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Zirian Fatah (Host) 

Salam o Alaykom. Baxerben. Welcome, ladies and gentlemen, to Kurdish Lobby 
Australia's webinar. We will formally start the webinar now, and this webinar 
will also be recorded on Zoom, and distributed later via Facebook and 
YouTube, Twitter, with translations and transcripts available. 

My name is Zirian Fatah. I'm one of the members of Kurdish Lobby Australia. I'll 
be your host today. Coffee and tea are exactly where you left it last time. 
That's the downside of having a virtual webinar. We can't serve you any coffee 
or tea physically. But the upside is that we have amazing international 
panellists as part of this webinar, and also international attendees, not just in 
Australia, not just in a room. 

So there is a lot of upside to having these online, making the world an even 
more smaller global village. A big thank you to our respected panellists for 
joining from all over the world in all different time zones, which was quite hard 
to arrange. I must thank the KLA team for arranging this, and a special mention 
to the non-Kurdish KLA members that work so tirelessly for Kurdish Lobby 
Australia. Sometimes you think, okay, you know, one is Kurdish, and they've 
lived and breathed the struggle, but the members that are not Kurdish, and 
they are spending day and night on writing reports, contacting 
parliamentarians, foreign ministry offices, and working so hard to raise Kurdish 
Lobby Australia aims and objectives in society and at governmental levels, it's 
just amazing. So we wouldn't be here without them. 

When I was growing up, I always thought, when I have children, I don't want to 
talk about tanks and Klaschenkorf and weapons and war. I thought, surely in 
the future, things will be settled down by that time. But here we are in 2025, 
and we still have more advanced than just clashing coffin tanks. We have 



 

drones, and we have more warfare, and unfortunately for the people of 
Kurdistan, or any part of the Kurdish areas that they are residing in, there's 
constant threat. 

Even in Kurdistan region of Iraq, which is an autonomous region, there's still 
bombardments from surrounding countries without any accountability and the 
loss of innocent lives. So these kind of webinars, they bring the attention of the 
global leaders, the global governments to try and assist in this manner. And 
unfortunately, we still have events like where Jina Amini has now become a 
symbol, unfortunately. 

We have as late events as Deniz, the Kurdish soccer player, facing racism. And 
this is an ongoing thing. We have our leaders, like Selahadin Demirtash in 
prisons in Turkey with many more leaders and academics and judges and 
civilian people that are unjustly held in Turkish jails, unfortunately. 

So, it is even more reason to have these webinars, even more reason to 
disseminate the current issues, and hopefully talk about strategies and ways 
forward. So, I won't be speaking much because the panellists will be making 
their presentations, but as a brief introduction, we have Sinam Sherkani - she's 
the representative of the Syrian Democratic Council in the United States. She's 
one of the leading diplomats from the Autonomous Administration of North 
and East Syria. It's amazing to have her here at her level and at her input, so 
we're all really looking forward to her presentation. 

We have Dr. Sherko Kermanj, a PhD in International Studies from the 
University of South Australia. And interestingly, one of his dissertation titles 
was the question of national identity and the construction of the Iraqi state. So 
all very relevant. Dr. Sherko, whilst partly residing in Australia, also works in 
universities in Abu Dhabi and in Kurdistan as well. 

We also have Jino, joining us, who's a political scientist, and we're really 
looking forward to her presentation. It is indeed trying times in the world and 
the Middle East, in particular. Kurdish people being at the crossroads are still 
either next to, or neighbouring, or in the middle of ongoing war or aggression 
in one format or another. 

So whilst we look at the glass being half full, and we try to be positive looking 
into the future, there is so much to be decided for in the Middle East and how 
this will actually pan out and affect Kurdish people is a question at this point in 
time. But for me, what is known is that we need to continue to be nimble in 



 

our progression. We need to keep promoting peace and the beautiful culture 
that we have, that we really do want peace, we want to achieve peace. But 
unfortunately, also be ready to defend ourselves at any given time. 

Without further ado, I'd like to introduce Sinam Xan to make her presentation. 
And just before she does that, actually, what I would like to bring to everyone's 
attention is, on Zoom, we have enabled a translate capability. So, on Zoom, 
you can actually click captions, and have a live translation into your desired 
language. If it doesn't work, feel free to let us know in the chat box. And also, 
we will be providing a transcript and translation after the presentation. I'll 
leave it to you, Sinam Xan, to commence. Thank you, and we look forward to 
your presentation. 

 

Sinam Sherkany (Representative, Syrian Democratic Council in the United 
States) 

Good evening, or good afternoon, according to your time - here in Washington, 
it's evening. I would like to thank you for organizing the KLA in Australia, to 
organize such an amazing discussion about the future of the Kurdish people in 
the Middle East. And I would be happy, and it's my pleasure to be with the 
distinguished panellists here with Gina and all the other panellists here today. 

So, talking - I'm from Syria, so I'm talking about the situation now, the recent 
situation in Syria. We know all of us know that Syria has suffered a lot from the 
conflict for 14 years, fighting each other for 10 years. The regime of Assad, the 
Bath parties, and the tyranny of Assad has committed a lot of crimes against 
the Syrian people, especially against the Kurdish people also. During the Ba'ath 
party, the Kurdish people suffered a lot from marginalizing their rights and 
their cultures, their language, whatever. 

So, now we have a new face in Syria, which is after the collapse of the Assad 
regime. Now, we have a new government in Damascus, which is - the president 
is Ahmed Shara. He was a former of HTS, or Jabatal Nusra - these who were in 
Idlib, and they came to Damascus in power in Damascus. Now we want to 
know about Syria, New Syria. All the Syrian people have their aspiration about 
how the new Syria will look like. Is it going to be like before? Because Syrian 
people suffered a lot from the centralized system in Syria for decades, which 
marginalized not only Kurdish people, but most of the geographical places in 
Syria. 



 

So all they concentrate on Damascus as a big city, or the capital city, and 
Aleppo as a big city. Whereas all the other parts will be neglected in education, 
in services, in everything. So this is what we don't want to see during this after 
the collapse of Assad. During the war of 14 years in Northeast Syria, the 
Kurdish people leading these changes, and with the other also like Arabs, like 
Syria Christians, like Armenians, all they come together to have an 
autonomous region in Northeast, such a kind of local governance in the 
Northeast Syria. And it is working, functioning for more than 10 years. 

All the people who are in the northeast Syria, about 5 million people living 
there together. So, Syria gives like a model of the Syria - Northeast Syria is a 
model for all over Syria, because it is ethnic diversity. For instance, in 
Northeast Syria, we have multi-ethnic, multi-religions, multicultural languages, 
diverse. You can see the Kurdish people, you can see the Arabs, you can see 
the Syriacs, you can see the Armenian, the Turkmen, and also many of the 
multi-religions, as the Muslim Sunni, the Alawite, the Yazidi, the Shia, or the 
Christians - all they are living in such an area, in a very amazing administration 
for 10 years, and all of them they are sharing this together. 

Like, women - woman has her role in this institution in Northeast Syria. So this 
is what we wanted to be implemented in the other part of Syria. 
Unfortunately, we couldn't find such things in the other part of Syria as in 
Damascus or whatever. In Damascus, we are seeing only one colour of a kind 
of government. 22 ministers in the cabinet in the Syrian government - only one 
woman is there, for instance, a woman. And all of them, they are from one 
colour, the same ideology, the same people, they couldn't share with the other 
people the component of all over Syria. 

So, I'm going to talk about how can we implement federalism, or autonomous 
administration, or decentralized system, whatever we call it in Syria now. Is it 
possible to do it, or not? As we see in the government there, they want to have 
again centralized system. That is what we are against, that we don't want to 
have it, because this is what not lead to instability. 

For instance, during the 10 years, or 14 years of war, what happened to the 
social fabric in Syria? It has been distracted. Very important to rebuild the 
social fabric is Syrian. It is very important, but it is also the most difficult things, 
how to rebuild it again after it has been destructive, after the people killed 
each other. Maybe Muslim killed the Alawite, Alawite killed the Sunnis, the 
Druze, and so on. 



