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Abstract
This article provides a comprehensive comparative assessment of documenta-
tion on the abduction, disappearance, and abuse of Alawite women and girls in 
post‑Assad Syria. Drawing on international journalism, human‑rights reporting, 
UN Special Procedures communications, activist datasets, and survivor testi-
mony, it synthesizes convergent patterns of gendered and sectarian violence 
that have intensified since early 2025. The analysis demonstrates that these in-
cidents reflect coordinated operations marked by sectarian profiling, coerced 
video statements, organized networks, and systematic obstruction by security 
institutions. Attention is given to the methodological contributions of 
IDHRV‑ARMIL, whose multilayered verification model—integrating ethnographic 
fieldwork, structured interviews, triangulated evidence, and survivor‑centered 
protocols—offers one of the most rigorous frameworks for documenting minor-
ity persecution in Syria. The study identifies key methodological strengths and 
structural constraints across the literature and argues that robust documentation 
is essential for accountability, protection, and future justice mechanisms in tran-
sitional Syria.

Introduction
The fall of Bashar al‑Assad in late 2024 and the subsequent political realignment 
in Syria produced a profound rupture in the country’s social fabric, particularly 
for communities historically associated with the former regime. Among these, 
the Alawite minority—long positioned at the center of state power yet internally 
diverse and politically heterogeneous—has faced a new landscape of vulnerabil-
ity marked by sectarian retaliation, institutional fragmentation, and emergent 
forms of gendered violence. Over the past two years, a growing body of evi-
dence and documentation has begun to trace the abduction, disappearance, 
sexual assault, and captivity of Alawite women and girls (Brink 2025, 1; Herre-
mans & Ghoutouk 2025, 9; Pipes 2025, 11–12; Swinnen 2025, 13). The critical 
review of media account and documentation efforts that follows adds to this 
scholarship and synthesizes the major sources of documentation—international 
journalism, human‑rights reporting, activist data, and community testimony—to 
assess what is known about the ongoing abduction of Alawite women and girls, 
how it has been or can be documented, and where critical methodological gaps 
remain.
The surge of sexual violence and the targeted abduction of Alawite women and 
girls in post‑Assad Syria have emerged as a critical yet insufficiently examined 
facet of the country’s volatile transition, revealing how gendered violence is mo-
bilized as a tool of sectarian retribution and political score‑settling. Since the col-
lapse of the regime’s centralized security apparatus in late 2024, reports from 
survivors, families, and civil society organizations have documented a pattern of 
kidnappings of women and girls marked by sexual violence, ransom demands, 
and explicit targeting based on communal identity. These incidents, occurring 
amid heightened distrust between Alawite communities and the new 
Sunni‑dominated authorities, illuminate the intersection of minority vulnerability, 
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armed opportunism, and state denial in a landscape where accountability mech-
anisms remain fragile or absent. Examining these abductions is therefore essen-
tial not only for understanding the lived consequences of Syria’s political realign-
ment, but also for assessing how gender, religion, and power converge to shape 
emergent forms of insecurity in transitional contexts.
The collapse of the Assad regime created conditions in which long‑standing po-
litical grievances, sectarian narratives, and opportunistic criminality converged. 
The new Sunni‑dominated interim government inherited a fractured security ap-
paratus and a volatile environment in which revenge killings, mass displacement, 
and targeted violence proliferated. Within this context, reports of Alawite women 
being kidnapped, raped, forcibly married, or held as ṣabāyā (lit.: women and girls 
held as sexual captives taken during wartime) began to circulate through activist 
networks and local communities. Amnesty International and a U.N. commission 
later corroborated portions of these patterns, though both noted severe verifi-
cation challenges.
Journalistic accounts consistently situate these gendered abuses within broader 
cycles of sectarian violence. The New York Times and BBC reports link the kid-
nappings to the March 2025 massacres in which more than 1,400 people—
mostly Alawite civilians—were killed. Wood’s report further contextualizes the 
phenomenon by tracing its historical antecedents to ISIS’s enslavement of Yazidi 
women, noting that former ISIS loyalists may now operate within other militias. 
All three investigations identify the blurred boundaries between ideological vio-
lence and opportunistic criminality, suggesting that some kidnappings are moti-
vated by revenge, others by extortion, and still others by the collapse of law en-
forcement.

Abduction, Disappearance, and Abuse of 
Minority Women in Syria 
Between January 2025 and July 2026, Syria’s western and central regions expe-
rienced an escalation in the abduction, disappearance, and abuse of women 
and girls belonging primarily to the Alawite minority, but also to Christian, Shi’ite, 
Druze, and Kurdish communities. These incidents unfolded in parallel with the 
mass killings of Alawite civilians documented in early March 2025, forming a 
broader pattern of sectarian persecution and gender‑based violence that has 
destabilized entire communities (Kreinath 2025c; 2025d). The dataset analyzed 
for this study, consisting of sixty four anonymized cases, reveals patterns of a 
sophisticated and targeted campaign of sexual violence against a religious mi-
nority (IDHRV-ARMIL 2025a; 2025b; Kreinath 2025b; 2026c) that cannot be un-
derstood as isolated criminal acts but eventually have to be reviewed within 
larger time spans and conceptual frameworks (Ahram 2015, 66; Sampson 2021, 
201–202; Abdelkader & Hichem 2026, 74–77, 81–82; Shabbir 2026, 7–8). In-
stead, it reflects organized operations, coordinated networks, a strategic media 
campaign, and clear indications of state complicity, intentional suppression of 
evidence, and the calculated silencing of victims of sexual violence.
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Targeted abductions of primarily Alawite women and girls occurred across a 
wide geographic area, including Latakia, Tartous, Homs, Hama, Damascus, Rif 
Dimashq, Aleppo, and surrounding rural regions. Women and girls were seized 
in public streets, university campuses, health centers, transport terminals, and 
village roads. Many were abducted while performing routine daily tasks—
walking to school, visiting clinics, buying bread, traveling to work, or returning 
home. The victims include schoolgirls as young as eleven, university students, 
young mothers, pregnant women, and professionals such as teachers and uni-
versity faculty. The deliberate targeting of minors and mothers suggests a strat-
egy aimed at inflicting maximum psychological and social harm on minority 
communities by attacking their most vulnerable members.
A defining feature of these abductions is the sectarian identification of victims. 
In numerous cases, abductors demanded to know the woman’s religion before 
seizing her. Women who identified as Alawite were taken immediately, often at 
gunpoint, and subjected to sectarian insults and threats. The treatment of vic-
tims during captivity reveals a consistent pattern of abuse. Many returned with 
visible signs of torture, including razor cuts, beatings, slashing, and hair removal. 
Some were held underground, deprived of food, or subjected to prolonged psy-
chological trauma. Several victims were forced into marriage during captivity, 
often to strangers or individuals aligned with armed groups. In multiple cases, 
victims were compelled to record videos claiming they “ran away voluntarily” or 
“married willingly,” contradicting family testimony and the circumstances of their 
disappearance. These coerced narratives appear designed to erase evidence of 
abduction and torture, and to shield perpetrators from accountability. Sexual vi-
olence, while rarely explicitly stated due to stigma, fear, and coercion, is strongly 
implied in several cases. Indicators include forced marriage, psychological col-
lapse upon return, refusal of families to speak, and the immediate detention of 
victims by security forces who prevented them from giving statements. The 
presence of these indicators aligns with known patterns of conflict‑related sex-
ual violence and warrants further investigation.
The role of state and security forces emerges as a central concern. Families at-
tempting to report disappearances frequently encountered obstruction: police 
refused to issue referrals, surveillance cameras were declared “non‑functional,” 
telecom data was withheld, and complaints were blocked. In several cases, se-
curity forces detained victims after their return, interrogated them, and forced 
them to adopt fabricated narratives. Husbands and relatives seeking information 
were arrested or threatened. Families were warned not to publish photos, not to 
report kidnappings, and not to speak publicly. In one case, a family was told that 
their entire village would be destroyed if they continued to seek information. 
These actions constitute not only state obstruction but also clear evidence of 
state complicity in the abduction and abuse of minority women.
The abduction of Alawite women and girls must be understood within the 
broader context of the March 2025 massacres, in which Alawite neighborhoods 
in Baniyas, Latakia, Tartous, and Hama were systematically attacked, homes 
were burned, and entire families were killed. Hence, this pattern mirrors the logic 
of the March 2025 massacres, in which Alawite men were executed in their 
homes, on rooftops, and in the streets after being singled out by armed groups. 
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The abduction of Alawite women and girls thus becomes part of a multi‑layered 
strategy of persecution targeting minority communities through both mass 
killings and gender violence. As indicated below and reflected in a substantial 
body of reports, they reveal a coordinated strategy aimed at dismantling minority 
communities through terror, disappearance, and the destruction of social cohe-
sion. In the following, a review of the most relevant existing reports will be given 
in the chronological order of their publication.

“‘She’s not coming back’: Alawite Women 
Snatched from Streets of Syria” 
(Reuters, June 27, 2025)
The Reuters investigation “‘She’s not coming back’: Alawite women snatched 
from streets of Syria,” published on June 27, 2025, written by Maggie Michael, 
documents a pattern of disappearances and abductions of Alawite women in 
Tartous, Latakia, and Hama that has emerged in the months following the col-
lapse of the Assad regime. For scholars and practitioners working on minority 
persecution in the Levant, this reporting resonates with long‑standing concerns 
about the vulnerability of marginalized communities during moments of political 
rupture. It also echoes themes that have surfaced repeatedly in research and 
documentation efforts over the past two decades: the gendered dimensions of 
sectarian violence, the strategic use of disappearance as a tool of domination, 
and the persistent erasure of minority suffering from national and international 
narratives.
The article’s central finding—that at least 33 Alawite women and girls have gone 
missing or been abducted this year, with some threatened with trafficking or 
death—emphasizes the acute insecurity facing Alawite civilians in the 
post‑Assad transition. The abductors’ chilling message to one family, “Don’t wait 
for her… She’s not coming back,” captures the existential dread now permeating 
Alawite communities. This dread is not just a reaction to isolated incidents; it is 
rooted in a broader historical memory of targeted violence, displacement, and 
the weaponization of gender against minority groups.
The Reuters report highlights a dynamic that has been well‑documented in other 
contexts of mass violence in the Levant: the targeting of women as a symbolic 
and strategic act. As the rights advocate Yamen Hussein quoted in the article 
notes, “targeting women of the defeated party is a humiliation tactic.” This obser-
vation aligns with patterns that can be traced in survivor‑centered documenta-
tion across Syria and Iraq. Whether in the Islamic State’s enslavement of Yazidi 
women, the forced conversions of Christian women in rural Idlib, or the coercive 
marriages imposed on Alawite girls, gendered violence has repeatedly served as 
a mechanism for asserting dominance, eroding communal cohesion, and signal-
ing the subjugation of an entire group.
The current wave of disappearances of Alawite women must be understood 
within this continuum, as the report indicates. The fall of Assad did not simply 
mark a political transition; it reconfigured the geography of power, rendering 
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Alawites—long associated with the state’s coercive apparatus—newly vulnera-
ble to retaliatory violence. The abductions described in the Reuters report are 
not random criminal acts. They are embedded in a sectarian logic that casts 
Alawite female bodies as legitimate targets in a moment of perceived historical 
reckoning.
The article’s reference to families’ fears of “a nightmare scenario where Alawites 
suffered similar fates to those inflicted on the Yazidi religious minority by Islamic 
State” is not an exaggeration. These fears reflect a recognition that the collapse 
of centralized authority in Syria has repeatedly created openings for armed ac-
tors to impose gendered violence with impunity. The Reuters report’s documen-
tation of state denial—local officials claiming that women “elope” rather than be-
ing abducted—mirrors earlier patterns in which authorities minimized or re-
framed violence against minorities to avoid political accountability. This rhetori-
cal strategy has long impeded accurate documentation of abuses against Chris-
tians in Homs and Yazidis in Sinjar. It appears to be shaping the public narrative 
around the disappearances of Alawite women and girls.
One of the most striking elements of the Reuters investigation is that nearly half 
of the abducted women have returned, yet none agreed to speak about their 
experiences. This silence is itself a form of evidence. In my work with survivors 
of sectarian violence, silence often reflects not only fear of reprisal but also the 
internalization of communal stigma, the pressure to protect family honor, and the 
trauma of having one’s body politicized. The absence of survivor testimony in 
this case should not be interpreted as an absence of harm; rather, it signals the 
depth of vulnerability and the social constraints that shape minority women’s 
ability to narrate violence.
The Reuters report notes that the U.N. Commission of Inquiry is investigating 
these cases, but the article also makes clear that local authorities have been 
dismissive. This gap between international concern and local denial is familiar to 
those engaged in the documentation of human rights violations in Syria. It under-
scores the need for independent and impartial mechanisms capable of collect-
ing testimonies, preserving evidence, and protecting witnesses—mechanisms 
that minority communities themselves trust. The disappearances of Alawite 
women raise urgent questions for transitional justice. If gendered violence is be-
ing deployed as a form of sectarian reprisal, then any future accountability 
process must address not only individual crimes but also the structural condi-
tions that enable gendered targeting of minorities. This includes examining the 
role of armed factions integrated into the new security apparatus, the complicity 
of local officials who dismiss or obscure abuses, and the broader climate of im-
punity that has characterized the Syrian conflict since 2011. 
The Reuters investigation provides an important early snapshot of the disap-
pearances and abductions of Alawite women in the months following Syria’s po-
litical transition. The report draws primarily on family testimony, selected inter-
views, and a small number of digital artifacts such as call recordings and ransom 
receipts, while transparently noting that Reuters “was unable to verify all parts 
of the families’ accounts or determine who might have targeted the women or 
their motives.” Given the problems of reporting in a volatile environment, the ar-
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ticle focuses on documenting reported incidents and community concerns 
rather than undertaking the forms of forensic, geospatial, or longitudinal analysis 
that would be required to assess broader patterns. It also leaves questions con-
cerning institutional dynamics and possible sectarian or gendered dimensions 
for future investigation.  
Without access to evidence that would be difficult for journalists to obtain in 
such circumstances, the article documents emerging patterns of fear and inse-
curity while drawing attention to cases that might otherwise remain unreported. 
Its descriptive focus reflects the practical realities of reporting during a period of 
political uncertainty. As such, the article offers a valuable early record of specific 
cases and community concerns, while also highlighting the need for continued 
documentation and research to better understand the broader context and im-
plications of these abuses.
For scholars and practitioners working on Levantine minorities, it offers both em-
pirical data and a warning: moments of political transition can produce new 
forms of vulnerability for communities already marked by decades of precarious-
ness. The abductions of Alawite women are not an isolated incident. There are 
already indications that they are part of a larger pattern of gendered sectarian 
violence that has shaped the region’s recent history. As such, this report shows 
already that these indicators demand sustained legal attention, rigorous docu-
mentation, and urgent advocacy to ensure that minority women—whose suffer-
ing is often the least visible—are not rendered invisible in the aftermath of politi-
cal upheaval.

