
 
Undoubtedly, the Syrian map has changed throughout the ongoing war and ethno-sectarian 
boundaries are being constructed across the country. Several factors and actors may be 
responsible for this change that is, surely, underpinned by a security dilemma. Yet this does 
not indicate that the division of Syria is an inevitable outcome of the conflict. With the 
exception of the Kurdish enclave that has elements to enjoy autonomous power; 
geographically and demographically speaking, and that also may have the necessary 
resources to survive, the partition of the rest of Syria’s territories into a “Sunni Northern 
Syria” and a “Southern Syria” seems to be inapplicable. 
  
In the first place, one cannot speak about “Sunni Northern Syria” nor about “Southern Syria” 
as monolithic regions that could be ruled by a single authority. Various Islamic militias with 
different ideologies and agendas are competing over northern Syria however none of them 
has the absolute power there; Salafi Jihadists (e.g. Islamic State in Syria and Iraq ISIS), 
Salafists (e.g. Ahrar al-Sham) and moderate Muslims (e.g. Free Syrian Army) are struggling 
for hegemony and questing to advance different agendas. Therefore the “Sunni Northern 
Syria” is not populated by Sunnis who share the same ideology and is controlled by different 
militias that although vary in power and resources, none of them has supreme authority over 
the population. Hence, what is the leadership that can rule “Sunni Northern Syria”?. Indeed, 
the same question can be applied to “Southern Syria” which is heterogeneous religiously and 
politically. Although unlike “Sunni Northern Syria” the Salafi Jihadist do not have a strong 
foothold there, yet the Islamic Front -which enrols some 70,000 fighters- is based only a few 
kilometres from eastern Damascus and is widely present in the suburbs of Homs and Hama. 
Also, Jabhet al-Nusra (al-Qaeda linked Jihadi group) controls the very south of Syria 
(suburbs of Dara and al-Quneitra, bordering Israel). Moreover, although loyalists to the 
Assad regime inhabit mostly the south and coastal areas, the majority of “Southern Syria” 
does not support the Assad regime. Thus, who would be the ruler of “Southern Syria”? 
Would those in Homs, Hama or the suburbs of Damascus who have been subjected to the 
regime’s bombardments for almost four years, agree to be citizens of “Southern Syria” ruled 
by Assad? Or would Zahran Allouch -the leader of the Islamic Front- simply evacuate the 
state within the state that he has created three years ago in Eastern Ghouta and move it to the 
“Sunni Northern Syria”?. 
 
In the second place, the borders between “Sunni Northern Syria” and “Southern Syria” would 
be fragile and indefensible as each of them would seek to prevail over the other, yet, 
eventually, neither one of them would be secured. Furthermore, neither “Sunni Northern 
Syria” nor “Southern Syria” would enjoy internal stability because as argued earlier, Islamists 
would continue their quest for hegemony in the north and would seek to advance it to the 
south. While on the other hand, the various factions in the south would resume the fight for 
power and would challenge the leadership there. Besides, the south would lack the sufficient 
resources to survive as most oil and gas fields are located in the north. 
 
Lastly, and more importantly, is the unwillingness of the Syrian people to accept the partition 
of Syria into two parts. Although the country has been in a drastic civil war for forty-six 
months, and that ethno-sectarian boundaries were drawn with the onset of the conflict, no 
faction (except the Kurds) is promoting the division of Syria. Instead each faction seeks to 



boost its power and to be the hegemonic actor in Syria as a whole entity. Neither the Jihadists 
nor the radical loyalists demand the territorial partition of the country. On the one hand, 
Islamists seek to establish an Islamic state in Syria while on the other hand, loyalists advocate 
“Assad’ Syria”, therefore both factions are determined to keep Syria united but under their 
own fist. Furthermore, secular opponents to the Assad regime are strongly against the 
division of Syria and they, since the outset of the conflict, are promoting Syrianism and 
seeking to reproduce a Syrian national identity that emphasises the unity of Syria and that 
prioritises the affiliation with the Syrian state over any other affiliation. Indeed, regardless of 
the sectarian polarisation which is paralleling the escalating violence, and despite being the 
weakest actor due to their fragmentation, lack of international support and the violence they 
are subjected to by the regime and the Islamists, these secular anti-Assad activists are still 
questing to foster Syrian nationalism and to reinforce the unity of Syria and Syrians. 
 
Based on the above, the division of the country into a “Sunni Northern Syria” and a 
“Southern Syria” is unrealistic and is not a solution to the current conflict. It would maximise 
the crisis instead of minimizing it. Furthermore, it would deepen the fracture of the already 
fractured nation and would result in fatal implications for Syria, Syrians and for the region. It 
is very true that the current Syrian boundaries are artificial and were imposed on a 
heterogeneous community, yet for the last seven decades this community has succeeded in 
constructing a sense of nationhood that although seems to be ruined by the current conflict 
(due to internal and external factors) is still functioning. Because for the Syrian Islamist, the 
loyalist and the secular, all of them are fighting for Syria, not for a particular part of Syria. 
And regardless that their vision of a future Syria radically differs, all of them see themselves 
as Syrians fighting for Syria. Therefore, it would be immoral to simply redraw the borders 
and reconstruct the identities of people for the sake of realpolitik ends. Indeed, this “solution” 
that some Western scholars are promoting is framed along a very orientalist approach, which 
looks at Syrians according to their religious and tribal identity. It is also very true that due to 
the current circumstances, the future of Syria is in the hands of great powers, yet we should 
always bear in mind that the last say would be for the Syrians themselves. 
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