, that the High Commission 
in Baghdad informed London in an assertive manner that, with the exception of 
the people of Sulaimaniya, all other Southern Kurds were in favour of coming 
under foreign Arab rule and that 96 per cent of those who participated voted in 
Faisal’s favour.(28) 

During the Referendum period and the coronation of Faisal, political 
tension reached a critical point in many parts of Southern Kurdistan. Kurdish 
demands for the re-establishment of Kurdish self-rule and for the return of 
Shaikh Mahmud were heard even by British officials in London. This state of 
affairs prompted the Colonial Office to quickly send Major Noel to Sulaimaniya 
with the sole task of forming a second Kurdish government under the leadership 
of Shaikh Mahmud, who was brought back from exile. 

The formation of the Conservative government in London in October 
1922 was a turning point as far as the fate of Southern Kurdistan was concerned. 
It gave Cox, Bell and Faisal the opportunity to work together freely for the 
immediate incorporation of all Kurdish areas into the Arab state, even though the 
Southern Kurds were promised local autonomy within Iraq according to the 
December 1922 Declaration issued jointly by Cox and Faisal.(29) Subsequent 
events demonstrated that neither Cox and his Oriental Secretary nor Faisal and 
the new ruling Arab class were truly interested in fulfilling their promise of 
Kurdish autonomy. They all wanted a unitary state and a highly centralized 
authority throughout Iraq, including Southern Kurdistan. To consolidate the 
foundation of the new state, Bell showed no hesitation in supporting the use of 
military methods to suppress Kurdish revolts in the 1920s. 
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Section Two: Gertrude Bell and the Southern 
Kurds 
 

Introduction 
Any debate about Bell’s attitudes towards the future of the Southern 

Kurds has to be placed into a broader context, including the political ambitions 
of the Sharifians, the sectarian division between Sunni Arabs and Shi`a Arabs, 
and the fate of both the native Christian community and Assyrian refugees. The 
Sharifian movement emerged as a political factor during the First World War, as 
a result of British military and political support for Sharif Husain, who led an 
anti-Turkish revolt in the Arab Peninsula. The Sharifian revolt won the support 
of army officers and intellectuals from Arab Mesopotamia. These pro Sharifian 
Arabs, whom Bell befriended, sought to bring the three Ottoman provinces of 
Basra, Baghdad and Mosul under Arab rule. In deciding Southern Kurdistan’s 
future, Bell had to take into consideration Sharifian territorial demands, 
especially when the success of British post-war policy in Mesopotamia 
depended, in her eyes, on maintaining a permanent partnership with pro-British 
Sunni officers. 

In Arab Mesopotamia itself, local Arabs were deeply divided along 
religious lines. The Shi`a majority had resented Sunni political domination for 
centuries, whereas the Sunni minority was determined to maintain its political 
and social hegemony under British occupation. Soon, the Sunnis formed a 
popular base for the Sharifian movement, for it was Sunni in its outlook, despite 
its ethno-nationalistic rhetoric. To consolidate British interests, it was important 
for Bell and some other like-minded British officials on the ground to readdress 
the numerical imbalance between the Shi`a majority, which resisted British 
influence, and the Sunni minority, which was willing to cooperate with Britain. 
The sectarian imbalance highlighted the importance of Southern Kurdistan to the 
future of British interests, as the local Kurds were mostly Sunni. Both sides – 
Faisal and his Sunni officers and Bell and her British colleagues – needed to 
change the sectarian imbalance by bringing the Southern Kurds under Arab-
Sharifian rule. 

In their post-war policy, the British had to consider the future of native 
Christian communities that were distributed between Southern Kurdistan and 
Arab Mesopotamia. As a result of the First World War, hundreds of Assyrian 
refugees were brought from Persia to Mesopotamia by the British authorities. 
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As they formed huge financial and political burdens, the British resettled 
these refugees in Northern Mesopotamia and in Southern Kurdistan, where other 
native Christian communities had lived for centuries. Thus, it was vital to the 
British, including Bell and Cox and other like-minded British officials, to think 
of ways to keep the Turks, who were considered to be the arch enemy of the 
Christians, out of Southern Kurdistan. It was thought that only by bringing 
Southern Kurdistan under Arab rule could both native Christians and Assyrian 
refugees be kept under British protection. 
 

Bell, the Sharifian cause and the expectations of the 
Southern Kurds 

Bell’s reactions to Kurdish affairs sprang from her basic ideas of the 
ethnic, religious and ideological characteristics of the Arab state she desired to 
see. A combination of her personal ambitions, travels, friendships and work 
experience before, during and after the First World War turned Bell into an 
Arabist. She shared with T. E. Lawrence his idealism, Arabism and sympathy 
with the Sharifian family. It was only in relation to Mesopotamia’s future that 
Lawrence had a different perspective from Bell’s. He was not sure about the 
viability of Iraq as a new state. Lawrence wrote upon Bell’s death that ‘That Irak 
[sic] state is a fine monument, even if it only lasts a few more years, as I often 
fear and sometimes hope’.(30) 

Bell, Lawrence and other British civilian and military officials serving in 
the Middle East presented a distinctive post-war imperial way of thinking, in that 
they believed in the prospect of reconciling British imperial interests with Arab 
nationalist aspirations through the formation of an Arab state under close British 
supervision. This imperial way of thinking was termed ‘the Cairo School’ at the 
time.(31) Insofar as the post-war territorial settlement was concerned, Bell and 
Lawrence strongly advocated what was known as ‘the Sharifian solution’, i.e. 
selecting native rulers from the Hashemite princely family for new states in the 
Arab parts of the Ottoman Empire. In Arab Mesopotamia, Bell devoted her time 
and efforts to the creation of an Arab state ruled by a Sharifian prince. In her 
letter dated 12 April 1921, Bell showed her wholehearted sympathy with the 
efforts of the well-known pro-Sharifian Naji Swaidi to propagate Faisal’s 
candidacy for Iraq’s throne and said: ‘he will get all the help from me that I can 
give and one way and another I can give a good deal without departing from an 
outward neutrality’.(32) 

In regard to Southern Kurdistan’s future, Bell’s views underwent some 
modifications in parallel with the changes in the British Mesopotamian policy. A 
clear distinction can be made between her views before the Cairo Conference 
and the period that followed. In the first period, Bell’s official reports and letters 
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show that she favoured a form of ‘local Kurdish autonomy’ within the general 
administration of Mesopotamia. She was particularly critical of the direct British 
rule adopted by Colonel A. T. Wilson, the Acting 

Civil Commissioner in Arab Mesopotamia (1918–20) and by Major 
Soane, the Political Officer of Sulaimaniya.(33) She attributed all British troubles 
in both Arab and Kurdish regions to Wilson’s and Soane’s policies, which she 
regarded as insensitive to local wishes. 

The shift in the British imperial policy from direct rule to the newly 
invented mandate system with respect to Mesopotamia had an immediate effect 
on Bell’s view. Under the impact of new political, strategic and economic 
requirements, she revised her position on Southern Kurdistan in general and 
Sulaimaniya in particular. Now, Bell wanted Britain to consider the Kurdish 
situation in the context of the newly developing British–Arab relations in 
Mesopotamia. She and Cox agreed above all that any successful implementation 
of the new British imperial policy would solely depend on fulfilling the military, 
economic and political needs of the new Arab state, as defined by the newly 
emerged Arab ruling class in Mesopotamia, who were Sunni. 

In Bell’s eyes, Britain had to be exceptionally sensitive to Arab wishes 
in relation to Southern Kurdistan’s future. She and Cox agreed that encouraging 
Arab nationalism in the shape of sponsoring Arab territorial claims on Southern 
Kurdistan was the viable option for the containment of Turkish nationalists’ and 
Bolsheviks’ threats to British interests in Mesopotamia.(34) What Bell promoted 
was a continuation of the old wartime policy in the Arab Middle East, under 
which Britain had successfully driven a wedge between the subjugated Arabs 
and their Turkish rulers through its backing of the political aspirations of the 
Sharifian movement. 

In spite of describing Major Noel as possessing ‘an immense 
understanding of the Kurds’,(35) Bell firmly opposed his promotion of political 
self-rule and cultural autonomy in Southern Kurdistan and his support for Shaikh 
Mahmud’s leadership. Her rejection of Kurdish political aspirations can be 
attributed to her concept of what the Arab state should be like. Her concept was 
a manifestation of her Arabist political and cultural tendencies. Bell was not 
much different from Faisal or his close Sharifian circle in believing that the new 
state had to be based solely on Arab ethnicity and secular Arab culture. Her 
official communications and personal writings show neither a criticism of the 
manner in which successive Arab governments resisted the introduction of 
Kurdish education, nor an expression of any sympathy with the idea of minimal 
political rights for the Southern Kurds between 1921 and 1926. 
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Bell’s opposition to an autonomous Southern Kurdistan increased in 
parallel with her growing friendship with King Faisal and admiration of his inner 
circle of former Baghdadi officers, whom she first met in Syria. Bell felt 
strongly about offering British support for these pro-Faisal officers, who did not 
want ‘shake loose from British help and control’.(36) It was with her ‘young 
nationalist friends’, as Bell put it, that she wanted to work and to co-ordinate in 
relation to the cultural, political, ethnic and religious characteristics of the Arab 
state in Mesopotamia and its boundaries. It was not a coincidence then that the 
two parties, Bell and the former officers, found themselves in agreement over 
bringing Southern Kurdistan under Arab rule in Mesopotamia. 