“Syria’s Alawite Women and Girls Disappear in 
Abductions” (The National, July 1, 2025)
Published on July 1, 2025, in The National, Nada Maucourant Atallah and Adla 
Massoud’s report, “‘Get the money fast if you want her alive’: Syria’s Alawite 
women and girls disappear in abductions,” offers one of the earliest journalistic 
examinations of a systemic pattern of kidnappings targeting Alawite women and 
girls in post‑Assad Syria. Drawing on interviews with affected families, activists, 
and references to UN investigative bodies, the article documents a surge in dis-
appearances beginning in February 2025, concentrated in the coastal Alawite 
heartland, Hama, and Damascus. The authors describe cases ranging from 
ransom‑driven kidnappings to abductions apparently motivated by sectarian re-
venge, noting that victims often endure prolonged captivity, threats, torture, and 
forced marriage. One survivor’s relative remembers receiving a call in which the 
captor warned: “Get the money fast if you want her alive.” Another woman re-
turned with her “head shaved and her body covered in cuts.” The report puts 
these abuses within broader post‑conflict instability, including reprisals against 
Alawite civilians, the proliferation of armed factions, and weak or indifferent state 
institutions. It highlights social stigma, fear of retaliation, and sectarian polariza-
tion as factors suppressing reporting and public acknowledgment of sexual vio-
lence.
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The article provides an important record of sexual violence in a rapidly shifting 
political landscape. Its central contribution lies in documenting a pattern of ab-
ductions that had not yet received sufficient attention from international bodies 
or major media outlets. By foregrounding testimonies from families—such as the 
mother who recounts her daughters being blindfolded and held underground for 
two months—the report captures the immediacy and terror of these events while 
revealing how sectarian animus and criminal opportunism intersect in moments 
of state collapse. The authors also explain the phenomenon within the broader 
structural dynamics of the collapse of regime‑era security networks, the rise of 
Islamist‑led authorities, and the persistence of revenge killings against Alawites. 
This contextualization strengthens the article’s analytical value, offering readers 
a sense of how gendered violence becomes a mechanism for political 
score‑settling and communal punishment.
A key methodological strength is the article’s reliance on multi‑sited, multi‑actor 
testimony. The authors interview families across several governorates, activists 
in multiple countries, and cite statements from the UN Commission of Inquiry. 
This verification process lends credibility to the claim that disappearances con-
stitute a broader pattern rather than isolated incidents. The inclusion of direct 
quotations—such as the activist’s observation that “Women are afraid to go to 
school, to university, to the market, even to do simple things like step outside the 
house”—provides a valuable ethnographic texture and conveys the climate of 
fear shaping women’s daily lives. The report also demonstrates methodological 
caution. The authors repeatedly note the limits of verification, stating that “The 
National could not independently verify the entirety of the families’ accounts.” 
This transparency enhances the article’s credibility and distinguishes it from sen-
sationalist reporting.
Despite its contributions, the report necessarily reflects the methodological con-
straints of documenting abuses in a highly insecure environment. It relies primar-
ily on testimonial accounts that provide important insight into reported incidents 
and community concerns, while offering only a few opportunities to indepen-
dently verify key details such as perpetrator identity, detention sites, or claims of 
trafficking to Idlib. The article also does not undertake a systematic analysis of 
potential perpetrators, reflecting its journalistic rather than investigative or foren-
sic purpose, and the sample is inevitably shaped by the willingness and ability 
of affected families to speak under conditions of fear and uncertainty. Indeed, 
the article notes that “many of those who return are too afraid to speak … They 
change their stories, saying they were never abducted at all.” These challenges 
underscore the difficulties of evidence collection in such contexts and highlight 
areas for future research. Although sexual violence is repeatedly implied, includ-
ing an activist’s statement that “Many of these women have been raped, abused 
and tortured,” the report does not seek to provide an extended gender-focused 
analysis of how vulnerability, community response, or the political uses of ab-
duction may be shaped by gender. While it notes that kidnappers asked victims 
about their sectarian identity, it leaves broader questions concerning symbolism, 
social meaning, and political messaging for further examination. Nor does it ex-
plore in depth how stigma, honor norms, and fears of social exclusion may affect 
reporting patterns and community silence. These themes are identified but re-
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main beyond the article’s primary focus. Additionally, the article does not ad-
dress how the new Islamist‑led authorities’ discourse on inclusivity interacts with 
the persistence of sectarian reprisals. Further research into the relationship be-
tween state rhetoric, state capacity, and local conditions would provide valuable 
additional context.
Atallah and Massoud’s report is a most valuable early documentation of an 
emerging pattern of violence against Alawite women and girls in post‑Assad 
Syria. Its narrative depth, rigorous sourcing, and contextual framing make it a 
compelling piece of investigative journalism with clear relevance for human 
rights experts on gender, sectarianism, and conflict. However, its methodologi-
cal limitations, namely its reliance on unverified testimonies and the absence of 
systematic perpetrator analysis, mean that it should be read as an initial, ex-
ploratory account rather than definitive evidence of an organized campaign. The 
article is understood as a primary source capturing emergent patterns, offering 
rich qualitative material that warrants further investigation through human rights 
documentation, forensic analysis, and comparative research on gendered vio-
lence in transitional contexts.

“The Alawite Women Taken as Sex Slaves in 
Syria” (The Spectator, July 5, 2025)
Published on July 5, 2025, Paul Wood’s report “The Alawite women taken as sex 
slaves in Syria” examines the fear, trauma, and political insecurity gripping 
Syria’s Alawite minority following the fall of Bashar al‑Assad. Drawing on an in-
terview with a survivor, as well as with families and human‑rights activists, Wood 
indicates a pattern of kidnappings, sexual violence, forced marriage, and captiv-
ity perpetrated by armed actors in the chaotic aftermath of regime collapse. Ref-
erencing Inana Barakat, he estimates that 50–60 Alawite women and girls have 
been abducted, a figure that carries symbolic and psychological weight due to 
the historical resonance of ṣabāyā (female sex slaves). The report centers on the 
testimony of “Samira,” a 23‑year‑old survivor who recounts being seized by 
masked men, gang‑raped, and ultimately “sold” to an older man referred to as 
an emir. Her narrative describes prolonged captivity across multiple locations, 
threats of family execution, and eventual escape, after which she remains in hid-
ing and “crippled with fear.”
Wood locates these cases within a broader landscape of sectarian revenge, op-
portunistic criminality, and institutional breakdown. He notes that while the 
Islamist‑led government denies systematic kidnappings and never practiced 
them, activists accuse authorities of refusing to investigate disappearances or 
blaming families. Some security personnel reportedly participate in kidnappings 
for extortion or revenge. The report also contextualizes the phenomenon within 
Syria’s recent history: ISIS’s enslavement of Yazidi women, the presence of for-
mer ISIS loyalists within current militias, and the blurred lines between ideologi-
cal violence and criminal opportunism. Wood’s report makes a significant contri-
bution to emerging documentation of gendered sectarian violence in post‑Assad 
Syria. Its strongest feature is the depth of survivor testimony, particularly 



14

International Institute for Religious Freedom (IIRF)

Samira’s detailed narrative, which provides rare insight into the mechanics of 
abduction, captivity, coercion, and escape. Wood’s historical framing—linking 
current abuses to ISIS’s earlier enslavement practices—helps readers under-
stand why the threat of ṣabāyā carries such acute terror for Alawite communi-
ties.
Methodologically, the report benefits from multi‑source triangulation. Wood 
draws on survivor accounts, activist networks, prior reporting, and observations 
from security insiders. His decision to anonymize survivors and alter names is 
ethically appropriate given the risks of retaliation and stigma. The narrative is 
carefully constructed, avoiding sensationalism while conveying the gravity of 
harm. The report also acknowledges uncertainty: Wood notes that activists’ 
numbers are estimates, that some claims (such as ransom payments) cannot be 
independently verified, and that the identities of perpetrators are often unknown. 
This transparency strengthens the credibility of the reporting.
However, the report also faces inherent limitations. As with most journalism in 
conflict zones, verification is constrained by access, fear, and political opacity. 
The reliance on a small number of detailed cases—particularly Samira’s—qualify 
the ability to generalize or assess prevalence. The report does not and possibly 
cannot include forensic evidence, medical documentation, or official investiga-
tive records, and is unable to independently reconstruct every stage in the se-
quence of events described by survivors. While Wood includes statements from 
activists and security sources, the absence of systematic data or broader sam-
pling means the report functions primarily as a qualitative case‑based investiga-
tion rather than a comprehensive empirical study. The political framing—
particularly references to ISIS loyalists within HTS or the future “Islamist and au-
thoritarian”—is consistent with the available evidence but extends beyond what 
can presently be directly documented. In spite of these constraints, Wood’s re-
port is a highly valuable and rigorously constructed piece of investigative jour-
nalism. It provides tangible qualitative evidence of targeted violence against 
Alawite women and highlights the structural conditions—sectarian animosity, in-
stitutional weakness, impunity, and criminal opportunism—that enable such 
abuses. For scholars, the report offers rich detail and material for understanding 
gendered violence in transitional Syria, though it must be supplemented with 
systematic legal documentation by human rights experts. Its methodological 
limitations reflect the realities of reporting in a volatile environment rather than 
shortcomings in journalistic practice.