 

After the government coming to the authority, there are a lot of violation 
happening for the Alawites, for the Druze, for the Christians, and for the Kurds 
also. So how can we rebuild Syria in such an environment? It is very difficult to 
rebuild the social fabrics again in a centralized system. For that, we wanted to 
have decentralized system, federalism, autonomous region, whatever you can 
call it, local government, whatever. 

So this is what we are trying to reach to many Syrians in order to reach to an 
agreement, so that the people will be happy to accept it. So for that, I'm talking 
about now such a system, how can we be implemented in Syria? 

When you have a well-functioning local government, federalism is a great 
policy approach. When you have distinct local cultures, language groups, and 
religions, federalism is a great policy approach. This is what we see it. As I 
mentioned, Syria is very highly diverse country, with many different culture, 
ethnicities, religions. And also, it is all separated into all of our city, we have 
like 14 provinces. So these provinces have the potential for local 
administration already. 

In Northeast Syria, as I mentioned, we already have 100 persons intact and 
well-functioning government. We have it in our autonomous region. So this is 
the model that we always talk about that has to be implemented, and it 
inspired also all the other part in Syria. So why is federalism the correct 
approach for Syria? 

Why? As I said, federalism is the kind of policy approach that you want when 
many government functions can be handled at the local level. But you want to 
have again a unified national government that takes care - each government 
has its own functions or responsibility. So the national government will take 
care of some larger issues, for instance, like managing the currency, or 
diplomacy, or the borders, and the central bank, and national security. This is 
the issue of the national government. 

So, federalism is a good approach to protect all this - in Syria, I'm talking about 
also the Kurds, to protect the Kurdish identity in Syria, because we want - 
when I'm talking about the Kurds, that means also the other people will be 
involved, like in northeast Syria, to protect the identity of the Kurds, to protect 
the identity of the Syria, the Arabs also. They are majority, of course, they are 
always already protected, but to protect the identity of the Kurds, as the Kurds 
suffered a lot from that. They don't have some of them their passport. Some of 



 

them lost their lands. There is a lot of systematic things happen to the Kurdish 
people during the Ba'ath Party. 

So in order to - and even their language was prohibited - so in order to protect 
the Kurdish identity, federalism is the best way for that. Because the 
federalism will provide administrative, financial, practical means for allowing 
preservation of the Kurdish culture, schools, administrators, offices, business in 
their area, or even their political rights. All these examples that important for 
the local government functions. These are the type of protection that will 
enable the Kurdish identity to thrive in Syria and to allow also the cultural 
community or the cultural unity and collaboration with our Kurdish 
communities, even in the other neighbouring countries. So, it is important for 
that. Why not? 

So federalism, if we talk about it, it exists in degrees. So it is not all or nothing. 
Some people say we need federalism, or we don't want anything. No, we can 
find federalism in degrees. So, nearly most of the countries have some 
functions they are handled by their local government, such as the state 
provision, provincial, municipal government, and so on. And this is very known 
in many countries, for instance. 

So, federalism is like a type of decentralization government. And it is 
compatible with decentralization. So that is important to know about how is 
the decentralization - maybe federalism is a kind of decentralization to serve, 
to provide services for the local government. And the local government, they 
know what they need. 

In the past, during the Assad regime, they used to appoint even a small guy in 
the localities. For instance, in the Kurdish city in Afrin - I know, because I'm 
from there - he would be from the coast, from the other area, and he doesn't 
know anything about the people of Afrin. So how can he know what is needed 
for the people of Afrin? So the people of Afrin, they know what do they want. 
They want schools, they want municipalities, they want to make some street, 
road, hospitals. So this is the need of the people. They themselves know what 
to do. 

So for that, we need to have the local government for this region, so that the 
people from this region will be administrating it by themselves, without getting 
any other from the faraway cities, for instance. And this is what I mean to see 
it in Syria, actually. 



 

For instance, many points on federalism - I'm comparing here the United 
States. It is a kind of states they have. So the U.S. government has a federal 
system in its constitution that divides and shares power between the national 
government and the 50 states here in government. So this system is adapted 
to balance the needs for strong central authority and with the state's desire to 
maintain also the power, or they're also maintain their own power. So this is 
what we see in America here. 

Sometimes people say America is not like Syria. Why? We have diverse here, 
and they have diverse. We have multi-ethnic. We have the same. We have 
multi-religions - we have Muslims, Sunnis, Yazidis, Shia, Alawite, Christian, all 
the same. We have different languages in Syria. We have Kurdish language, we 
have Arab language, we have Syriac language, we have Armenian, whatever 
we have. So even this small group of the society should protect the rights in 
the area where they live. This is very important for us. 

So, when we talk about, now, Syria and Turkey, because we are neighboring, 
and both have a lot of debates about that. So, federalism in both countries, 
especially in the relation to the Kurdish issues, and the Kurdish population, 
which is, for instance, in Turkey, they concentrated in the southeast region, 
and they have long demanded for the autonomous administration, or the local 
governments, or whatever they propose. But this proposal was being rejected 
by Turkey. And the Turkey doesn't want such a model because Turkish state 
views such a proposal as a threat to its national unity and fears that could lead 
to separatism. This is what we hear from them all the time. 

So, Syria and Turkey, both of them, the countries they share deep mistrust in 
federalism, though for different reasons, I think, both of them. Federalism, for 
instance, in Syria, the ruling regime, which is in Damascus now, equates 
federalism with the national disintegrations. That means fearing that granting 
autonomy, or whatever region here, as we call the autonomous region, could 
permanently divide the state or the country. 

And always what we hear from many of the people in Syria, they are saying 
you are going to divide the country, you are going to separate, and so on. You 
are separatists - this is only accusation for us, which is not true, of course. 

Turkey, federalism for them is perceived as a direct challenge to their national 
unity and legacy of Ataturk centralized republic. So, despite all this, both 
societies have ethnically and culturally, language, all diverse. Both of them 
diverse. Both of them have the same diversity there. And both are face the 



 

ongoing struggle to balance between the unity and with the diversity. How can 
they make the balance? That is the problem they are facing now in Turkey. 

In Syria, we say about the autonomous region, or a form of federalism, 
whatever, has already emerged in our city. As I mentioned before, out of the 
conflict and necessity. And the necessity that time makes us to make such an 
autonomous administration and showing that the decentralized government 
can work in multi-ethnic settings. 

In Turkey, however, strongest state nationalism and security concern continue 
to block any serious discussion about regional autonomy. Always they afraid of 
that. Because of this, they are opposing also having the autonomous region in 
Syria because they're afraid that it will be contagious to Turkey also. 

So, federalism offers potential advantages for both countries, for Syria and 
Turkey, especially in managing that ethnic diversity and promoting inclusion 
and reducing their conflict. And I know many people know about the conflict in 
Turkey also. It has been decades for that. 

In Syria, the federalism or decentralized system could provide a framework for 
post-war reconstruction or coexistence. In Turkey, federalism also, or 
autonomous, whatever they want to call it, increased the local autonomy could 
help to address the longest-standing grievances of the Kurdish population. And 
we know how the Kurdish suffer also in Turkey there. 

However, both countries now currently prioritize the centralized system. Syria 
wants the centralized system and Turkey, as well, prioritized the unity and the 
national unity and the central authority over any local empowerment there. 

So, if we say, how can the federalism succeed in such countries? So the success 
of federalism in either country, in Syria or in Turkey, will ultimately depends on 
many issues. Political will should be there, constitutional reform, and readiness 
for the society to accept the sharing governance together as a foundation for 
peace and stability. And this is what we need. We need to create peace. We 
need to create stability in Syria. That's our goal. 

How can we make peace and stability? In making this an autonomous 
administration, it is the only way to keep peace in Syria after the destructive of 
the social fabrics in Syria, after the violation that happened in all over Syria for 
Alawites, for Druze, and for Christians, and everybody now, they are not happy 
and they are afraid that something will happen to them. 



