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Introduction
This article is relevant to the debates taking place today, regarding the nature of the Iraqi Kurdish conflict and 
thefuture of the state of Iraq. It investigates crucial and less explored questions related to the Kurds’ perspective 
on the process of annexation of the Kurdish region to Iraq in the 1920s. In an effort to address the problem, 
many scholars on Kurdish issueshave dealtwith good governance policies, political space and democratisation, 
and the federalism of Iraq. However,little attention, if any, has been given to the question of how the Kurds 
perspective on the creation of Iraq and the manner in which the Kurdish region was attached to itin the 1920s 
havereshaped Kurdish-Iraqi relations. Additionally, very few scholarswho focused on the Kurdish-Iraqi conflict 
were able to have access to resources andbooks written in Kurdish and Arabic. Consequently, literature on 
Kurdish study failed forthe most part, to include the Kurdish perspective on the process of annexation of 
their region to Iraq after World War I (WWI).This article presents the Kurdish narrative in their voice and 
by using previously untapped Kurdish and Arabic resources. It explains why a Kurdish narrative helps in the 
understandingof the nature of Kurdish nationalism and the Iraqi-Kurdish conflict. 

Initially, the article briefly highlights the manner in which Southern Kurdistan was incorporated into Iraq. 1Then 
it investigates how the international communities, the League of Nations and the British colonial power dealt 
with the Kurdish issues prior to the incorporation of Southern Kurdistan within Iraq. It highlights promises that 
were given to the Kurds by international actors and how these promises reshaped their hopes and expectations 
to attain independence. Next, it tackles the question of how and why the Kurds rejected the legitimacy of the 
attachment process and, accordingly, Iraqi rule in the Kurdish region. This article attempts to cover the narrative 
of successive generations of Kurdish nationalists. Chronologically Kurdish nationalists can be divided onto four 
generations: the first generation (1918 to 1938), the second generation (1939-1960), the third generation 
(1961-1990), and the most recent generation (1991-present). 

American Research Journal of History and Culture 
ISSN-2379-2914
Volume 3, Issue 1, 10 Pages 

Research Article                                                                                                                    Open Access

The 1926 Annexation of Southern 
Kurdistan to Iraq: the Kurdish Narrative

Abstract: The collapse of the Ottoman Empire and the establishment of many ‘nation-states’ in the region, 
alongwith promises given to the Kurds following World War I, had revived Kurdish hopes for the establishment 
of their own independent state. Initially, Britain made a clear-cut political and administrative distinction 
between Southern Kurdistan and Iraq and reluctantly supported a local Kurdish government. By 1924, 
however, the British had destroyed the Kurdish government and one year later, through the League of Nations, 
arranged a referendum to provide a legitimate framework for the attachment of Kurdistan to Iraq. From the 
very beginning, Kurdish leaders rejected the legitimacy of Iraqi rule in Kurdistan by insisting on their right to 
self-determination and the establishment of an independent Kurdish state. This perspective has been shared by 
all successive generations of Kurdish nationalists until the present day. Accordingly, the Iraqi-Kurdish conflict 
has plagued the country since the 1920s with the incorporation of the Kurdish region into the newly created 
nation state of Iraq. 

Keywords: Kurds, Kurdish Nationalism, Britain, League of Nations, Iraq

Aram Rafaat
aramrafaat07@yahoo.com

Received Date: May 31, 2017               Accepted Date: June 12, 2017        Published Date: June 27, 2017

www.arjonline.org



Page 2

The focus will be on narratives of these generations on three intertwined topics. Firstly, the article tackles the 
question of how the Kurds perceived the referendum held by the League of Nations to determine the future of 
Southern Kurdistan. Secondly, it addresses the question of how the Kurdish nationalists perceived the role of 
Great Britain in the process of annexation of their land to Iraq. Finally, the article attempts to answer the question 
of whether the Kurds rejection of the legitimacy of the annexation process means their denial of the legitimacy 
of Iraqi authority in Kurdistan. This study also traces the relationship between the process of annexation of 
Southern Kurdistan to Iraq and the Kurds demand for the right of self-determination. By doing so, this article 
explains how and to what extent the Kurds’ perspective on the incorporation of Southern Kurdistan into Iraq has 
become the main obstacle to their integration within Iraq, and therefore the basis of the Iraqi-Kurdish conflict.