UN Special Procedures Raise Alarm Over 
Systematic Abductions of Alawite Women and 
Girls (UN, July 23, 2025)
Issued on July 23, 2025, the UN Special Procedures press release marks one of 
the earliest and most authoritative multilateral acknowledgments of the targeted 
abductions and disappearances of Alawite women and girls in Syria. Authored 
jointly by mandates covering violence against women (Reem Alsalem), minority 
issues (Nicolas Levrat), enforced or involuntary disappearances (chaired by 
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Gabriella Citroni), discrimination against women and girls (Laura Nyirinkindi), 
freedom of religion or belief (Nazila Ghanea), and counter‑terrorism (Ben Saul), 
the statement provides emerging evidence of gender‑based and sectarian vio-
lence that escalated between February and July 2025. The experts express 
“grave concern” over reports of 38 abducted Alawite women and girls, ranging 
in age from 3 to 40, across six governorates—Latakia, Tartous, Hama, Homs, 
Damascus, and Aleppo. They emphasize that many victims were taken “in broad 
daylight while travelling to school, visiting relatives, or in their homes,” and that 
families were threatened or discouraged from filing complaints. The press re-
lease identifies a pattern of violations including drugging, physical assault, 
threats, and forced marriage—including of minors—alongside a “glaring lack of 
effective response” from the Syrian interim government. It further notes that sex-
ual violence cannot be ruled out due to the absence of survivor‑sensitive report-
ing mechanisms. The experts include cases involving security actors or individ-
uals affiliated with interim government institutions, raising concerns about state 
complicity or tolerance. They conclude that the emerging pattern suggests a 
“targeted campaign against Alawite women and girls based on intersecting 
grounds,” calling for independent investigations, safe reporting channels, female 
investigators, and urgent remedial action.
The UN Special Procedures press release constitutes a significant early inter-
vention by the international human‑rights mechanisms into the unfolding crisis 
of targeted violence against Alawite women and girls. Its multi-mandate author-
ship is a major analytical strength: by combining expertise on gender‑based vi-
olence, minority rights, enforced disappearances, religious freedom, and 
counter‑terrorism, the statement frames the abductions as intersecting viola-
tions across different legal and normative domains, not just as isolated inci-
dents. This multisectoral approach lends the press release credible, substantial 
institutional weight and establishes the phenomenon within a broader 
human‑rights framework. The articulation of patterns—daylight abductions, 
threats to families, forced marriage of minors, drugging, physical assault, state 
refusal to register complaints, dismissal of families’ concerns, and involvement 
of security actors—aligns closely with emerging documentation of the cases by 
human rights organizations. This convergence strengthens the argument that the 
phenomenon is systematic rather than sporadic.
The press release’s framing is its notable strength. By identifying gender, minor-
ity status, and sectarian identity as mutually reinforcing grounds of discrimina-
tion, the experts adopt an analytical approach consistent with contemporary 
human‑rights documentation. The statement demonstrates legal grounding, sit-
uating the violations within international obligations to protect women and girls 
from violence, ensure access to justice, prevent enforced disappearances, and 
conduct prompt, impartial investigations. Its attention to structural conditions—
such as insecurity, social fragmentation, and the erosion of rule‑of‑law institu-
tions—provides the necessary context for understanding why abductions prolif-
erate and why families face obstruction and intimidation when seeking help.
Methodologically, the press release benefits from its reliance on diverse sources, 
precise temporal and geographic scope, and explicit acknowledgment of verifi-
cation challenges. Its recognition of state obstruction—refusal to register com-
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plaints, dismissal of concerns, and possible involvement of security actors—
enhances its credibility and underscores the gravity of the situation. As an early 
statement, it performs an important function, signaling that the issue warrants 
urgent attention. However, due to its very nature, the press release exhibits limi-
tations. The information available permits preliminary assessment but does not 
allow for more detailed analysis. The statement references “alarming reports” 
and “disturbing accounts” without specifying sources, limiting the extent of ex-
ternal review and independent corroboration. While it notes involvement of se-
curity actors, it does not elaborate on perpetrator networks, organizational 
structures, motives, or chains of command—gaps that constrain scholarly anal-
ysis of state responsibility. The press release offers partial engagement with the 
broader sectarian dynamics that preceded the abduction wave, including the 
massacres of Alawite civilians in March 2025. Finally, although it cites 38 victims, 
it does not provide further data specified by age, location, perpetrator, or out-
come, constraining the ability to assess trends or patterns statistically.
The UN Special Procedures press release is an authoritative acknowledgment of 
the targeted abductions and disappearances of Alawite women and girls in 
Syria. Its multi-authorship, intersectional framing, and clear articulation of pat-
terns make it an important contribution to international recognition of the crisis 
and human rights violations. While the statement lacks detailed case‑level evi-
dence and deeper contextual analysis, it succeeds in emphasizing the urgency 
of the situation, the failures of the Syrian interim government, and the need for 
independent investigations and impartial reporting mechanisms. As an institu-
tional and multi-authored source, it is most valuable when read alongside more 
detailed investigations, which together form a coherent evidentiary corpus doc-
umenting a systematic strategy of gender‑based, sectarian, and sexual violence 
against Alawite women and girls.

“Authorities Must Investigate Abductions 
of Alawite Women and Girls” 
(Amnesty International, July 28, 2025)
Published on July 28, 2025, Amnesty International’s report “Syria: Authorities 
must investigate abductions of Alawite women and girls” offers an early 
human‑rights investigation into the wave of kidnappings targeting Alawite 
women and girls across Syria’s coastal and central governorates. Amnesty doc-
uments 36 cases involving victims aged 3 to 40, including eight cases investi-
gated through direct interviews with relatives and 28 additional cases 
cross‑checked through activists, journalists, and the Syrian Feminist Lobby. The 
report’s central conclusion is unequivocal: in all but one case, Syrian police and 
security officials failed to conduct meaningful investigations, and in several in-
stances actively obstructed families’ efforts to locate their missing relatives. 
Amnesty argues that the interim authorities have failed to prevent gender‑based 
violence, failed to investigate abductions, and failed to prosecute perpetrators—
despite public commitments to “build a Syria for all Syrians.”
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The report details abductions occurring in broad daylight, ransom demands 
ranging from $10,000 to $14,000, forced marriages—including of minors—and 
physical abuse such as beatings, shaving of hair, and threats. In one case, a 
family received a photo showing their relative “physically beaten.” In another, a 
minor abducted for ransom was later reported by General Security to have been 
“married off,” a marriage Amnesty verified as illegal under Syrian law. The report 
also highlights the climate of fear among women and girls in affected gover-
norates, noting that “women and girls… are now afraid or extremely cautious 
when leaving their homes.” Amnesty places these abuses within international 
and humanitarian law, emphasizing violations of the right to liberty and security, 
prohibitions on torture, and obligations to prevent trafficking and forced mar-
riage.
Amnesty International’s report represents a methodologically transparent and 
analytically robust effort to document gender‑based and sectarian violence 
against Alawite women and girls. One of its major strengths is its clear articula-
tion of methodology: Amnesty specifies its sample size, sources, and types of 
evidence reviewed—including phone conversations, voice messages, screen-
shots, and video testimonies. This level of transparency is uncommon in rapid 
human‑rights dispatches and allows readers to assess the reliability and scope 
of the findings. The report’s integration of legal analysis is another strength. By 
situating abduction, forced marriage, trafficking, and torture within established 
international legal frameworks, Amnesty provides a concise but authoritative as-
sessment of state obligations and violations. The report identifies a coherent 
pattern of abuse that aligns with findings from other previously mentioned inde-
pendent investigations. These patterns include daylight abductions, ransom de-
mands, forced marriage, physical abuse, threats, police obstruction, dismissal 
of evidence, blaming families, and coerced silence after release. The report’s at-
tention to survivor and family experiences—captured in statements such as “All 
women are on full alert” and “They blamed the family for not being able to stop 
the abduction”—adds credible depth and highlights the social consequences of 
the abductions. Its documentation of state failure is particularly compelling. It 
details how authorities mocked families, dismissed evidence, and failed to act 
even when provided with phone numbers of abductors and names of individuals 
receiving ransom payments. This is crucial for assessing state responsibility un-
der international law.
Methodologically, the report benefits from its use of digital evidence, cross-
checking with UN findings, temporal and geographic scope, and ethical han-
dling of survivor anonymity. These features strengthen the report’s credibility and 
make it a valuable resource for accountability mechanisms. However, the report 
also exhibits limitations. Amnesty's findings are based primarily on interviews 
with relatives and other available sources—who might not be willing to speak 
also due to fear, coercion, or ongoing captivity. This shapes the degree of detail 
that can be established regarding captivity, perpetrators, and trafficking routes. 
The report does not profile perpetrators or networks, leaving gaps in structural 
analysis. It also lacks statistical data by age, location, perpetrator type, or out-
come, which would enhance analytical depth. Amnesty acknowledges underre-
porting due to fear and stigma, suggesting the true scale of abductions is higher 
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than documented. Finally, while the report notes that victims are predominantly 
Alawite, it does not analyze sectarian motivations or situate the abductions 
within the context of massacres and extremist ideology—areas where previous 
reports provide a concise analysis.
Amnesty International’s report is rigorous and significantly advances documen-
tation of gender‑based and sectarian violence in Syria. Its methodological trans-
parency, legal framing, and identification of systemic patterns make it a valuable 
resource for policymakers and international accountability bodies. Although lim-
itations remain—particularly regarding survivor access and perpetrator profil-
ing—the report provides a strong empirical basis for further investigation and 
stresses the need for independent, impartial inquiries into the abductions of 
Alawite women and girls.

“Summary Report on Documented Cases of 
Abducted Women from Religious Minorities” 
(IDHRV‑ARMIL, August 21, 2025)
The IDHRV‑ARMIL Summary Report on Documented Cases of Abducted 
Women from Religious Minorities, submitted to relevant UN mechanisms on Au-
gust 21, 2025, offers a timely intervention into ongoing debates on 
gender‑based violence, sectarian persecution, and state responsibility in con-
temporary Syria. Drawing on eighty‑nine documented cases, the report argues 
that abductions of Alawite, Druze, and Christian women constitute a systematic 
pattern of abuse facilitated by official tolerance or complicity. The report’s cen-
tral claim—that these acts are “perpetrated openly and without consequence, 
indicating official tolerance or complicity”—is supported by recurring features 
across cases, including public kidnappings, sectarian slurs, coerced video testi-
monies, forced marriages, torture, and sexual violence. The report’s key contri-
bution lies in its synthesis of testimonial evidence, its articulation of patterns 
across cases, and its alignment of these patterns with international legal frame-
works.
The report’s analytical strength derives from its pattern‑based approach. Rather 
than presenting isolated case narratives, it identifies structural features that re-
cur across incidents: public abductions, sectarian profiling, intimidation of fami-
lies, coerced denials, and the absence of state investigation. This approach al-
lows the authors to argue that the abuses are not episodic but systematic. The 
report’s comparative framing—linking current abuses to earlier campaigns of the 
enslavement of minority women and girls by ISIS and Al‑Qaida affiliates—further 
places the documented violations within established jurisprudence on 
gender‑based violence as a tool of terror and social reengineering. The discus-
sion of continuity in modus operandi is consistent, noting that “public kidnap-
pings are designed to instill fear and demonstrate operational reach,” and that 
coerced narrative suppression reinforces impunity. The report’s integration of in-
ternational legal frameworks is methodological and enhances its utility for advo-
cacy. By correlating each pattern of abuse with specific articles of the Rome 
Statute and other legal mechanisms, the authors provide a roadmap for assess-
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ing state responsibility. This mapping is one of the report’s strongest features, 
demonstrating how empirical documentation can be mobilized within interna-
tional accountability mechanisms.
Methodologically, the report demonstrates several notable strengths. The use of 
eighty‑nine documented cases provides a substantial empirical foundation for 
identifying systematic patterns. The report’s survivor‑centered orientation is evi-
dent in its attention to coercion, intimidation, and narrative suppression. The dis-
cussion of coerced video testimonies—where abducted women are compelled 
to present fabricated narratives such as claiming they are “voluntarily visiting a 
friend in a distant city”—highlights the complex ways in which violence extends 
beyond physical harm to encompass information control and obstruction of jus-
tice. The report’s recognition of underreporting sexual violence, and its sensitiv-
ity to the cultural and familial pressures that shape disclosure, reflects an ethi-
cally grounded approach to documentation. 
Despite its strengths, the report exhibits several methodological limitations. The 
principal limitation concerns the level of methodological detail provided. The re-
port provides only partial information regarding case selection and verification 
procedures, how testimonies were verified, how conflicting accounts were adju-
dicated, or what criteria were used to determine that a case was “documented” 
or “verified.” Without such information or framing, external reviewers might not 
fully assess the robustness of the evidence base. The report’s reliance on testi-
monial evidence is appropriate given the context, but the lack of discussion of 
verification methods—such as cross‑checking with medical reports, digital evi-
dence, or independent witnesses—constrains the transparency of the verifica-
tion process.
While the report identifies patterns, it does not provide statistical breakdowns by 
region, age, perpetrator type, or temporal distribution. Such data would 
strengthen the empirical foundation and allow for more specific analysis of vari-
ation across cases. While the comparative analysis with ISIS and Al‑Qaida is per-
suasive, it would benefit from a more explicit methodological justification. The 
report asserts continuity in modus operandi but does not address differences in 
organizational structure, territorial control, or ideological motivations between 
current perpetrators and earlier extremist groups. Finally, the report does not ex-
plicitly discuss limitations or potential biases in data collection. Given the ex-
treme constraints under which documentation must occur, an explicit reflection 
on these challenges is necessary and would enhance the report’s methodologi-
cal transparency.
The report’s main contribution lies in its articulation of how violence operates not 
only through physical harm but through coercion, narrative suppression, and in-
stitutional complicity. The discussion of forced marriages and coerced di-
vorces—where married women are compelled to call their husbands to demand 
divorce before being forcibly married to fighters—highlights the gendered di-
mensions of social control and the weaponization of family structures. While 
methodological constrains remain, the report provides a foundation for further 
investigation and underscores the urgent need for international action. Its call to 
prioritize survivor protection, support independent documentation, and pursue 
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coordinated legal responses is justified and grounded in the evidence presented. 
The report demonstrates that these violations “constitute grave breaches of in-
ternational law” and that failure to act risks entrenching impunity and undermin-
ing the credibility of international protection mandates.

