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Abstract
All major Kurdish political movements interacted with foreign 
states in search of resources and support. Besides superpowers, 
it was the Arab nationalist regime of Syria that cooperated with 
foreign Kurdish radical groups in the most stable way as well as 
instrumentalised them. The paper fills the gap in scholarship by 
focusing on Damascus' relations with the Iraqi Kurdish groups 
in the 1950s – 1990s. What drove them, how the dynamics of 
these relations changed, what role did this cooperation play in 
Kurdish politics and which consequences it had? The most 
active phase of these relations included the 1970s and the 
1980s. The Assad regime's Kurdish policies were closely related 
to Syria's rise as a regional power enabled by its tapping into 
external resources. These were provided by a number of states 
driven by Cold War developments. The paper shall focus on the 
question of Kurdish own agency in such interactions, how the 
Kurdish groups handled these relations and succeeded or failed 
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in avoiding dependency on the Syrian regime. The research 
relies mostly on Iraqi, Iranian, Turkish and Soviet media 
reports and political documents of the time, memoirs of 
politicians, activists and others involved in the events.
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Abstract
Soviet Kurdish policies never were consistent because they 
frequently were a product of parallel and even conflicting 
courses of actions pursued by actors, most of whom were far 
away from Moscow. My paper investigates the history of the 
Soviet Kurdish projects by taking account of the agency exerted 
with regard to them by relevant non-central players–especially 
the Soviet Union member Republics of Armenia and Azerbaijan 
which interacted, cooperated and clashed among themselves, 
with Moscow and Kurdish activists. The Union member 
republics were for a long time dismissed in terms of foreign 
relations despite well-known cases of such republics engaging 
in intra-Union (the role of Soviet Armenia in Kurdish-Yezidi 
project in Transcaucasia) and extra-Union external relations or 
even something resembling foreign policies (the role of Soviet 
Azerbaijan in establishing Azerbaijani and Kurdish autonomies 
in Iran as well as in interaction with the Iraqi Kurdish rebels). 
The paper shall focus on the competition and cooperation 
between Armenian and Azerbaijan Soviet Republics in the 
context of the policies towards Kurdish ethnic groups pursued 
by the Soviet Union central government and constituent Union 

republics in the 1920s-1960s. To clarify the actual trajectory of 
the Soviet Kurdish policies I will leave out the demonstrative 
aspects of Soviet policies and explore how these policies 
effectively interacted with the life of respective societies, 
scholars, and activists. To explore the issue, I have examined 
publications of the time, official records in about twenty 
archives, memoirs, family documents and collections, as well 
as interviewed relatives and colleagues of these scholars and 
activists.