 

So how can we keep this community together? How can we keep the unity of 
Syria together? By the federal system, or decentralized system, autonomous 
region, in all over the country. So that we will be making the society ready for 
that. How can the society - because we are hearing now in the social media, 
hatred speech against, for instance, the Kurds. Oh, you are going to separate 
the country. That is not true. We have to get a good speech to make the 
society ready to accept the sharing the power together and having such 
governance in like local government in Syria. 

And I will stop here. If there is any question, I will be happy to answer. Thank 
you so much. And good to see you, Dr. Sherko. 

 

Dr. Sherko Kirmanj (International Studies) 

Thank you very much. Thank you, Kak Zirian. I really would like also to thank 
Gina Lennox for the hard work that she did behind to organize this forum and 
this webinar. And I would like to thank the first presenter, Sinam Xan, and the 
Kurdish Lobby Australia. 

I will be talking basically today on presenting the case for the Kurdish state. But 
that does not mean that I'm ruling out federalism totally. So, my presentation 
is basically what the Kurds basically needs in terms of institutions - would that 
be a nation-state, a full-fledging nation, or state-like institutions? 

So, my presentation is basically based on 4 major questions. The question 
number one that I propose is: Is nation-state - and by the way, the nation-state 
that I'm talking about is not the same nation-state that we're talking about 
that we have in Turkey or in Iran. But I'm going to come back to these two 
states more mainly. The nation-state that I'm talking about is an inclusive 
nation-state. It is a nation-state or at least a political entity similar to 
confederalism or federalism - is the sole protector of a nation? 

Can nations endure without a political entity? So, can nations survive without a 
political entity, whether that be federalism, confederalism, or a state? How 
come Kurds - and that's what probably I'll be discussing a little bit in details - 
how come Kurds survived for thousands of years, but me, or people like me, 
argue that they are doomed to vanish in the era of nation states? 

Why are nations without states doomed to vanish? So these are the main 
questions which I'll be discussing. First thing I will be discussing is why Kurds 



 

survived? Because it's very important to know why we survived. And if we 
know why we survived and compare the context with what we have now, then 
we will understand why we're not going to survive. 

So, number one, we need to compare basically between empires and nation-
state. For thousands of years, or at least from the last 500 years, we had 
Ottoman Empire, we had Safavid Empire, we had Qajars that they ruled 
Kurdistan directly or indirectly somehow. But now, since World War I, we all 
know that Kurdistan was divided into four and all ruled by nation-states - that's 
Syria, Turkey, Iran, and Iraq. 

So, the only comparison between these two contexts, between these two 
systems, between these two orders, then we will understand how we survived 
and why we're not going to survive. 

Number one comparison between empires and nation-state is that empires are 
based on pluralism. However, nation-states are based on unitarism and 
standardization. And by pluralism here, I mean heterogeneity, I mean by 
multipolarity. So, for example, in empires, we had Kurdish principalities that 
they survived for hundreds of years - like principality of Baban, Ardalan, Botan, 
Badinan, Soran - all these principalities, they were ruling somehow their areas. 
And that was acceptable by empires, and that's not only acceptable by 
Ottomans, the same case with Qajars and Safavid. And it was a case probably 
in every empire around the world. 

So, the pluralism that was accepted in empires led to flourishing of Kurdish 
language, Kurdish culture, Kurdish heritage, Kurdish everything. 

The other comparison - I'll be very quick because I have a paper and everybody 
who's interested can read that paper probably later on in details - but the 
other main difference between nation-states and empires is that nation-states 
has a core nation. However, empires did not have core nations. So, Ottomans - 
many nations, many ethnic groups, many religious groups survived somehow. 

Now, probably you may tell me that then how come genocide was committed 
during Ottomans, especially against the Kurds, and also particularly against 
Armenians? To be honest, the period that the commitment of the genocide 
happened when empire - when Ottomans tried to mimic nation states in 
Europe by centralization, by basically removing all Kurdish principalities and 
including all the power that Ottomans enjoyed previously. 



 

So, the genocide happened in 1895, 1905, and all the way to 1915. So that 
period was after what we called in Ottoman concept as Tanzimat, and 
Tanzimat was basically turning Ottoman Empire into a nation-state, where the 
Turk became the core nation, and that's what I mean by core nation. So, core 
nation, which is one of the pillars of nation-state, but during Ottoman Empire, 
in the last decade, or even in the last century, since Tanzimat started in 1836, 
Ottomans started to become more aggressive, more core nation-based. 

The other differences between nation-state and empires is that nation-states 
are assimilative. It means that they try to assimilate every single ethnic or 
national groups into the core group. So, in case of Turkey, it's the Turkish, in 
case of Iran, it's Fars or Persian. In case Iraq, it's Arab. In case in Syria, it's Arabs 
also. But, however, empires were not assimilative, so they were not trying to 
assimilate Kurds the same way that nation-states are doing it. 

The other, perhaps more importantly, is the mass education. So we did not 
have mass education during empires, which means that the system of 
education, the system of state-ruled system of education, did not hegemonize 
around ethnic and national groups within empire. However, you know that 
since the establishment of the four nation states in the region, immediately 
mass education started, which means that the ideas of the state, the views of 
the state, the understandings and ideology of the state infiltrated every single 
house in the region which is under their control. 

So, that mass education was not basically to teach people math and readings, 
but to turn Kurds into Turks, to turn Kurds into Iranians, to turn Kurds into 
Iraqis, and to turn Kurds into Syrians. So mass education was politicized, was 
ideologized, and was used in every single way, in every single aspect to 
basically work as a tool for assimilation. 

The other, probably again, major differences between empires and nation-
states is that in nation-state, it is the state that creates ideas, meanings, values 
and it is the means for transferring language and culture. However, in empires, 
it was the family. So, somebody who's born from a Kurdish family will learn 
Kurdish - the family was the transfer of the language, was the transfer of the 
culture. However, in nation-state, you have a state which is controlling 
everything. 

And as you know, the role of the family nowadays has been quite marginalized, 
quite limited, quite restricted, because the time that a child spends with their 



 

family is very limited in comparison to the time that he or she is exposed to the 
ideas of the state, to the media, to the education system, to everything. 

So basically, if I may just conclude this part, is that during nation-states, 
Kurdistan became a flat region, and I'm here borrowing from an American 
journalist who wrote a book called "The World is Flat." And when he says that 
the world is flat, it doesn't mean that there's no hills, that there's no 
mountains, but it basically means that there's no restrictions about how much 
state can infiltrate every single family. And that is where the power of the 
current system comes into in how - in terms of the power of assimilating, in 
terms of power of even changing your worldviews, how you see the world, 
how you see, how you understand even yourself. 

So that's the first part of my presentation. I'm not going to go into more much 
theoretical perspective things. But I go to how can nations survive? I mean, 
how can a group, or an ethnic group, or a national group survive? 

What I'm arguing here is the main theme, or the main term, or the main 
concept that you will be hearing from me repetitively is centralization. Who 
can do centralization? What kind of centralization states are doing, what kind 
of centralizations nations need to survive? 

So, for any nation to survive, it has to centralize these things, which I'm going 
to count them. Number one, and I'm trying to explain them also, number one 
is language. And that is perhaps the most important thing - language, 
centralization of language. And what do I mean by centralization of language? I 
basically mean that the language of education, that's the reading, language of 
education from early childcare, early education, all the way to university. And 
it is very important to highlight to the universities, because we know that in 
Turkey, for example, now they somehow allowed some kind of education in 
Kurdish language, but that is not going to make Kurds to survive, or even the 
Kurdish language to survive. 

Because data shows at the moment that assures that only 20% of young 
Kurdish in Turkey speak Kurdish. So, from the age of 18 to 25, only 20% can 
speak. That doesn't mean that they use Kurdish. They don't, mostly they don't 
use it, but can speak a little bit of Kurdish. So, who has turned them to - who 
killed this language? It's the state. So who - what do you need to survive the 
language? It's another state. 