It was intentional that Cox and Bell overlooked the recommendations of 
the Political Committee at the Cairo Conference on keeping Southern Kurdistan 
separate from the proposed Arab state by resorting to different kinds of 
manoeuvres. Instead of fostering the existing sense of separateness among the 

Southern Kurds and allaying their growing fears of the imposition of 
foreign rule against their will, the High Commission suggested various schemes 
for the incorporation of Kurdish provinces and districts into the Arab state 
during the period May 1921–December 1922. Cox and Bell were not willing to 
regard the Southern Kurdish areas as a distinct territorial unit, even for 
administrative or cultural purposes, within the Arab state. They feared that 
keeping an autonomous Sulaimaniya outside Iraq would inevitably encourage 
the remaining Kurdish provinces and districts to demand the same treatment.37 
As a consequence, the whole scheme for the annexation of Southern Kurdistan 
by Arab Iraq would fail. Cox and Bell worked hard to prevent Sulaimaniya from 
being the focus of growing Kurdish nationalism. For this very reason, they both 
expressed their opposition to the return of Shaikh Mahmud to Sulaimaniya from 
exile. Bell never wanted Shaikh Mahmud to be looked upon or treated as a 
nationalist leader or even as an influential figure. In effect, what Cox and Bell 
advocated insofar as Southern Kurdistan was concerned was a form of Arab 
imperialism, not much different from the old British and Ottoman direct rule. 

Bell, sectarian politics and the annexation of Southern 
Kurdistan 

The peoples of the three Ottoman Vilayets of Basra, Baghdad and Mosul 
shared few common political aspirations and little economic interdependency or 
cultural homogeneity under Turkish rule. All the three Vilayets were distinct in 
terms of their ethnic-religious compositions and social structures. The effects of 
the First World War and the British occupation were to accentuate rather than 
weaken these divergent economic, cultural, ethnic and religious features among 
the communities of the three Vilayets and, as a consequence, contradictory 
political, social and cultural aspirations surfaced. 
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It is imperative to note that Southern Kurdistan did not have a direct 
geographical connection with the predominantly Shi`a region in Arab 
Mesopotamia. This may explain why there was no history of enmity between 
Southern Kurds and Shi`a Arabs. What separated the two Shi`a and Kurdish 
regions from each other was a broad region populated by Sunni Arabs and 
Turkmen. The absence of land connection between Shi`a Arabs and the Kurds 
had political significance, for it did not help create direct contacts, let alone co-
ordination or co-operation, between the leaders of the Shi`a and Kurdish 
communities during a highly fateful period in which the future of Arab 
Mesopotamia and Southern Kurdistan was debated and decided upon by the 
British officials on the ground and in London. The absence of any contact 
between the Southern Kurds and Shi`a Arabs was something that Faisal and his 
Sunni followers and Bell and her like-minded British officials on the ground 
could capitalise upon when initiating an imposed state-building process. 

The pragmatic representatives of Sunni Arabs found in ethno-nationalism (pan-
Arabism) a means to political ascendency, whereas for the Shi`a, sectarian-
religious affiliations had far more weight than any ethnic factor. Bell described 
the famous Shi`a Sadr family as ‘bitterly pan-Islamic, anti-British “et tout le 
bataclan”’.(38) The traditional Shi`a elite, which came from different ethnic 
backgrounds, showed no interest in the Sharifian revolt. In general, it was the 
Shi`a areas which put up notable resistance to the invading British and 
afterwards were the main scene of the anti-British uprisings in 1920. Bell always 
found it extremely difficult to establish direct communication with the Shi`a 
community, particularly: 

the grimly devout citizens of the holy towns and more especially the leaders of 

religious opinion, the Mujtahids, who can loose and bind with a word by 
authority 

which rests on an intimate acquaintance with accumulated knowledge entirely 

irrelevant to human affairs and worthless in any branch of human activity.(39) 
It is no wonder that Bell did not think about, let alone nominate, Shi`a 

figures as candidates for the throne of Iraq. 

By contrast, secular and traditional Sunni notables in Baghdad, Basra 
and Mosul did not hesitate to deal with the British and confined their opposition 
to any political arrangement which might put their community under the rule of 
the Shi`a majority. Bell was fully aware of how the Sunnis were seriously ‘afraid 
of being swamped by the Shi`ahs’.(40) Sunni notables preferred either the 
continuation of the British administration, with which they expressed explicit 
willingness to cooperate, or the establishment of an Arab state under a Sunni 
ruler, regardless of his ethnic background, such as Prince Burhan al-Din, the son 
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of Abdul Hamid.(41) In this respect, Abdul Rahman al-Gailani, the Naqib al-
Ashraf and thus the religious head of Baghdadi Sunnis, made it clear that he 
‘would never consent to the appointment of the Sharif or of his son as Amir’, for 
he mistakenly thought that the Sharifians would tolerate Shi`a hegemony. 
According to Bell, he ‘would rather a thousand times have the Turks back in Iraq 
than see the Sharif or his sons installed’ in Baghdad.(42) By contrast, the leading 
Sunni figure in Basra, Said Talib al-Naqib, opted for the continuation of British 
rule as the safest option. 

Despite their secular and pan-Arab rhetoric, the former Baghdad 
officers, who formed the nucleus of the new native ruling class, showed extreme 
Sunni prejudice in their determination not to share, let alone to allow Shi`a 
figures to play a leading role in any native administration that would replace 
British colonial rule. With tacit backing from the British administration, the ex-
officers found natural allies in the Sunni traditional leadership and other local 
Sunni effendis. Soon, a powerful Sunni bloc came into being, whose aim was to 
establish a Sunni-dominated state headed by Faisal and under the auspices of the 
British. The ex-officers succeeded in forging pragmatic connections between the 
interests of the local Sunnis and those of the Sharifians on the one hand, and 
between the Faisal-Sunni bloc and British authorities in Baghdad on the other. 

These Sunnis wasted no time in realising their objectives. Ja`far Pasha, 
the first Acting Defence Minister, at the first Council of Ministers, pressed the 
British High Commission for the exclusion of the mostly Shi`i tribal shaikhs 
from administrative posts in their localities, except in the holy towns of Najaf 
and Karbala.(43) Moreover, Sunni politicians prevented the creation of separate 
representation for the tribes in the would-be National Assembly, for it would 
grant the Shi`a shaikhs significant political weight. Bell agreed that ‘it would be 
disastrous if the tribesmen were to swamp the townsmen’.(44) Certain political 
arrangements were invented to ensure that Sunni figures, traditionalists and 
effendis alike, would dominate all Iraqi governments, the army and the civil 
services. Moreover, non-Mesopotamian Arabs were imported to fill important 
posts in the state. These Arabs were both Sunni and Sharifian, such as Sati`al- 
Husry, whose ideas considerably shaped the government’s educational and 
cultural policies during the 1920s and 1930s. 

To create a misleading impression of neutrality, the High Commission 
pressed the Sunnis to include one or two Shi`a ministers in the Council of 
Ministers and to appoint one or two Shi`a Kaimmakams (governors) in the 
provinces. Such measures did not change the attitudes of Shi`a secular and 
religious leaders towards the political process initiated by the British and 
dominated by the Sunnis. Faisal also failed in his efforts to win the support of 
the Shi`a religious establishment in the holy cities. He was not really in a 
position to offer the Shi`a effendis real political influence, fearing a strong 
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reaction from his Sunni supporters. In the end, he had no choice but to remain a 
symbol of Sunni political hegemony. 

Bell worked hard for the consolidation of Sunni sectarian domination. In 
a letter dated 3 October 1920, she wrote that ‘if you are going to have anything 
like really representative institutions you would have a majority of Shi`ahs … 
The final authority must be in the hands of the Sunnis, in spite of their numerical 
inferiority’.(45) Bell knew, as her administrative report in 1920 shows, that the 
Shi`a would strongly oppose any political arrangement which would put them 
under a Sharifian prince.(46) 

Bell firmly believed in the growing value of the expatriate officers to the 
future of British interests in Mesopotamia. She viewed them as a strong reliable 
ally with whom the British could work for the establishment of an Arab state in 
Mesopotamia. In Baghdad, Sunni figures, traditional and secular 

 like, formed the bulk of Bell’s social circles. Some of these figures were 
won over to the Sharifian cause, such as Muzahim al-Pachachi, who became 
Prime Minister in the 1940s. 

Bell, the Sunni expatriates and the Sunni notables in Baghdad and Basra 
found themselves in agreement that the new state in Mesopotamia had to be pan-
Arabist in its ideological orientation, Arab in its ethnic identity and Sunni in its 
religious character. Indeed, at the first Council of Ministers headed by the Naqib 
al-Ashraf of Baghdad, the Sunnis, pan-Arabist and traditionalist alike, were 
predominant. In the provinces, the appointed mutasarrifs were mostly Sunnis. 
Thus, by tolerating Sunni actions and respecting their wishes, Cox and Bell 
knowingly helped create a covert sectarian state in Mesopotamia. 