From Hope of Independence to a Neglected Minority  
The modern state of Iraq was created in 1921, initially out of two Ottoman provinces, Basra and Baghdad. 
These two provinces were occupied by Britain in 1914 and 1917 respectively. On November 2, 1918, Britain 
also invaded Mosul city, the capital of another Ottoman province, namely the province of Mosul. This province 
constituted the major area of what is today known as Iraqi Kurdistan. In addition to the city of Mosul,the colonial 
power invaded the city of Kirkuk and the rest of the Kurdish region of Southern Kurdistan mostly remained 
outside its rule or only had a symbolic presence.2In fact, the rest of Southern Kurdistan was controlled through 
its Royal Air Forces (RAF). In 1926, however, Southern Kurdistan was officially attached to the newly created 
state of Iraq.

Prior to the League of Nations’ recommendations, Kurdish right to self-rule and even to an independent state 
had been emphasised by several international treaties and declarations. The US President Woodrow Wilson’s 
famous Fourteen Points, declared on January 8, 1918, is a prime example. President Wilson not only promoted 
the principles of self-determination, but he also aided and abetted the Kurdish hopes to attain such a right. 
In Point 12, Wilson declared that “other nationalities which are now under Turkish rule should be assured 
an undoubted security of life and an absolutely unmolested opportunity of autonomous development.”3 Thus, 
seeing them as one of the non-Turkish minorities of the Ottoman Empire, Wilson promised self-determination 
for the Kurds. The Paris (Versailles) Peace Conference held in 1919, an international conference in which a 
Kurdish delegation was represented, produced another international document. In a memorandum to the 
Conference, Sharif Pasha, the head of the Kurdish delegation, presented a map of ‘greater Kurdistan’ for the 
proposed independent Kurdish state.4The Conference went on to support the principle of self-determination 
for the Kurds. Another international document is Articles 61 and 63 of the Treaty of Sevres (1920) which clearly 
proposed an independent Kurdish state.5 The commonly held belief among the Kurds was that their right to 
self-determination had been recognised in several treaties and, as a result, they were entitled to 
practice such self-determination. Thus, the Kurds’ hope to attain autonomy and independence had 
been formally substantiated.

From 1918 to 1924, that is prior to the formal annexation of Southern Kurdistan to Iraq, Britain dealt with the 
Kurdish region as a separate entity. In this period, the Kurds enjoyed a degree of self-rule, albeit intermittently. 
While the British occupied Iraq and imposed direct colonial rule in Iraq for several years (with the exception of 
Kirkuk), Kurdistan had never experienced this. In fact, the British made a clear-cut political and administrative 
distinction between Southern Kurdistan and Iraq.6 They proposed an autonomous Kurdistan region and 
even recognised the authority of Sheikh Mahmud as a Hukmdar(Ruler).7 Sheikh Mahmud founded his first 
government in October 1918 which lasted until June 1919. This nascent Kurdish sta te raised the Kurdistan 
flag, designed its emblem and issued stamps to represent it.8 In November 1918, Sheikh Mahmud replaced 
the Turkish language with Kurdish as the official language of Kurdistan.9 On June 9, 1919, however, Sheikh 
Mahmud was captured by the British forces and was taken to Baghdad for trial.10 He was charged by the British 
with armed rebellion, bringing down the British flag and raising the Kurdistan flag. The court sentenced him 
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to death, but the sentence was commuted to ten years’ imprisonment and he was sent to the Andaman Islands 
in India to serve out his sentence.11 Under pressure from the Kurdish people, Britain finally released Sheikh 
Mahmud and permitted him to return from exile in 1922. With the help of British officials he established the 
second Kurdish government that lasted until 1924, and proclaimed himself as the King of Kurdistan. During this 
period, the role of British officials in Kurdistan was confined to that of providing political and administrative 
advice to Sheikh Mahmud. British officials in London and the Middle East often referred to the autonomous 
entity as the ‘Kurdish state.’

