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Dedicated to Jac Holmes and the Şehîd



When bad men combine, the good must associate; else they will fall one by one, an unpitied sacrifice in a contemptible struggle.

Edmund Burke,
Thoughts on the Cause of the Present Discontents

I don’t want one of those goddamn politician-made wars. I want to fight in something in which human beings count.

Charles Sweeny
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A Note about Names

I have not named many of the participants in this book, limiting this to foreign volunteers whom I fought or worked with closely. I have not named any of the Kurdish, Arab, Assyrian or Turkish fighters I had dealings with for two reasons. Firstly, the number of names used is fairly limited and, as a result, identification would soon be confused in the course of the narrative. Secondly, at the time of writing the situation in Syria is still in flux, and the future of those who have joined the Syrian Democratic Forces is far from clear. I have no wish to contribute to any intelligence files that may be used against them at future dates and, therefore, have not named any of these individuals. Many of these fighters, brave men and women all, are considered terrorists by certain political powers, who would happily see them dead.

In naming foreign volunteers, I have used their Kurdish noms de guerre, so as to protect their anonymity, although a number of them have publicly declared their service in Syria. There are two exceptions to this rule. Firstly, volunteers who were killed are a matter of public record, usually receiving a fair amount of attention in the international press. These I have referred to by their real names. Secondly, three individuals with whom I would work closely for a period of time. I will refer to them by the names Moe, Curly and Larry. They are all keen on their privacy, so I have provided them with an extra layer of anonymity. If they object to the names I have chosen, then I’m sure they will let me know.


Prologue

It was only well after the smoke and dust cloud had blown over me and settled to give me a light patina of grit that I noticed the mortar had detonated just thirty metres away. I had been sitting cross-legged on the veranda of a house on the edge of Manbij, trying to open an unripe pistachio nut, when the bomb went off. I hadn’t eaten in twenty-four hours and my nails were splitting in my attempt to strip what was proving to be a stubborn opponent. A few seconds later I realised I hadn’t even looked up. I’d been shelled innumerable times in the past year, and had become very good at telling where they were going to land, to the extent that my ability to judge a shell’s fall was now subconscious. If you don’t hear them until late, that means they are coming down on top of you.

It occurred to me that perhaps I’d been in Syria for too long, but then I managed to split the pistachio shell and my attention went back to dealing with my hunger. I popped the nut into my mouth, chewed, and then spat it out in disgust. Unripe pistachios are utterly revolting. I suppose I shouldn’t have been surprised.

The dust swirled in the wind, which normally blows strongly across the flat plains and low hills of northern Syria. It is the only relief from the burning heat that bakes the ground into a rock-hard surface during the summer, but the wind freezes you to the bone in the wet winters, which transform the solid dirt into a glutinous muck that bogs down feet and vehicles. I sat and considered the houses around me, not far from the front line. I would like to say I was working towards some great revelation about the meaning of existence, or mankind, or war. But all I was really interested in was that I was away from the unrelenting fighting (mortar shells don’t count), and the gnawing hunger in my belly. My mind was pleasantly blank, though I was completely aware of my surroundings. It is a strange state, a mindset of total focus that I have only found in combat.

It seems an odd situation to be in, especially as fighting in a war wasn’t really on my agenda and I’d never served in the military. But in June 2015 I shouldered my rucksack and boarded the first of a series of aeroplanes that would take me to northern Syria. I would spend the best part of the next year fighting alongside the Kurdish YPG against the Islamic State – otherwise known as ISIL, ISIS or Daesh. This is the story of my experiences.

I don’t intend this to be the definitive history of the war in Syria, or even of the battles I was involved in. Though I have a degree in history and have worked as a journalist, I can offer few insights into the whole sorry mess that is Syria. In combat all you are aware of is your immediate vicinity; you don’t even know what is going on in a neighbouring house unless someone tells you. Trying to follow the broader complexities at a local, regional, national and international level is an impossibility. All I can tell is what I saw, what I experienced and thought. Make of it what you will.

When people find out that I fought in Syria they always ask what possessed me to travel to a war-torn country and risk my life for a cause that had nothing to do with me and that I had no need to get involved in. The answer is both complicated and very simple, and I think it holds for most foreign volunteers who travel to that country to fight.