Bell attempted to justify Sunni political hegemony in the state and in 
government by repeating the point that many prominent Shi`a figures were 
Persian subjects.(47) Bell’s claim might be true of a number of Shi`a religious 
leaders, but it was not true of Shi`a notables and effendis. Bell, who admitted 
that she found it ‘very difficult to maintain impartiality and patience’ in dealing 
with Mesopotamian affairs,(48) adopted a sectarian tone in her personal letters 
and diary, as a reaction to Shi`a opposition to British post-war plans for the 
future of Mesopotamia. Bell described Shi`a religious and secular leaders alike 
as ‘extremists’.(49) Regarding those Shi`a who opposed British plans, Bell wrote 
that ‘I expect they are all in the pay of that wicked old hobgoblin, Shaikh Mahdi 
al-Khalisi, one of the turbaned [sic] lot whom I want to seal into a bottle. He’s 
not even an Arab; he’s a Persian’.(50) She described the most respected and 
popular politician during the 1920s and 1930s, Ja`far Abu Timman, as ‘the 
villain’ for opposing the British–Iraqi treaty.(51) 
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It was not so difficult for Bell to find out that the sectarian balance in the 
new state was significantly in favour of the Shi`a. The ensuing sectarian 
imbalance constituted a political challenge of great magnitude for both the 
Sunnis, who were not willing to share power, and their British mentors, who 
were afraid of losing their political control. For both sides, this type of 
imbalance would stand in the way of establishing a native state along distinctive 
ideological, ethnic and religious lines. Bell used the expressions ‘the Shi’ah 
situation’ and ‘the Shi’ah problem’(52) to emphasise not only the explicit Shi`a 
opposition to British influence but also their numerical superiority over the 
Sunnis. The sectarian proportion between Shi`a and Sunni was two to one in 
both Baghdad and Basra. This meant that the new state was being built on a 
shaky foundation. Thus, the sectarian imbalance emerged as a source of 
considerable anxiety for both parties, the ruling Sunnis and their British mentors. 

This imbalance was alarmingly felt with the approach of the elections 
for the first National Assembly. King Faisal tried to persuade Cox and Bell of 
the sectarian value of Southern Kurdistan if it were brought under his rule. He 
wanted the Southern Kurds, who were mostly Sunni, to take part in the elections. 
Otherwise, the elections ‘would place Shi’ahs in a very strong position’. This 
prospect ‘filled him with misgivings’.(53) Bell agreed that ‘Sunni Mosul must be 
retained as part of the Mesopotamian state in order to adjust the balance’.(54) The 
Shi`a formed only 5 per cent of the population in the Mosul division.(55) 

The sectarian importance of Southern Kurdistan rapidly grew in 
proportion to the rise in the tension between the Faisal-Sunni bloc and their 
patron the High Commission, and the religious Shi`a leaders and effendis. The 
sectarian tension resulted later in the expulsion of Shaikh al-Khalisi, the supreme 
Shi`a mujtahid, from the country, probably to weaken Shi`a opposition to the 
terms of the British–Iraqi treaty. The practice of sectarian deportations that was 
first invented by the Sunni politicians with British blessing was continued as a 
political tool of suppression throughout the Monarchical period.(56)  

It was partially the imperative of sectarian political considerations for 
British interests which pushed the High Commission to get the approval of the 
Colonial Office in relation to the participation of Kurdish districts in the 
elections for the Iraqi National Assembly.(57) Indeed, Kurdish participation 
helped to create some kind of sectarian balance at the National Assembly 
throughout the Monarchical era (1921–58). 
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Bell, the use of force and the annexation of Southern 
Kurdistan 

It was inevitable that British strategic interests would be closely tied up 
with the military viability of the new Arab state. A feasible formula was needed 
to enable Britain to withdraw its ground forces, and the Arab state to build its 
army. The key objective of any form of British–Arab partnership, from Bell’s 
and Cox’s viewpoint, would be based on containing outside military threats and 
suppressing internal opposition in Arab and Kurdish areas. 

On the one side, there were unceasing Turkish territorial claims on 
Southern Kurdistan. These claims, which were accompanied by frequent military 
incursions and relentless propaganda activities, could impede the formation 
process of a viable Arab state. This state of affairs helped to accentuate even 
more than before the strategic importance of Southern Kurdistan to British long-
term military interests in Mesopotamia. Southern Kurdistan formed a natural 
defensive zone that was inexpensive for the British to defend owing to its 
geographical characteristics, i.e. high mountains and river systems. Moreover, it 
would have been possible for the British to replace their imperial forces with 
local Kurdish recruits to defend the northern boundaries of country. In order to 
consolidate the Arab state’s security, Bell showed some interest in extending 
Faisal’s rule to certain Kurdish areas located north of Southern Kurdistan.(58) 

The British needed also to think of methods to keep the situation in 
Southern Kurdistan under control, until the time when a new Turkish peace 
settlement could be reached. The promises of local autonomy to Southern Kurds 
made by the High Commission (Cox and Bell) and by the Arab government 
(King Faisal and his Sharifian followers) between 1921 and 1922 were mere ink 
on paper, as neither side was truly interested in initiating a political process in 
that direction. British and Arab officials believed that outright incorporation of 
Southern Kurdistan into the Arab state was the only way to protect their interests 
and cement their partnership. But the question was how to realise this objective 
militarily. 

British experiences in suppressing Kurdish revolts demonstrated that 
resorting to ground actions was very costly, both in terms of men and money. 

Using the air force emerged as the cheapest and speediest tool to pacify 
Southern Kurdistan. Bell praised what was known as the Scheme of Air Control, 
perceiving it as the perfect method to safeguard the Arab state’s long-term 
security. She especially emphasised the role of the Royal Air Force (RAF) in 
assisting the Arab Army in suppressing Kurdish revolts. On 25 September 1921, 
Bell wrote, after the RAF bombed Rowanduz and Rania where the insurgents 
were active, that ‘It is of very good omen for the Arab Army when it is left with 
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little but aeroplane help from us, as it soon will be’.(59) She wrote ten months 
later that ‘the RAF has done wonders bombing insurgent villages in extremely 
difficult country, but it takes them all their time to keep a sufficient number of 
machines in the air’.(60) 

The Scheme of Air Control was based on extensive use of the RAF in 
support of ground actions taken by the Arab Army against rebellious Kurdish 
areas. It was the use of this Scheme which really made the incorporation of 
Southern Kurdistan into King Faisal’s Arab state feasible. Bell showed no 
reaction in her official communications, letters or diary to the consideration that 
was given to the use of gas bombs by the RAF against civilian targets in 
Mesopotamia and Kurdistan. Although there is no evidence that poison gas was 
ever used, Britain did consider and approve its use in order to suppress internal 
rebellions in Southern Kurdistan, Mesopotamia and Afghanistan.(61) 

 

Bell, local Christians and the annexation of Southern 
Kurdistan 

Like other British officials, Bell was concerned about the fate of the 
Christian Assyrian refugees, who, for religious reasons, had sided with the Allies 
against the Islamic Ottoman Empire during the First World War. These 
Christians had fled their villages in the Hakkari region in Northern Kurdistan 
(Turkish 

Kurdistan) to Urmia in Eastern Kurdistan (Iranian Kurdistan), which 
was under the control of the Russian army. The withdrawal of the Russian army 
from the war in the wake of the October Revolution in 1917 forced these 
refugees to leave Urmia for Mesopotamia with British assistance. 

Bell believed that the Kurds should be punished for their alleged role in 
the massacres of Ottoman Christians during the First World War. But Britain 
was ‘powerless to enforce justice’, according to her.(62) It seems that Bell’s views 
on Kurdish–Christian relations were influenced by the claims of her old friend 
the missionary Dr William Ainger Wigram (1872–1953), who was an English 
Church of England priest and author, notable for his work with and writings on 
the Assyrians and their separate church. His confidential wartime reports to 
British intelligence and his writings show that Wigram did not like the Kurds, 
holding them responsible for the misfortune that befell the Ottoman Christians 
before and during the First World War.(63) 

In Arab Mesopotamia, the Assyrian refugees became political, financial 
and moral burdens on the British administration. The locals did not welcome the 
Assyrian presence. As a solution, the British decided to resettle the refugees in 
Southern Kurdistan, where they created a new ally. The resettlement was carried 
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out against the wishes of local Kurds. Moreover, to strengthen their own 
influence, the British resorted to a divide-and-rule method by exploiting the old 
antagonism between the Muslim Kurds and the Christian Assyrians. 

In his historical summary of Bell’s service in Mesopotamia, Cox wrote 
that: numbers of them [Assyrians] had, from 1921 onwards, entered the British 
service as Levies and had displayed magnificent fighting qualities, helping in the 
suppression of sporadic Kurdish insurrections and in the expulsion from 
Ruwanduz in 1923 of the Turkish irregulars.(64)

Indeed, throughout the 1920s and the early 1930s, the Assyrian Levies 
were used frequently to fight the Kurds and raid their villages. 

The British initiative in bringing the Assyrian refugees to Mesopotamia 
unintentionally accentuated the connection between their fate and the future of 
Southern Kurds. A separate Southern Kurdistan or its re-subjection to Turkish 
rule would definitely force the Christians to leave their areas. In this context, 

Bell wrote: ‘If we withdraw our troops from Mosul, we must either send 
the Assyrian refugees to Basrah ahead of us or be prepared for their following 
headlong on our heels, of their own initiative’.(65) Bell was in no doubt that 
losing Southern Kurdistan to the Turks would be followed by massacres of local 
Christian communities.(66) In this manner, the British would inevitably face 
political, financial and moral dilemmas. It was therefore important for the 
British, and Bell in particular, that the areas where the Christians lived should be 
within the boundaries of Iraq and thus under close British supervision. 

 

Conclusion: 
The key point which this study has sought to underline is that by playing 

a leading role in the developments that led to the formation of an Arab state in 
Mesopotamia, Bell influenced to a large extent the political fate of Southern 
Kurdistan. Although admitting that ‘the Kurds were not anti-British’,(67) Bell 
firmly opposed the realisation of their political aspirations, insisting on the 
annexation of their land by an artificial state she worked hard to create. Her 
position on Kurdish affairs was largely a reflection of pragmatic considerations 
and personal ambitions, rather than the outcome of objective assessments of the 
political, economic or strategic realities of the period 1920–6. 

