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Permt nme to greet ny Kurdish friends with the only word |
know i n Kurdi sh: sarbasti, freedom You are anong the nations
worst treated by history, perhaps particularly since the Persian
and the Qtonman enpires in their arrogance sinply drew a |ine
across your ancient territory, your nountains and your fields, in
1639, calling it a "border”. And | greet the organizations that
are hosts to your conferences, be that LO skolan, the trade union
school in Sweden, or the CGovernment of Land N edersachsen in
Germany, with Weitblick, showing the human decency, conpassion
and solidarity their countries should have displayed but do not
| est they should step on sensitivities of fellow governnents.
"The Kurds have no friends", they say. Permt ne enphatically to
deny this; noreover, the circle is wdening, far beyond the cheap
friendship of having a common eneny in Saddam Hussei n.

As a peace researcher let ne nake ten points about peaceful
approaches to peace in the wlderness of direct and structural
vi ol ence under whi ch the Kurds have been | aboring for so |ong.

[1] | think the basic Kurdish three-step strategy is sound:
first, basic human rights inside the five countries where 20-25
mllion Kurds are living, second, regional autonony (possibly
within federal constitutions), and third, once in the future, a
united Kurdistan, one independent state anong others. The goals
are reasonabl e: why should the Kurds be denied what others enjoy?
No borders have to be redrawn. But strategies nmust be spelt out.

[2] To do so, let us keep in mnd whomthe Kurds are up
against. First, not less than four of the five big powers in the
I slam c world: Damascus of Omayyad fane, Baghdad of Abbasid fane,
and as nentioned above the Persian and Qttoman enpires. Second,
the two major Christian colonial powers, England and France of
Sykes-Picot and Bal four fame. And finally the two superpowers of
Cold War fane, the Soviet Union and the United States. True, the
Kurds have never been col onized by the United States; only by the
ot her seven. But the United States have betrayed the Kurds
twice, in 1975 and now very recently, in 1991. Both tines the
Kurds were encouraged to struggle against Baghdad, to please
Iran, or to destabilize Irag. Both tinmes they were | et down.

| think we have to be sonmewhat enpirical in these natters:
no third experinent or third proof of the perfidy of the United
States in these matters is needed. The Kurds are used to bal ance
the accounts in the deadly ganes anong the eight countries, or
ni ne when we include Israel. But we al so have to understand sone
reasons why the Kurds are let down by the U S. Here are five:

Allies that are states count nore than those that are not;
today's gane favors Turkey and Syria and disfavors Iraq and Iran,
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tonorrow the constellation may be sonething el se but not in favor
of the Kurds. The Kurds are distrusted because they are seen as
non-denocratic. They are seen as violent. Their oil and water
politics is not clear. And above all, they are a stateless nation
i ke Pal estinians and native Americans. Kurdish statehood | ooks
threatening to both sides of the powerful U S.-lIsrael alliance.
Pal estinians and native Americans may feel encouraged; there
m ght be a precedent used in UN bodi es; even export of statehood.

[3] | think these explicit or inplicit U S. argunents wll
have to be addressed since they are probably shared by many in
the powerful Western world. O course it is tenpting to join the
power game of shifting alliances. But this is also where the
Kurds have made major political mstakes in the past, follow ng
the old "the eneny of nmy eneny is ny friend" principle, finding
t hensel ves cooperating with the Gttomans and the U S, with both
Mossad and Savak. The Kurds shoul d cooperate with thensel ves and
with their true and nunerous friends in their efforts to gain
st at ehood, and refuse to be pawns in ganes of shifting alliances.

[4] Then, let us turn to the point about denocracy. A snall
town was liberated from Baghdad |ast spring; a conmmunist flag
came up, and so did a shock wave throughout the U S. for well
known reasons. The Anericans have sonething of an obsession
about communi sm But that flag does not stand for denocracy. Nor
do the weak points nade by the left wing critics of the Kurds,
pointing to the agha system and to nale domnance. | amnot in
a position to judge the validity of these and simlar points but
wi | | suggest sonething positive Kurds mght do and could do now
establish a denocratically elected Kurdish parlianent in exile,
for instance with two representatives for each 100.000 Kurds. O
course the elections have to be nade secretly, in sone of the
five regions nore so than in others. But it is not inpossible.
Qccupied nations during the Second world war devel oped nunerous
strategies for effective comunication under repression. Nothing
comuni cates a denocratic sentinment better than denocracy itself,
a point Palestinians mght also benefit from as could native
Anericans. The argunment should be nmet with facts, not with words.