“Report on Patterns of Abduction of Alawite 
Women Involving Syrian General Security Forces” 
(IDHRV‑ARMIL, September 24, 2025)
The IDHRV‑ARMIL Report on Patterns of Abduction of Alawite Women Involving 
Syrian General Security Forces: A Summary of Verified Cases produced, upon 
the request of the U.S. Department of State on September 24, 2025, presents 
an extensive survivor‑centered documentation effort on abductions of women in 
Syria. The report identifies 98 cases of female abductions reported since Janu-
ary 2025, of which 86 involve Alawite women, with the remainder affecting Chris-
tian, Sunni, Druze, and Kurdish women. IDHRV‑ARMIL states that 58 cases have 
been verified through direct engagement with families, and that “general security 
force involvement has been confirmed in 10 of the verified cases.” Across these 
cases, families consistently encounter obstruction, denial, or accusations from 
General Security, which frequently dismisses disappearances as voluntary run-
aways. Cooperation with affected families is described as “rare,” and investiga-
tive requests are routinely denied or blocked.
The report identifies recurring patterns across verified cases. In families with 
prior military service, authorities allegedly use disappearances as leverage, ob-
structing release as a form of collective punishment. Many victims are trans-
ported across provincial lines, passing through multiple security checkpoints 
without interception—suggesting complicity or deliberate non‑interference. In 
some cases, Public Security claims to have released abducted women, yet no 
arrests follow and families receive no information about perpetrators. The report 
provides ten detailed case summaries illustrating these dynamics, including ab-
ductions carried out by security personnel, coerced denials by family members, 
forced marriages, torture, sexual assault, ransom demands accompanied by tor-
ture footage, and threats against families attempting to report the crimes. Sev-
eral cases involve minors, and multiple victims are forced to record statements 
claiming voluntary marriage or relocation. In Case 4, two girls subjected to “tor-
ture, physical abuse, religious humiliation, and sexual assault” were detained for 
five hours upon return, and their family was threatened into silence. Case 5 de-
scribes a woman who testified to being “abducted, raped, and beaten by mem-
bers of the security forces,” followed by repeated arrests and threats. The report 
notes that extensive interview recordings and visual evidence exist for several 
cases, including material showing physical torture and coerced confessions. 
The report concludes by situating IDHRV‑ARMIL’s work within its institutional 
mission as a survivor‑centered, empirically grounded documentation organiza-
tion. It emphasizes the need for secure communication channels and confiden-
tiality protocols for sharing sensitive evidence and stresses the organization’s 
commitment to addressing systematic persecution of religious and ethnic mi-
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norities in the Levant. It offers an analytically rigorous contribution to the docu-
mentation of gender‑based and sectarian violence in Syria. Its defining feature 
is its detailed presentation of verified case summaries, which collectively illus-
trate how abductions function within a broader system of coercion, intimidation, 
and institutional obstruction. The report’s emphasis on the role of General Secu-
rity—whether through direct involvement, deliberate inaction, or narrative ma-
nipulation—adds substantial value to existing scholarship on state‑linked vio-
lence. The recurring features described across cases, such as coerced denials, 
forced marriages, torture, and threats against families, support the report’s argu-
ment that these abuses are not isolated incidents but part of a broader pattern 
of impunity and systemic harm.
The case summaries illustrate the mechanisms of coercion and the ways in 
which state actors shape public narratives. Case 2 describes a victim who 
“woke up beside a man claiming to have married her,” followed by an audio 
message from a foreign number in which she stated she was abroad and mar-
ried—an account clearly designed to obscure the circumstances of her disap-
pearance. Case 3 demonstrates how authorities weaponize bureaucratic proce-
dures to obstruct reporting, refusing to accept a complaint unless the father—
himself in hiding due to threats—is present. These examples demonstrate the 
interplay between physical violence, psychological coercion, and institutional 
manipulation, revealing how state actors exert control not only through force but 
through administrative and communicative suppression. The report also contrib-
utes to understanding how sectarian identity shapes vulnerability. Although 
most cases involve Alawite women, the inclusion of victims from Christian, 
Sunni, Druze, and Kurdish communities underlines the cross‑sectarian nature of 
the phenomenon. The report’s attention to collective punishment—particularly in 
cases involving families with military ties—adds an important dimension to the 
analysis of state‑linked violence and demonstrates how political identity inter-
sects with gender and religious affiliation.
Methodologically, the report is grounded in a substantial empirical corpus of 98 
documented cases and reflects a survivor-centered approach that prioritizes 
first-hand testimony and qualitative depth. Its incorporation of supplementary 
materials, including interview recordings and related evidentiary documentation, 
strengthens the empirical basis of the findings. The report demonstrates an abil-
ity to identify recurring patterns across several cases enabling broader insights 
into the nature and dynamics of the documented violations. Collectively, these 
features enhance the report’s value as a significant source of empirical evidence 
and a potentially important resource for human rights experts, investigators, and 
international accountability mechanisms. While the report’s primary focus was 
on documenting human rights violations that directly implicate the general secu-
rity forces, future iterations could further strengthen its analytical utility by pro-
viding additional detail on procedures for case selection, verification, and cate-
gorization, as well as by presenting more disaggregated data on factors such as 
geographic distribution, age profiles, perpetrator typologies, or temporal cluster-
ing. Additions like these would broaden the scope of comparative analysis and 
further expand the report’s usefulness for research and accountability purposes.
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Despite these limitations, the IDHRV‑ARMIL report presents the most current 
and coherent account of systematic abuses involving Syrian General Security 
forces. Its survivor‑centered approach, attention to coercion and narrative sup-
pression, and preparedness to engage with sensitive evidence make it a neces-
sary contribution to human rights documentation and international advocacy. 
The report’s main outcome lies in its demonstration that violence against Alawite 
women in Syria is entangled with local authorities and state institutions. By doc-
umenting how General Security forces participate in, facilitate, or obstruct inves-
tigations into abductions, it challenges prevailing narratives and expands the 
scope of inquiry into state responsibility.

“Syrian Inquiry Finds Most Allegations of 
Kidnapped Alawite Women are False” 
(AP, November 2, 2025) 
Published on November 2, 2025, by the Associated Press, the report “Syrian 
inquiry finds most allegations of kidnapped Alawite women are false” presents 
the findings of a Syrian government‑led committee tasked with investigating al-
legations of abductions of Alawite women and girls during the sectarian violence 
that swept Syria’s coastal provinces in March 2025. According to Interior Min-
istry spokesperson Noureddine al‑Baba, the committee examined 42 cases and 
concluded that only one constituted a kidnapping, asserting that the victim had 
been “safely returned” and that efforts to identify the perpetrators were ongoing. 
The remaining 41 cases were reclassified as non‑criminal events. 12 were attrib-
uted to elopement with romantic partners, nine to temporary stays with relatives 
or friends, six to fleeing domestic violence, six to false allegations circulated on 
social media, four to extortion or prostitution, and four to criminal offenses com-
mitted by the women themselves. 
The inquiry’s conclusions stand in stark contrast to independent reporting from 
Amnesty International, which in July documented several dozen abductions of 
Alawite women and girls across Latakia, Tartus, Homs, and Hama. The AP report 
situated the inquiry within the context of sectarian violence triggered by clashes 
between armed groups aligned with former President Bashar al‑Assad and gov-
ernment security forces, violence that escalated into revenge attacks and mas-
sacres killing hundreds of Alawite civilians. The Interior Ministry urged citizens 
and civil society organizations to report suspected incidents directly to the min-
istry.
The Associated Press report provides an account of the Syrian government’s 
official position on allegations of abducted Alawite women, offering insight into 
state narratives and institutional responses during a period of acute sectarian 
tension. Its strength lies in its clear presentation of the government’s categorical 
reclassification of nearly all reported abductions, which is itself a significant po-
litical and institutional development. By enumerating the committee’s alternative 
explanations (elopement, domestic disputes, social‑media misinformation, ex-
tortion, prostitution, and criminal activity), it illustrates how the state aims to re-
cast allegations of gendered and sectarian violence as private, non‑political, or 
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non‑criminal matters. This framing is important for examining state denial, narra-
tive control, and the politics of classification in conflict and post‑conflict environ-
ments. The AP report also provides important contextualization, noting the 
March 2025 sectarian massacres and the challenges facing interim President 
Ahmad al‑Sharaa’s Islamist‑led government, thereby situating the inquiry within 
ongoing political dynamics.
However, the report exhibits methodological limitations inherent to its reliance 
on official statements. It does not independently verify the committee’s findings, 
nor does it provide information on the committee’s composition, investigative 
procedures, evidentiary standards, or access to victims and families. The ab-
sence of further methodological detail makes it impossible to assess the rigor, 
impartiality, or independence of the inquiry. The report also does not engage 
with contradictory evidence from independent human‑rights organizations, 
aside from briefly noting Amnesty International’s documentation of “several 
dozen” abductions. This contrast is significant. Whereas Amnesty and other in-
vestigators have identified patterns of abduction, forced marriage, sexual vio-
lence, and state obstruction, the government inquiry dismisses nearly all allega-
tions as misunderstandings or misconduct by the women themselves. The AP 
report reiterates these claims without further examining the discrepancy or ana-
lyzing the political incentives that may shape state denial, qualifying its interpre-
tive depth. 
Furthermore, the report does not include survivor testimony, family accounts, or 
perspectives from civil society organizations, leaving aspects of the official nar-
rative insufficiently explored. It also lacks empirical evidence, tangible detail, or 
verification challenges, all of which constrain its utility for independent analysis. 
While the AP report is valuable as documentation of official discourse, its limita-
tions underscore the need to read it alongside other investigations. Hence, the 
AP report is important for understanding the Syrian government’s public stance 
on allegations of abducted Alawite women, offering insight into state narrative 
strategies and institutional responses during a period of sectarian crisis. Its con-
cise presentation of the inquiry’s findings makes it a useful source for under-
standing official denial and reclassification practices. However, the report’s re-
liance on government statements, absence of methodological transparency, and 
lack of engagement with independent documentation significantly affects its 
value. 

146th Intervention at the 18th Session of the UN 
Forum on Minority Issues (IDHRV-ARMIL on 
behalf of AAUS, November 27, 2025)
Delivered on November 27, 2025, at the UN Forum on Minority Issues, the 
speech—presented by Dr. Kreinath, the founder and director of IDHRV-ARMIL 
as the 146th intervention under Item 1, “Building trust and social cohesion: ad-
dressing barriers to peaceful coexistence”—offers a concise yet forceful account 
of escalating violence against religious minorities in Syria. Speaking on behalf of 
the Alawites Association of the United States (AAUS), Kreinath foregrounds the 
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acute vulnerability of minority women, particularly Alawite women and girls, who 
have been subjected to abduction, sexual exploitation, and other forms of tar-
geted harm. In his intervention, he highlights a rapidly expanding evidentiary 
base. He addressed 125 documented cases of abducted women, including 107 
Alawite, alongside Christian, Druze, Kurdish, and Sunni victims. He notes that 49 
cases are verified, with 11 implicating General Security forces, and cites addi-
tional figures indicating 235 Druze women missing and 79 Druze women raped, 
as well as one Christian woman. Kreinath frames these abuses as systematic, 
describing “systematic abductions of non‑Sunni women, treated as ‘spoils of 
war,’” and emphasizes that families face intimidation, coerced silence, and de-
nial from authorities—conditions that reinforce impunity and deepen communal 
fear.
The intervention positions these violations within broader patterns of sectarian 
targeting, extremist strategies, and state complicity. Kreinath warns that abduc-
tions, coerced denials, and silenced survivors “fracture communities, spread 
fear, and consolidate power.” He extends the analysis beyond Syria’s borders, 
noting that minority women fleeing into Lebanon face heightened risks of 
trafficking, exploitation, and arbitrary detention. The speech concludes with six 
concrete recommendations to UN agencies and Member States: holding state 
and non‑state actors accountable for trafficking; ensuring proper documentation 
of atrocities; protecting vulnerable minority women; extending the Special Rap-
porteur’s mandate to Syria; safeguarding minority rights and inclusive gover-
nance; and preventing further genocide.
Analytically, the speech swiftly proceeds by identifying the structural barriers to 
trust and coexistence that fall under the Forum’s thematic mandate. Kreinath 
argues that abductions, coerced denials, and intimidation constitute extremist 
strategies that “fracture communities, spread fear, and consolidate power.” This 
framing aligns with human rights experts and UN Rapporteurs on coercive gov-
ernance and sectarian violence, which emphasizes how gendered harm is used 
to destabilize communities and reinforce political hierarchies. The speech’s ex-
tension of the analysis to Lebanon—highlighting trafficking and arbitrary deten-
tion risks for minority women fleeing Syria—adds a valuable regional dimension 
and emphasizes the transnational nature of vulnerability. The simple and concise 
structure, direct appeal, and clear enumeration of policy recommendations were 
aimed at making the intervention accessible to policymakers and UN mandate 
holders. The call to “extend the UN Special Rapporteur’s mandate to Syria” and 
“prevent further genocide” accelerates the crisis within the highest levels of in-
ternational concern, signaling both urgency and the need for institutional action.
Although the speech is not a formal research report, it nonetheless demon-
strates several methodological advantages that enhance its evidentiary value for 
scholarly and legal assessment. By citing “49 verified” cases and noting that “11 
implicate general security forces,” the speech signals reliance on structured 
documentation rather than anecdotal or uncorroborated accounts. Its 
cross‑community scope—referencing Alawite, Christian, Druze, Kurdish, and 
Sunni victims—reflects attention to the broader sectarian landscape and avoids 
narrowing the phenomenon to a single minority group. The figures presented 
appear to synthesize information from activist networks, documentation organi-
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zations, and survivor families, indicating the integration of multiple sources of 
evidence. Furthermore, the speech explicitly links patterns of intimidation, de-
nial, and blocked investigations to institutional obstruction, aligning its claims 
with findings from Amnesty International, UN Special Procedures, and indepen-
dent documentation reports cited above. By explicitly naming General Security 
involvement, Kreinath challenges prevailing narratives that frame abductions as 
the work of non‑state actors alone and instead situated the violence within a 
broader system of state‑linked impunity. Finally, its policy‑oriented framing lo-
cates the crisis within international human‑rights mechanisms, strengthening its 
relevance for global governance and accountability debates. These features po-
sition the speech within a wider corpus of emerging documentation and demon-
strate its value as an advocacy‑driven but evidence‑informed intervention.
However, the speech exhibits limitations inherent to its format, which qualify the 
scope of its conclusion as a standalone source. It does not describe verification 
procedures, sampling criteria, or the source of the cited figures, providing only 
partial information on assessment and reconciliation procedures. Unlike com-
prehensive human‑rights reports, this speech does not provide case‑level narra-
tives or separated data, restricting the depth of methodological assessment that 
can be undertaken. The figures presented reflect cases reported to 
IDHRV‑ARMIL and AAUS rather than a comprehensive dataset, introducing the 
risk of potential selection bias. Finally, the speech offers brief contextualization 
of the abductions within the broader timeline of sectarian massacres, extremist 
strategies, or political transitions. Kreinath’s speech is a strategically targeted 
intervention that elevates the crisis of abducted Alawite women in Syria to an 
international forum at the UN headquarters in Geneva. Its quantitative ground-
ing, articulation of patterns, and explicit identification of state‑linked abuses 
contribute to the emerging documentation of gender‑based and sectarian vio-
lence. 