It was imperative, from Bell’s viewpoint, to bring the Southern Kurds 
under Arab rule so that the sectarian imbalance could be altered in the interest of 
Britain’s allies: the Sunni Arabs and King Faisal. Moreover, Bell viewed the 
annexation of Southern Kurdistan by Arab Iraq as a means to consolidate the 
credibility and influence of King Faisal and the new ruling Sunnis. The 
annexation would cement further the relations between the British High 
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Commission and the new ruling political class. For the British, the annexation 
would enable the Assyrian refugees to settle in Iraq on a permanent basis, 
without incurring political commitments, administrative burdens or financial 
costs. In addition, the Assyrian refugees would continue to fight Kurdish 
insurgents in the interests of the new Iraqi state and Britain. In sum, for Bell the 
annexation of Southern Kurdistan was a task that had to be accomplished by 
whatever political and military means possible and regardless of the true wishes 
of its population. 
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The Alleged British and US Role in the Start 
of September Kurdish Revolution of 1963 

against Qasim 
 

 

Dr.  
Department - College of -  - - Iraq  
 

Abstract: 
Abdul Karim Qasim has on numerous occasions attributed the start of 

September Kurdish revolution of 1961 to the British and American designs 
against him because of his policy towards the British owned oil company in 
Iraq, and his claims on Kuwait. The British and Americansofficials on their part 
have initially thought, Mullah Mustafa Barzani,is being used by the Soviets to 
destabilize the pro-Western regimes of the Middle East. However, a close 
scrutiny of the matter in the light of the newly published and recently released 
British archives do not corroborate the allegations neither of  Qasimnor that of 
the Western power s at leastfor the start of the revolution.We maintain that 
Qasim’s policy toward Kurds was the direct instigator of the rebellion.We also 
contend that Iran had been involved, to some extent, and it was the only external 
instigator at the beginning stage of the rebellion. 

Key words:Kurds, Abdul Karem Qasim,Iraq,Britain, the United States,Soviets, 
Iran, September Revolution   
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British archives do not corroborate the allegations neither of  Qasim nor that of 
the Western power s at least for the start of the revolution. We maintain that 
Qasim’s policy toward Kurds was the direct instigator of the rebellion. 

As the rebellion goes on many regional and major powers became 
involved.  We also contend that Iran had been involved, to some extent, and it 
was the only  external instigator at the beginning stage of the rebellion. It 
appears that the British officials in Iraq had some contacts with  Mullah Mustafa 
before the start of the rising  in Kurdistan, but there is no evidence of direct or 
indirect British or any other external instigation or encouragement of the Kurds 
to revolt. This argument is going to be tested by utilizing British archives, which 
the author had an opportunity to view in the British National archives in London, 
memoirs of the statesmen who were contemporary to the events, and the British 
and Iraqi media coverage of the events. The significant of this study lies on its 
being an attempt to understand the present British and other western powers 
policy towards the Kurdish issue by shedding lights on their policy in the early 
1960s. We argue that British and US had paid attention to their wider colonial 
interests in Iraq and viewed Kurdish issue as internal matter and of a secondary 
importance. . The paper will first address the main salient of Qasim regime's 
foreign and domestic policies .Then we discuss the events leading to the flare up 
in Kurdistan. The paper goes on to present different accounts for the reasons for 
the start of the rising. It is a political history based on critical content analysis 
and the events are chronologically treated. The study is a contribution to the 
existing literature in many ways. Although the events leading  to the  September 
revolutions have been treated in many works ,there is not yet  a definite  
settlement of the question which external powers such as Britain, United states, 
and I
study will be an addition to the existing literature and an attempt to clarify some 
points rose by previous studies in this field and provides some revisionsfor the 
analysis provided by them. Douglas  Little, for instance ,in his study, "the United 
States and the Kurds: a Cold War Story", journal of Cold War Studies, 2010, 
contends that both the Soviets and US had an intention of using 
MullahMustafaBarzani in their proxy war in Iraq, but he never presents any 
substantial evidences ofhow these superpowers had instigated the rebellion. 
Neither did little find any concrete data on British involvement in the start of the 
rebellion in 1961. Recently, an archival basedwork published by Arash 
Reisinezhad, the Shah of Iran and the Iraqi Kurds, and the Lebanese Shia, 
Palgrave Macmillan, 2019, points out toa wide role for the Iranian government -
the provincialofficials in the border regions with Iraq in particular -in organizing 
and assisting the rebellion of 1961. Reisinezhad  does not attribute any 
significant role for the British or the US  in the start of the rebellion.Nowhere in 
his study, has Reisinezhad presented a concert data of Barzani's being in 
collusion with Iran in the start of the rebellion. Avshalom H. Rubin ,in his study, 
"Abd al-Karim Qasim and the Kurds of Iraq: Centralization, Resistance and 
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Revolt, 1958-63"  Middle Eastern Studies Vol. 43, No. 3 (May, 2007), pp. 353-
382, on his part, addresses  the start of the September revolution in detail and 
within the context of ethnic and tribal resistance to the centralizing tendency of 
Baghdad government. However, the author gives a lot of undue credit  to the 
tribalism and the issue of foreign instigators has been treated in passing. Rubin 
makes some references to the recently released  Soviet archives and memoirs of 
some KGB officials  which point to the desires expressed by some Soviet 
officials to use Barzani Kurds as tools to start a rebellion to destabilize Iraq, 
Iran, and Turkey.However  the author has not substantiated this argument by 
providing detailed information how the soviets implement this design  . In fact, 
the data presented by the recently published and released archives and the 
primary Kurdish sources portray a picture which point tothe contrary; Barzani 
was hesitant to launch a rebellion to the last minute and he was forced to be 
involved in it as it will be discussed later by Qasim's aggressive and hostile 
attitudes towards him and the Kurds(1). 

 

Salient Features of Qasim Era: 
After a bitter schism with, Abdul Rahman Arif,his fellow conspirator 

during the coup of 1958 and pro-Nasser(2), Abdul Karim Qasim elevated himself 
to the status of the "Sole Leader". Despite (3)one of the major goals of the coup 
was to join the pan-Arabism movement and practice “qawmiyah” policies, 
Qasim once in powerbegan to pursue Iraq first policy. He was reluctant to tie 
himself too closely to the policy of Jamal Abdul Nasser of Egypt- and sided with 
various groups within Iraq (notably the social democrats) that told him such an 
action would be dangerous. Qasim as a Prime minister began to pursue a 
package of progressive social and economic reforms in the field of 
service,education, health and this had increased his popularity among the lower 
and the middle classes in Iraq but earned him the animosity of the powerful –
landed aristocracy, which were hard hit by the agrarian land reform of Qasim 
and whose interests were tied to the monarchy and Great Britain.(4) 

He further undermined his rapidly deteriorating position with a series of 
foreign policy blunders .Qasim soon withdrew Iraq from the pro-Western 
Baghdad Pact and established friendly relations with the Soviet Union. Iraq also 
abolished its treaty of mutual security and bilateral relations with the UK. In 
addition, Iraq withdrew from the agreement with the United States that was 
signed by the monarchy during 1954 and 1955 regarding military, arms, and 
equipment. On 30 May 1959, the last of the British soldiers and military officers 
departed the al-
Palestinian struggles against France and Israel(5). 

In June 1961, Qasim re-raised the Iraqi claim over the state of Kuwait. 
On 19 June, Qasim announced in a press conference that Kuwait was a part of 
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Iraq, and claimed its territory. Kuwait, however, had signed a recent defense 
treaty with the British, who came to her assistance with troops to stave off any 
attack on 1 July.  

Peter Sluglett and Marion Farouk-Sluglett describe Qasim’s initial 
raprochmat with Kurds and later violent confrontation, which will be 
discussedbelow as, ' yet another example of Qasim's apparent incapacity to 
remain on good terms with those who should have been his natural allies' (6) . 
Rubin quotes Hanna Batatu, the noted Iraqist, in  echoing this view of Sluglett  
and thinking that Qasim “exhibited the potential to enact necessary 
socioeconomic changes and forge an ethnically inclusive Iraqi polity. Instead, he 
failed to keep his squabbling coalition of supporters together, and was ultimately 
deposed by more determined and ruthless Arab nationalists”. Rubin writes 
“Qasim appears as a tragic hero. As a leader, he might have failed personally, 
nevertheless represented a positive historical trajectory. He may have yielded 
better results had he been luckier, more resolute, or more sympathetic to the 
Iraqi Communist Party” (7).  

In December 1961, the Government of Iraq passed Public Law 80 
reclaiming 99 percent of the Iraqi Petroleum Company's concessionary area 
without compensation.  Falling short of full nationalization, the move was seen 
as a threat to British interests in the region – notably access to cheap oil - but the 
Iraqi Government hoped this would allow other oil companies the chance to 
explore for oil and thus generate more revenue for the Iraqi economy.  However, 
other oil companies attempting to negotiate for new oil concessions with the 
Government of Iraq were kept out due to the diplomatic pressure from both the 
United States Government and the British Government( 8 ). With this policy 
Qasim earned British government’s animosity .He thought latter would do 
anything to undermine his regime. 

