
Abstract: Despite the dramatic changes in the various 
international societies and the regulating of the 
international legal system and increasing dependence 
of countries on cooperation and interconnection with 
each other in the various fields, along with the human 
progress in the fields of science and technology, it is 
observed the increasing use of powerful countries 
such as the United States from the unilateral sanctions 
on behalf of its political, economic, dominant power 
against the other countries, especially the least 
developed countries, including the Islamic Republic 
of Iran. In most of the time, the third countries, 
considering the national interests and the economic and 
financial opportunities and threats, accompany with 
these countries in the case of the unilateral sanctions. 
The third state action, considering the 2001 draft of the 
international law commission on international State 
responsibility, has the international responsibility; now 
the question is whether these acts, as a violation of an 
international constitution, can be attributed to a third-
state. Our argument in this article is that the third-state 
actions, in accompany with the unilateral sanctions, are 
the violation of international obligations, including the 
United Nations Chart, human rights obligations and the 
citizenship rights of that State , and will give rise to the 
international responsibility of that State. 
Keywords: Unilateral Sanctions. International 
Responsibility of The States. Third State. Violations of 
International Obligations. International Law. United 
Nations Chart. Human Rights. Citizenship Rights. 

Resumo: Apesar das mudanças dramáticas nas várias 
sociedades internacionais e da regulamentação 
do sistema jurídico internacional e da crescente 
dependência dos países em cooperação e interconexão 
entre si nos vários campos, juntamente com o 
progresso humano nos campos da ciência e tecnologia, 
observa-se o uso crescente de países poderosos como 
os Estados Unidos das sanções unilaterais em nome 
de seu poder político, econômico e dominante contra 
os outros países, especialmente os países menos 
desenvolvidos, incluindo a República Islâmica do Irã. 
Na maioria das vezes, os países terceiros, considerando 
os interesses nacionais e as oportunidades e ameaças 
econômicas e financeiras, acompanham esses países no 
caso das sanções unilaterais. A terceira ação do Estado, 
considerando o esboço de 2001 da comissão de direito 
internacional sobre responsabilidade internacional do 
Estado, tem a responsabilidade internacional; agora 
a questão é se esses atos, como uma violação de uma 
constituição internacional, podem ser atribuídos a um 
terceiro estado. Nosso argumento neste artigo é que as 
ações de terceiro estado, em conjunto com as sanções 
unilaterais, são a violação de obrigações internacionais, 
incluindo a Carta das Nações Unidas, obrigações 
de direitos humanos e os direitos de cidadania 
daquele Estado, e darão origem ao responsabilidade 
internacional desse Estado.
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Introducti on
One of the important issues of internati onal law in the contemporary ti mes is the 

internati onal responsibility of the state because it has close ti es with the other fi elds of internati onal 
law, especially internati onal peace and security issues. Therefore, the explanati ons of the 
internati onal responsibility of the state and its implicati on has led to the guarantee development 
of the implementati on of internati onal law and the guarantee of the interests of the small powers 
against the great powers and the benefi cial eff ects like the need for compensati on of material and 
non-material damages. Also, unilateral sancti ons today is as a means for the economic pressure of 
powerful countries over the other countries to adjust their policies, but the use of these unilateral 
sancti ons is aimed at safeguarding the specifi c interests of the country without paying att enti on 
to the interests and aspirati ons of the other members of the internati onal community and politi cs 
which have been implied in recent years by some powers, especially the United States, against some 
developing countries whose policies and practi ces have not been in the line with their interests. The 
United States is one of the promoters of unilateral economic and politi cal sancti ons to achieve the 
goals set out in the Foreign Policy. Someti mes, the other countries which have the relati onship with 
sancti on country, are punished and fi ned. Considering the unilateral sancti ons, the legiti macy and 
non-legiti macy of these sancti ons and the internati onal responsibility of the exporti ng country have 
the most importance, and the third state has been less pronounced. The purpose of this arti cle is 
to review the internati onal responsibility of the Third State on the basis of the draft  law drawn up 
by the Internati onal Law Commission in 2001. Based on this, it will begin with the concept and 
conditi ons of internati onal responsibility of the state and then it will examine the internati onal 
responsibility of the third state with regard to the materials of the draft .

Research Method
This paper att empts to prove whether there is a logical relati onship between the category 

of unilateral sancti ons and the internati onal responsibility of third-state. Third-state internati onal 
responsibility and their acti ons during unilateral sancti ons, especially unilateral US sancti ons against 
Iran, has been investi gated and its total image has been presented. 