“Inside Syria’s state-backed cover-up of Alawite 
women’s kidnappings” (The Cradle, November 
28, 2025)
Published on November 28, 2025, by The Cradle’s Syria Correspondent, the re-
port “Inside Syria’s state-backed cover-up of Alawite women’s kidnappings” in-
vestigates a pattern of abductions, forced marriages, and coerced media ap-
pearances targeting Alawite women under the new Syrian administration led by 
Ahmad al‑Sharaa. The article argues that the state not only fails to prevent these 
kidnappings but actively participates in a coordinated media campaign to deny 
them, intimidate families, and fabricate narratives of “voluntary elopement.” The 
report documents four emblematic cases—Mira Jalal Thabet, Lana Ahmed, Mai 
Salim Saloum, and Nagham Issa—each illustrating a similar pattern: disappear-
ance under suspicious circumstances, circulation of videos in which the victim 
denies being kidnapped, and subsequent evidence of coercion, abuse, or 
threats against family members. The report contextualizes these cases within 
broader documentation by Amnesty International, Reuters, The Spectator, and 
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the UN Commission of Inquiry, all of which confirm multiple abductions and 
forced marriages. It concludes that the Syrian Interior Ministry’s claim that 41 of 
42 cases were fabricated is part of a state-managed narrative designed to ob-
scure systematic abuses and sectarian violence.
The report’s principal strengths lie in its multi‑layered evidence and its recon-
struction of individual cases. By drawing on family testimonies, social media 
videos, human rights organizations, and international media, it achieves a form 
of verification that enhances credibility and positions each case within a broader 
pattern of state-enabled abuse. The detailed narratives provide qualitative 
depth, with details as concrete indicators of coercion that undermine official 
claims of voluntary disappearance. Equally effective is the report’s attention to 
media manipulation: staged interviews, selective framing, and intimidation are 
analyzed not merely as propaganda but as instruments of continued control. 
These case studies are strengthened by the report’s integration of political con-
text, linking the rise of a new “western-backed” administration led by a former 
extremist commander to shifting patterns of impunity and sectarian violence.
The report provides insufficient methodological transparency to independently 
evaluate its conclusions. Much of its evidentiary material derives from secondary 
sources that cannot be independently corroborated, social media posts, anony-
mous testimonies, and activist accounts, whose authenticity and provenance 
are not consistently assessed. The article offers inadequate methodological 
transparency. It does not explain how cases were selected, how interviews were 
conducted, or how conflicting claims were evaluated, including its assertion that 
families were “likely speaking under threat.” Moreover, while the report criticizes 
the Interior Ministry’s investigation, it does not systematically analyze the state’s 
claims or consider alternative explanations for inconsistencies, resulting in an 
absence of counter‑evidence analysis. Finally, the narrative’s strong orientation 
toward demonstrating systematic state-backed kidnapping and cover-up occa-
sionally produces an interpretive orientation that may affect perceptions of neu-
trality among certain audiences. In spite of these weaknesses, the report pro-
vides tangible evidence and political contextualization.

“Women from Syria’s Alawite Minority Tell of 
Kidnap and Rape” (BBC, February 18, 2026)
Published on February 18, 2026, by the BBC Arabic News, “I would scream in 
my sleep: Women from Syria’s Alawite minority tell of kidnap and rape” presents 
a deeply troubling account of kidnappings, sexual violence, and disappearances 
targeting Alawite women and girls in post‑Assad Syria. Drawing on interviews 
with survivors, family members, activists, and security sources, the report clearly 
documents patterns of abduction carried out by armed men posing as security 
forces, extremist groups, and opportunistic actors operating in a climate of im-
punity. The cases described—such as Ramia’s account of being beaten, interro-
gated about her religion, and told she was being photographed “to determine 
her price for sale”—illustrate the convergence of sectarian hostility, gendered 
violence, and institutional failure. The Syrian Feminist Lobby’s data, noting more 
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than 80 reported disappearances and 26 confirmed kidnappings, situated these 
individual narratives within a broader pattern of targeted harm against Alawite 
women since February 2025.
The report documents the profound inadequacy of state responses. Survivors 
consistently describe dismissive, mocking, or obstructive treatment by the in-
terim government’s General Security Service. One woman recounts being told 
by officers, “you should say you were on a picnic,” when reporting her kidnap-
ping. The Interior Ministry’s public claim that only one of 42 alleged kidnappings 
was “genuine,” and its insistence that other cases involved elopement, domestic 
disputes, or prostitution, stands in stark contrast to survivor testimony and inde-
pendent findings. Amnesty International’s documentation of at least 36 cases, 
and its observation that families “received no meaningful updates,” reinforces 
the report’s depiction of systemic neglect and denial. The BBC includes a rare 
admission from a security source acknowledging that some kidnappings were 
carried out by “undisciplined” security personnel seeking revenge or extortion, 
underscoring the institutional fragmentation and lack of accountability.
Methodologically, the report’s strengths lie in its careful use of survivor accounts, 
activist data, and statements from both government and security insiders. The 
BBC’s decision to anonymize survivors and alter names is necessary given the 
risks of retaliation and stigma. The report’s temporal framing—covering cases 
before and after the March 2025 sectarian violence that killed more than 1,400 
people—effectively places the kidnappings within a cycle of revenge, fear, and 
political instability. Its integration of multiple perspectives, including contradic-
tory official narratives, enhances its credibility and analytical depth.
However, the report faces inherent limitations. Verification remains difficult. The 
BBC notes that it “could not verify any cases of money being exchanged,” and 
many details derive from survivor testimony for which independent 
corroboration remains incomplete. The reliance on anonymous sources qualifies 
external verification, notwithstanding the protective reasons for preserving 
anonymity. The report is case‑driven rather than systematically quantitative. 
Access to perpetrators and formal investigative records is confined, and forensic 
evidence is not presented. These constraints reflect the structural challenges of 
documenting sexual and sectarian violence in a conflict‑laden environment. 
Hence, the BBC report offers a meticulously assembled account of targeted 
violence against Alawite women and girls in a period of political transition 
marked by sectarian tension and institutional breakdown. Its methodological 
strengths—multi‑source verification, survivor-driven narrative, and contextual 
framing—make it a valuable contribution. Its limitations underscore the urgent 
need for independent and impartial mechanisms for monitoring, verification, and 
accountability. It provides essential qualitative evidence for human‑rights 
experts and policymakers seeking to account for the intersection of religion, 
gender, and institutional instability in post‑Assad Syria.
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“In Syria, Kidnappings of Women and Girls Fuel a 
Minority Group’s Fears” (The New York Times, 
April 3, 2026)
Ben Hubbard’s New York Times investigation published on April 3, 2026, offers 
a timely account of gendered sectarian violence targeting Alawite women and 
girls in Syria. The article is based on interviews with “dozens of people with di-
rect knowledge of kidnapping cases,” including survivors, relatives, activists, 
and medical personnel, and it documents patterns of abduction, sexual vio-
lence, ransom demands, and state denial. The report is anchored in a com-
pelling narrative structure that foregrounds individual cases—such as the 
16‑year‑old survivor who was “regularly drugged and raped by strangers”—
while situating these experiences within broader dynamics of political and sec-
tarian violence and vulnerability. As a piece of investigative journalism, it suc-
ceeds in illuminating a phenomenon that is both underreported and politically 
contested. As a source, it presents notable strengths and identifiable method-
ological limitations.
The article’s most significant contribution lies in its documentation of a pattern 
of violence that the Syrian government denies and that families fear to discuss 
publicly. The reporting demonstrates that the kidnappings are not isolated inci-
dents but part of a broader climate of sectarian hostility following the 2024 over-
throw of Bashar al‑Assad. The narrative links individual experiences to structural 
conditions: the association of Alawites with the former regime, the legacy of civil 
war, and the rise of armed actors who view Alawite women as legitimate targets 
for humiliation or revenge. The inclusion of testimony from activists such as 
Rima Flihan, who argues that “it is systematic and it is targeting this community,” 
strengthens the article’s conceptual framing and stresses its relevance for ex-
perts in gender‑based violence, minority persecution, and transitional justice.
A major strength of the investigation is its multi‑layered verification. Its author 
correlates survivor testimony with social media posts announcing disappear-
ances and returns, ransom messages, and uses interviews with medical and aid 
workers. This verification process is valuable in a context where official data are 
unavailable or unreliable. The article situated its findings within the work of inde-
pendent organizations: Amnesty International’s report of 36 similar kidnappings 
and a U.N. commission’s documentation of six cases with “credible reports” of 
dozens more. This alignment with external sources enhances the credibility of 
the patterns described. The report’s use of anonymized testimony is another 
methodological strength. While anonymity limits verifiability, it is necessary for 
ethical reasons given the risks to survivors and their families. The article gives 
the reasons for anonymity and avoiding sensationalism. The inclusion of govern-
ment responses—however implausible—demonstrates journalistic rigor and al-
lows readers to assess competing narratives.
Despite its strengths, the investigation exhibits limitations. Reliance on anony-
mous sources, while unavoidable, restricts independent verification. The gov-
ernment exploits this gap, insisting that pregnancies “did not prove kidnap-
pings” and that ransom messages “could be fabricated.” Without publicly iden-
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tified cases, the article has modest capacity to address competing claims, 
though it effectively contextualizes them. The report is case‑driven rather than 
quantitative. The Syrian Feminist Lobby’s count of 80 disappearances provides 
some numerical grounding, but the article does not attempt a systematic sam-
pling. As a result, the overall scale cannot be determined with precision. This is 
a limitation for assessing magnitude or patterns across regions. Selection bias 
is likely. Survivors who speak to journalists or activists may differ from those who 
remain silent due to fear, stigma, and coercion, or those who give legal testi-
monies. The article acknowledges that “victims and their families are too scared 
to talk,” but cannot address how this affects representativeness. Like in most 
cases, the investigation has restricted access to perpetrators, state investiga-
tors, or rebel authorities. The article includes a government spokesperson and 
one anonymous police investigator but lacks deeper engagement with institu-
tional actors who shape the conditions enabling the kidnappings. This limits the 
analysis of responsibility and state capacity. The report provides medical confir-
mation of pregnancy in one case but does not include further forensic evidence. 
This absence constrains the ability to document physical injuries or verify spe-
cific acts of violence beyond testimony and would require independent investi-
gation.
The article is careful not to overstate its findings. It repeatedly notes what cannot 
be confirmed, acknowledges gaps, and provides evidence within broader pat-
terns documented by rights organizations. The narrative structure—moving be-
tween individual cases, activist perspectives, and political context—is well 
crafted and provides analytical coherence and depth without losing nuance. The 
report’s attention to detail is its strength. It offers rich material for human rights 
experts. However, its main limitation, namely its absence of systematic data, 
makes it a complementary source. The article provides qualitative evidence and 
a compelling interpretive framework, but it also indicates the need for further 
independent documentation, forensic investigation, and systematic monitoring 
of gendered sectarian violence in Syria.