Iraq was isolated from the Arab world for its part in the Kuwait incident, 
whilst Iraq had antagonized its powerful neighbor, Iran. Western attitudes 
towards Qasim had also cooled, due to these incidents and his implied 
communist sympathies. Iraq was isolated internationally, and Qasim became 
increasingly isolated domestically, to his considerable detriment. In addition to 
Kuwait Qasim had alienated himself from Jamal Abdul Nasser of Egypt who the 
most powerful and charismatic leader in the Middle East. The major issue facing 
Qasim was that of Arab unity. The union of Egypt and Syria into the United 
Arab Republic (U.A.R.)(9) early in 1958 had aroused immense enthusiasm in the 
Arab world. Despite strong Pan-Arab sentiment in Iraq, Qasim was determined 
to achieve internal stability before considering any kind of federation with the 
U.A.R. In turn the Egyptian president, Nasser, came to resent Qasim’s rule and 
tried to bring about its downfall. In March 1959 Pan-Arab opponents of Qasim 
launched an open rebellion in Mosul with the assistance of the Kurdish followers 
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of Barzani( 10 ). The bulk of the army remained loyal, and the uprising was 
crushed with little difficulty; Qasim removed some 200 army officers of whose 
loyalty he could not be certain. Among civilians he was forced to rely for 
support mostly upon communists, who were eager for a chance to strike at their 
right-wing opponents, the Pan-Arabs, and now pushed for a larger voice in the 
determination of government policy. Qasim resisted their demands, and several 
months later purged communist elements from the police and the army .)11(  

By 1963 Qasim’s support as prime minister steadily narrowed. He had 
suspended organized political activity and repressed both right- and left-wing 
civilian and military elements when it seemed that they might compete with his 
authority. His rule was supported only by a small clique of the armyofficers. 
This situation, along with the discontent produced by repeated military purges, 
drew a number of officers into open resistance to the Qasim regime.  In February 
1963 Arif, assisted by the Arab Baath Socialist Party in Iraq ,led dissident army 
elements in a coup which overthrew the government and killed Qasim(12). 

Having first hit the Nasserites, Qasim had now attacked his major source 
of support onthe extreme left. Quite where the reservoirs of mass support for his 
government wouldcome from was anyone’s guess. Qasim now stood as a 
dangerously isolated leader, whomoreover possessed little family network with 
which to rule Iraq(13). 
 

Events leading to the flare up in Kurdistan: 

Politically the point of departure must be Article III of the provisional 
constitution of the republic headed by Abdul Karim Qasim which emerged from 
the revolution of July 14, 1958. Article III asserts 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 rights within the Iraqi entity.”(14) 

In the early years of his regime, Qasim worked to undermine the power 
of Kurdish tribal elites, who had linked the old regime with Kurdish rural 
society. Meanwhile, he sought a way to bind the remainder of Iraq's Kurds closer 
to the state. To do so, he invited Mullah Mustafa Barzani, a Kurdish chieftain 
and an opponent of the monarchy, back to Iraq from his Soviet  exile. Initially, 
Barzani proved a useful client. Qasim provided him and his followers with 
financial largesse and weapons. In return, Mullah Mustafa helped secure the 
loyalties ofthe Kurdish Democratic Party (KDP) and crush anti-regime 
resistance among Arab nationalists and pro-Hashemite Kurdish tribal leaders. By 
1960, however, it became clear that Qasim refused to meet the expectations 
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which the KDP and Mullah Mustafa took for granted. Barzani foes argued that  
he reserved the right to make war on his tribal rivals at will, with or without 
Qasim's sanction. The KDP held fast to its demands for some form of Kurdish 
autonomy. Qasim thought KDP demands for Kurdish autonomy would have 
compromised the sovereignty of the state, and he sought to repress them 
accordingly. In the autumn of 1961, tensions between the two sides erupted into 
civil war(15).  

In his preface to Dana Schmidt book William Douglas writes “Whether 
Kassem changed his mind or whether his avowed policy was thwarted by the 
bureaucracy, I do not know. I suspect it was the latter, for the currents of hate, 
suspicion, and vengeance run deep in that part of the world”(16). Dana Schmidt 
quotes tribal leadersarguing thatQasim tried to divide the Kurds against one 
another, “the way he had divided every other political, religious and ethnic 
group in Iraq. But with us he made his big mistake….We Kurds were his best 
support. It was thanks to us that the government got the riots at Kirkuk in the 
summer of 1960 under control. And we might still be with him had he treated us 
fairly instead of intriguing against us.”(17) 

As early as February, 1961 the confrontation between Qasim and 
Barzani became open . Barzani sent a memorandum to Qasim saying the Kurds’ 
patience is growing thin about government procrastination with regard to the 
Kurdish rights and he is ready “to resort to all means  to secure Kurdish 
rights”(18). 

 It appears that Qasim had already made up his mind to end the 
influence of Barzani and KDP among the Kurds. Qasim was thinking the war 
will be swift and Barzani tribal foes will prevail and the Kurdish question will be 
out of his way(19).Tensions between Qasim and Mullah Mustafa al-Barzani began 
after less than two years of the latter is return. Abdul Karim Qasim felt Barzani 
is more popular with the Arab public than the Arabs Qasim himself. Qasim has 
described him on several occasions as a mere tribal leader whom he can “pull 
the rug from Under his feet, by applying the Agricultural Reform Law in 
Kurdistan”(20).David MacDowall provides a similar perspective .He refers to the 
existence of several interlocking struggle between various contenders for power  
during this period. At most obvious level there was clash of personalities. 
Foremost of these were Qasim and mullah Mustafa.  Qasim paranoid concerning 
his position and without a party organization of his own, soon found himself 
playing off one power group against another in order to neutralize potential  
challenger. Mullah Mustafa was invited back t from exile and was determined to 
assume the leadership of Iraqi Kurds(21).  

Because of an incident occurred in the Rania ,a Kurdish sub-district in 
the Sulaymaniyah ,a Brigade of Iraqi army was sent to pacify the area. This led 
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to an armed clash . It is noteworthy that the people in Rania  had filed 
complaints about  the actions of government employees and police officers and 
instead of trying to investigate the causes of complaints by the Kurds,  Qasim 
sent army unit to silence them.  By June 1961 Qasim policy of reversing earlier 
inclusive policy toward Kurds has taken full  strength .The Pro Qasim 
jumhuriyah newspapers  began to publisharticle which denied the existence of 
Kurdistan  and Kurds .In fact, some Arab nationalist went asfaras saying Kurds 
do not constitute a nation .  Kurdish officers in the Iraqi army were either 
transferred or expelled , Kurdish education was suppressed, youth and student 
Kurdish organizations were banned(22).  

Consequently, on 6 September 1961, a general strike was launched in 
Kurdish cities. The authorities tried to pass some army forces from the 
DisbandKhan Strait, to attack the mobilizing tribal forces in Sulaymaniyah. The 
army expected that this movement would lead to fighting. The war, started On 
September 10, 1961, the army launched an attack on several points.Although 
Barzani was reluctant to join the tribal rising, Qasimattacked Barzan only on the 
18th of September 1961, where the Iraqi Air Force dropped bombs on it.With 
this attack  the tribal rising against Qasim quickly took the form a 
comprehensive uprising against the government lasted nearly fourteen years. For 
all intent and purposes Qasim seems to have opted for Mustafa Kemal of  
Ataturk policy of assimilation toward Iraqi Kurd. The pro-Qasim newspaper  
called openly for such an assimilation. Pro-KDP, Khabat newspaper was 
involved in a series of articles to refute the chauvinistic views which were being 
aired in Baghdad(23).  

 

The Nature of the British  Involvement in IraqKurdish 
Question 1958-1961: 

The British stand on Qasim  and Kurds was dependent on several 
variables: the cold war between the US and USSR, Nasser’s influence in the 
Middle East, and the desire of the Iraqi neighbors who had sizable Kurdish 
minorities, especially Iran and Turkey. 

There was a general belief in Qasim’s mind and that of the personalities 
who were close to him that his conflict with the western owned petroleum 
company in Iraq , Iraq’s renewed claim on Kuwait, and the countries  close ties 
with USSR, had to account to a considerable degree with the problem in 
Kurdistan. This pattern of thinking has a bearing on the both Iraqi academicians 
and politician who have dealt with this period too.  
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At a press conference on September 23, 1961 ,Qasim told Iraqi  people “ 
we have documents to show that the British and United States governments were 
behind the separatist movement which we had defeated”.Qasim repeated this 
concern to the US and British officials in Iraq on numerous occasions(24).  

In order to evaluate this claim, which is still wide spread in the Iraqi 
circles, we need to present the wider the Middle Eastern context of the British 
and US policy towards Iraq and the Kurds during Qasim era. 

 

The Cold War in the Middle East and Iraq: 

The 1950s and early 1960s witnessed an intensification of the regional 
and international struggle in the Middle East. The main reason for this was the 
1958 coup in Iraq, which was presentedas a Communist plot, never seen before 
in an Arab or Muslim country . The USA considered what was happening in Iraq 
to be a preview of what was going to happen in the rest of the area, which would 
transform it into a Soviet stronghold. Qasim's regime was against western 
interests in Iraq . This was manifested  by the mentioned Qasim’s anti-western 
policy such as withdrawal from the Sterling Monetary Area and the Law No 80, 
which took over control from the foreign oil companies. He also supported Arab 
liberation movements, particularly the Algerian revolution against France. There 
was another Arab regime governed by a charismatic leader at this time - Egypt, 
led by Nasser who followed afterhis humiliation of the British and French in the 
Suez fiasco, which clearly exposed the latter allies of Israel and mortal enemies 
of the Arab people, by trying to unseat the Masonite Christian regime in 
Lebanon during the summer and autumn of 1958 . This compelled the USA to 
send its troops to Lebanon to protect the Christian  Masonite minority regime. 
After the collapse of the union between Egypt and Syria, Nasser sent his troops 
to Yemen to support the Republican regime there against the onslaught on it by 
the Saudi regime. "Nasser thus appeared to the west as a man bent on destroying 
their interests and influence in the area.(25)That same year, the shah uncovered a 
coup plot by the head of Iranian military intelligence, General Valiollah Qarani. 
In 1960, the Turkish military overthrew Prime Minister Adnan  in a military 
coup, and two years later Colonel Abdullah al-Sallal carried out a coup against 
the Imam of Yemen. They feared that either the Soviet-backed Nationalism 
could be used to America’s advantage by channeling its ideologicaladherents in 
directions consistent with its containment policies.(26). 