Despite this, neither the international treaties were implemented, nor did British support for the Kurdish 
autonomy continue.  The international communities’ promises have never come to fruition; the Kurds were left 
without a state as they became a minority in the newly created state of Iraq, Iran, Turkey and Syria. The Treaty 
of Lausanne between Turkey and the victorious Allies in 1923, which superseded the Treaty of Sèvres, bore no 
specific reference to the Kurds; instead it promised only tolerance for minorities in general. As we have seen 
above, from 1918 to 1923, British policy fluctuated with regard to Kurdish independence.  However, by 1924, the 
British had abandoned its policy of supporting a Kurdish autonomy and/or independence. Instead, the British 
placed demands on Kurdistan on behalf of Iraqand used their position as a mandate and colonial power to 
incorporate the region into Iraq. Britain also used different means to eliminate the Kurdish national movement. 
With massive bombings the British terrorised the Kurdish populace, destroyed the Kurdish government of 
Sheikh Mahmud, and occupied its capital in 1924.12 To accomplish their mission,  and to provide a legitimate 
framework for this process of annexation, Britan mandated the League of Nations to hold a symbolic referendum 
over the future of Mosul provice (i.e. Southern Kurdistan). The British were already involved in a dispute with 
Turkey, and were also fighting with the Kurds over the future of Kurdistan. Within this environment it was 
expected that the League of Nations’ recommendation would more closely reflect British interests rather the 
Kurdish desires.

To arrange the referendum and determine the future of the Kurdish region, the League of Nations established 
a Fact-Finding Commission (FFC) in September 1924. A referendum was held by the FFC in 1925, the main 
question being whether the people of Mosul province (Kurdistan) wanted to be part of Iraq or Turkey. Following 
the referendum, the League of Nations recommended the incorporation of Mosul province into the Iraqi state. 
In its report the FFC revealed that if the ethnic consideration had to be taken into account, an independent state 
of Kurdistan should be established. As the FFC admitted most of the people of Kurdistan did not possess any 
feeling of solidarity with the Arab kingdom of Iraq.13 The lack of popularity for the idea of annexing Kurdistan 
to Iraq is evident in that only 32 out of 6,000 people in Sulaimaniyah city voted for Iraq.14 Moreover, the FFC 
ruled out the option of an independent Kurdish state and only offered the choice of a union with Turkey or 
Iraq.15 Since the FFC referendum was limited to tribal chiefs, sheikhs and religious notables, the majority of the 
population was excluded. Many of those who did participate were not aware of the goal behind the referendum 
and its political consequences; in addition, they were not offered other alternatives.16 In sum, by 1924, Great 
Britain destroyed the Kurdish self-rule and by 1925, the nascent Kurdish hopes for autonomy or independence 
were squashed. One year later, in 1926, Southern Kurdistan was officially attached to the newly created state 
of Iraq. Thus, the Kurds were left without a state as they became a neglected minority in the Arab dominated 
state of Iraq.

The Kurds’ Rejection of the League’s Decision
The manner in which the Kurdish region was attached to Iraq had a profound effect on Kurdish nationalism and 
Kurdish-Iraqi relations. Scrutiny of the political discourse and literature of four different generations of Kurdish 
nationalism explains how the Kurds perceived the League of Nations’ decision. The first generation is those who 
fought for an independent Kurdistan against Britain and later the Iraqi state after the annexation of Kurdistan 
to Iraq. Sheikh Mahmud, who established a de facto Kurdish self-rule from 1918-1920 and 1922-1924 and later 
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fought for Kurdish independence until 1932, is a striking example. He rejected the legitimacy of the League of 
Nations’ decision to authorise Britain to force Kurdistan to join Iraq. In a letter to the League he stated that their 
decision was a grave injustice that harmed the moral status and reputation of the League.17 The importance of 
Sheikh Mahmud’s stance lies in the fact that he was and still is considered by many Kurds as a king of the first 
Kurdish kingdom in the modern era. Another example of the perceptions of this generation is the nationalist 
poet Sheikh Salam, who witnessed the rise and decline of Sheikh Mahmud’s rule. He described the League as a 
wily and deceptive organisation that had become a stick in the hands of the British.18