 

Or what I call a state-like institution. And by state-like institutions, I basically 
mean to simplify it, it's a kind of federalism which is similar to Quebec. Any 
other kind of federalism is not going to work for the Kurds. So, the Quebecan 
system, which is quite language and national-based, that is the kind of 
federalism that the Kurdish need to think of. 

Now, by the way, when I'm talking about - I'm going to come and discuss a 
little bit about this later on, but when I'm talking about state-like institutions, 
for me personally, I think it's a stage - it's a temporary stage. It's a kind of 
protecting kids from not being totally marginalized or totally demolished. 
Otherwise, I honestly don't think that even federalism can make states to - can 
make Kurds to survive. But I'm going to come back to this one, and I'm going to 
respond to Sinam Xan's argument about federalism as a solution that she 
presented. 

So the language of education. The second thing is very important that the 
language to become the language of knowledge, language of philosophy, 
language of literature, language of science. Which means that because many - I 
know many Kurds in Iran, or especially and also in Turkey, even if they learn 
language today from at home, they're not going to learn or pick up 
philosophical terms, scientific terms, very sophisticated language of literature. 
They're going to learn only the language that they hear from their parents, 
which is basic daily use of language. But for the survival of the language, that is 
not enough. 

For the survival of the language, you have to make sure that this is the 
language of education, as I said, language of knowledge, language of literature, 
language of philosophy, language of science. And perhaps, even more 
importantly, in a capitalist society, it is important to turn the language of - to 
turn it into a language of market and employment - market, business, and 
employment, because that's the only way for the language to survive. 

We know some people now work in Hawler, for example, but Hawler or 
Slemani, we know that there's a trend or there's a current that has turned 
Arabic to become more important. Why? Because many Arabs live in Slemani 
and Hawler, and many people employing Arabic-speaking workers and Arabic-
speaking people to cater for the market. 

The other thing is important is that centralization of national history and 
common memory. It's only state that can do that - to turn national history. So, 
what kind of history is taught at school? I mean, we know that if you read 



 

history textbooks in Turkey or in Iran, you would never even know that there 
are Kurds living in this country. Because the history is taught from the Turkish 
perspective, or from the Persian perspective. 

Again, affiliation to identity. So even affiliation - what I mean by affiliation to 
identity? It's only state that recognize or organizes who you are affiliated to. 
So, if Kurds, even if they have a federal state in Turkey or in Iran, but when 
they go abroad, they will be identified as Iranians, or they will be identified as 
Turkish. And the same thing in Iraq. So without a state, you cannot have your 
own identity, or Kurdish identity, because your passport, your citizenship, will 
still be the identity of the state, not the identity of the federal region. 

The same thing goes to centralization of economy. So, for example, in Turkey, 
it's very important for the Kurds - not important, but because the national 
economy of Turkey is not driven by the Kurdish interest, that's why when they 
built a dam, they basically sunk Hasankeyf. Hasankeyf is a historical - it's an 
archaeological site in Bakur, but it was sunk into water. Why? Because the 
national interest is based on economy when it comes to how they look at 
Kurdistan, not at the heritage and the history and the archaeology of the 
Kurds. But this is not going to happen if that site was a Turkish site. So, for 
example, Turkey made a big deal about one of the tombs of Ottoman sultans, 
which was around the border, the current border of Syria and Turkey. 

Roads, railways, how it is designed. If you don't have a state, then all the roads 
will be designed to serve the core nation. For example, Kermanshah, Sina, 
Mahabad - they will never become hubs, but they will become servants, or 
roads that links them to Ankara, or links them to Istanbul, or links them to 
Tehran. So, only your own state can turn the roads and railway systems to 
serve your nation. 

Now, if you go to Iran, every single - in the evening, normally, because I lived in 
Iran for a few years, thousands of buses go from every single city around Iran 
heading to Tehran. Why? Because it's how that's how it is designed. The 
country is designed to serve the national capital, the national coordination. 
The only way for the Kurds to serve their own, they have to have their own 
capital. They have to have their own way of designing railways. 

So if we design railways in Iran, for example, now, it will connect Mahabad 
directly to Tehran, it will connect Sina directly to Tehran, it will connect 
Kermanshah directly to Tehran also. But if you have our own system, our own 
state, then the system will connect - if we turn, let's say, Sina into a capital, 



 

then it will connect Kermanshah to Sina, Mahabad to Sina, Bokan to Sina, and 
that's what makes this nation to survive. But because if we are connected to 
other parts of the world, eventually through migration, through assimilation, 
we will vanish. 

Now, cultural centralization. How - without the state, you cannot turn your 
culture into a center. Because, for example, in Turkey, Newroz will never 
become the national day for all Turkey. It will always, even if it's recognized, it 
will stay as a local, as something on the margins, it stays in the margins. But the 
establishment of... 

 

Zirian Fatah 

Which is what we're seeing now. Dr. Sherko, I think our time is getting close to 
an end, if we can wrap it up... 

 

Dr. Sherko Kirmanj (continued) 

Okay, okay, so I'll be just probably responding. So let me just say what other 
things that I have is - I talked a little bit about migration, which is linked to the 
way we design railways and design highways, but migration normally happens 
in any country from rural areas or from small cities to major cities. And in 
Kurdistan, if we don't have our own state, Sina, or Mahabad, or Kermanshah, 
or Hawler, they will never become hubs. It will always - they serve the major 
capital. 

I talked a little bit about international recognition. If you don't have a state, 
you will never be recognized. I mean, the Kurdish national team or the Kurdish 
national team will never participate in any events. It will always - you will 
always participate within another country within another state, which is linked 
to another national group. 

Now, just talking - responding to Sinam Xan's idea of federalism. Now, let's just 
say, why Syria and Iraq, somehow, accepting a kind of federalism, or in Syria, 
there's a debate. They're not accepting. There's a debate, maybe, that they 
may accept federalism, or in Iraq, it was accepted. Why such a thing is not 
happening in Turkey? Why such a thing is not happening in Iran? Because I 
really think that the power relation between Kurds and the central government 



 

is - the relation is based on power. So if the state is weak, it will accept some 
kind of forms that accepts Kurdish rights. But if they are strong, then they will 
not accept that. 

This is exactly what's happening in Iraq. So when the Iraqi state collapsed in 
2003 until mid - until 2013 or 2015, they somehow accepted some kind of 
federalism, but since Iraqi state regained its power, it's trying to basically 
marginalize Kurdish region. It's imposing a lot of rules through the state 
institutions, especially the Supreme Court. It's using the state institutions to 
sideline, to depower this power, the Kurdish region. 

So, in Syria, Syria is a fragile state, it's a failed state at the moment. That's why 
it discusses, somehow, the term of federalism, although they don't believe in 
it. So I actually believe that tomorrow, when the Syria gains its power, it 
becomes more powerful, then they're not going to deal with the Kurds the 
same way that they - that we do. And that's what I mean. So even if we look at 
federalism as a temporary solution, it is never a real solution, because without 
the state, you will be always under the mercy of the major state, or the core 
national state. 

Thank you very much, Kurdistan. Thank you very much, everyone. 

 

Zirian Fatah 

Dr. Sherko, thank you for that presentation. You just touched the tip of the 
iceberg, because how deep the topics are, and how deep and thought-
provoking it all really is. This kind of a webinar is only an hour, hour and a half, 
but truly, we need these to be for hours and days to go into the deep 
discussions that you're talking about. I could resonate with each of the topics 
that you mentioned, so I'll introduce Jino Xan to commence her presentation. 
We'll put you on the camera. 

 

Jino Doabi (Political Scientist) 

Supas. So... let's go to Rojava. Rojava. Rosh a lot. Sorry, my mind is in Rojava 
right now, obviously, for good reasons. But to take it to Rojhalat, we'll start 
with the agenda, first and foremost. 