It was this deteriorating situation in the Middle East which accounts to a 
certain degree for, President Eisenhower issuing in January 1957 a war 
cry,announcing his administration’s doctrine that offered economic or military 
assistance “to secure and protect the territorial integrity and political 
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independenceof such nations. . . against overt armed aggression from any nation 
controlledby international communism.” The Eisenhower doctrine was aimed 
not just atcontaining the Soviet Union but at Nasser’s radical brand of Arab 
nationalism.(27) 

Qasim ‘s coup hadexacerbated the difficult challenge  for US to deny 
USSR direct access to Iraq forcing it to adopt a more forward posture in the 
Middle East. However, the US stopped short of intervention in Iraq due to 
concern that any act of intervention or sowing discord would result in instability 
which might spark regional war and pushes Qasim toward USSR(28). “Given this 
the Unite states recognized the new regime in November 1958 and anadopted a 
policy of seeking friendly relations  Accepting Qasim’s withdrawal of Iraq from 
Baghdad pact ,and  even considered limited military sale . In short, “so long as 
nationalist were in power, the Eisenhower administration could accept  Qasim 
regime”(29). 

Actually, Qasim had already, much earlier, accused the US of plotting 
against him; this had prompted the US ambassador to Iraq, Waldemar J. 
Gallman, to be instructed by the State Department on December 8, 1958 ‘to 
convince Qasim that there was no truth to the allegations that the United States 
was encouraging or supporting dissension in Iraq’. When Gallman met Qasim 
three days later, on December 11, Qasim told him that ‘the Kurds in the 
Sulimaniyah area were being incited against his government’ and that there was 
movement of individuals across the border with Iran. These ‘individuals’, 
according to Qasim, included people of both American and other nationalities. 
Qasim, therefore, was indirectly accusing the US of stirring up a revolt against 
him, including among the Kurds, and that, moreover, US personnel were 
involved in this. The ambassador denied the allegation, including the 
involvement of any US personnel(30).   

A report of CIA on  April 1960 complains that US was very ill-
informedabout Kurds in  Iraq ,and Gibson  quotes CIA source which present the 
US as being  ‘unsophisticated observer of events in 1958-59” in Iraq and had no 
Kurdish expert (31) .In  January of 1960 CIA report  US and British officials have 
apparently told Iraq foreign minister that their countries had no intention to use 
Barzani and Kurds who have been(32) .  

As for  J F Kennedy government’s policy towards Iraq during the first 
year was in many ways a continuation  of that its predecessor; the Kurdish issue 
is an internal matter of Iraq and no US official should avoid any direct dealing 
with the matter. For this reasons numerous Kurdish attempts by  Barzani and his 
representatives in the west for help were rejected outright(33). Alvandi  writes that 
Kennedy administration has asked Iran to keep hand off Iraqi Kurds because 
they wanted to placate Qasim’s regime and strengthen it as a bulwarks against 
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communism,. Infect US secretly sold weapon during this time to Iraq which was 
used mainly against Kurdish rebellion(34). 

The mentioned allegation of Qasim and Iraqi officials that the outbreak 
of the Kurdish rebellion in September 1961 was an attempt by western powers to 
undermine Qasim’s rule has unfounded bases.  Gerges and Fawaz attribute the 
rebellion to the mechanization of USSR and point to the Soviet memo by 
Shelepin in particular to use Barzani to start a Kurdish rebellion ton distract the 
US and its allies from the Berlin crisis. It appears that prior to the outbreak of the 
Kurdish rebellion mid- level US officials in Baghdad, Tehran, and Ankara had 
warned their superiors in Washington of that Kurdish revolt  is  coming  and it 
would serve only USSR interest. |However, “Kennedy administration did still 
did nothing…It was not until the Qasim regime expropriated the ICP 
concessionary holding in December 1961 that the US official s began to 
recognize Iraq’s threat to its interest”(35). 

The often quoted argument by Qasim that the US intervention in Iraq 
was through Iranian links with Barzani has equally no solid basis. In fact, it is to 
the contrary, whereas Iran desired to keep Iraqi army preoccupied in the north 
inorder to prevent it from posing direct military threat in the Gulf or to be 
involved in subversive activities in Khuzestan(36), the “United Sates wanted to 
prevent  the Kurdish war so that Qasim would be less dependent on  the 
Soviets(37). 

Kurd said that KDP maintains “close and friendly” contact Iranians both 
in Baghdad and Tehran. Iranians have agreed not interfere with border crossings 
or to stop aid given revolt by Iranian Kurds. Mullah Mustafa pleased but also 
wants material support from Iran. KDP official said Mullah Mustafa believes 
proposal bring Kurdistan into Iran as “autonomous republic” is attractive to 
Shah(38). However ,the US ambassador in Iraq was not supportive of any move 
by Kurds against  Qasim .He elegantly sum up US towards Iraqi  Barzani and 
KDP: 

. In regard to the Kurdish problems, and then of course the Kurdish 
revolts in '61, did the U.S. ever get involved in any way with any of the Kurd 
problems here in Iraq, or Iran 

JERNEGAN: We've always tried to stay away from that thing because 
any intervention on our part I would have been viewed very dimly by the three 
governments concerned. And, of course, two of them at least, the Turks and the 
Iranians, are friends of ours. In Iraq, we had no reason to love the Iraqi 
government but we never did intervene. I'm pretty sure this was true of all parts 
of the U.S. government, but certainly it was true of the Near Eastern Bureau of 
the State Department and of my own feeling that there was no percentage in 
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trying to support the Kurds against the Iraqis because in the first place the 
Kurds probably couldn't.., and in the second place it could have all kinds of 
unfortunate repercussions on the Kurdish situations in the territories of our two 
friends. And the prospects of creating a fine, free, prosperous Kurdistan --
independent Kurdistan--were so remote no matter what happened that even a 
humanitarian who wanted to crusade for Kurdish liberty couldn't have many 
hopes about it. The Kurds themselves had hopes, but there was no reason for the 
United States to share such wild ideas. So we werestrictly hands off even though 
the Iraqi government didn't believe it.They were largely convinced that we were 
up to something by the factthat several of our foreign correspondents, 
newspapermen, managed tosmuggle themselves into Iraqi Kurdistan, traveling 
over by way of Turkey 

and Iran, and to spend a few days or weeks over there(39). 

Like the US the British government had also discouraged regional 
governments from intervention in the Kurdish question. 

The Kurds also maintain regular contact with the UAR, which was 
“friendly but unhelpful”, and USSR Embassy Baghdad.  Barzani representative 
said Kurds were not willing "burn all bridges to Russia” unless they have 
assurances USG will support their movement. He said that he personally is given 
ID 1,000 per month by Soviet Embassy for certain Communist sympathizers in 
KDP but money goes into KDP coffers. Mullah Mustafa does not consider this 
small sum as assistance to movement. Kurds have asked Kuwait for assistance 
but Kuwait refused. British Embassy Baghdad confirms this. Said British have 
advised Kuwait give no money to rebels.Israel has offered assistance to Kurds in 
Europe but this refused—not because Kurds are anti-Israel but because they fear 
Israel might purposely reveal information and “movement” would be harmed 
throughout Arab countries(40). 

A September 11 memorandum from Strong to Talbot describes the 
public U.S. position on Iraq’s Kurdish problem as follows: "The United States 
considers the Kurdish problem in Iraq an internal matter which should be 
resolved internally. Our Government does not support Kurdish activities against 
the Government of Iraq in any way and hopes an early peaceful solution will be 
possible. It is our understanding that some of the Kurdish demands include 
requests for the reinstitution of certain constitutional guarantees. While the 
United States’ position is clear on the desirability of democratic constitutional 
life, any comment on these demands in Iraq would be an intrusion into that 
country’s internal affairs. We believe the future well-being of Kurds in Iraq, as 
well as those in Iran and Turkey, is inseparably tied to the well-being of the 
countries in which they reside. We know Turkey and Iran share this view, and 
believe the Iraq Government feels the same way.”(41) 
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 The British stand on Kurds was subject to their general policy towards 
Qasim which was initially hostile and willing to take a strong action in reaction 
to Qasim’s policies which were harming their interest directly in the Middle East 
in general and Iraq in particular. Kennedy and SirMacmillanBritish prime 
minster then had several exchange of letters and telephone calls in which the 
Macmillan was advocating a joint military attack to be coordinated with The 
Central Treaty Organization[CENTO] Pact members in order to change the 
regime of Qasim. However, the US argued such an attack on Iraq would provoke 
USSR to action and possible military confrontation.Britian realizing their past 
experience of unilateral action during the Sues crisis of 1956, was eventually 
forced to take US line of policy(42). 