Firstly, let me deal with the alleged motivation that gets bandied around by our detractors, and some of the press: money. We are apparently all mercenaries simply out to make a quick buck. This is absolutely not true. While certain foreign volunteers I met were definitely out there to raise their profile, to make a reputation or lay the foundations for future careers, no one did it for the money. I can safely say that it cost everyone who volunteered a considerable amount to do so and, though you would hear the occasional legends of people finding large sums of cash on dead Daesh fighters, I never met anyone who had actually known someone who had. In fact, I never even met anyone who said they knew someone who knew someone who found a hidden trove. It is nonsense.

Many of the foreign volunteers travelled to Syria for personal and/or political reasons. Ex-military went because they thought their talents and skills could be of use. Others went because of sympathy for the Kurds, a people with a blighted history, or because the peculiar political ideology of the YPG – a blend of anarchism, social democracy and hard-left dogma – appealed to their desire to see a different political system established that would provide an alternative to the one they had known in their home countries.

A number went because, quite frankly, they did not fit in particularly well back home. Some had family issues, some had problematic personalities, and some were even drug addicts. Some were looking for somewhere they could belong, and, for a few, the embryonic state did present just such an opportunity.

Most would be left disappointed, the reality of the situation in northern Syria being far removed from their expectations. This is hardly surprising: the place was a warzone, and still trying to establish itself as a viable entity.

I think it is fair to say that most of us – whatever our stated intentions – were driven there by a sense of adventure. After all, what more extreme experience is there than war? It’s a dirty little secret that combat is the most intense thing you can engage in, and, when it’s going well, there really is nothing better. Conversely, when it is going badly there is possibly nothing worse. Though we all know and hear of the horrors involved, people have always sought this thrill – and it is a thrill.

But even this, in my opinion, was not the principal reason. At the heart of why we went there was the horror inspired by Daesh. They exploded onto the international consciousness with their lightning advance across Iraq and Syria, crushing all who opposed them, including well-equipped armies. The booty they captured, both material and financial, further fuelled their expansion and, before anyone could register the reality, a fundamentalist regime was controlling a vast swath of territory and commanding an army that struck terror into their enemies. The so-called caliphate used the most brutal methods it could devise to punish those who opposed it, or otherwise did not fit with its narrow interpretation of Islam.

Tens of thousands of foreigners heeded the new regime’s call to come to their territory and wage holy war against the unbelievers and apostates. There they participated in these crimes, positively revelling in them, with each fresh atrocity broadcast to the planet by Daesh’s slick propaganda machine. The world watched, horrified, as entire populations were exterminated or forced to flee their homelands. Under Daesh, rape became codified, children were forced to become sex slaves, those accused of homosexuality were thrown from high buildings, and public executions for the most petty of reasons became the standard.

Allow me to spell out the sort of behaviour that Daesh used as standard on those populations, such as the Yazidis, whom ISIS decided they would not tolerate.

Armed men come to your house. If you’re the man of the house, they kill you. If you are the woman, they gang rape you. The rape itself may well kill you. If not, and you’re lucky, they slit your throat after they are done. If you are unlucky, they put you into one of their slave houses, where you are subject to abuse by any Daesh fighter who wants sexual gratification.

If your daughters are aged nine or above, they are old enough to be married. They are given as a reward to Daesh fighters who are considered worthy, or they are simply sold at market like cattle. They are expected to perform all wifely duties.*

If you have young sons (too old and they too will simply be killed) they will be indoctrinated and groomed to be future soldiers of ISIS – probably suicide bombers, as these tend to be the young and most idealistic volunteers. As part of their schooling they may well be made to murder enemies of the movement or perceived apostates, and their actions recorded and released onto the internet.

Repeat this several thousand, possibly tens of thousands, of times, and you have ISIS. So, when people ask me why I went to fight Daesh, I am, to be honest, baffled. How can any sane person not oppose such evil?


1

Making a Choice

It was in April 2015 that I made the decision to go to Syria. I was on a training run up a mountain in Karen State, Burma, with members of the Free Burma Rangers, an organisation I had been volunteering with, on and off, for the previous three years. I remember quite distinctly that I was listening to Taylor Swift’s ‘Shake It Off’. To my friends and old comrades who will laugh at that: I don’t care – it’s a great track to run to.

I try to monitor the international situation as closely as one can via the press and other open sources, and I’d been following the expansion of Daesh with some concern. It seemed obvious that, although the US Air Force had launched an intensive aerial bombing campaign the previous October, it would be some time before Daesh was destroyed.