 

I'm going to basically go through some headlines, a little introduction, the 
historical background. And the reason I am doing this is because, as Dr. 
Kermanj said very right so, nobody really knows Kurds exist in Rojhalat. Like, 
not nobody, but many doesn't know what's going on, what's the historical 
background, and that we, in fact, have resisted for decades. So I think that is 
really important, and then we're going to zoom in the current situation of the 
Kurdish people in Rojhalat. 

And some possible path to self-determination, because I agree only when 
asked the Kurdish people, we can actually move forward to a place where the 
people has actually decided, and not been decided for by Tehran in the capital 
of Iran, which has been like this in previous regimes and the current regime, 
and then we're going to summarize a little bit. 

So if we can slide to the next... So this is Rojhalat, and the Kurdish question 
obviously is also in Iran, when discussing democracy toppling the regime, 
discussing the Islamic Republic, there is this Kurdish question. 

And so to those who are not Kurds, I just wanna quickly say this, obviously the 
Kurds know this, but the Kurdish people are one of the largest ethnic groups in 
the world without their own state. Around - I mean, there's a discussion about 
that whether we are 30, 40, 50 million living mainly across Turkey, Syria, Iraq, 
and Iran. 

Also, there are also very evidence and reports and literature about that we are 
way more than this 40, 50, 60 million. Rojhalat, for those who doesn't know, 
like Rojava means sunset, Rojhalat means - well, it means East Kurdistan, that's 
what it refers to, but it means sunrise. And it's home to 10 to 16 million Kurds 
who share same language and same identity, same culture, but faced obviously 
both political, cultural, social, and economic oppression, and have been 
through this oppression, layers of oppression, for centuries. So it's not just the 
46 years of Islamic Republic in Iran's lifetime. It's previously and even before 
that. 

So if we can go to the next slide... And the reason I have chosen self-
determination is because that is a will, right of the peoples. So, if we look at 
the definition of the UN's of the people's - sorry, can you hear me? 

 

Zirian Fatah 



 

Yes, we can, yep. 

 

Jino Doabi (continued) 

Good. If we go back, it says that according to the United Nations Charter, and 
it's even the first Charter, the second paragraph - I'm not going to read that all 
up, but the right to self-determination means that people have the right to 
freely determine their own political status and pursue their economic, social, 
and cultural development. So, in simpler terms, it's about the right of a people 
to decide their own future, whether that means independence, federalism, 
autonomy, or full participation with an existing state, in this case, Iran. 

And if we go a little bit till today, why is this relevant? Self-determination. 
When we talk about self-determination, we refer to core principles of United 
Nations, that people can decide their own. And I think in a based rule in 
international order, that is based on rule of law, I think that the people should 
have the right to defend themselves, both politically and socially, but also 
decide their own future equally to everybody. 

Before I start with today, the Kurdish struggle obviously gave some attention 
to the uprising, Woman Life Freedom, a Kurdish woman who was killed by the 
morality police in the heart of Tehran, which is very symbolic. But it didn't start 
in 2022, and it won't end - it hasn't end there. The - as it has also been said, the 
Kurdish struggle goes back to the aftermath of World War I, when the Kurds 
were divided among the four countries. 

And if we fast-forward through history, we can see that the Kurds in Rojhalat 
have continued to fight their rights under both current and former Pahlavi 
regime. And throughout the history, the Kurdish woman has also played a huge 
and decisive and transformative role, not only as participant in protest and 
resistance movement, but also as leaders, thinkers, poets, symbols, culture. 
Songs! Songs has been so important in our resistance. 

So the slogan Jian Azadi, Woman, Life, Freedom, which began in the Kurdish 
movement in Bakur, reflects also the Kurdish culture, that liberation is seen as 
inseparable from the Kurdish struggle for self-determination, the right to 
choose oneself. 

So today, the Kurdish question remains deeply tied to the broader issue, the 
right to define ourselves, and to democracy, gender equality and freedom, not 



 

only in Rojhalat - I mean Kurdistan, but also in Iran, making it not just a Kurdish 
struggle, but a human one that has no border, actually. 

And if we go to the Promised Land, there is - they will mention these treaties, 
and I think to understand this, this is really important. To understand the 
Kurdish struggle for self-determination in Rojhalat, we need to go back to the 
beginning of the 20th century, after the fall of the Ottoman Empire and the 
end of World War I, and the victorious powers redrew the map of the Middle 
East. So we were promised a land, a chance for independence. But just a few 
years later, those promises obviously were divided, and Kurdistan never 
became anything, just as one of the politicians who said it in Turkey - Kurdistan 
lives in our heart. It doesn't exist on the map. 

And then, regarding Rojhalat, pursued - well, with Pahlavi dynasty, pursued a 
strong policy of assimilation, banning the Kurdish language in schools, even in 
public, in some periods where it was oppressed, it was denied. Even today, you 
will be called from the village, or Dehati, if anybody have heard that before, 
political movements, and just trying to impose anything that could signal that 
you are Kurdish was repressed by the Pahlavi dynasty. 

And despite this repression, the Kurds in Rojhalat continued their resistance. 
One of the most significant moments came in 46, with establishment of 
Republic of Mahabad, which was a really short term, and lasted only like 11, I 
think, 8, 10, 11 months before being crushed by the Iranian army, but that 
became a symbol of Kurdish resistance and hope for self-determination, the 
right to choose. 

Obviously, after the Islamic Republic in 79, many, of course, pre-Islamic 
Republic supported the idea of change, hoping for autonomy, equality, and the 
new republic. But when Islamic Republic was shaped, the new conflicts broke 
out, and the Kurdish region once again faced military operation, arrest, 
execution. I don't know if you have seen those pictures, where people were 
taken out of hospitals and being shot. There is actually a picture from, I think, 
Parwe, or an airport in Kermanshah, I think, where the guy is on the hospital 
board, and he is being executed. 

And that was when Khomeini issued a fatwa against the Kurds, like a jihad, 
accusing of us being enemy of Islam and the Islamic Revolution, which led to 
heavy military attacks and in Rojhalat, and many Kurds were killed, 
unfortunately. So from that time of Pahlavi regime to Islamic Republic, the 
message from Tehran has been the same. No recognition of Kurdish identity 



 

being Kurdish or Kurdish autonomy. Yet, almost a century of broken promises, 
the people of Rojhalat, and especially Kurdish women, have kept their struggle 
alive through activism, teaching language, and part of is a core part of the 
resistance. 

If we go to the current situation, well, I think nobody can be surprised. Kurdish 
language, school, political parties, any expression of the Kurdish identity is 
treated, actually, as a national threat, security threat. And as we saw in a 
Newroz celebration in March this year, the IRGC, Islamic Revolutionary Guard 
Corps forces, were sent to dismantle these celebrations, but without success. 
But later, 800 Iranian elites expressed their concern regarding the Newroz 
celebration due national security issue and a threat to the Iranian land. 

But activist and culture figure, Kurdish, have constantly survived and been 
arrested. Wearing a Kurdish clothing can get you arrested, and we have seen 
that a lot recently, especially after the Iran-Israel 12 Days War. We obviously 
know that the regime take revenge on the minorities. And the Kurds have, in 
all statistic, ever, always been disproportionately executed, imprisoned, and 
raped, and we are seeing this at this moment, too, post-12 Days War. 

I think for the Kurds, understand all this, but just to those who might not be 
Kurds, like, even peaceful act, like organizing, publishing a Kurdish poem, dare 
to wear the Kurdish clothes can lead to accusation of separatism, terrorism, 
national threat, insult of the Ayatollah, and so on and so on. But despite all this 
atrocities happening, the Kurdish society, the people, have remained vibrant. 

People continue to organize underground when I talk to the people. Obviously, 
it's a little bit more dangerous now, post-Israel-Iran war, but people are still 
trying to do underground networks, local initiatives, international advocacy, 
even from Rojhalat, trying to organize and regain what was lost, but it is very, 
very risky right now because people are being accused and in prison for being 
Mossad agent, for being a Western spy, and so on and so on, and this is the life 
of the Rojhalatis, besides all the layers of oppression there are, the economic 
part, the social war, this part is the political war and the activism. There are so 
many. 