“‘Drugged, Raped, Impregnated,’ Alawite Women 
Recount Kidnappings in the New Syria” 
(The Cradle, April 3, 2026)
Published on April 3, 2026, by The Cradle, the report synthesizes findings from 
a New York Times investigation and documentation by Syrian activists and 
human‑rights groups regarding a surge in kidnappings, rape, and forced impreg-
nation of Alawite women and girls in Syria. The article opens by noting that ab-
ductions of Alawite women are “more common, and more brutal, than Syria’s 
extremist‑led government has acknowledged,” quoting the NYT’s assessment. 
In spite of official denials issued in November 2025—claiming that abducted 
women had simply “run away from home to be with lovers”—activists have con-
firmed nearly 100 cases, many occurring after the March 2025 massacres in 
which Syrian security forces and affiliated factions killed at least 1,600 Alawite 
civilians.
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The report highlights several emblematic cases documented by the Syria Justice 
Archive, including the abductions of 16‑year‑old Mariam Faez Sultan and 
17‑year‑old Ghazal Hani Naaous. Survivors interviewed by the NYT describe be-
ing drugged, raped, and humiliated by captors who explicitly targeted them for 
being Alawite. One woman recalled that after confirming her religion, her captors 
told her they were “going to have a good time,” adding that “they wanted to 
humiliate the Alawites.” The article emphasizes that many kidnappers are foreign 
fighters formerly aligned with extremist groups who have since been incorpo-
rated into President Ahmad al‑Sharaa’s security forces. It also documents sys-
tematic pressure by security officers to coerce families into lying about what 
happened; one survivor’s mother stated, “I said no… I put out a video to tell 
everyone what happened.” The report concludes by situating these abuses 
within the ideological framework of Hayat Tahrir al‑Sham (HTS), a former 
al‑Qaeda affiliate now in power, whose Salafist doctrine deems Alawites apos-
tates subject to enslavement and violence.
This report contributes meaningfully to the growing body of documentation on 
gender‑based violence and sectarian targeting in post‑Assad Syria. Its signifi-
cance lies in its synthesis of multiple investigative sources—NYT reporting, Syria 
Justice Archive documentation, and activist testimony—into a coherent narra-
tive that demonstrates both the scale of the kidnappings and the state’s system-
atic denial. By foregrounding survivor accounts and contextualizing them within 
broader patterns of extremist ideology and state complicity, the article offers a 
valuable lens for scholars examining transitional violence, minority persecution, 
and the gendered dimensions of conflict.
The investigation’s primary strength is its triangulation of evidence. It integrates 
international reporting, human‑rights documentation, and direct testimony from 
survivors and families. Quotations such as “Many women and girls reported that 
their captors had insulted Alawites, saying they deemed them permissible to rob 
and rape” provide essential primary data. The report also benefits from its atten-
tion to patterns across cases—highlighting similarities in abduction methods, 
coercive tactics, and post‑release pressure campaigns. By referencing indepen-
dent investigations from Amnesty International and a UN commission, the article 
situated its claims within a broader evidentiary ecosystem, enhancing credibility.
Despite its strengths, the report faces several methodological constraints. First, 
many sources spoke anonymously “for fear of reprisals,” qualifying the ability to 
independently verify their accounts. Second, the article relies heavily on sec-
ondary reporting from the NYT rather than presenting original fieldwork by The 
Cradle, which may shape interpretation while limiting methodological trans-
parency. Third, the report does not include responses from Syrian government 
officials or security forces, leaving a gap in the evidentiary record and preventing 
direct engagement with counter‑claims. Fourth, the article’s concluding asser-
tion that HTS ideology directly explains the kidnappings—while plausible—
would benefit from additional scholarly sourcing to avoid over‑determined 
causal claims.
The report handles sensitive material with care, avoiding sensationalism while 
documenting severe abuses. However, the reproduction of traumatic details—
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drugging, rape, forced impregnation—underscores the importance of safe-
guarding survivor wellbeing when documenting and disseminating accounts of 
violence. The article mitigates this by contextualizing these accounts within ad-
vocacy efforts and by emphasizing survivors’ agency in speaking out. The report 
is a compelling and well‑synthesized piece of investigative journalism that con-
tributes significantly to documentation of sectarian and gender‑based violence 
in Syria. Its strengths lie in its triangulation of sources, its survivor‑centered nar-
rative, and its contextualization within extremist ideology and state denial. Its 
limitations, particularly reliance on secondary reporting and absence of official 
responses, should be acknowledged in academic use but do not undermine its 
core findings. The article is suitable for scholarly citation in studies of 
human‑rights documentation, conflict‑related sexual violence, and minority per-
secution under extremist governance.

“Syria’s Official Response to the Abduction of 
Alawite Women Is No Response at All” 
(The Syrian Observer, April 10, 2026)
Published on April 10, 2026, by The Syrian Observer (translated from a Face-
book post by writer Rosa Yassin Hassan), the article analyzes the Syrian Foreign 
Media Department’s statement responding to The New York Times investigation 
on the abduction of Alawite women. The author argues that the government’s 
statement—intended to contain reputational damage—“achieved the opposite,” 
revealing a systematic pattern of denial, deflection, and rhetorical manipulation. 
Rather than addressing the allegations, the ministry “answers almost none of the 
serious allegations before it,” failing to engage with recurring patterns of abduc-
tion, overlapping testimonies, or the growing body of evidence documented by 
families, activists, and international organizations. The article details how fami-
lies of abducted women provided extensive evidence to authorities—telephone 
numbers used by abductors, descriptions of vehicles “including cars without 
plates that reportedly passed through checkpoints without difficulty,” surveil-
lance footage, and even images of perpetrators. Yet these were met with “in-
difference, dismissal, ridicule, intimidation, or procedural stalling.” The author 
further emphasizes that the issue is not evidentiary weakness but “institutional 
refusal.” She further describes threats against families, forced statements claim-
ing daughters left voluntarily, and intimidation aimed at silencing victims. 
The ministry’s criticism of anonymous testimony is dismissed as cynical, given 
that anonymity is “the condition of survival” for witnesses fearing retaliation. 
Hassan places the NYT report within a broader accumulation of converging doc-
umentation by rights groups and media outlets, arguing that official denial deep-
ens suspicion rather than dispelling it. The article concludes that the ministry’s 
statement is not a rebuttal but “a symptom … from a system that still believes 
language can bury the bodies, silence the witnesses, and outlast the facts.” This 
article is a significant intervention in the discourse on state accountability, 
gender‑based violence, and sectarian targeting in Syria. It does not merely criti-
cize a single government statement; it exposes the structural logic of denial that 
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characterizes authoritarian responses to documented crimes. The piece contrib-
utes to scholarship on state rhetoric, impunity, and the politics of evidence by 
demonstrating how official language functions as a tool of erasure. Its emphasis 
on patterns, recurring methods, sectarian markers, forms of intimidation, pro-
vides an analytical framework for understanding the systemic nature of the 
abuses.
The article’s methodological strength lies in its synthesis of multiple layers of 
evidence: testimonies from families, documented submissions to security agen-
cies, reports by international media, and findings from human‑rights organiza-
tions. Hassan’s argument uses specific examples, such as families being forced 
to sign statements asserting voluntary disappearance, or security agencies ig-
noring surveillance footage and phone records. Quotations such as “anonymity 
is not a flaw in the reporting. It is the condition of survival” articulate the ethical 
and practical constraints shaping documentation in repressive contexts. The ar-
ticle also excels in its structural analysis, showing how denial operates as an 
institutional method of intimidation. The article’s limitations stem primarily from 
its genre. As an opinion piece originally published on Facebook, it does not 
present new empirical data or independent verification; instead, it interprets ex-
isting reports and testimonies. The Syrian Observer explicitly notes that it “has 
not verified the content of this story,” which leaves certain factual questions 
open to further corroboration. The article relies primarily on secondary reporting 
and offers selective detail on supporting evidence regarding the testimonies ref-
erenced. 
The article handles highly sensitive material responsibly, by identifying the risks 
faced by victims and families. Its defense of anonymity is sound and reflects 
best practices in human‑rights documentation. Its strengths lie in its structural 
analysis of official rhetoric, its synthesis of converging documentation, and its 
clear articulation of how institutional refusal perpetuates impunity. However, the 
piece’s advocacy-oriented tone may affect perceptions of neutrality among 
some readers. Nevertheless, this article is a powerful and analytically rich cri-
tique of state denial in Syria as it offers valuable insight into the discursive mech-
anisms through which state authorities attempt to obscure gender‑based and 
sectarian violence.

“Syrian Officials Launch Media Campaign to 
Cover up Kidnapping of Alawite Woman Batoul 
Alloush” (The Cradle, May 16, 2026)
Published on May 16, 2026, The Cradle’s article “Syrian officials launch media 
campaign to cover up kidnapping of Alawite woman Batoul Alloush” recon-
structs the disappearance of 20‑year‑old Batoul Suleiman Alloush, a student at 
Latakia University, and the subsequent efforts by Syrian security officials and 
affiliated media figures to conceal her abduction. The report draws extensively 
on testimony from Batoul’s mother, Rua, who recounts that Batoul called her 
shortly after 1:00 p.m. on April 29, 2026, to say she was leaving her university 
dormitory for the bus station but never arrived. When Rua contacted the dormi-
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tory administrator, she was told—citing security officials—that Batoul was in 
Jableh and had not been kidnapped. University officials refused to show the 
family full security camera footage, providing only partial recordings of two en-
trances, prompting Rua’s plea: “Why can’t you show me my daughter leaving the 
university? There are security cameras; my daughter was kidnapped from the 
university.”
The report documents extensive institutional obstruction. General Security re-
peatedly prevented the family from filing a missing‑person report, sending them 
back and forth between Latakia and Jableh for a week. During this period, Ba-
toul’s parents received a photo from her phone showing her ID next to a hand-
written letter claiming she had “emigrated” (converted to Sunni Islam) and had 
not been kidnapped—an explanation Rua insisted was coerced: “Is it difficult for 
the kidnapper to force her to write [a letter] and post her ID?” As public attention 
grew, a video appeared showing Batoul dressed in a chador on the Jableh cor-
niche, repeating the same narrative: “I am not kidnapped … I decided to emi-
grate and leave.” According to the Syrian Observatory for Human Rights, a pow-
erful security figure, Sheikh Salah al‑Din, oversaw Batoul’s kidnapping and or-
chestrated the media campaign to conceal it.
The report describes a tightly controlled meeting on 7 May at the Criminal Court 
in Jableh, where Batoul appeared “like a robot, a rigid, robotic figure,” and 
Sheikh Salah al‑Din entered with thirty men, declaring: “Even the state cannot 
take you from here.” Security officials pressured the parents to publicly state that 
Batoul had not been kidnapped, promising she would return home on 10 May. 
When she did not, Rua posted another video stating: “My daughter is with the 
Emirs and extremists of Jableh.” The article then analyzes a late‑night press con-
ference livestreamed at 3:00 a.m. on 11 May, where Batoul—dressed in black, 
wearing a chador and gloves—was interrogated by security officials, journalists, 
and the mayor of Jableh. She appeared confused and hesitant, at one point say-
ing: “I can’t answer now, I need to think.” The report identifies two men—Abdul 
Rahman Talib and Omar al‑Jablawi—who repeatedly signaled others to stop 
speaking and who had previously participated in violent operations against 
Alawite and Druze civilians. The article concludes by situating Batoul’s case 
within a broader pattern of abductions of Alawite women since early 2025, argu-
ing that the Syrian government is using coordinated media strategies, including 
coerced videos, to deny kidnappings and conceal gender‑based violence.
The Cradle’s report offers a detailed reconstruction of Batoul Alloush’s disap-
pearance, providing one of the most comprehensive journalistic accounts of 
state-linked coercion and narrative manipulation targeting Alawite women. Its 
strongest contribution lies in its integration of direct testimony, documented 
communications, and analysis of public videos, which together create a coher-
ent chronological narrative of obstruction, intimidation, and media control. The 
article’s description of Batoul’s controlled appearance at the Criminal Court—
where she appeared “like a robot”—and the presence of Sheikh Salah al‑Din and 
thirty men underscores the coercive environment surrounding her case and illus-
trates how security‑linked actors shape public narratives to obscure abductions. 
The report’s contextualization of Batoul’s case within a broader pattern of forced 
video statements by abducted Alawite women strengthens the argument that 
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her disappearance is not an isolated incident but part of a systematic strategy 
of narrative suppression.
Analytically, the article succeeds in demonstrating how gender‑based violence 
intersects with sectarian persecution, state coercion, and information control. 
The identification of individuals involved in both violent operations and media 
manipulation—such as Omar al‑Jablawi—adds depth to the analysis and sug-
gests continuity between physical violence and narrative control. The report’s 
attention to the emotional and psychological dimensions of coercion, including 
Batoul’s confusion, hesitancy, and robotic demeanor, provides insight into the 
lived experience of victims under duress. The article’s integration of testimony, 
video analysis, and political context is methodologically strong, offering a multi-
faceted account of how abductions are concealed through coordinated and 
strategic media campaigns.
However, the article also exhibits methodological limitations that qualify its evi-
dentiary rigor. It relies on secondary sources, including SOHR and activist testi-
mony, while offering limited independent verification for certain key claims such 
as Sheikh Salah al‑Din’s direct involvement or the existence of the alleged “Sis-
ters’ House” also previously known as “House for Widows” for women abducted 
by ISIS (Moaveni 2019). The absence of interviews with university officials, secu-
rity personnel, or journalists involved in the press conference constrains the abil-
ity to verify competing narratives. The ideological framing by linking government 
actions to Ibn Taymiyah’s teachings would benefit from reference to more tangi-
ble evidence. The report does not discuss methodological constraints such as 
access barriers, survivor reticence, or political pressures, nor does it situate Ba-
toul’s case within the broader patterns of abductions, relying primarily on re-
ported cases and narrative accounts.
Despite these limitations, the article is a necessary intervention into the docu-
mentation of gender‑based and sectarian violence in Syria. Its detailed recon-
struction of events, integration of testimony and video evidence, and contextu-
alization within patterns of coercion and media manipulation make it a valuable 
contribution. The report succeeds in demonstrating how state-linked actors use 
coercion, narrative suppression, and media theatrics to conceal the abduction 
and abuse of Alawite women. It provides a strong foundation for further re-
search, investigation, and legal accountability.