The second generation is the post WWII Kurdish nationalistswho created modern political organisations and 
introduced modern ideologies such as democracy, leftism, and liberalism into Kurdish society. This generation 
of Kurdish nationalists built their discourse on the illegitimacy of the process of annexation and the Iraqi rule 
of Kurdistan. For example, in its proclamation, dated 18th January 1946, the Kurdish RizgariParty, 19 described 
the process of annexation of Kurdistan to Iraq as a division of “Kurdistan by force and without consulting the 
Kurds.”20 The Kurdistan Democratic Party (KDP), a party that has dominated the Kurdish political sphere since 
its establishment in 1946, is another example. In its National Charter, ratified in 1946, the KDP charged the 
League with disregarding the Kurdish voice for the realisation of their liberty and dealing with Kurdistan as 
war booty. Viewing in this way, the KDP described the League asan agency of the imperialist countries that 
safeguarded British interests.21

The third generation of the Kurdish nationalist movement, who lead the military rebellion against the state of 
Iraq, followed the same norms of their predecessors in rejecting the legitimacy of the annexation process. For 
example, in 1970, Jalal Talabani, then the leader of the politburo faction of the KDP,stressed the illegitimacy 
of the annexation of Kurdistan to Iraq and considered it as a decision imposed by the British.22 Nawsherwan 
M. Emina nationalist leader, the second in charge of the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan (PUK) and the secretary 
general of the Kurdistan Toilers’ League (Komalla), is another example.23 He maintained that the League of 
Nations was a protector of British interests and Kurdistan was attached to Iraq based on British interests and 
requests.24 The fourth generation of the Kurdish nationalist movement represents the post-1991 uprising which 
led to the establishment of a de facto Kurdish state known as the Kurdistan Region. This generation also joined 
their predecessors in rejecting the legitimacy of the League’s decision and considering Iraq as an occupier of 
Kurdistan. For instance, The New and Modern History, a history curriculum for grade 12 high school students 
in the Kurdistan region, teaches that the Kurds’ desire was for an independent state, but the League of Nations 
decided to annex Kurdistan to Iraq without consulting its population.25 The textbook also describes Kurdistan 
as an “occupied country” and the Kurds as “a subjugated nation.”26 Thus, the common belief among successive 
generations of Kurdish nationalists since the annexation of Southern Kurdistan to Iraq is that of the League of 
Nations’ decision was illegitimate and did not represent the desire of the Kurdish population. 

Attaching Kurdistan to Iraq: A Decision imposed by the British  
All successive generations of Kurdish nationalists described above also share a similar on the role of the British 
in incorporating Southern Kurdistan into Iraq by means of force. Being part of Iraq, from Kurds perspective, 
was an imposition designed to fulfil the goals and intentions of British colonialism rather of the Kurds. The first 
generation of Kurdish nationalists resented their new status as minorities in Iraq. Their hope for independence 
was undermined, the administrative autonomy promised to the Kurds was abandoned, and their cultural and 
linguistic rights were compromised. In addition to these disappointments, the King and the Iraqi state elite 
advocated centralism and pan-Arabism. This resulted in creating new wounds and deepening existing ones. 
Kurdish nationalist feelings were further heightened as a result. Highlighting Britain’s role in the process of 
annexation of Southern Kurdistan to Iraq, Sheikh Mahmud stated that only with the help of the British army 
and the Royal Air Force (RAF) could Iraqi Arab forces enter Kurdistan.27 Rightly or wrongly, Sheikh Mahmud 
believed that were it not for the British support offered to the Iraqi state, not only the liberation of Kurdistan 
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from Arab rule but the occupation of Baghdad by the Kurds would have been possible28 Similarly, Sheikh Kadir, 
a Kurdish nationalist who acted as the Prime Minister in Sheikh Mahmud’s government, stressed that only the 
presence of the British enabled the Arabs to enter Kurdish territory.29