It might seem a bit of a jump, going from assisting and training pro-democracy rebels in the jungles of Burma to fighting on the flat plains of Syria, but my motivation was the same: a desire to help people who were getting precious little aid from the outside world. Certainly, the press attention that the YPG had received during the Battle of Kobane had come to my notice, as well as a series of news articles about foreign volunteers who had gone to fight alongside the Kurds. Moreover, as the Western media’s attention had waned, I thought that I might be able to use my media and information coordination skills to assist the Syrian Kurds.

This is probably a good time to explain my role at FBR, and what that organisation does. Burma is a truly beautiful country that has been blighted by more than seventy years of civil war. The Free Burma Rangers work with ethnic-minority movements throughout the country, training relief teams that go into the contested areas, providing assistance to those who need it. Generally, this means refugees who have fled to the jungles and mountains to escape the depredations of the utterly ruthless Burmese army and are forced to live in the most primitive conditions.* As a result, they are not just prey to diseases such as malaria and dengue fever, but also at risk of starvation and dysentery. In these conditions, even a cold can quickly become a lethal condition, especially among the children.

Each FBR relief team includes at least one medic who has undergone an intensive year-long training programme in treating a range of issues, from combat trauma to tropical diseases and illnesses such as pneumonia and malnutrition; both a photographer and a videographer, who document the situation, photograph Burmese army atrocities and record interviews and  testimony from victims as evidence for potential trials; and a security element, which is responsible for protecting both the team and any civilians threatened by military action.

It is important to point out that FBR’s role is not primarily military, though this tends to dominate any press coverage the organisation receives: one media outlet labelled them ‘like Doctors Without Borders … with Guns’. This is both correct and inaccurate. FBR teams can, depending on the local situation, deploy armed, and that is at the discretion of the team itself, comprising volunteers from the local resistance army who best understand the level of threat, which can be considerable. In certain areas FBR teams travel as civilians, using transportation and practising medicine in towns and villages firmly under the control of the Burmese military with their tacit blessing. In other zones the mere suggestion of an FBR team in the field can lead to the army dispatching large forces in pursuits that can last for weeks as the FBR team use every trick in the guerrilla handbook to evade their hunters. In some situations, local resistance armies will send such considerable forces alongside the FBR team that they actually force the Burmese army to withdraw.

However, the FBR teams try to avoid any confrontation if at all possible. The rules of engagement drilled into the Rangers at their annual training camps are that they should only resort to arms for self-defence, or in the defence of civilians.

As part of the information department, I was responsible for collating the intelligence our field teams gathered on their patrols or from local ethnic governments, a number of which (such as the Karen and Kachin) are extremely well organised. I would then write up reports that were published by FBR and distributed to journalists, humanitarian organisations and government officials with an interest in the region. I would also act as a source for journalists requesting information on conditions in Burma, and on the political situation. In the field my job was to train the teams in what sort of information we were interested in gathering, how to fill out their patrol reports, and also other subjects such as world history and, on one memorable occasion, mathematics. Hardly my strongest subject at the best of times, my attempts to teach prospective future Shan medics, many of whom had zero (and I do mean literally zero) schooling, meant that even such basics as simple multiplication proved something of a forlorn hope.

It was not, and I cannot emphasise this enough, my job to fight. Nor were any of the other foreign volunteers expected to engage in combat. Every year new fresh-faced volunteers would turn up and, after receiving their basic induction speech, would ask when they were heading for the wilds and, if they were especially excitable, when they would be issued a gun. Their reaction to the answer ‘You aren’t likely to be sent anywhere at all dangerous and you will never be issued a gun,’ would allow one to gauge how long they were likely to last. Most departed quite quickly.

However, to complicate the issue, Dave Eubank, the American founder of FBR, received considerable attention from the international press in June 2017 when a film of him charging out into Daesh fire to rescue a child, while Rangers gave him covering fire in Mosul, went viral. It is very much an organisation where you have to react to circumstance.

Logistics, human resources and information collating and report writing are not the most thrilling of occupations, but that is exactly what is required to run a programme that hopes to achieve anything of any use; anything else just descends into a bunch of yahoos running about in the jungle. And it was primarily in the office, writing reports and dealing with journalists and other advocates, that I learnt and practised the skills I thought might be of use to the Kurds in their war against Daesh.