[5] And the sanme applies to the argunent about violence:
rejection of violence is best communicated through nonviol ence.
Far frombeing an idealistic, even pious dream this is a najor
force of the twentieth century. Gandhi's nonvi ol ence was
necessary for the fall of the British raj in India which led to
t he general collapse of British colonialism in turn leading to
the collapse of Wstern colonialism since Britain, seen as the
nost civilized anong countries, had been the great |egitimzing
power. Martin Luther King's nonviolence led to the downfall of
the fascist racism of the U S South. The nonviolence of the
Buddhi sts in Vietnam and of the anti-Vi etnam war novenent in the
U S. and el sewhere contributed to the end of the Vietnam war. And
wi t hout the nonviol ence of the peace and the dissident novenents
the Cold Vear might still not have cone to an end: one single bonb
under a police car would have given the Stasis in East Cernany
the pretext they wanted. Today we know fromthe Stasi protocols
that in their viewthe major challenge to the system were sone
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priests and greens and conscientious objectors, and the Wnen for
Peace. A nonviolent march of hundreds of thousands, even mllions
of Kurds on the capitals of the oppressors is not unproblenatic.
But it mght bring nore sarbasti than violence or flight, anong
ot her reasons because of the tremendous world-wi de support it
woul d engender, "stirring sluggish consciences”" as Gandhi said
There is also much in the Islamc tradition to support this form
of action. That the British used gas in their brutal killing of
9.000 Kurds and Iraqgis sumer 1920, and the lragis killed 5.000
Kurds in Hal abja 1988 does not nean that the Kurds should do the
sane. Also, renenber: the others killed. But they did not wn.

[ 6] Very inportant in this connection, but also very
difficult, is to abstain from revenge. It is worth renmenbering
that after a brutal act of oppression two parties, not only one
is traumati zed: both the victins and the violent oppressor. The
victimside is obvious. But the oppressor also energes fromthe
act of nurder with one basic fear: one day they may cone back and
treat us the sane way as we treated them The fear of the night
of the long knives is not unfounded, as history inforns us. I
can take my own country, Norway, as an exanple. The Vikings
behaved atrociously in Russia in the tenth century, and, partly
as a result, we seemto be very afraid of them | know no other
case where such a small country bordering on such a big one has
remai ned untouched for thousand years. But conventional w sdom
in Norway tends to see this as a Russian ploy to lull us into a
fal se sense of security. And then they will strike. Paranoi d.

A declaration of non-retaliation may be helpful. The
oppressors of the Kurds have god reasons to fear the Kurds; that
fear may in itself block for a peaceful solution along the three-
step road. That obstacle can and shoul d be renoved.

[7] The Arab world depends on water, and the Wstern world
on oil; the Kurds sit on top of both and in large quantities. 1In
fact, near 200 mllion Arabs depend on water from three river
systens, one controlled by Ethiopia and Southern Sudan, one by
the Jews, and one by the Kurds. Any use of this as a lever to
force autonony will trigger off heavy viol ence beating the Kurds.
Develop a positive water policy promsing to share the basic
source of life with your fellow Mislins/human beings and you wl |
get very far, if not imediately, at least in the |onger run

And the sane applies to oil. Show your willingness to share,
under reasonable conditions, and those now controlling the Msul
vilayat, and | am not only thinking of Baghdad, wll have no

uncertainty and anxiety that mght |ead theminto very violent
reactions. There is nmuch beauty to old Bedouin norns of sharing
the oasis, and the water; and this can be generalized to the
source, and the oil. The Kurds should not do what the British
did, erecting fences around an oil oasis called Kuwait, unwlling
to share the riches that would derive fromit except on their own
very special ternms. Mich dial ogue i s needed, in and outside OPEC.

[8] Mbst inportant is the last point on the list of anti-
Kurdi sh argunents: the simlarity with other statel ess nations.



4 Appendix A: Some Background Papers

The argument nust be rejected; self-determnation is indivisible.
Far frombeing a liability this is a major strength. There may be
as many as 1300 stateless nations in the world, many of them
i nside the cl assical superpowers. The Kurdish nation nmay well be
the largest of the stateless, not nerely a repressed nation.
This is where you belong, in solidarity with the others, not
necessarily arguing statehood for all, but freedom for all,
what ever that mght nmean in the conplexity of the concrete case.

In solidarity wth Palestinians, Ti betans, Eritreans,
Kashmris, Tamls, East Tinoreans, Sam/lInuits, Amerindians,
Basques and Catal ans and the countless "mnorities" in Eastern
Europe and the Soviet WUnion to nention a few Like the Kurds
they are facing the second generation of decolonization. The
first generation we know decolonization from the classical
Western colonial powers, eight of the nenbers of the European
Community: England and France, Belgium and the Netherlands,
Germany and Italy, Spain and Portugal. Their colonialism was
certainly in contradiction with the denocratic and human rights
val ues these countries espouse, so often and so loudly. But the
decol oni zation fromthese powers, dismantling their enpires, was
by and large successful. However, psycho-politically this had
the strange effect of blinding people to other colonialisns; that
entire discourse was hitched onto the Wst, naking others | ook
better. In fact, had the Kurds been colonialized after the fall
of the Qtorman enpire by England-France in any conbination the
Kurds woul d probably have a Kurdistan today. But they are not,
and the idea that countries that had suffered Wstern colonialism
could do exactly the same to people within their borders did not
easily get rooted. A good exanple was and is the Soviet Union,
obviously an enpire but contiguous, not looking |ike the Wstern
colonial "overseas" construction. And the sane applies to the
former colonies: there is a long step fromthe self-righteousness
of a victimto seeing oneself as the problem (watch out, Kurdish
friends!) As two Australian peace researchers, Herb Feith and
Alan Smth have suggested: a new UN machinery is needed. One
problem is that the Third Wrld majority may exercise a veto.
Thus, Bangl adesh had to be created out of East Pakistan through a
war; the decol oni zati on nmachi nery being largely irrel evant.