The Anglo-Iraqi Treaty of 1930 terminated the British mandate and guaranteed the independence of Iraq and 
its membership in the League by 1932.30 The Kurds were both shocked and disappointed by the manner in 
which the British mandate was terminated and Iraq’s subsequent independence granted. This strategic plan 
was implemented without obliging Iraq to fulfil promises already made to the Kurds. The Kurds accused the 
League of Nations, the British, and Iraq of failing to fulfil their commitment to the Kurds, by engaging in actions 
that were interpreted to be a wholesale betrayal of their express commitment to the Kurds.31 The feeling of 
being betrayed further alienated the Kurds and their oppositional status was augmented to the extent that 
their inherent rivalry developed into a military confrontation that would last for decades. A supreme irony is 
that the same Kurdish rebels that fought the British and Iraqis also sought British protection. Sheikh Mahmud 
and Mustafa Barzani, who were in constant rebellion against the British, preferred British rule over that of the 
Iraqis. In two separate memoranda, both leaders demonstrated their willingness to obey the British rather 
than the Iraqis.32 Viewing Iraq as an occupier of Kurdistan, the Kurds insisted on League of Nations’ protection 
from the exploitation of Iraq.33 From 1930 to 1932, Kurdish leaders and different segments of Kurdish society 
presented dozens of petitions to the League and often to the British seeking support. Kurdish demands ranged 
from a limited autonomy to the independence of Kurdistan.

In 1930, the year of the Anglo-Iraqi Treaty, three Kurdish political organizations were founded. The first was the 
clandestine National Committee, and the second was the licensed Victory Association. The latter was founded 
as a cultural association, but soon was banned due to its political activities aimed against the British-Iraqi 
rulers. The third was the Kurdish Progressive Association that centered its political activities on reverse the 
British decision of the attachment of Kurdistan to Iraq. During the second half of 1930, two new organisations 
were founded that demonstrated a more developed approach within the Kurdish political movement. The                
Anglo-Iraqi Treaty of 1930 and the granting of independence to Iraq in1932 were followed by a series of 
disturbances and rebellions. The two largest rebellions were those lead by Sheikh Mahmud in March 1931, and 
Barzani during 1930-1932.   

The second generation adopted a more radical anti-British stance and introduced anti-imperialism into Kurdish 
political literature. In 1944, the YeketiTekoshin (hereafter Tekoshin) was established and later evolved into the 
Communist Party of Iraqi Kurdistan, which was popularly known as Shoresh.  There were several pillars of 
Tekoshin ideology that became the legacy of and embraced by many Kurdish political parties. The main legacy 
of Tekoshin was the adoption of an anti-imperialist discourse. The Tekoshin insisted that one of its main goals 
was to liberate Kurdistan from imperialism and its reactionary agents (i.e., the Iraqi state and the Kurdish 
tribal and religious leaders).34 In 1945, the Rizgari Party issued a memorandum stating that Kurdistan had been 
incorporated into Iraq by force without consulting the Kurds. The Rizgari Party also described the annexation 
asthe dismemberment, exploitation and humiliation of the Kurds by “hateful imperialism.”35 It is noteworthy 
that from the 1940s in the struggle against imperialism, (i.e. the British) was a common goal of most Kurdish 
parties. Kurdish animosity toward the British resulted in their embracing the socialist camp along with their 
ideas. 