Many of the people I speak to about my experiences want to know what sends me off to such places as Burma and Syria. Most ponder broken homes, or some deep secret that propels me to put myself at risk. They seem almost disappointed when I explain that my home life growing up was extremely stable: my parents are married and have been for forty years, I lived in the same house from the age of four, went to a good school and was a fair student, though admittedly lazy. My father worked as a warehouse manager and most of my early memories are of playing in freight yards, dodging around forklifts and under articulated lorries. No doubt today health and safety inspectors would have a stroke at children playing in such an environment, but it certainly teaches you to be aware of your surroundings.

After school I acquired a taste for travel and bounced between various jobs and touring in Asia, Africa and the UK. I went to university at the age of twenty-nine, an attempt to do the normal thing, and to develop some sort of plan for the future. Though I achieved a first, the attempt at normality didn’t work out and so after a few years I was wandering off again. I funded myself by taking jobs I was happy to walk out on once I had saved enough money to pay for whatever it was I intended to do next. Delivery driving, removals and even a few years digging trenches and surveying sewers were some of the highlights, as well as the obligatory sales jobs.

I have never settled down and had anything remotely like a stable relationship or children. The fact is, I suppose, I am quite selfish. I like being able to head off on a whim to some remote place and not worry about a mortgage or career. Perhaps a psychologist could divine some personality trait – or flaw – that explains my attitude. My close friends have a simpler explanation. They just say, ‘Oh him? He’s mad.’ Maybe they’re correct.

I developed an interest in history while at school – and even now I am quite often to be found reading on a range of military subjects, from obscure campaigns to the latest in defence hardware – and this led me to seriously consider joining the Royal Marines when I left school.

When I told my father that I wanted to pursue a career in the military, he said:

‘Well, if that’s what you want to do, I understand. The only thing I ask is that you go in as an officer. At least that way you might have some say in what you do, and not just be another number.’

As my approaches to the Marines were rebuffed – the recruiting sergeant explained that at that time the corps was taking on only three officer recruits per year, and those were all university graduates of exceptional fitness – my ideas of following this career path largely fizzled out. Though I would periodically consider the option in the following years, my taste for travel also developed and I began to think that, while being a soldier was indeed an honourable profession, being at the whim of politicians who decide who and where to fight was perhaps not such a clever idea. I would say that this has led to my personal philosophy that if you are going to wage war, it is better to choose it yourself.

In fact, my motivation for going where I go and doing what I do is very simple. While I enjoy travelling and experiencing new things, I firmly believe that it is a moral duty to assist those who need aid if you are in a position to help. Why this is, I couldn’t say: it seems like a cornerstone of any human society to me. Perhaps I watched too many westerns at a young age.

I am also convinced that the best way to deal with an issue is to tackle it as close to the source as possible, rather than trying to treat the symptoms of a problem. And I am a firm believer in Edmund Burke’s maxim that the only thing necessary for the triumph of evil is for good men to do nothing. Without doubt I have a simplistic, somewhat inflexible view of the world, and in some ways it is pure anger at the way in which ordinary people can suffer, through no fault of their own, as they get caught in the machinations of politics and business, that sets me off on some crusade.

So it was as I panted up the mountain that I made my decision. Things in Burma had settled down, though low-level fighting in the north of the country continued. The training mission into Karen State would soon be finished, and I had largely completed a project I had been working on, highlighting the Burmese military’s appointment of a well-connected lobbyist in the United States. With summer approaching, the slack period at FBR, I decided that my time might be better spent in Syria. It was relatively simple to contact the YPG and express my interest: the foreign press had made quite a meal of the early volunteers who had travelled to Syria, and publicised the contact details that were in use then, a Facebook page called the Lions of Rojava. A somewhat grandiose title, but effective, as people from across the world began to head for Rojava, the Kurdish-dominated region of northern Syria, to help in the fight.

The reaction of my fellow FBR volunteers was almost universal. When told about my intentions, they wanted to know what I intended to do in Syria and then, once they had thought about it, expressed support tinged with concern and a touch of envy. My team leader, a big, bluff ex-military policeman and football player from Ohio, summed it up in his typically succinct style:

‘You’re out of your goddamn mind. But if I was a bit younger I’d come with you.’