O course there are also possibilities within the old
nmachi nery, such as the Human Ri ghts Conm ssion with subgroups and
the Working G oup on Indigenous Populations. And then there is
the new (1991) Unrepresented Nations and Peoples ganization
(UNPO with secretariats in The Hague and Ceneva training nenbers
ininternational |aw, negotiation and diplomacy in general.

[9] There are nmany roads to Kurdistan, and there are many
steps on the roads. It is inportant to spell out a nunber of
possibilities, or "plausibilities", short of a state for all
Kurds. Moreover, in a nmodern world of increasing interdependence
it is not obvious that the classical unitary state is always the
best solution, especially when judged on its bad track record of
bel | i gerence. Consider these possibilities:

- internal autonony in the five countries, possibly within the
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framewor k of federal constitutions for these countries giving the
Kurds in all five veto in internal affairs, including over the
use of their own resources;

- Kurdish as admnistrative language in all five "autonom es",

- the four freedons of the European Common Market anong the five,
with inproved neans of transportation/comunication in difficult
terrain, facilitating peaceful intra-Kurdish activities;

- the denocratically elected all-Kurdish parlianment referred to
under [4] above as an wunbrella for articulation of conmon
concerns, possibly to be recognized in sone way by inportant
international organizations.

The sumtotal of all of this is Kurdistan as a confederation
or association of regions within federations. This may al so be
advantageous to the non-Kurds in all five countries. Mor eover,
all these are steps on the way and can be realized independently
of each other, taking sone of the threatening absolutism out of
the struggle. At the sane tinme each step is conpatible with the
first two goals of the Kurdish novenent, human rights and
aut onony. On the other hand, work on itens such as those
nmentioned can go ahead without waiting for their inplenentation.

And to go ahead is urgent. Most peopl e woul d agree today
that there can be no peace in the world wthout peace in the
M ddl e East, densely coupled as the Mddle East situation is to
the rest of the world, and not only through oil economcs but to
the conplex entanglenments of peoples seeing thenselves as
anointed by the Alm ghty for key regional and even global roles
and of suppressed nations, the Palestinians the Kurds being the
nost i nportant. So, there can be no peace in the Mddl e East
wi t hout a reasonabl e settlenent of the Kurdish issue.

There can be no doubt that the Kurds wll prevail.
Experience shows that four conditions are inportant for a
political novenent to succeed:

- the novenent has to be against an undisputed ill, such as
deni al of self-determnation and ot her human rights;

- the nmovenment has to be in favor an undi sputed good, and the
effort above is designed to show that the five countries where
Kurds |ive today have nothing to fear and nmuch to gain from a
dynam c settl enent;

- the novenment has to be broadly based, not only anong Kurds but
al so anong others and the synpathy for the Kurdish cause, as
opposed to the anti-Saddam Hussein cause is increasing rapidly as
seen by the may committees and journals and neetings and by the
amount of know edge found in the popul ation at |arge; and

- the novenment has to endure, over a long tinme. This condition
has certainly been fulfilled, even over-fulfilled to the point
that the issue often has been seen as unsol vabl e and peopl e get
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tired. Wen that has been the case | suggest it is because the
ot her conditions have not been adequately net.

W are talking about one of the oldest cultures in the
world, fromthe early Mesopotam a records onwards. There was a
glinpse of hope in the Treaty of Sevres in 1920, to be crushed in
the Treaty of Lausanne 1923, probably because the unity of Turkey
was seen as essential by the Western powers to contain the threat
of bol shevism Not strange that the Kurds got not only inpatient
but desperate, sonetines engaging in a violence bordering on the
suicidal and in a politics pitting them against such natural
allies, other statel ess nations, as the Arneni ans.

But throughout all of this Kurdish culture has survived.
This is why it is so inportant not to organize any political
conference without the cultural elenent. People in the world
have to learn to see the Kurds as carriers of a rich culture in
the Famly of Man independent of whether they enjoy political
unity or not. There has been nmuch too much identification of
culture with political statehood, because of the ideology of the
nation-state. And the inplication, in the m nd of nany, has been
that a people without a state cannot be a real nation, neaning
carrier of a culture; and consequently inferior.

This is a vicious circle fromwhich the Kurds have to be
|iberated. Let one thousand conferences such as these grow and
bl ossom giving testinony to the urgent and just demands of the
Kurdi sh peopl e. But in so doing never forget that there is
always the other side; and particularly the five countries. The
Kurds are in the mddle, denmanding recognition. Muybe the Kurds
should al so see thenselves as a unifying elenent, as a bridge
bet ween countries and cultures, as a cenment of the Mddl e East.

And in so doing be a factor of peace, not only a
beneficiary.