“As Syria’s President Preaches Human Rights, 
New Evidence Details Abuse Allegedly Carried 
out under one of his Key Commanders” 
(CNN, June 12, 2026)
Published on June 12, 2026, as part of CNN’s series on gender inequality, the 
investigation by Tamara Qiblawi, Allegra Goodwin, and Sarah El Sirgany exam-
ines the extreme contradiction between Syria’s new interim president Ahmad 
al‑Sharaa’s public commitment to human rights and his appointment of militia 
commanders long accused of grave abuses. The report focuses on Sayf Boulad 
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Abu Bakr, recently placed in charge of the 76th Division in Aleppo, despite that 
his Hamza Division was sanctioned by the United States for kidnapping, torture, 
sexual violence, and extortion targeting Yezidi women. As the article notes, “This 
is an insult to our suffering,” said survivor Lonjin Abdo, who spent years in cap-
tivity under Boulad’s men. Drawing on survivor interviews, eyewitness testimony, 
leaked videos, and photographs from secret detention sites, the investigation 
reconstructs the systematic abuse carried out by the Hamza Division between 
2018 and 2020. Survivors describe being abducted during the Turkish‑backed 
incursion into Afrin, held in makeshift prisons, raped, starved, tortured, and 
forced to read scripted confessions. One survivor stated plainly: “It was the rape 
… The hunger. The torture. Every phase was full of pain.” CNN supports these 
accounts with visual evidence, including footage filmed by militants inside the 
Afrin jail and photographs of the women’s confinement conditions.
The report situated these abuses within the political context of post‑Assad Syria, 
where al‑Sharaa has elevated several militia leaders with documented histories 
of violations. The EU and US have sanctioned Boulad and others, yet, as the 
authors argue, they now occupy senior military posts. Analysts interviewed by 
CNN maintain that al‑Sharaa’s integration of these factions reflects a precarious 
security calculus rather than a commitment to accountability. Survivors, by con-
trast, express fear and despair at seeing their former tormentors empowered by 
the new state. The article concludes by highlighting the struggle for justice. 
Abdo, now a refugee in France, continues to advocate for abducted Alawite 
women and warns that al‑Sharaa’s appointments undermine his human‑rights 
rhetoric. She insists she would confront him directly: “I wouldn’t spare him a sin-
gle detail of what happened to me … He should be our voice, defend our rights. 
But he’s doing the opposite.”
The investigation makes a substantial contribution to public understanding of 
gender‑based violence, militia governance, and transitional justice in Syria. It 
provides survivor testimony and contextualizes individual suffering within struc-
tural patterns of sexual abuse. The report is especially valuable for documenting 
violations committed not by the former Assad regime but by factions now incor-
porated into the new state apparatus—an angle often underexamined in interna-
tional media reporting so far. Drawing on survivor testimony, eyewitness ac-
counts, and exclusive videos and photographs from secret detention sites, the 
investigation reconstructs the systematic abuse of women held in Afrin between 
2018 and 2020. Survivors describe rape, starvation, forced confessions, and 
squalid conditions. CNN verifies these accounts through digital verification of 
militant‑filmed footage and imagery showing the women’s confinement, situat-
ing these violations within broader patterns of impunity among Syrian National 
Army factions now integrated into the new military structure. Its publication 
stresses the gendered dimensions of conflict violence in Syria, particularly the 
targeting of Yezidi women for sexual exploitation and political propaganda.
Methodologically, the report’s strengths lie in its evidence, its survivor‑centered 
approach, and its contextualization of individual abuses within international 
sanctions regimes and transitional‑justice failures. The combination of inter-
views, insider testimony, and verified multimedia documentation provides a ro-
bust evidentiary base, especially given the constraints of reporting. Yet the in-
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vestigation also faces limitations inherent to its context: reliance on survivors 
able to speak from exile, anonymity required for safety, and the absence of re-
sponses from accused officials, which restricts opportunities for direct rebuttal 
or counter‑narratives. Visual materials, despite careful authentication, provide 
only a partial representation of documented events. Albeit these constraints, the 
report offers a most rigorous and ethically attentive account.

“Intensifying Abductions of Alawite Women in 
Syria: An Urgent Call for International 
Intervention, Protection and Accountability” 
(IDHRV-ARMIL, July 2, 2026)
Delivered on July 2, 2026, at a side event of the 62nd Session of the UN Human 
Rights Council, Dr. Kreinath’s statement on behalf of the Institute for the Docu-
mentation of Human Rights Violations against Religious Minorities in the Levant 
presents an urgent appeal for international intervention in response to escalating 
abductions of Alawite women and girls in Syria. The statement outlines the insti-
tute’s empirically grounded documentation approach and reports 131 cases of 
missing women since January 2025, including 112 Alawite girls and women 
aged 12–45, 30 minors, 50 abductions, 22 confirmed sectarian‑motivated rapes, 
and 12 cases involving verified evidence of direct or tacit complicity by General 
Security forces. IDHRV‑ARMIL states that 64 cases have been verified through 
cross‑verification and direct testimonies. Kreinath emphasizes that families re-
porting disappearances are routinely met with accusations, dismissal, or ob-
struction by General Security, which frequently reframes abductions as voluntary 
runaways. In cases involving relatives with prior military service, authorities al-
legedly use disappearances as leverage, obstructing release as a form of collec-
tive punishment.
The statement identifies recurring patterns: victims abducted during routine 
daily activities; perpetrators using unregistered or tinted vehicles; transfers 
across provincial lines without interception at security checkpoints; undisclosed 
detention sites controlled by armed groups; and systematic denial of communi-
cation with families. Kreinath presents the high‑profile disappearance of Batoul 
Alloush, whose case illustrates alleged coercive detention, narrative manipula-
tion, and involvement of security‑linked actors. According to the family’s testi-
mony, Batoul was seen inside Criminal Investigations appearing impaired and 
“possibly coached,” with officials interrupting questioning and staging a filmed 
encounter to portray her as safe and acting voluntarily. Her silent gesture of tap-
ping her mother’s waist while holding her ID card during the courthouse inter-
view was interpreted by her mother as a plea for help. Kreinath argues that the 
case reflects a systemic pattern of obstruction, intimidation, and manipulation of 
public narrative by official or quasi‑official actors. The statement concludes with 
six recommendations urging UN commissioners and special rapporteurs to en-
sure rigorous documentation, establish independent investigative units, 
strengthen accountability mechanisms, hold state and non‑state actors respon-
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sible, prioritize protection for minority women, and provide community‑based 
psychological support.
Kreinath’s statement constitutes a timely intervention in international hu-
man‑rights discourse, offering a detailed presentation of the escalating abduc-
tions of Alawite women in Syria. Its contribution lies in its integration of survivor 
testimony, cross‑verified documentation, and structural analysis of state‑linked 
obstruction. By presenting precise figures—”131 cases of missing women,” “50 
abductions,” “22 sectarian‑motivated rapes,” and “12 cases involving … com-
plicity by general security forces”—the statement provides a quantitative foun-
dation that enhances its credibility. The emphasis on patterns of intimidation, 
denial, and narrative manipulation aligns with findings from Amnesty Interna-
tional, UN Special Procedures, Reuters, and independent investigative journal-
ists, reinforcing the argument that these abuses are systematic rather than iso-
lated. The detailed account of Batoul Alloush’s disappearance illustrates how 
coercive detention, staged narratives of voluntariness, and involvement of 
security‑linked actors can converge to obscure the circumstances of an abduc-
tion. The reference to existing evidence shows the seriousness of the allegations 
and the need for independent investigation.
Analytically, the statement links an individual case to broader structural dynam-
ics, including sectarian targeting, coercive governance, and the erosion of 
rule‑of‑law institutions. Its identification of organized abduction operations adds 
depth to the understanding of how gendered violence is operationalized in tran-
sitional Syria. The statement’s policy recommendations are grounded in interna-
tional human‑rights norms and indicate the gaps in current accountability mech-
anisms. By calling for independent investigative units, survivor protection, uni-
versal jurisdiction, and community‑based support, Kreinath places the crisis 
within a global justice framework and articulates actionable steps for interna-
tional actors.
Methodologically, the statement demonstrates multisource triangulation, sur-
vivor‑centered documentation, numerical reporting, integration of cross‑verified 
testimonies, and attention to structural patterns across cases. However, the 
statement also exhibits problems inherent to its format. It does not describe ver-
ification procedures, sampling criteria, or methods used to adjudicate conflicting 
accounts, complicating external assessment of the documentation process and 
its procedural framework, the statement is a necessary contribution to the doc-
umentation of gender‑based and sectarian violence in Syria. The statement calls 
for strengthening the corpus of tangible evidence to demonstrate systematic tar-
geting of minority women and stresses the need for independent investigation 
and international protection.
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“Documentation Methods and Methodology of 
IDHRV-ARMIL for the Protection of Religious 
Minorities in Syria” (IDHRV-ARMIL, July 3, 2026)
Delivered on July 3, 2026, at a UN Human Rights Council side event on the pro-
tection of religious minorities in Syria, Dr. Kreinath’s intervention on behalf of 
IDHRV‑ARMIL outlines the institute’s documentation methodology and its rele-
vance to escalating patterns of violence against Syria’s indigenous minority 
communities. The statement positions its work within the aftermath of the 7 
March 2025 attacks in Syria’s coastal areas, emphasizing that targeted violence 
continues to endanger Alawite, Druze, Christian, and Yezidi communities—
groups described as “some of Syria’s oldest indigenous heritages.” Kreinath 
presents IDHRV‑ARMIL’s documentation model as grounded in four essential 
criteria: methodological rigor, impartiality, independence, and survivor‑centered 
protection. The statement highlights the institute’s focus on identifying patterns 
of violations—including targeted abductions, forced displacement, destruction 
of religious sites, and coercive practices aimed at eroding communal identity—
and stresses the importance of mapping these patterns across regions and time 
to generate early‑warning indicators for atrocity‑prevention efforts.
Kreinath emphasizes the institute’s attempt to integrate local knowledge and 
community networks, arguing that minority communities maintain “strong inter-
nal structures of memory and communal accountability” that enable documen-
tation of violations otherwise invisible in areas with restricted access. He under-
lines the importance of confidentiality protocols, chain‑of‑custody preservation, 
and secure evidence storage to ensure future prosecutorial viability. Kreinath 
warns that the survival of Syria’s minority communities depends on sustained 
international attention, credible accountability mechanisms, and reinforcement 
of local structures capable of resisting coercion and violence. The statement 
concludes by asserting that documentation must support witness protection 
and closes by affirming IDHRV‑ARMIL’s commitment to “amplifying the voices 
of survivors” and contributing to collective efforts to ensure that minority com-
munities can rebuild their lives “in dignity.” 
Kreinath’s intervention is a methodologically oriented and strategically framed 
contribution to international discussions on minority protection in Syria. Its main 
objective lies in its articulation of a documentation methodology tailored to 
high‑risk environments where survivors face retaliation, stigma, and restricted 
access to formal reporting mechanisms. By outlining a multilayered verification 
model, the statement indicates a degree of transparency for a documenta-
tion organization operating in conflict settings. The emphasis on triangula-
tion—"every incident we document undergoes a triangulation process”—is in 
alignment with best practices in human‑rights documentation and strengthens 
the credibility of IDHRV‑ARMIL’s findings. The survivor‑centered orientation is 
another point of consideration. It foregrounds informed consent, confidentiality, 
and protective measures, demonstrating ethical sensitivity and alignment with 
international standards for documenting sexual violence, abduction, and coer-
cion.