A similar perspective on the British role in forcing Kurds to be part of Iraq was shared by the third generation 
of Kurdish nationalists. In 1960, the Khabat newspaper, the mouthpiece of the Kurdistan Democratic Party 
(KDP), published an article written by the Party’s general secretary, suggesting that historically the term ‘Iraq’ 
had been used to describe a land much smaller than what is known today as Iraq. Khabat further explained that 
Kurdistan had never been part of Arab land, and the part annexed to Iraq was part of Kurdistan and not Arab land. 
Khabat also stressed that the term ‘Iraq’ as a political entity was formed after WWI, by the forcible annexation 
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of Southern Kurdistan to Iraq. In 1988, Jalal Talabani, the founder and the leader of the PUK since 1975, stated 
that Iraq, which included Kurdistan, was an artificial and problematic entity created by ‘imperialism’. Talabani 
also insisted that the Kurds had been forcefully incorporated into Iraq by British imperialist army forces against 
their rights and own wishes. He also argued that the annexation was a gift to its ‘puppet’ regime, the Arab rulers 
of Iraq, for helping the British fulfil their imperialistic goals.36 Komalla accused Britain as being an occupier of 
Kurdistan who attached part of the Kurdish homeland to the country of Iraq.37 Another important organisation 
that rejected the legitimacy of the annexation of Kurdistan to Iraq is the Iraqi Kurdistan Front (IKF). The IKF 
was established in 1987/1988 as an umbrella for all Kurdish political parties, including the PUK and the KDP.38 
In in its constitution the IKF pointed out that the incorporation of Kurdistan into Iraq was an imperialistic 
decision that went against the wishes of the Kurdish nation.39

The latter generation of Kurdish nationalists also viewed the incorporation of Kurdistan within Iraq as a deed 
of imperialism by the British. Founded in 1992, the Kurdistan Regional Parliament, then known as the National 
Assembly of the Kurdistan Region (KNA) or the Parliament of Kurdistan, stated that against Kurdish will and 
demands, Southern Kurdistan had been attached to Iraq by the use of force.40 In 2008, a similar interpretation 
was given in decree no. 2 of the Kurdistan parliament. It insisted that as a result of colonial economic interests 
and hegemony Southern Kurdistan had been attached to Iraq.41 Thus, it is widely believed that to fulfil imperialist 
interests, aka British interests, Kurdistan was annexed to Iraq and this was done against Kurdish wishes and 
without considering Kurdish opinion. 

Annexation of Kurdistan to Iraq is a Usurpation of the Kurdish Right of 
Self-Determination
The common belief among the Kurds is that the Kurdish nation is eligible for, but deprived of, the right to                  
self-determination. From the Kurds perspective, the attachment of Kurdistan to Iraq was imposed upon Kurdistan 
through an imperialistic process against its will and this meant the usurpation of their right to self-determination. 
Viewed in this way, many Kurds understood their right to self-determination to be usurped by the British and 
the League of Nations. Most political parties, personalities and institutions in the last century have described 
the annexation of Kurdistan to Iraq as a clear violation of the Kurds’ right to self-determination. As early as the 
1930s, TawfiqWahbi, the authorised representative of many Kurdish organisations and leaders, called for the 
right toself-determination.42 A similar view was adopted by the second generation of Kurdish nationalism. For 
example, in the 1940s the Rizgari Party stated that the awarding of Kurdistan to Iraq ultimately led to the denial 
of self-determination for the Kurds Kurds. The Rizgari Party demanded full natural rights and a full opportunity 
for self-determination for the Kurds.43 Between 1940 and 1958 Kurdish nationalists unsuccessfully pursued 
another method which was to communicate with various international bodies and leading statesmen.  Jwaideh 
reviewed 24 letters and Andrews (1982) documented 20 letters, notes and memoranda that were presented 
by Kurdish nationalists to foreign powers. They found that the Kurds’ demands ranged from protection and 
minority rights to the right to self-determination and full independenceindependence.44