So if we talk about the political parties, their role. Well, we don't, for example, 
Bakur has political parties in - well, not all of them are allowed to do what they 
really want to, but they have a voice. Rojava has obviously, and Bashur has 
also, but Rojhalat's - Rojhalat is a little bit different, even though Kurdish 
political parties continue their activities, some through political advocacy, 



 

others through resistance based in the mountains. Even though they are not 
inside of Rojhalat, there is always a common understanding that we stand 
together as Kurds, and the party's capability to have strong ties inside of 
Rojhalat plays a huge role, actually, especially during uprisings, as we saw Jina 
Azadi. I think both organizations and the political parties had a huge role. 

So what is really interesting here, that Rojhalati parties have met recently, 6 
times, and which the public has not been exposed of. It's result yet, but I know 
that this is something that is deeply that the people concerned in Rojhalat, and 
they are really hopeful of good results, but we haven't heard anything of this, 
something that always have been the case, though, in Rojhalat is when there is 
an opening, like a protest, or a strike, or anything, the Kurdish parties have an 
extraordinary relationship with the Kurdish people. 

Meanwhile, the Iranian parties, or Pahlavi, or whatever, they don't have the 
same ties with their own people. So, we have seen it as an example, during Jina 
Azadi. Political - the political parties, regardless of who they were, called for 
strike, called for a protest, and people were actually listening. And they went 
out, and most of the uprising obviously started in Rojhalat during Jina Azadi, 
but that was also where it was heaviest hit by the regime. 

So if we go to the possible path to self-determination and the strategic path... 
yes. So the truth is, how do I say this? Self-determination for the Kurds in 
Rojhalat will not come by waiting, it must be prepared, organized, and 
defended. And something that the Kurds also know, like, I'm talking about the 
people, is there is no way that we can ever get some rights. We don't even 
seek it within the current regime, because that is not even up for discussion. 

So the fall of... this is post - I don't know why it says - yes, post-Islamic 
Republic. The fall of the Islamic Republic will open a new political space, but 
what happens next depends on what we, and the reason I say we, it's because I 
am in it too, as a civilian, especially someone who is in Europe, built on now. 
So, what we built on now is essential for Day Zero, which means post-Islamic 
Republic. 

There are these four scenarios: A democratic and decentralized Iran, but within 
the Iranian borders. And the second one is building autonomy from the below, 
which basically the Kurds are already doing. I mean, Kurds are active, have 
organization, have inside support from the people themselves, and so on and 
so on. 



 

And then we have the international path, which is the most important path, 
and regardless of what this international path should remain and be repeated 
is the most important part, because if we use the international law, the right 
strategy to make the awareness, then we can secure a seat at the table, but 
this must be worked on tirelessly. 

And the reason I say that, it's because I don't feel it is like that right now. And 
both the parties and the activists have to invest in this process, and they must 
invest on those who actually have the position to and the time to advocate. 

The 4 is obvious - it needs international power and support, which is a 
referendum and self-determination after the regime falls. But the question is, 
so how do we do that? 

And I find it very simple, but it's practically very, very difficult. The first is 
obviously political organization and parties and unity among the Kurdish 
movement. So, the organization parties and the parties, they - there's a little 
bit different here. They need to coordinate around one shape principle. The 
Kurdish people's right to decide their own future. 

This means, for example, forming their own - what can I - Rojhalat National 
Congress, or National Rojhalati Congress, or a similar body can represent 
Kurdish interests in future in national and international negotiation, which can 
give us a legitimate and unified political voice for the Kurdish Kurds inside of 
Rojhalat and outside of Iran. 

So, second, is Kurds needs to be - begin drafting their own political vision. A 
roadmap for the day after the regime falls, includes written proposal for the 
Kurdish autonomy, or independence, federalism, constitutional guarantees for 
language, education, and so on, and so on, and so on, but most importantly, 
self-determination, so that the people of Rojhalat can decide for themselves. 

And then the third is built on power from the below. That is the one that we 
should be obviously investing more and more on. I think I have taken the time, 
right? 

 

Zirian Fatah 

Yes, okay. Thank you, Jino Xan, for your presentation also. We'll just stop your 
presentation sharing screen. Well, look, it is already an hour and 20 minutes 



 

since we've started. So we'll allocate a short amount of time for question and 
answer. We have had quite a number of questions, so we'll try to get through 
as many of those as possible. 

Really, the topics are very deep. There may be some different angles, but even 
on the different angles, or the similar angles, there is a lot to dive deep in and 
discuss. So I will try to, firstly, prioritize the guests and the attendees that have 
asked some questions before coming back to some of our own internal 
panellist questions that I've seen come up during the webinar. 

So, from Mr. Aram Ahmed, we have: Thank you, everyone. I have two 
questions for Dr. Kirmanj, and the others can answer if they want to. One: Do 
you envision a Kurdish state or 4 Kurdish states? Question number two: If we 
end up having a state at all, how can we make them different in a way that the 
center doesn't take all and the periphery is left with nothing? 

Okay, so cool, you can proceed with your answer, and that way we'll just go 
one by one. Oh, you're on mute. Do you want to unmute yourself? 

 

Dr. Sherko Kirmanj (Q&A Response) 

Okay, thank you very much, and thank you for the questions. And thank you 
for the last presenter also, Jino Xan, thank you. I just would like to - in terms of, 
do I even envision one, one country or four countries - I don't know, actually. I 
would rather see one, but I don't think that is visible in the near future. I 
envision probably one or two in the maybe in the near future, and that's 
Bashur and Rojhalat. But in - sorry, Bashur and Rojava. But in Bakur and 
Rojhalat, unless the Iranian regime falls, the possibility of that is really hard at 
the moment. 

For me, it's not a big deal whether we have 4 or 1, actually, as long as we have 
a state that can protect the nation, at least temporarily now. 

As for the second question, which how our Kurdish state is not going to 
marginalize others - in fact, in my Kurdish terminology, I try to use - because 
Dawlatti Natawaii means nation-state, and nation-state is normally linked to 
one ethnic or national group. But Dawlat Nishtimani is basically the homeland 
state, rather than a nation state. And homeland state basically means that that 
state must care and must be inclusive of every single identity or every single 



 

group that lives on this homeland. And that is the Kurdistan homeland state, 
not nation state. Am I clear? 

 

Zirian Fatah 

Yeah, I think we had another similar question to that, where they were asking 
Dr. Sherko, how can non-Kurds flourish in a federal nation-state of Kurdistan? I 
think you've answered that. 

 

Dr. Sherko Kirmanj 

Yeah, yeah, that's what I mean. I mean, it has to be based - you remember I 
talked about that one of the pillars of nation-state is a core nation-state. But in 
Kurdistan, the one that I envisioned, it does not have a core national group. 
But it has a core homeland group, rather than a core national group. So what 
should unite us is the homeland, not an ethnic group or a national group. 

 

Zirian Fatah 

That's interesting. Jino Xan, we had a question from Zrebar here. What does 
Jino believe self-determination will actually look like in Rojhalat? And why the 
aspiration for real political power and a nation and independence, if we are to 
follow her implications, are not within the sights of our people. Should our 
people need content? 

 

Jino Doabi 

No, just go ahead. 

 

Zirian Fatah 

Yeah, should our people be content with just a seat at the table, and to 
continue to be at the mercy of the Persian state? 



 

 

Jino Doabi (Q&A Response) 

The self-determination - sorry, I didn't know I was not on the video. But self-
determination actually means you ask the people what they want, and you 
give them the choices that they are. Federalism, political federalism, ethnic 
federalism, autonomy. There are multiple choices that you can take, and 
federalism is not one thing, and that is how it is. Federalism can - is a spectrum. 
It can be small federalism, it can be big federalism, it can be Haremi Kurdistan. 
I don't think that - I think we can learn from what not to do from Haremi 
Kurdistan, because of the issues that there are. 