Concept of the State Internati onal Responsibility
According to professor Basdevant, the internati onal responsibility is a legal enti ty whereby 

a State that is acti ng in contraventi on of internati onal law has to pay compensati on to the suff ering 
country in accordance with internati onal law. Jean-Jacques Rousseau, considers a fundamental 
role for this legal enti ty. To Max Huber (Internati onal Judge), a decisive and plausible principle is 
that responsibility is a rati onal requirement of law. All internati onal rights require the internati onal 
responsibility (United Nati ons Arbitrati on Rules Report, 1925, Vol. 2, p. 615). The Internati onal 
Court of Justi ce, dated July 26, 1927, in Chorzo Factory Case between Germany and Poland 
states: “This is one of the principles of internati onal law that imposes the violati on of obligati on 
to compensate for damage in a balanced manner; Therefore, the compensate for damage is 
a necessary supplement to the implementati on of a treaty without necessarily referring to it in 
the treaty itself”. In Internati onal Law, internati onal responsibility as an internati onal legal enti ty 
is: Compulsory Compensati on (Material and Intolerance) imposed in the internati onal law, which 
must result from the act or omission of unlawful act contrary to internati onal law (customary or 
treaty), one of the subjects of internati onal law. 

Draft  Arti cles on Responsibility of States for Internati onally Wrongful Act In 2001
Arti cles 1 and 2 of this draft  indicate that the violati ons of internati onal law by a state 

leads to the internati onal responsibility of that state , since this is the fundamental principle that 
is the source of all the arti cles of the draft  (59 arti cles). According to the Arti cles 1 and 2 of this 
internati onal responsibility draft , each state is responsible for its acts in respect of its internati onal 
obligati ons, and any internati onal violati on of a state shall entail the internati onal responsibility of 
that state, provided that the acti ons of that state:

A) According To Internati onal Law, Be Att ributed To That State 
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State-related acti on can include the act or leave the act. For example, in the Corfu channel 
case, the Internati onal Court of Justi ce stated that in order to assume the internati onal responsibility 
of the Albanian state, it is suffi  cient to the extent that the state knew or should have been aware of 
the existence of land mines in its territorial waters, and did not take any acti on to warn the other 
Corfu channel case, 1949, p. 4). )

B) Causes the violati on of an internati onal obligati on of that State
Violati on of an internati onal obligati on involve both treaty and non-treaty obligati ons. This 

issue has also been used by the Internati onal Court of Justi ce in the cases such as Chorzo Factory 
Case (1927) and the Restraint of Damage to the United Nati ons Staff  (1949) and the Arbitrati on 
Tribunal in the Rainbow Warrior Case (1990). Of course, with reviewing the judgments of the 
Internati onal Court of Justi ce, it is realized that, contrary to Arti cle 2 of the Commission in 2001, 
in the most cases, such as the judgment of the Court in the Kumar Asami case in April 29, 1999, 
the Court’s main priority was to investi gate the violati on of the commitment by the relevant state 
(Malaysia), and then in the next step, assign this issue to that state.

Third-State Internati onal Responsibility In Relati on To the Violati on of United Nati ons Chart
The United Nati ons Chart is as the founding treaty and basic document which sets out 

the goals and objecti ves that the United Nati ons has set up and is based on it. Arti cle 1 explains 
the United Nati ons goals and Arti cle 2 defi ne the principles upon which the organizati on and 
its members act in pursuit of the objecti ves referred to in arti cle 1. Among these objecti ves are 
the maintenance of internati onal peace and security, the sett lement of internati onal disputes 
with peaceful means in accordance with internati onal law, the development of friendly relati ons 
among the nati ons, the achievement of internati onal cooperati on on human rights and the basic 
freedoms for all without discriminati on. Now we review a number of these principles and the third-
states acti ons during unilateral sancti ons that violates the United Nati ons Chart and internati onal 
obligati ons and as a result, the internati onal responsibility of the third state, based on a draft  drawn 
up by the Internati onal Law Commission on Internati onal State Responsibility in 2001. 

A. The Principle of Sovereign Equality of States
The principle of sovereign equality of states as a general principle requires equality of 

jurisdicti on and respect for the personality of the states and observance of their territorial integrity 
and politi cal independence. For this reason, Arti cle 2, paragraph 1 of the United Nati ons Conventi on 
has predicted the principle of equality of member states for the sustainability of the new world 
order and as the basis for the united nati ons solidarity. Many outstanding lawyers referred to this 
principle in their writi ngs, including:

Ian Brownlie argues in his book “Internati onal Law Principles” argues that “the principle 
of equality of the states’ sovereignty as one of the fundamental principles of internati onal law 
embodies the doctrine of the consti tuti on about the states’ rights, which is essenti ally a ruling 
community of states with a single identi ty” (Branli, 1990, p. 187).