The third generation also followed the same norm of their predecessors. For example, the Kurdistan Toilers’ 
League (Komalla) that dominated the Kurdish political scene in the 1980s described the attachment of Kurdistan 
to Iraq as a usurpation of the Kurds right toself-determination.45 In 1988, Talabani, then secretary general of 
the PUK, held that the process was a clear violation of the Kurds’ right to self-determination.46 In 
fact, self-determination has beena constant theme of the PUK since 1985.47 The IKFalso stated that 
the Kurdish question was a direct result of the usurpation of the Kurds’ right to self-determination. The IKF 
emphasised that a lasting and just settlement of the Kurdish question rests on the attainment of the right 
to self-determination.48 The latter generation has also adopted a similar perspective. In 1992, the 
Kurdistan National Assembly (Parliament) stressed that the Kurds were entitled to practice their right 
to self-determination but that international interests have prevented them from carrying out this 
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right.49 The more conservative KDP, that demanded autonomy until 1992, also emphasised the Kurds’ right to 
self-determination. Attaining self-determination has been the main feature article of theParty’s program since 
its 11th conference held in 1993.50 Hence, for the majority of Kurdish nationalists, being part of Iraq is equivalent 
to the usurpation of the right to self-determination. 

The denial of the Kurds’ right to self-determination cut so deeply that it bred discontent, disorder, and rebellion 
throughout the years of the last century. On one hand, the solution to the Kurdish question based on their right to 
self-determination became the theme of prominent Kurdish parties.  Kurdish history in Iraq has been characterised 
by the domination of Kurdish nationalist parties that have put the achievement of self-determination at the top of 
their agendas. Hence, the Kurdish demand for self-determination has historically been a fundamental principle 
of Kurdish nationalism and its nationhood project. On the other hand, all successive Iraqi governments have 
rejected the Kurds’ right to self-determination. Consequently, these exclusivist respective visions continue to be 
an important contributing element to the constant state of conflict between Iraq and Kurdistan.It is probably 
correct to say that the failure of Kurdish integration into the Iraqi state was due to their unending quest for   
self-determinationon the one side and Iraq’s refusal to recognise such a right on the other.

Conclusion
The collapse of the Ottoman Empire, the establishment of many nation-states, and a Kurdish government 
following WWIplayed a crucial role in in the revival of the Kurds hope of establishing their independent 
state. By the end of 1924, however, this hope was undermined by Britain and international communities. The 
colonial power and the League of Nations reneged on their promises and even compromised Kurds’ cultural 
and linguistic rights.Consequently, the Southern Kurds were both shocked and disappointed by the manner in 
which British powers destroyed the Kurdish government and attached Southern Kurdistan to Iraq by the use 
of force.By the second half of the 1920s, Southern Kurds found themselves as a neglected minority in the Arab 
dominated state of Iraq. 

The four successive generations of Kurdish nationalistsrejected the legitimacy of Britain’s and the League’s 
decision that resulted in the incorporation of Southern Kurdistan into the newly created Iraqi state. For many 
Kurds being part of Iraq was an imposition designed only to fulfil the goals and intentions of British colonialism.
Viewing events in this light, the Kurds rejected the legitimacy of Iraqi rule in Kurdistan and this hasbecome the 
main obstacle to Kurdish integration into the Iraqi state.The negative impact of the annexation of Kurdistan 
to Iraq has been reflected in Kurdish political discourse and literature throughout the last century. Kurdish 
political discourse was built on the rejection of the legitimacy of the process of annexation of Kurdistan to Iraq 
and the denial of the legitimacy of Iraqi authority in Kurdistan.Thus, Iraq is viewed as an occupier, Kurdistan is 
seen as an occupied homeland and Kurdish nationalist movementhas portrayed itself as a liberation movement.
Kurds equate the process of incorporation of Southern Kurdistan into Iraq as theusurpation of their right of 
self-determination. In other words, being part of Iraq is perceived as a loss of their inherent right as a nation. 
Consequently, attaining such a right has become a common goal and shared vision for most Kurdish political 
parties as well as individuals.
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