However, the dictates of the Cold war realpolitik and lack of an effective 
support by US seem to have convinced the British to avoid direct confrontation 
with Qasim andnonintervention attitude towards the Kurds in Iraq.On December 
30 ,1960 Kennedy's National Security Advisor McGeorge Bundy sent the 
President a cable from the U.S. Ambassador to Iraq, John Jernegan, which 
argued that the U.S. was "in grave danger [of] being drawn into [a] costly and 
politically disastrous situation over Kuwait." Bundy also requested Kennedy's 
permission to "press State" to consider measures to resolve the situation with 
Iraq, adding that cooperation with the British was desirable "if possible, but our 
own interests, oil and other, are very directly involved."     Eventually the policy 
which was adopted was of conciliation and avoiding confrontation with Qasim 
so that he will forced into Soviet Orbit(43). 

Therefore, Sir Humphrey Trevelyan, the British ambassador in Baghdad, 
just after he left his office in Iraq,  wrote two letters, one titled “ the Rising in 
Iraqi Kurdistan” in which he argues that the Kurdish rising is due to Qasim’s 
“initial mistake” in bringing Barzani back to Iraq from USSR  to  use him 
against his fellow nationalist Arabs and reactionary Kurdish agha.  Trevelyan 
thinks Qasim had manipulated his allies and friends to make them subservient to 
him. However, he failed in this game with Barzani and   Qasim’s policy of 
divide and rule in Kurdistan created a chaotic situation which eventually led to 
the outbreak of the rebellion in September 1961(44).  letter to British Foreign 
Secretary, on October 26, 1961, he categorically denied his embassy’s any role 
in the rebellion.  He  attributes the outbreak of the Kurdish rebellion to the “ill-
management” of the Kurdish issue by Qasim.  He further thinks that Qasim 
accusation of  British government was due to his failed policy on Kuwait which 
British made him look “ridiculous”(45).  

However, British and American officials began to warn Iran not to 
promote Kurdish separatist activities against Baghdad. Both countries thought 
Kurdish separatism was unfavorable, and most of all feared that a Kurdish 
insurrection would drive Qasim even closer to the Soviet Union and the ICP(46). 
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 According to Mcduwall upon his return to Iraq Barzani had on several 
occasions before the start of the rebellion approached  British officials in Iraq 
asking for support  from Britain  for Kurdish rights in Iraq(47). In  February, 1960 
for instance British ambassador in Baghdad Mr. HumphreyTrevelyan and 
Barzani exchanged visits. Brazani and Sheikh Ahmed, the elder brother of 
Mustafa Barzani, reminded Trevelyan that they have been always a true friend of 
Britain and are willing to work with Britain again and they were disappointed 
with Qasim.In aletter from, Trevelyan on  Feb 29, 1960  British ambassador 
having met barzani came to conclusion that he was not soviet agent at all But the 
British official told Barzani that they had come to see him only as part of the 
general British policy to meet all Iraqi leaders and political parties who had been 
legalized by Qasim’s new law of legalizing the political parties. Trevelyan told 
Barzani in failing term that he considered the Kurdish question an internal 
matter of Iraq. Besides, before meeting Barzani Trevelyan had informed  Jawad 
Hashim, Iraq’s Foreign minister of his upcoming meeting with Barzani.  
Furthermore, the British officials had ordered their officials to limit their 
contacts with the Kurds in order to reduce Qasim’s suspicion of Britain interest 
in Iraq(48). 
 

 British Stand on Shah versus Nasser in Kurdistan 
However, Nasser also had an interest in developing amicable relations 

with the Kurds in order to use them to influence Iraqi politics and counteract the 
Shah’s influence. Nasser did not want to “leave the Kurds” for non-Arab 
regional actors, lest t0hey pit them against the Arabs under Nasser’s control. 
Nasser was thus for a peaceful solution of the Kurdish Issue within 
Iraq.Contending with these factors and bearing in mind these consideration, the 
Shah engaged in an alliance with the Iraqi Kurds, and by 1963, he was 
considering the Iraqi Kurds, in his own words, ‘as weapons’ to be used as 
necessary against Nasser and his ambitions in Iraq. This not only referred to 
Iran’s need to redefine its relations with the Iraqi Kurds, as explained, but was 
also to have a fundamental effect on the Iraqi Kurds’ relations with the US.After 
the overthrow of the monarchy in Iraq, one of the choices that the pro-US 
regional states of Turkey, Iran and Jordan made, with US blessing, was to launch 
a military invasion to topple Qasim’s regime. However, there was also a second 
choice. In his July 20, 1958 meeting with Edward Wailes, the US ambassador to 
Iran, the Shah ‘felt strongly that Turkey should not at [the] present time invade 
Iraq’ but nevertheless then suggested to the ambassador that if there was a lesser 
precipitous approach to the Iraqi situation then it would be to ‘work with local 
tribes in Iraq, including the Kurds, to try to win them over to our side’, among 
other measures. The Shah’s views as shared with the ambassador here are 
consistent with other sources cited in this section on this, which thus constitute 
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one consequence of the Revolution regarding the Iraqi Kurds.On July 23, three 
days after the meeting of the Shah with the American ambassador, the State 
Department instructed Wailes to meet with the Iranian leader again and provide 
the following response. In reference to the Shah’s suggestion that Iran could 
work with ‘local tribes including the Kurds’ to win them to ‘our side’ and thus 
influence Iraqi politics, the Department ‘agreed [that] that might be worthy of 
study as means of influencing developments’108 insofar as it related to non-
military action. Therefore, while the regional states most concerned with(49). 

The Kurds were viewing them suspiciously along with the USSR’s 
related strategy in the region, primary sources denote the Revolution as marking 
the start of a partial change in Iran’s policy towards the Iraqi Kurds, which was 
ultimately, by the early 1970s, to have profound implications for US views of 
the Iraqi Kurds, as the Shah ultimately drew the US in to back the Kurds in their 
war with Iraq. This it was directly related to the Cold War.After 1958, America 
and its regional allies were worried that the Revolution could pave the way for a 
Soviet push into the region or the takeover of Iraq by followers of Nasser or else 
communists; as for the Shah, Nasser and the Nasserites were ‘worse than the 
communists’(50). 

Iysa  Pejman, The SAVAK liaison officer with KDP in Baghdad  
laidstress on the possible role of the Kurds in upcoming changes in Iraq and on 
the necessity of strategic investment in the Kurdish question to undermine Iran’s 
western neighbors. Right after the coup, Pejman—now appointed as the head of 
SAVAK station in Baghdad—met Isa Zabihi,head of the KDP in Baghdad, to 
clarify to him Iran’s new strategic turn toward the Iraqi Kurds and asked him to 
hold a secret meeting with 

Barzani. Before that, he went to Sulaymaniyah during the Nowruz 
celebration  and successfully convinced Jalal Talabani to join Iran’s new plan.In 
the meantime, Pejman went to Paris to meet with an influential Kurdish cultural 
figure, Kamuran Ali Bedir Khan(51).Furthermore, Colonel Bahrami, director of 
SAVAK in Kermanshah, themost populated Kurd-inhabited city in Iran, offered 
Tehran to use a provincial radio to mobilize Iraqi Kurd tribes along the border 
by highlighting the corruption within Iraqi communist organizations. SAVAK 
then launched a Kurdish radio broadcast channel from Radio va Telvizion-e 
Melli-e Iran ]the National Radio and Television Organization of Iran] in 
Kermanshah d Mashhad. SAVAK-orchestrated Kurdish Radio was an effective 
propaganda campaign to counterweight both Iraqi revolutionary propaganda and 
Moscow’s new-founded Kurdish-language broadcasts. Managed by Shokrollah 
Baban, the Kurdish channel cooperated with several Kurdish cultural and 
intellectual figures, including Abdurrahman Sharafkandi )Hazhar Mukryani). 
“Indeed, the Kurdish newspaper and the Kurdish Radio both helped Iran to 
resuscitate its leverage among the Iraqi Kurds.SAVAK also built a personal tie 

ategeg
m

tegic gic egiggg
mem
icc

m
gicicicic

the che
met Imet mem

in tn t
oup, Pup, 

urur
thethe

ds ds 
aisais

inin
sonsonso
inin
on n onnnn ooffof

sserser



965 
 

with Barzani”. Despite strict Iraqi-Russian security in Baghdad, Pejman met 
Barzani for the first time and notified him of the Shah’s full readiness in support 
for the Iraqi Kurds. 

Barzani immediately welcomed the plan and promised him to be 
Iran’s“eternal friend and the Shah’s servant.” In return, he asked Tehran to avoid 
backing other Kurd Aghas, including Sheikh Latif Hafid Zadeh (Sheikh 
Mahmoud Barzanji’s son) and Mohammad-Rashid Baneh-ie who were both 
secretly supported by Iranian border guards. SAVAK then provided Barzani 
with a modest amount of ammunition and allowed him At the same time, 
Colonel Iraj Mansourpour was assigned as SAVAK’s 

military attaché in Iraqi Kurdistan to monitor a strategic supply route 
running to the Iranian border. With SAVAK’s financial support, two strategic 
military bases were built for Barzani’s Peshmerga along the border with Iran. 
“The scene was set for the Kurdish revolt”(52). 

We infer from these detailed discussion Kennedy administration had a 
detailed discussions and engagements with Qasim and Turkey and Iran . Before, 
September 1961 there is neither plan to topple Qasim or to assist a Kurdish 
rebellion against him. However, Iranian was using Qasim ill-policy toward 
Kurds and Barzani to put pressure on Iraq.However, this was supported by 
neither US nor British government. 

