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IBTF

 

2011 20% 14% 14% 47% 95% 

2012 21% 26% 7% 40% 95% 

2013 24% 36% 4% 30% 94% 

2014 19% 46% 4% 25% 95% 

2015 12% 51% 16% 16% 95% 

2016 14% 62% 8% 12% 95% 

2017 31% 44% 8% 12% 96% 

2011 16% 10% 4% 60% 91% 

2012 24% 9% 9% 46% 89% 
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ARBS 

2013 21% 18% 12% 35% 86% 

2014 17% 21% 20% 29% 87% 

2015 15% 10% 34% 22% 82% 

2016 12% 16% 35% 16% 80% 

2017 23% 15% 38% 12% 89% 

BOJS 

2011 18% 11% 0% 60% 89% 

2012 20% 20% 0% 46% 86% 

2013 28% 22% 0% 32% 82% 

2014 25% 29% 0% 26% 80% 

2015 15% 38% 0% 31% 83% 

2016 18% 34% 0% 36% 87% 

2017 26% 31% 0% 32% 89% 

SHRQ

2011 23% 19% 5% 39% 86% 

2012 32% 11% 0% 42% 85% 

2013 31% 13% 7% 29% 79% 

2014 39% 18% 9% 20% 84% 

2015 20% 21% 9% 28% 78% 

2016 23% 9% 15% 23% 71% 

2017 32% 9% 17% 24% 81% 

BBS

2011 13% 15% 2% 51% 81% 

2012 35% 13% 0% 39% 88% 

2013 32% 24% 4% 25% 86% 

2014 38% 27% 0% 23% 87% 

2015 17% 51% 0% 22% 90% 

2016 21% 32% 20% 17% 90% 

2017 28% 41% 0% 22% 91% 

 

 

 

BBSF

2011 18% 29% 1% 44% 92% 

2012 35% 18% 2% 31% 86% 

2013 29% 15% 8% 20% 72% 

2014 33% 18% 3% 20% 74% 

2015 24% 20% 7% 21% 72% 

2016 19% 20% 38% 15% 92% 

2017 32% 13% 32% 17% 94% 

 

 

 

BASY

2011 20% 14% 5% 46% 84% 

2012 28% 13% 0% 42% 83% 

2013 29% 16% 0% 34% 79% 

2014 38% 24% 0% 28% 90% 

2015 21% 51% 4% 16% 93% 
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2016 22% 60% 0% 11% 93% 

2017 35% 30% 20% 9% 93% 

 

 

 

 

SGB 

2011 14% 18% 0% 57% 89% 

2012 17% 21% 0% 50% 88% 

2013 18% 29% 1% 38% 85% 

2014 20% 40% 0% 27% 86% 

2015 17% 46% 0% 22% 85% 

2016 24% 52% 0% 16% 92% 

2017 33% 47% 0% 12% 92% 

 

 

 

BSO 

 

2011 16% 13% 13% 31% 73% 

2012 22% 23% 9% 24% 78% 

2013 15% 61% 7% 10% 93% 

2014 19% 58% 11% 7% 95% 

2015 14% 63% 16% 4% 97% 

2016 14% 54% 27% 2% 97% 

2017 23% 52% 19% 2% 97% 

 

 

 

FSBS

2011 10% 36% 7% 37% 91% 

2012 17% 34% 6% 32% 89% 

2013 16% 44% 4% 19% 83% 

2014 17% 43% 1% 21% 82% 

2015 16% 49% 0% 18% 83% 

2016 12% 47% 4% 17% 80% 

2017 20% 46% 0% 20% 85% 

QNBS 

2011 15% 10% 34% 14% 74% 

2012 20% 10% 32% 10% 72% 

2013 14% 5% 48% 5% 72% 

2014 9% 13% 45% 4% 71% 

2015 5% 9% 53% 2% 70% 

2016 5% 14% 45% 3% 66% 

2017 12% 7% 45% 3% 68% 

1-  



 

97 

5

405

20152016

5 

2-  

3

60

20112016

0.00%
5.00%

10.00%
15.00%
20.00%
25.00%
30.00%
35.00%
40.00%
45.00%

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017



 

98 

2017

 

6 

3

7

353

2015

                                         

1

 

0.00%

10.00%

20.00%

30.00%

40.00%

50.00%

60.00%

70.00%

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017



 

99 

7

 

4

5075

8

2017

0.00%

10.00%

20.00%

30.00%

40.00%

50.00%

60.00%

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017



 

100 

8 

 

9 

2011

                                         

1 

0.00%

10.00%

20.00%

30.00%

40.00%

50.00%

60.00%

70.00%

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017



 

101 

9 

 

10

2011

90242012

59742009

180

90

90

Non-Performing Loans NPL

90

0.00%

20.00%

40.00%

60.00%

80.00%

100.00%

120.00%

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017



 

102 

10 

2

1

 -

 5,000,000,000

 10,000,000,000

 15,000,000,000

 20,000,000,000

 25,000,000,000

 30,000,000,000

2 0 1 1 2 0 1 2 2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6 2 0 1 7

إجمالي التسهيلات الإئتمانية المباشرة صافي التسهيلات الإئتمانية المباشرة المخصصات والفوائد المعلقة 