But the term of self-determination is that the Kurdish people, both 
internationally on international stage and national stage, have been heard 
what they want, so it's going to be a really difficult path to go against all those 
million people who have decided for what they want. And that is what I mean. 

And by the seat at the table, I don't mean the seat at the table in Tehran, 
which we obviously should have, but the seats at the table that is on the 
international stage, that we have a voice there, that we are being invited, that 
we are not excluded in this transition period after the regime falls. 

So, obviously, I am for that the Kurdish people have their home state, that we 
have a one Kurdistan, and where all four parts of Parche Kurdistan, or within 
one state, but we need to ask that, because when that question is answered, 
it's implemented. You cannot again - yeah, unless you are going to genocide 
those people. Because that's what you have to do. And that is pretty - that we 
see some genocides, but I don't think we can really ignore the fact that when 
the people are asked, that is why I hope that the Kurdish parties in Rojhalat will 
promote self-determination, because we know the answer of the Kurdish 
people. We know what they want. So that is the main reason that I lean on 
self-determination that is in the UN Charter. 

 

Zirian Fatah 

Thank you, Jino Xan, for that. I'll come back to some other questions, because 
they are flowing through one by one, but like I said, we'll probably be here for 
another 10 or 15 minutes at the most, based on the timing that we've 
allocated today. 



 

Sinam Xan, we have a question from Gina, actually. What can Syria and Turkey 
learn from federal Iraq? That is, Iraq not enacting federal constitution and 
denying regions to achieve what the Kurdistan region has achieved. 

 

Sinam Sherkany (Q&A Response) 

Okay, thank you. Thank you so much for everyone here, and for the audience 
who is watching us now, listening to us. Yes, now there is a little bit of 
difference between the Kurdistan region in Iraq and the KRG region in 
Kurdistan and in Syria, for instance. 

As we mentioned, we have the autonomous administration, or a kind of 
federalism, whatever is it, which is not depending in the national issues, 
because Syria has - Northeast Syria, it's multi-ethnic, multi-religion. So in 
Kurdistan, it's one ethnicity which is the Kurdish majority. In Syria, it's different 
here. But we can learn a lot because they have a lot of experiences. For 
instance, in the Constitution, when they have the constitution in Iraq, now, 
they are facing a lot of difficulties in many issues, economic issue, for instance. 
We all witnessed what happened for the oil, when exporting the oil and all 
these things. So after that, they have to solve it with Baghdad. 

Now, this is the issue we can learn also from the Kurdistan lesson about the 
economic issues in Syria in the Constitution. Because what we need to see in 
the new constitution - now they have already made the constitutional 
declaration in Syria, which doesn't represent all the Syrian people. We don't 
see ourselves and the Kurds in this constitution. For that, we ask it to have 
against - the Constitution to go back to it, to have to study it. There is some 
committees, they will read it again, and they will have some reform on it. This 
is what we need. 

So we need to see, first of all, in the constitution of Syria, the rights of the 
Kurdish people being in this constitution as a people in Syria, their language, 
their political rights, and their culture, whatever. The other one is in the 
Constitution also, this comes in the agreement between us and the 
government, now in central government. So far, we didn't reach to any 
agreement regarding all these things. We are in the beginning. Now we are in 
the negotiation together. In the negotiation, so many things are happening. So 
far, we didn't have any agreement regarding the Constitution. Still, we are in 
the beginning, as I mentioned. 



 

So one of the things that we have to learn from Iraq, and the Kurdistan region 
in Iraq, is about the economy also. The other one is about maybe the other 
part of the Kurdish region, for instance, in Afrin, what would happen to Afrin? 
What's the fate of Afrin now? We don't know. Till now, Afrin is under 
negotiation. It is a negotiation point. We have to negotiate about it. What's the 
result of Afrin now? What's the - how can the people go back? So far, we have 
thousands of people of Afrin, they are still displaced. So far, we have many 
military groups in Afrin who are affiliated by Turkey committing a lot of 
violation there. 

So many people from Afrin, they are not able to go back to Afrin so far, 
because their safety is not guaranteed. This is another issue. How can we 
guarantee that Afrin also, as a Kurdish city - it's purely Kurdistan. It's about 98% 
of Afrin's population were Kurds - and now it is different. Demography 
changing is happening since 2018, and so far. 

So, this is what we have to learn from the - how can we guarantee the right of 
the Kurdish people in the Constitution, political right, cultural right, language - 
all these have to be in the Constitution. We should not make any things 
without writing it and signing on it in the Constitution. This is very important, 
and I think this is what we are doing now in Rojava, or in Syria, in our 
negotiation with the government there. So, to guarantee our rights, had to 
guarantee the people rights in Kurdish, and other also components who are 
living with us. 

That is very important for us, because we are living in Northeast Syria, not only 
Kurds, and all the people who are living with us, like Christians, like Syriac, 
Arabs, all they believe in such a project - a project of autonomous 
administration. They believe in that. So we have to guarantee also all the 
people who are living in the region there together, that is also - but even there 
is like the right of the people in this area, the right of the Kurdish people. 

This is one of the issues, and even I mentioned about the economy. As we have 
also oil in the field, how can the oil sharing oil? Maybe about the borders - how 
can the borders be controlled? Maybe the central government, they want to 
control the border with Turkey, with Iraq, and all these things. How can we be 
controlled? All these issues, I think we have to learn from it, and this is what 
we are - we are in contact now with the Bashur, even to learn from their 
experience in that issue. Thank you. 

 



 

Zirian Fatah 

Thank you, Sinam Xan. And another comment that I read Gina had made was 
in reference to Dr Sherko's topic about the national transition happening in the 
Ottoman Empire. And she raised that, interestingly, it was kickstarted by the 
importation of European land laws, in particular, private property ownership. 
Gina has a PhD in land ownership, and she's an expert in that area, and the 
whole topic of states, nation-states, in any of these cases, always goes back to 
land ownership, so thanks for that, Gina. 

We did receive another lengthy question - oh wow, there's so many - from 
Kaveh Piran we had: While self - and it may be a question or comment, so I'll 
just read it: While self-determination right and federalism are misinterpreted 
as separatism, sustainable development framework is to foster strong 
partnerships, effective institutional collaboration and long-lasting solutions. 

In this context, can adopting Sustainable Development Framework help Kurds 
to develop a prosperous, equitable, and inclusive democratic society for all 
Kurdish people? Could this also position Kurds as a key partner with the global 
and regional powers in securing peaceful, prosperous, and a stable Middle 
East? And the background really is: Sustainability was originally defined as the 
triple bottom line of social, economical and environmental pillars. Governance 
is now recognized as the fourth pillar for sustainable development framework 
to also foster strong partnerships, inclusive and social justice. 

Just because there is so many, I'm not sure if we're going to have time. Maybe 
I'll read this last two before we come to a close. Another question from Von 
Arman is: Number one, for Dr Sherko, you mentioned that even federalism 
may not be enough for the survival of the Kurdistan. In your opinion, what 
specific political or institutional mechanisms could ensure long-term 
sustainability and protection of Kurdish identity beyond federal structures? 
And two, if statehood or state-like institutions are essential for Kurdish 
survival, do you believe the current Kurdish political leadership across different 
parts of Kurdistan is moving in the right direction to achieve this goal? 

And, sorry, Kak Sherko, we have to keep these answers very short, just because 
of the time. 

 

Dr. Sherko Kirmanj (Final Q&A) 



 

Yeah, for the first question, I think I did answer, that's the statehood - I mean, 
basically, but I did define that the statehood that I'm suggesting it's not the 
nation state, but it's rather a homeland state, or Dawlat Nishtimani, Dawlat 
Natawi, so that's the first question. 