39

IIRF Reports Vol. 15 – 2026/27: A Critical Assessment of Media Reports and 
Documentation Efforts on Sexual Violence Against Alawite Women in Syria

Analytically speaking, the intervention links micro‑level documentation practices 
to macro‑level patterns of violence. By focusing on patterns rather than iso-
lated incidents, IDHRV‑ARMIL positions itself within a growing field of 
atrocity‑prevention methodologies that identify structural risk factors and 
early‑warning indicators. The integration of local knowledge and community net-
works is particularly important, as minority communities often possess internal 
mechanisms of memory and accountability that external investigators often can-
not access. This approach enhances the depth and cultural sensitivity of 
documentation and helps mitigate the epistemic blind spots common in interna-
tional monitoring efforts. The statement’s policy orientation—emphasizing 
evidence‑based assessments for protection strategies and humanitarian plan-
ning—further strengthens the relevance of such work for practitioners and poli-
cymakers.
However, the intervention exhibits limitations that define the scope of its schol-
arly application. While it outlines methodological principles, it does not provide 
concrete examples of how these principles have been applied in specific cases, 
nor does it discuss challenges encountered in verification, access, or survivor 
protection. The statement does not specify its sampling criteria, case‑selection 
processes, or mechanisms for adjudicating conflicting testimonies, leaving gaps 
unaccounted for in its methodology. Although it demonstrates the importance of 
verification, it does not detail how discrepancies between sources are resolved 
or how reliability is assessed. While the statement asserts impartiality and inde-
pendence, additional discussion of the challenges associated with community-
based documentation in politically sensitive environments would strengthen its 
methodological transparency.

Critical Perspectives on Existing Documentation 
of Alawite Women
A central and persistent theme across the literature reviewed in this article is the 
failure of the interim government’s security institutions to investigate or prevent 
kidnappings. Survivors describe being mocked, dismissed, or pressured to con-
ceal their experiences. This contradiction marks the institutional fragmentation 
and political sensitivities surrounding violence against Alawite women. 
Human‑rights organizations have played a crucial role in corroborating and con-
textualizing journalistic findings. Activists emphasize that the kidnappings have 
both ideological and opportunistic dimensions: some perpetrators seek to “vio-
late the defeated side,” while others exploit the “general climate of impunity.” 
Local communities have relied heavily on social media to report disappearances, 
circulate alerts, and share updates. These posts often serve as the first point of 
documentation for cases later investigated. However, digital documentation 
faces challenges: verification is difficult, misinformation can spread quickly, and 
families risk retaliation for speaking publicly. Nonetheless, community testimony 
provides essential insight into how Alawite families perceive threats, navigate 
stigma, and attempt to protect their daughters.
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Across the various reports documenting the abductions and disappearances 
of Alawite women in Syria, several methodological strengths recur. 
Survivor‑centered narratives provide necessary detail on the mechanics of 
abduction, captivity, coercion, and escape, offering insight into practices that 
would otherwise remain hidden in conflict‑affected environments. Multi‑source 
verification—combining structured interviews, activist datasets, and 
social‑media traces—strengthens the credibility of these testimonies. Many 
reports situate individual cases within broader patterns of sectarian violence, 
institutional collapse, and historical precedent, allowing researchers to interpret 
personal experiences within a wider analytical frame. Ethically required 
anonymization practices further protect survivors from retaliation, social stigma, 
and coercive pressure, ensuring that documentation efforts do not inadvertently 
expose individuals or families to additional harm.
At the same time, existing literature on the abduction of Alawite women reflects 
important methodological variations that reflect the structural constraints of 
documenting violence in high‑risk settings. Verification challenges limit the abil-
ity to confirm specific details, identify perpetrators, or assess the true prevalence 
of abductions, especially where state institutions deny access to victims or ma-
nipulate their records. Case‑driven documentation produces rich qualitative in-
sight while not being designed for systematic sampling or quantitative analysis, 
making it difficult to generalize findings across regions or populations. The ab-
sence of forensic evidence and official investigative records restricts the scope 
of tangible evidence, while political opacity and state denial hinder access to 
institutional data that could corroborate survivor accounts. The findings may not 
fully capture the diversity of documented experiences, as survivors willing or 
able to speak differ from those who remain silent due to fear, coercion, or social 
pressure. These problems, however, reflect the realities of research in conflict 
zones rather than shortcomings in documentation practices; in such environ-
ments, survivor testimony often constitutes the most reliable and ethically ob-
tainable evidence available.
Despite growing documentation, significant gaps remain. There is still no com-
prehensive dataset on the number, geographic distribution, or long‑term out-
comes of abducted Alawite women. Trauma, stigma, and displacement remain 
understudied. The role of specific armed groups, the involvement of state actors, 
and the dynamics of ransom economies require further legal investigation. 
Hence, future research should adopt interdisciplinary, survivor‑centered ap-
proaches combining ethnography, legal documentation, trauma studies, and 
analysis of sexual violence and trauma. Collaboration with local organizations—
particularly women‑led groups—is essential for improving access, trust, and 
methodological rigor.
Anthropological studies on Alawite communities remain limited in number and 
scope. Ethnographic work has historically focused on religious practices, kin-
ship structures, and political alignments, with women’s experiences often sub-
sumed under broader communal descriptions. Access challenges—stemming 
from geographic isolation, political suspicion, and the dangers of fieldwork in 
conflict zones—have shaped the development of a robust ethnographic litera-
ture (Kreinath 2025a; 2026a). As a result, the everyday lives of Alawite women, 
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their ritual participation, economic roles, and experiences of social change re-
main under‑documented. Political science literature, meanwhile, has tended to 
analyze Alawite identity through the lens of state power, security institutions, and 
sectarian conflict. In these accounts, women frequently appear only implicitly, as 
symbolic figures within narratives of regime loyalty or communal vulnerability. 
This instrumentalization obscures the diversity of Alawite women and their lived 
realities and qualifies the analytical value of such scholarship for understanding 
gendered dimensions of sectarian politics.
Human‑rights organizations have produced some of the most detailed accounts 
of violence affecting Alawite women, particularly in relation to kidnappings, dis-
appearances, and sexual violence. These organizations employ systematic 
methodologies and legal frameworks that strengthen the credibility of their find-
ings. However, their access to affected communities is limited, and political con-
straints—both within Syria and internationally—can lead to under‑reporting or 
cautious framing. Local organizations, such as the Syrian Feminist Lobby, have 
played a crucial role in documenting cases that international bodies cannot 
reach. Their work often relies on community networks, social media alerts, and 
survivor‑led reporting. While these sources provide valuable immediacy and 
contextual insight, they also face challenges related to verification, digital secu-
rity, and vulnerability to misinformation. In conjunction, these bodies of docu-
mentation reveal a pattern of gendered sectarian violence but also demonstrate 
the difficulties of producing comprehensive and reliable data in a fragmented 
information environment.
Investigative journalism has shaped public understanding of violence against 
Alawite women. Such reporting provides narrative depth and multi‑layered veri-
fication that academic and human‑rights bodies often cannot achieve. However, 
journalistic investigations face their own methodological constraints: reliance on 
accessible cases, anonymity requirements, and the absence of systematic sam-
pling. Regional media coverage is even more uneven, shaped by censorship, 
political bias, and sectarian framing. Some outlets avoid the topic entirely, while 
others sensationalize or politicize cases, further complicating efforts to establish 
reliable documentation.
In the absence of robust institutional mechanisms, community‑based documen-
tation has become a critical source of information. Families, activists, and local 
networks frequently use social media to report disappearances, circulate alerts, 
and share updates on missing women. These forms of documentation capture 
real‑time patterns and reflect community‑level fears, but they also present 
methodological challenges. Verification is difficult, rumors can spread quickly, 
and digital platforms expose survivors and families to surveillance or retaliation. 
Nonetheless, these sources provide insight into how Alawite communities per-
ceive and respond to threats, and they often serve as the first point of documen-
tation for cases later investigated by journalists or human‑rights organizations.
The emerging literature on violence against Alawite women in post‑Assad Syria 
reveals a complex and deeply troubling pattern of gendered sectarian harm. In-
ternational journalism provides detailed narrative accounts, human‑rights orga-
nizations offer verification mechanisms and legal framing, activist networks sup-
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ply ongoing case tracking, and community testimony captures real‑time fears 
and experiences. In conjunction with one another, these sources illuminate the 
intersection of religion, gender, and insecurity in a transitional landscape marked 
by revenge, impunity, and institutional collapse. Yet they also demonstrate the 
urgent need for more systematic, independent, and survivor‑centered documen-
tation. As Syria continues to navigate its uncertain political future, the experi-
ences of Alawite women must be understood not as peripheral tragedies but as 
central indicators of the country’s human‑rights trajectory and the fragility of its 
emerging institutions.
The documentation of Alawite women’s experiences—whether in everyday life, 
in conflict, or in the aftermath of political transition—remains strikingly frag-
mented, uneven, and politically fraught. Existing bodies of literature reflect the 
broader dynamics of Syrian knowledge production: state secrecy, sectarian po-
larization, restricted access to communities, and the persistent marginalization 
of women’s voices in both scholarship and public discourse. This review synthe-
sizes academic studies, human‑rights reporting, journalistic investigations, and 
community‑based documentation to assess how Alawite women have been rep-
resented, what forms of evidence exist, and where critical gaps remain. Across 
these bodies of work, a consistent pattern emerges: Alawite women are present 
in narratives of Syrian politics and conflict but rarely centered as autonomous 
subjects whose experiences illuminate the intersection of gender, religion, and 
power.

Conclusion: Legal Implications of the 
Comparative Assessment of Documentation 
Reports
Prior to the Syrian uprising, scholarship on Alawite communities was shaped by 
the Assad regime’s tight control over information and by the political sensitivities 
surrounding sectarian identity. Studies of Syrian society often treated Alawites 
as a monolithic political bloc aligned with the state, leaving little room for gen-
dered or intra‑communal analysis. Women’s roles were typically described in 
broad cultural terms rather than through empirical research. The eruption of con-
flict in 2011, and especially the political realignment following the regime’s col-
lapse in late 2024, created new conditions for documentation but also intensified 
risks for researchers and participants. Sectarian narratives proliferated, and 
Alawite women became vulnerable to both political instrumentalization and tar-
geted violence, further complicating efforts to document their experiences.
Across academic, journalistic, human‑rights, and community‑based sources, 
several points of convergence emerge: Alawite women face heightened vulnera-
bility in contexts of sectarian tension; their experiences are under‑represented in 
formal scholarship; and documentation is shaped by political constraints and 
access limitations. Divergences, however, are equally significant. Academic liter-
ature tends to understate gendered violence, human‑rights reports emphasize 
legal frameworks, journalistic investigations foreground narrative cases, and 
community documentation reflect immediate fears and lived realities. These 
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differences reflect distinct reporting frameworks through which in how informa-
tion about Alawite women is produced and disseminated. They also indicate 
epistemic gaps in areas such as trauma, stigma, economic precarity, and 
long‑term social consequences of violence.
Documenting the experiences of Alawite women raises complex methodological 
and ethical challenges. Access to survivors is qualified by fear, stigma, and the 
risk of retaliation. Sexual violence is particularly difficult to document due to cul-
tural sensitivities, legal barriers, and the danger of retraumatization (Kreinath 
2026b). Political polarization increases the risk that documentation will be 
weaponized or dismissed. Ethical frameworks must therefore prioritize survivor 
safety, confidentiality, and agency, while avoiding the reproduction of sectarian 
narratives or the instrumentalization of women’s suffering for political ends.
Future research must adopt interdisciplinary approaches that combine ethnog-
raphy, legal documentation, trauma‑informed methods, and collaborative part-
nerships with local communities. Longitudinal studies are needed to understand 
the lasting effects of abduction, displacement, and stigma on Alawite women’s 
lives. Scholars and practitioners should work to develop depoliticized, 
survivor‑centered documentation frameworks that resist sectarian instrumental-
ization and prioritize accuracy, safety, and contextual nuance. Strengthening lo-
cal feminist organizations and community networks will be essential for improv-
ing access, trust, and the quality of documentation.
The existing documentation on Alawite women provides substantial narrative 
detail, although its scope, consistency, and methodological approaches vary 
across sources. Academic scholarship has yet to fully engage with the gendered 
dimensions of Alawite identity; human‑rights organizations provide crucial but 
incomplete data; journalistic investigations provide detailed case-based insight, 
while community documentation offers timely reporting that can benefit from ad-
ditional corroborative mechanisms. Together, these bodies of work reveal both 
the urgency of documenting Alawite women’s experiences and the structural ob-
stacles that impede such efforts. A more comprehensive, survivor‑centered, and 
interdisciplinary approach is necessary to ensure that Alawite women’s voices 
are not only heard but meaningfully integrated into the broader understanding of 
Syria’s social and political transformations.
The widespread and systematic abductions, enforced disappearances, torture, 
persecution, and other inhumane acts meet the threshold for crimes committed 
as part of an attack directed against a civilian population. If armed groups or 
state actors are engaged in a non‑international armed conflict, the acts also 
qualify as war crimes, including violence against civilians, hostage‑taking, out-
rages upon personal dignity, and sentencing or execution without due process. 
The systematic targeting of women and girls from minority communities consti-
tutes gender‑based persecution, a recognized crime under international law. The 
transitional government bears responsibility for failing to prevent abductions, 
obstructing investigations, coercing victims, threatening families, and destroying 
evidence. The documented pattern of coordinated and sophisticated abduc-
tions of Alawite girls and women underscores a persistent trajectory of sexual 
violence targeting religious minorities in Syria’s recent history. It demands inter-
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national intervention, including independent investigations, access to detention 
facilities, forensic documentation, and witness‑protection mechanisms. Digital 
evidence must be preserved before it is destroyed, and survivors must be pro-
tected from retaliation. 
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