2

About the Kurds,
their Factions and the YPG

Before continuing, it is probably best to explain something of the situation in which my fellow volunteers and I were miring ourselves with the Kurds and in Syria itself. The Middle East is a complex interplay of religion, race, culture and tribalism, which meant the whole region had been a powder keg for decades. Syria in 2011 had sparked and exploded, threatening the stability of the entire Middle East and causing both local and international actors to weigh in, to various degrees. The Kurds were, as always, caught right in the middle of the conflagration.

The Kurds really are a people with a tragic history. Currently classed as the largest ethnic group without their own homeland, there are an estimated forty million Kurds spread across the border regions shared by Turkey, Syria, Iraq and Iran. The Kurds themselves subdivide their scattered territory, according to which country the area is located in. Thus, Iranian Kurdistan is known as rohilat (east), Turkish Kurdistan as bakûr (north) and Iraqi Kurdistan as başûr (south). Rojava means west.

Being the resident population of an area divided among so many countries means that the Kurds are in the classic position of a person standing in the middle of a busy crossroads: liable to get hit from any direction. The result is that the Kurds have been persecuted by every country of which they are notionally citizens. Though degrees of this persecution have tended to rise and fall depending on the whims of a particular regime, the default position in all four countries has been to suppress any hint of Kurdish nationalism or, indeed, personality. After all, Syria and Iraq are dominated by Arabs, Iran by Persians and Turkey by the Turks. None of these is particularly keen on the idea of a large section of their territory being removed from their control by what are generally considered to be a bunch of hillbillies.

This has led to multiple uprisings and the exploitation of the Kurds, both by the countries they live in, which have fanned Kurdish nationalism in their neighbours’ territory when it suited their agenda, and by every external power seeking to disrupt the region for their own ends. The Kurds have been used by the British against the Turks, by Hitler to rebel against the British, by the Soviet Union against Iran and by the Americans against Saddam Hussein. This list is far from exhaustive, and none of these rebellions was successful in gaining any form of independence for the Kurds; they achieved nothing but horrendous suffering for generations and entrenched suspicion of them among the ruling ethnic majorities.

Hopes of a unified Kurdish nation are also not helped by the fact the Kurds themselves come from an immensely complex and diverse culture. There is not one Kurdish language, but seven, which use the Roman, Arabic and Persian alphabets. These in turn are subdivided into a vast array of dialects, many alien and incomprehensible to one another. Just as in their language, local Kurdish cultures and social habits also tend to be unique. In fact, it could be argued that the concept of ‘being Kurdish’ is something of a misnomer. The Kurds are in fact more a conglomeration of formerly remote and diverse populations who, not fitting into the mainstream ethnicities of the region, have been lumped in together.

This diversity probably helps account for the chronic factionalism that besets the Kurds’ internal affairs and leads to implacable hatred among the various parties. I will not go into the full and sorry history of this because again there are better, more thorough studies. I can, however, explain some of the principal players and their influence on the Kurds of Iraq, Turkey and Syria in relation to the Syrian civil war, as well as some of the complications that this has engendered there, both for the inhabitants and the external powers.

Three Kurdish factions are the principal actors in the fight against ISIS. These are the Iraq-based political parties, the Kurdish Democratic Party (KDP) and the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan (PUK), and those who follow the political teachings of Abdullah Öcalan, who are spread across all four countries that the Kurds inhabit and enjoy some support from the Kurdish diaspora abroad. The KDP and PUK each operate their own armies, both known as the Peshmerga, and have their own zones of control in northern Iraq (also known as Kurdistan). Each detests the other and fought a civil war from 1994 to 1997, which received almost no coverage in the West.

The KDP is the political party of the Barzani family, whose forces control the south-western portion of Kurdistan, including the Syrian border region and the cities of Erbil, Hawler and Dohuk. The KDP is an autocratic, conservative and nepotistic affair, dominated by the personality of the patriarch Masoud Barzani, the notional president of the Iraqi Kurdish Region. The party tends towards a Kurdish nationalistic political bias, which is understandable as many of its key members were engaged in the long struggle for autonomy against the regime of Saddam Hussein. It is also the most commercially successful part of Iraqi Kurdistan as it sits on huge oil reserves that, when I passed through in both 2015 and 2016, were fuelling a building boom in the major cities. It is widely believed in the area that the Barzani family makes sure it gets its cut by passing laws demanding the family receives shares in any business in their part of Kurdistan.