The second question - I think in Bashur, probably with having too many 
centers, and having the two, two Idara - what do they call it? Two zones, and 
the government is basically to a large extent co-opted. So that's not moving in 
the right direction, honestly, in terms of the way that they government 
behaves and acts, and not moving towards unification of the two regions, and 
not doing enough to - and I think the issue, even if I say they're not doing 
enough to minimize or eliminate corruption, it's going to be really hard, 
because the people who are - I'm expecting to eliminate corruption, they are 
corrupt, so it's going to be a dilemma, so how can they work towards 
eliminating corruption while they have been deep-rooted into corruption. 

In Rojava, probably having one centralized or unified power, that is a good 
indication, and the way that they, in terms of educating the forces that they 
have on depending on themselves, for defending the region, and for defending 
the institutions that they have, it's all going in the right direction. 

My main issue with Rojava is the discourse that they want, or they're not 
having a clear vision about what kind of system that they would like to have it. 
I mean, this is the first time that I hear from somebody from Rojava who talks 
about federalism, Sinam Xan, this is the first time I hear. All what they - what 
we hear is that the kind of decentralization. So this is not clear, I mean. That's 
one thing, so we need to be clear about what we need to do, because I mean, 
probably I send you the article that I wrote at the time. I said, Rojava had 3 
options, either going independent, or going federalism, or going to basically 
submit to the will of the central government in Damascus. 

So the clarity is my main issue, and not clear about the discourse is the main 
issue. It's not about the nitty-gritty of how they behave. Yeah, thank you. 

 

Zirian Fatah (Closing Remarks) 

Thanks, Dr. Sherko. We have a comment from Kak Nader Gariban, who's 
actually a KLA member and the treasurer of KLA. He's written: Jino Xan, the 
execution photo you referred to in your presentation was about that horrible 
crime that took place in Sina Airport. There were 11 people who were 



 

executed. Two of my stepbrothers, Ahsan and Shahiar, were amongst them. 
The injured one was Ahsan Nahid. He was 22 at the time. Shahriar was 20. So it 
just goes to show how related we all are, how small the world is, and how 
close to our hearts this whole topic is. 

 

Jino Doabi (Response to Nader) 

If I just can say something, Kak Nader, Supas, Boca. Just in Kurdish, Ke wtit, 
that is 100% true. There are some images that sometimes I mix. Some of them 
are from Kermanshah, some of them from Sina. Obviously, a Saqzi girl here 
always have the back of Sina. So I'm really sorry for your loss. But thank you for 
writing that down, so I will not mix these images, but horrible images. 

Even talking about that, just to say something about that, my dad used to raise 
us - I know it's horrible to say it, but raise us with these images, not by showing 
us picture, but actually telling them. And when we - when I grow up and saw 
the images, I was like, I know this. I have heard this hundredth time. My dad 
told me about it, their friends, when they were on the mountains or on the 
rooftop, resisting the Islamic regime. 

I feel also I was there, even though I wasn't. I know it's weird, but - oh yeah, 
that's right, you know, that relatedness is - it's a generational thing, so I think I 
just want to thank you, Kak Nader. 

 

Zirian Fatah (Continuing Q&A) 

Thank you, Jino Xan, for that. Some other comments as well which we're 
referring to the KRG, where independent judiciary has yet to be raised. This is 
an important point, and also would benefit the progress of the KRG, and they... 

Last, I'll make this the last question - quick question for Sinam Xan. To what? 
And this is from people, of course. To what extent is Rojava administration 
under the hegemony of PKK and its ideology? 

 

Sinam Sherkany (Final Response) 



 

You know, we are now in Syria. And we always said Syria has different issues 
from Turkey, whatever, in Turkey. PKK is in Turkey, and now they are in a 
peace process with the Turkish government. And that's good. That will be a 
positive influence on the Syrian issue also, for the Kurds in Syria, because 
always you see that Turkish accusing the Kurds in Syria, being PKK and being 
terrorists, and they are going to attack Turkey, which is not true. All these 
excuses from Turkey. 

So, now Turkey being in a peace process and in contact with the solving the 
issue, we hope that will go forward for that. The issue of PKK and the Kurdish 
issue in Turkey, that would be having a very great influence on the issue in 
Syria for the Kurds also in Syria. That will be obvious very clearly. 

But in Syria, the people there, not only the Kurds, when I'm talking about 
Northeast Syria, it's not the Kurds. We believe that Arabs, they have the same 
project. I mean, they have the same vision of this project. They believe in that 
project. The Syriacs, the Kurds, they are not PKK, they believe in the 
decentralization or federalism, whatever. The Alawite, who've been 
persecuted by this regime now in Syria, they also believe in such a project that 
a decentralized system is the only solution for Syria. So I think this is the only 
way to solve all the issues in Syria. 

And we are away from whatever the PKK is doing in Turkey. But in Syria, the 
people, they have the philosophy of Mr. Ocalan, maybe? But still, they have 
their own project according to Syrian issue situation. So each place will be 
moving according to the situation, the circumstances of Syria. What's going on 
in Syria now? It's different what's going on in Turkey. It's a little bit different. 

So we have to work according what we have now, the reality in Syria on the 
ground, what do we have now? And this is what we are working as for the 
benefit of all the Kurdish people, and even the benefit of the interest of the 
Syrian people who believe in this project of decentralization. Decentralization, 
maybe federalism, a kind of special federalism is like degrees, not only one 
kind of federalism - either federalism at all or nothing. No, it is not like that. 

So maybe there is some degrees in maybe one of these autonomous 
administration. This is one update. So I think most of the Syrian people now 
believe, after what happened in Syria, they believe that the decentralization, 
autonomous administration, federalism is the only solution to keep Syria 
peace, and to keep stability in all Syria for all Syrian peoples. 



 

 

Zirian Fatah (Final Comments and Closing) 

Thank you, Sinam Xan. Again, I will make this the closing question and 
comment from Jasmine. Thanks for such a great webinar. I hope to see more of 
these. It's been really informative and educational. General question: What can 
we do to raise more awareness to the Kurdish issue? I note we don't have a 
strong lobby. Can this be improved? Can we perhaps have a separate webinar 
on this topic? 

Absolutely, Jasmine, I'd love to have a separate topic on what we can do for 
further collaboration and lobbying and raising awareness. Firstly, thank you for 
attending and making that comment. 

From Kurdish Lobby Australia's point of view, you know, it's been over 10 
years, and this is our website. You can go to Kurdish Lobby Australia dot com. 
Our website contains most of our work, and that includes our advocacy, our 
statements, our reports, our webinars, some of our previous charity initiatives 
that we have had, obviously background on Kurdish culture, geography, and 
the range of things. 

But the most important thing is that webinars like today do bring people 
together. And I must say, this is a very intelligent forum that we have today, 
and a very esteemed and respected forum that will only strengthen 
collaboration and progress, and I'm sure from this webinar, there will be 
reports, there will be further emails, there will be further communication. 

How we get these grassroots comments and strategies from an academic point 
of view, from an on-the-ground point of view, up to where it really counts is 
really, really important. For example, we're in Australia, and I would say we're 
very blessed to be in Australia, one of the best countries of the world, and we 
can't even have a parliamentary friendship group to represent our Kurdish 
issues, because the system does not recognize non-state actors. 

So basically, we are the voiceless, we want to have a voice, but the system is 
stopping us from having a voice, and that's a progressive Australian political 
forum. Just imagine some of these other Middle Eastern dictatorships and 
authoritarian regime. So, it is an uphill battle. 

And I look forward to better progress for everyone. I wish everyone a healthy 
and well time for the rest of the future, and success for all people, not just 



 

Kurdish people, but all people to have human rights to live proudly, with 
respect, with dignity, and not be under the force and pressure that the Kurdish 
people have been oppressed under. 

Thank you, everyone. I'll now close the webinar. Thank you. 

 

Sinam Sherkany (Final Goodbye) 

Thank you. Thank you so much for everyone. Thank you so much for all the 
attendees. Thank you. 

 

Dr. Sherko Kirmanj (Final Goodbye) 

Thank you. 

 

Jino Doabi (Final Goodbye) 

Thank you. 
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