 

103 

4 

IBTF

 

2011 86.24% 75.25% 

2012 92.16% 78.49% 

2013 90.04% 78.32% 

2014 88.40% 77.56% 

2015 84.51% 76.15% 

2016 81.14% 71.85% 

2017 84.38% 74.42% 

ARBS 

2011 91.98% 77.34% 

2012 93.44% 78.70% 

2013 94.95% 79.51% 

2014 94.36% 79.62% 

2015 94.44% 73.46% 

2016 93.96% 67.61% 

2017 93.39% 72.44% 

BOJS 

2011 95.54% 79.57% 

2012 92.60% 78.56% 

2013 96.50% 83.65% 

2014 95.45% 82.88% 

2015 95.92% 75.58% 

2016 95.66% 64.41% 

2017 91.52% 69.74% 

SHRQ

2011 92.95% 79.55% 

2012 90.28% 76.46% 

2013 96.12% 78.99% 

2014 97.54% 81.26% 

2015 94.85% 71.53% 

2016 93.86% 56.74% 

2017 95.28% 69.98% 

BBS

2011 93.11% 79.97% 

2012 75.76% 64.51% 

2013 86.47% 73.65% 

2014 93.86% 80.06% 

2015 89.88% 72.23% 

2016 79.57% 56.58% 

2017 95.22% 63.74% 

 2011 92.11% 83.56% 
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BBSF

2012 93.69% 85.81% 

2013 94.25% 86.98% 

2014 94.14% 86.44% 

2015 91.61% 82.00% 

2016 92.22% 81.06% 

2017 91.49% 81.41% 

 

 

 

BASY

2011 90.31% 80.39% 

2012 92.61% 79.49% 

2013 93.50% 80.98% 

2014 95.25% 80.22% 

2015 91.72% 73.51% 

2016 95.31% 70.27% 

2017 95.67% 74.81% 

 

 

 

 

SGB 

2011 95.06% 83.47% 

2012 80.34% 72.51% 

2013 93.22% 86.69% 

2014 93.85% 90.70% 

2015 95.48% 89.19% 

2016 95.99% 89.37% 

2017 95.53% 92.24% 

 

 

 

BSO 

 

2011 94.66% 86.97% 

2012 95.73% 86.06% 

2013 95.91% 89.76% 

2014 94.94% 87.85% 

2015 94.93% 85.46% 

2016 94.36% 83.69% 

2017 93.88% 82.71% 

 

 

 

FSBS

2011 95.88% 83.44% 

2012 96.38% 84.59% 

2013 94.94% 85.14% 

2014 95.15% 82.72% 

2015 95.21% 80.72% 

2016 93.68% 73.21% 

2017 95.35% 76.09% 

QNBS 

2011 94.09% 26.42% 

2012 92.48% 21.76% 

2013 90.84% 21.41% 

2014 95.21% 24.78% 

2015 85.96% 17.86% 
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2016 87.41% 19.27% 

2017 92.18% 25.14% 

75

4

QNB

10

75

3

1-  

2-  
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3- 3 
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3

 

SIIB 

 

2011 21.50% 26.45% 6.12% 39.43% 93.50% 

2012 18.15% 49.66% 1.94% 25.56% 95.31% 

2013 12.35% 51.93% 9.17% 20.90% 94.36% 

2014 23.33% 37.01% 6.82% 25.49% 92.66% 

2015 17.69% 34.20% 8.19% 34.09% 94.17% 

2016 22.78% 48.65% 8.33% 16.06% 95.82% 

2017 35.82% 35.09% 8.93% 17.04% 96.88% 
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:Abstract 

 

The aim of this study is to review liquidity risk management mechanisms in 

conventional and Islamic private banks in Syria and to clarify their 

commitment to the decisions of the Basel Committee regarding the liquidity 

risks, in addition to identifying the liquidity levels of these banks during the 

period of the war against Syria from 2011 to 2017. 

In order to achieve the objectives of the research, the researcher relied on the 

analytical descriptive approach as she looked at the reports and financial 

statements of the private banks in order to explain their mechanism of 

disclosure and management of the liquidity risks. The researcher explained 

accordingly the extent of the commitment of the Syrian banks to the decisions 

of the Basel Committee. Then the researcher describes the financial 

statements items and analyses the liquidity ratio represented by the liquidity 

ratio prescribed by the Central Bank which is 30% in all currencies. 

She found that the Syrian private banks have a large surplus liquidity caused 

by the war and its effects on the financial statements of these banks. It has a 

surplus liquidity of Islamic banks on average larger than the traditional banks 

and the difference between the average liquidity ratio in conventional and 

Islamic banks is statistically significant. 

The researcher concluded that the Islamic banks have more efficiency than 

the conventional banks in passing the scenarios applied to the liquidity ratio. 

The researcher recommended supervisors to find investment channels that 

help absorb excess liquidity in banks, especially in the reconstruction phase. 

She also recommended gradual application of the liquidity ratio as it freezes 

a large volume of high liquidity assets of banks. 
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