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Study Summary

Title of the Study: The Evolution of Negotiation Strategies of the Sana'a

Government During the Management of the Aggression Crisis on Yemen.

Prepared by: Mohammed Ali Ali Nasser Al-Tuhaif

Supervised by: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Nabil Ali Al-Sharjabi

Objective of the Study: The study aimed to identify the reasons for the aggression
and to uncover any correlation between these reasons and the adoption of a certain
stance by the various parties. It also aimed to understand the strategies adopted
by the Sana'a side, how they were implemented, and whether there was any
similarity in the adoption of strategies by the Sana'a side and the aggressor side.
The study adopted the national interest approach, the role approach, and the

decision—making approach to integrate knowledge in the field of conflict studies.

Key Findings: The study reached several conclusions, including: there is a
divergence in regional and international positions regarding the legitimacy of the
aggression; there is a significant impact of the disputes that arose among the

aggressor parties, causing them to deviate from their primary objective of launching



the aggression on Yemen and committing numerous humanitarian crimes; the main
party forming the coalition (Saudi Arabia) lacks experience in managing alliances;
and there is consistency in the positions of the Sana'a side, which relied on a
strategy of resolving the conflict with the aggressor countries through a gradual

approach rather than a single decisive push.