 

The USSR Connection to Barzani Rising: 

In early June 1961, shortly before the Kurdish War, the Berlin Crisis 
broke out. As the confrontation over Berlin escalated, Russian leaders began 
planning to turn the U.S. and its allies away from the Berlin Crisis and devise a 
strategy to create crises “in various areas of the world which would favor 
dispersion of attention and forces by the USA and their satellites, and would tie 
them down during the settlement of the question of a German peace treaty and 
West Berlin.” To destabilize Iran and Turkey, along with the U.S. and UK, KGB 
director Alexander Shelepin recommended employing the Russians’ old ties 
with Barzani “to activate the movement of the Kurdish population of Iraq, Iran, 
and Turkey for creation of an independent Kurdistan that would include the 
provinces of aforementioned countries …, [since it] evokes serious concern 
among Western powers and first of all in England regarding [their access to] oil 
in Iraq and Iran, and also in the United States regarding its military bases in 
Turkey.” Disappointed by Qasim’s unexpected shift and the purge of the ICP, 
the KGB saw the Kurdish War as a strategic asset to shake Qasim, “who [had] 
begun to conduct a pro-Western policy, especially in recent time.” influential 
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Iraqi-Kurdish leader, whose activities had been at the center of concerns by 
Turkish, Iraqi,Iranian and even Syrian governments, was indeed a long-running 
KGB agent (code-namedRAIS) from the end of the Second World War. 
According to Vladislav Zubok, in July 1961,by which time Barzani had returned 
to Baghdad from his exile in Moscow after the Iraqi Revolution, the KGB 
Chairman, Alexander Shelepin, suggested to the Soviet Premier Nikita 
Khrushchev that ‘old KGB connections’ with Barzani, now the chairman of the 
Kurdish Democratic Party, be used to ‘activate the movement of the Kurdish 
population of Iraq, Iran and Turkey for the creation of an independent Kurdish’ 
state. Thus, it is clear that the Soviets were adopting a dual approach to achieve 
their ends: supporting Communists and also minority movements in the region. 
The latter were particularly favored as Communist(53). 

However Hawrami Ali, in his  well-researchedarchival study on Kurds 
and coldwar notes: 

Soviets would support national self-liberation movements around the 
globe. However, while the history and Nasser’s amicability towards the Kurds 
may have been influenced by the Soviets, there is no indication to show that the 
latter actively pushed for a political Kurdish entity or for this strategy to have 
been implemented. Certainly, one may conclude, there was by no means 
anything like wholehearted support for the Kurds. The very fact of the small 
nature of the aid, as mentioned, was very clearly vastly disproportionate, falling 
an extremely long way short of the amount that would be required to seriously 
set about the task of establishing a Kurdish state by means of armed force(54). 

Before Mullah Mustafa's declaration of revolution in September 1961 he 
had traveled to the Soviet Union at an official invitation in October 1960, during 
which he explained to the Soviet officials In the Kremlin, the situation of Kurds, 
and the possibility of an uprising or coup against Abdul Karim Qasim, and 
appealed to them to extend a helping hand to the Kurdish people in all respects, 
and has taken a promise. It appears Barzani received a positive answer that the 
Soviets would send him sufficient equipment and weapons to be diverted to 
specific locations in the north-east to a site in the Valleynear Mount Shirin North 
Barzan. However, the execution of the plan was abandoned fora fear of 
discovery by other parties. 

After Mullah Mustafa returned to Barzan, he prepared a weapons 
stockpiling program .The Soviet Union acted as a mediator between the Kurds 
and weapon selling  and provided the amount through the Mr. Naskov, the first 
secretary of USSR  embassy in Baghdad.This was not implemented due to 
‘practical and political reasons’, but instead it was decided that the Soviets 
would provide some financial aid to the Kurds to buy weapons themselves on 
the black market. The majority of the weapons that the Kurds obtained via this 
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means were of ‘English and Czech ‘origin. Between March and September 1961, 
3000 weapons were bought and distributed in Kurdistan. Mustafa Barzani was 
already anticipating political turmoil or a military coup in Baghdad; thus, the 
Kurds were preparing for war(55). Barzani said  USSR aid was sent to  Barzanis 
wives from of Soviet origins  not for barzani. Qasim was suspicious of that. Iran 
was very upset too because Barzani promised not to have foreign relation 
without our knowledge(56). 

It seemed the logic of geopolitical contest with the U.S., as well as 
Qasim’santi-ICP campaign, changed its policy. In a historically unique juncture, 
the Soviet international competition with the U.S. opened a strategic opportunity 
for regional powers, Iran and Israel, to side with a local leader like Barzani(57). 

The US knew Barzani had received a monthly stipend of a thousand 
Iraqi dinars ($2800 in 1962) from the Soviets. The U.S. also believed the 
establishment of an independent Kurdistan would destabilize both Iran and 
Turkey and provided the Soviet a strategic base at the heart of the Middle East. 
In late September 1961, the Kurds promised the U.S. to join CENTO to function 
as a “bulwark against the Soviet Union.” Nonetheless, James Atkins, the U.S. 
embassy officer in Baghdad, rejected their request and called the Kurdish 
insurgency an Iraqiinternal affair(58).In the early 1960s, while he was fighting 
against the Iraqi authorities, Barzani, viahisrepresentative, first asked the United 
States for some support for his fighting and reminded the Americans that he was 
also prepared to approach the Soviets in order to defeat Qasim(59). 

This suggests that British and American officials were seriously 
contemplating to continue their course of non-involvement with the Iraqi Kurds, 
if Qasim would be overthrown(60). Besides, this also makes any previous covert 
U.S. involvement in the Kurdish rebellion even more unlikely. 
ThereforeAndreas Viswrites “I agree with the authors Rubin  who had earlier 
stated that no US intervention was in evidence in Kurds’ rebellion ,and Stephen 
C. Pelletiere when he writes that ‘there is no convincing evidence that either the 
United States or the USSR meddled in this first revolt of Barzani’, and that even 
if some form of support took place, it is certain that no heavy weapons were 
delivered(61). 

 Conclusion: 
 To sum up the allegations that there were foreign instigators for the 

Kurdish rebellion of  September 1961 have no sustentative evidences to support 
it. Although the Soviets did plan to avail themselves of Barzani, for political and 
practical reasons they seem to have abandoned the plan. Iran seems to have 
assisted some tribal Aghas who were resentful of Qasim, but it was the internal 
reasons within Iraq and Qasim’s abandonment of his earlier inclusive policy 
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towards the Kurds which stand to be the primary reason for the rebellion. British 
policy towards the Kurds during the years 1958-1961 was one of non-
interference in Kurdish affairs of Iraq. Though it was willing to take a more 
aggressive policy towards Qasim, the British government was forced to follow 
the example of the US policy in Iraq which was to a considerable degree dictated 
by cold war realpolitik and Kurdish question was viewed by US as an internal 
issue of Iraq .   

 

Notes: 
 

(1)  Phebe Marr, The Modern History of Iraq. Westview Press,2004) .pp. 106-105;   
Barzani and most KDP politbureau members thought KDP was not ready in 
September for a military encounter with Qasim. However , few individuals 
within KDP leaders thought of using the opportunity provided by tribal unrest to 
launch a national rising. (see Mustafa Barzani and the Kurdish Liberation 
Movement 1st ed. 2009 Edition  p,69-71;  David Mcdwal,A modern History of 
Kurds ,  I.B.Tauris; 3rd ed. edition (May 14, 2004)p.308 

(2)  Gamal Abdel Nasser, Egyptian army officer, prime minister (1954–56), and then 
president (1956–70) of Egypt who became a controversial leader of the Arab 
world, creating the short-lived United Arab Republic (1958–61), twice fighting 
wars with Israel 

(3) Abul Karim Qasim wasbornin 1914, Baghdad, Iraq and died Feb. 9, 1963, he was 
an army officer who overthrew the Iraqi monarchy in 1958 and became head of 
the newly formed Republic of Iraq. Qasim attended the Iraqi military academy 
and advanced steadily through the ranks and by 1955 he had become a high-
ranking officer. On July 14, 1958, Qasim and his followers  at Free Iraqi Officers 
used troop movements planned by the government as an opportunity to seize 
military control of Baghdad and overthrow the monarchy. ( see .  Aziz sibahi ,  
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The battles of Sheikh Abdul Salam II against the 
second conditionality, and his relations with Iran, 

Russia and Britain  
 

Abstract: 
After the emergence of the second conditionality and the adoption of a new 

central policy in which the policy was a cause of fear of Kurdish tribal leaders from 
the threat of this policy on their traditional inherited interests, this led to many of 
them stand against this conditionality and new rule in the Ottoman Empire. In 
looking closely at the positions of the sheikhs and the religious complaints, it 
appears that most of the orders and government laws issued by the second condition 
were based on their belief that they were against the Islamic law which led to these 
elders standing against these new policies and laws. The Kurdish movement in 
Barzan that led by Sheikh Abdul Salam Barzani broke out at the beginning of the 
second conditional period and continued until the outbreak of the First World War. 
During his movement, Sheikh Abdul Salam Barzani contacted the embassies of 
several countries. In 1914, he was arrested in Kurdistan of Turkey, and handed him 
over to magistrate of Wan, and then, sent him to Mosul, to be executed there after an 
immediate trial. 

 

Keywords: Sheikh Abdul Salam Barzani, Ottoman Empire, Britain, Russia, and Iran.