The PUK dominates the east of northern Iraq, controlling the Iranian border, and is based in the city of Sulaymaniyah. It espouses a socialist/social democratic approach to politics. Owing to their left-wing leanings, the PUK enjoy good relations and work closely with the third party in Kurdish politics, the Kurdistan Workers Party or PKK (Partiya Karkerên Kurdistanê), generally known to its adherents as the party. This group is classed as a terrorist organisation by most Western nations, and is infamous for the ferocious insurgency it has fought in Turkey since 1984.

The PKK is regarded by most outside observers as a classic cold war communist party that is trying to establish an independent Kurdish state in Turkey, which will be shaped as a workers’ paradise on the model of Marxism-Leninism. A relic of the party’s origins in this doctrine (other than being referred to as the party) is the way members refer to each other as heval, which translates literally as friend, but a more accurate translation in terms of intent would be comrade.

However, to regard the PKK as a Marxist leftover is a simplification, and mistaken. The complexities of the organisation’s ideology are one of the factors that make supporting the Kurds in Syria, and the legal status of volunteers who join them, problematic.

The PKK is part of a much broader coalition of parties – which include the party that represents the Syrian Kurds, the PYD (Partiya Yekîta Demokrat, or Democratic Union Party) – that subscribe to the ideological, philosophical and historical writings of Abdullah Öcalan, a Kurdish political theorist and guerrilla leader affectionately nicknamed Apo (uncle – presumably the root of the name Apogee, by which his adherents are generally referred to) who founded and led the movement, and subsequently developed the idea of democratic confederalism, also known as Apoism, as his ideal method of government while in jail in Turkey – where, at the time of writing in early 2017, he remains, as far as anyone knows. This political theory is a gelling of Marxism-Leninism, Stalinism, anarchism and libertarian ideals. Broadly speaking, it espouses the idea that central government should be kept to a minimum, that power should be highly decentralised and local issues resolved at a local level, not to mention that regional/racial/religious customs should be respected, along with the need for gender equality. It also stands for a fairer redistribution of wealth along similar lines to European social democracy.

This broad array of inputs means that, depending on whom you talk to, there is a wide range of opinions available about what the Apogees hope to achieve, a good example being whether or not the Kurds should have their own country. The ideology sees itself as a means of destroying the corrosive nationalism that pervades so much of the current world system, and loudly proclaims the fact. Under democratic confederalism, there would be no need for nation states or borders; all creeds would be respected and issues would be dealt with by democratic consensus. Thus establishing a country called Kurdistan within the international order is not only not on their agenda, but actually anathema, given what they stand for. However, among the rank and file, talk of establishing a country the Kurds can call their own is extremely common. So what is the true position? After a year living with Kurds I still don’t know, although I suspect their political leadership, like politicians everywhere, will react to circumstance to suit their own aims.

Technically speaking, there are a number of elements in the ideology that would, in my opinion, be of real benefit to the region. The emphasis on equality and non-interference in personal beliefs is definitely an improvement on many of the existing social structures in the Middle East, especially those of the more conservative Arab areas. It also stands in stark contrast to the intolerance of Daesh. In reality, of course, the application of democratic confederalism is not as clear-cut as its practitioners and advocates in the wider world make out, but then no political system is ever the utopia it is intended to be.

Most of Öcalan’s followers regard him with what can only be described as religious adulation. His face is plastered across walls and his writings are regarded with a veneration comparable to religious fundamentalism. The irony is that Öcalan has written against the cult of the personality, but still this state of affairs persisted while I was in Syria. Many of the foreign volunteers would refer to the ever-present pictures of Apo ironically as ‘moustached Jesus’, such is the adoration in which he is held. Indeed, I have heard at least one Kurd openly state that for those who subscribe to his ideals, Öcalan is their equivalent.

There are some bizarre quirks thrown up by democratic confederalism. Coca-Cola is considered capitalist and not widely available, though that situation had changed slightly by the time I left Rojava in July 2016. However, Pepsi is boş (good). Why, I have no idea, but I suspect it could be simply that Apo once said he preferred Pepsi – this is literally the most sensible answer I can come up with. Similarly, iPhones are evil, but Samsung is fine, and if you want to use the internet it is automatically assumed that you want to use Facebook, as many Kurds have limited educations and are unable to access many websites that are in foreign languages as a result. You are sternly told that Facebook is no boş and capitalist, and then taken aside and asked to friend the person giving you the warning.

There appears to be a knee-jerk reaction to certain forms of modernity among the leadership, which naturally means everything proscribed is of fascination to the rank and file. The prohibition of internet communications makes some sense in that the Kurds are paranoid about security and many firmly believe that the whole organisation is riddled with Turkish spies. An example of this concerns the issuing of the nobat list, the guard roster that is set every night. It is against the rules both to try to find out when your duty hour is, and to tell someone else when theirs will be. This situation makes most Western volunteers extremely irritable, as it is nice to know if and when you are liable to be kicked awake in the middle of the night. But the prohibition exists (though it is often broken) to prevent any agent within the organisation alerting enemies as to when they can safely attack.

The fanaticism with which the ideology is embraced does, somewhat ironically, remind me of the same steadfast dedication displayed by Islamic fundamentalists. In many ways, Öcalan’s ideas have simply replaced Islam as the primary belief system in the areas where he holds sway. Certainly, elements seem similar, particularly the emphasis on Şehîd – martyrs. Posters of the fallen can be seen everywhere and reports of those who have died fighting are in the news every night on the Kurdish television channels.

Additionally, the Apogees practise a form of criticism/self-criticism known as tac mil. These solemn sessions combine a debriefing with a chance for unit members to air their grievances. They are used by everyone, from the smallest three-or four-person fire team right up to a mass meeting where troops get the chance to criticise the performance of the generals who commanded a particular operation. However, the sheer seriousness of a tac mil makes it almost a religious occasion; I’ve seen senior commanders go from making brusque demands for attention to retreating and sitting quietly and patiently until the meeting is over once they’ve realised that a tac mil is taking place. I can only compare it to intruding on a sacred ritual. Indeed, the only time I have known a tac mil break up without its business complete was when Daesh managed to drop a Katyusha rocket onto the building in which we were holding the meeting. But more on that later.

The Yekîneyên Parastina Gel (YPG), the force that I and the majority of other foreign volunteers joined, translates as ‘People’s Protection Units’ and is, in effect, a militia. The Apogee theory of decentralisation means that, ideally, each village, town and district would raise its own militia, and these would combine and coordinate against any external threat. The idea is that by diversifying military power no single racial, religious or political group can dominate. Broadly speaking, it is probably not unfair to compare the YPG to the minutemen of the American War of Independence, although they are, as I have pointed out, part of a broader social philosophy.

For outside parties this is a delicate issue that has led to great divisions; these have, in turn, caused huge complications in the war against Daesh and other extremist groups. The Turks naturally regard the YPG and any other group subscribing to Öcalan’s theories as one and the same and, as such, see the development of any sort of independent structure with an Apogee element on their border as an intolerable threat to their security. The growth of the YPG in Syria and its successful expulsion of Al Nusra, the Syrian wing of Al Qaeda, from Rojava in 2013, meant that the Turks suddenly went from facing an insurgency in their remote regions by a group with scant outside support, to the possibility of insurgents having a safe region where they could recruit, train and equip substantial forces. This led to the Turks taking active military action against the Kurds in northern Syria and even, it is alleged, supplying aid to groups fighting them in Syria.*

Naturally, fear on the part of Turks has meant a great many problems have arisen with its NATO allies, especially when America waded into the war in northern Syria, followed shortly after by a number of other Western nations. At this moment, the YPG went from being merely an unimportant militia to a force much praised in the media as the outside world’s best weapon in the war against ISIS. The Turks insist that their allies not sponsor or equip the YPG – who are, to them, terrorists – while the West, and particularly the United States, declares the PKK are terrorists and they see no connection between the two organisations.

Fighting alongside the YPG is the Yekîneyên Parastina Jin (YPJ) – the Women’s Protection Unit. This militia follows the ideological outline set out by Öcalan and is designed to spearhead the movement’s ideas on equality. Most units are heterogeneous and men and women train and fight together. As Kurdish society is strongly patriarchal, the YPJ really is a remarkable development. However, there are strict rules of behaviour and, though comradeship between members of both sexes is fostered, if a man and a woman are judged to be too close to one another they are subject to formal criticism and possible retribution. Sexual relations are severely punished and, as many members dedicate their lives to the
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