On the principle of equality of the states’ sovereignty, Henkin stated that “every governing 
and independent state can freely exercise their right resulted from their sovereignty in any manner 
not compati ble with the equal rights of the other states”. He has also noted that” the equalizati on 
of the sates as a fundamental principle of a free economic system is an equality of rights and 
obligati ons “(Henkin, 1989, p. 192).

“According to the internati onal law, the principle of the states’ equalizati on is a necessary 
consequence of the rejecti on of the universal empire, as well as the claim that the internati onal 
community is governed by the law”, Lowe states. (Lowe, 1988, p. 52).

 According to Schwarzenberger, “the states’ equalizati on is the natural consequence of the 
coexistence of governing states” (Schwarzeneberger, 1957, p. 125). 

The Standing Court of Arbitrati on in the Norwegian shipowners claim also stated that 
internati onal law and justi ce are based on the principle of states’ equality.

Given the above descripti on, it can be considered the third-state measures and the use 
of economic penalti es in line with the unilateral sancti ons imposed by the embargoed country, 
such as the United States, as the threat and violati on by the sovereignty to the other countries’ 
sovereign, and contrary to this principle because the economic independence is the fundamental 



288 Revista Humanidades e Inovação v.6, n.9 vol.2 - 2019

part a sovereignty. 

B. The Principle of Good Faith
Good faith is known as a general and fundamental principle of the internati onal law; to 

some ones, the good faith principle is the basis of the whole of law or the fundamental principle 
of law, but John Ocanner provides a defi niti on of the good faith principle in internati onal law is 
more acceptable than the other ones. To John Ocanner, the good faith principle in internati onal 
law is a fundamental principle as the origin of the rules that are directly and individually related 
to the honesty, fairness and reasonableness and it is determined by the means of these criteria, 
which at a certain ti me prevails on the internati onal community. Generally speaking, the good faith 
principle can be regarded as one of the fundamental principles governing the establishment of 
legal obligati ons, irrespecti ve of its origin; this means that the observance of this principle by the 
states regulate the implementati on of their rights and obligati ons in the internati onal arena, and 
in parti cular. This principle supports the legiti mate expectati ons created by the states’ obligati ons 
with virtue of the rules of faith, statelessness, silence, and implies the preservati on of trust and 
confi dence. The commitment of the members of the United Nati ons to act based on the good faith, 
include both the cases in which each member take measures and take decisions individually and 
also the members do that as one of the UN bodies in a collecti ve manner. 

With presenti ng this descripti on of the good faith principle, the acti ons of the third state 
in the course of unilateral sancti ons can be considered illegal and in violati on of the good faith 
principle and the obligati ons of that state to the United Nati ons Chart, because the in arti cle 24 of 
the United Nati ons Chart have agreed and committ ed themselves to assign to the Security Council 
(as the public security organ) the task of identi fying a threat to the peace or an act of rape and choice 
the right decision mechanism for eff ecti ve acti on mechanism by the members and, moreover, 
in Arti cle 103 of the United Nati ons Chart, the member states have agreed that the obligati ons 
of United Nati ons members under the United Nati ons Chart are preceded and superior on their 
obligati ons under any other internati onal agreement. For this reason, the states should avoid from 
any arbitrary acts alone or common with one or more states in this regard. To bett er understand 
this issue, with examining and implementi ng the European Union ‘unilateral measures when the 
United States’ unilateral sancti ons against Iran and its obligati ons under the United Nati ons Chart, in 
accordance with its principles, in parti cular the good faith principle, it is obvious these acti ons could 
be considered as the internati onal responsibility of the member states of this union; the acti ons 
is non-malicious acts that violate the United Nati ons Chart and its principles, especially the good 
faith principle. Since the economic sancti ons are some part of the internati onal system’s executi ve 
mechanism in the United Nati ons Chart which must be implemented by the Security Council and 
executed under the certain conditi ons, and such matt ers should not be imposed arbitrarily on the 
part of States.

C) The Principle of Non-Interventi on
The principle of non-interference in the internal and external aff airs of the countries is one 

of the recognized principles of internati onal law, which has been approved in the declarati ons, 
including the declarati on on the preventi on of interference with the inland aff airs of states and 
support their independence and sovereign (December 21, 1965), the Chart, including the United 
Nati ons Chart and conventi ons and various agreements. It means that each State has inherently 
and exclusively right to choose the politi cal, economic, social and cultural systems without any 
interventi on from any other states. The judiciary also indicates this and the Internati onal Court 
of Justi ce, while accepti ng and approving it in various cases, has menti oned it; the Internati onal 
Court of Justi ce in Corfu case (1949) stated that “the right to claim interventi on cannot be anything 
but a manifestati on of a powerful policy, a policy that has led to the most severe abuses in the 
past and cannot have any place in the internati onal law. The Nicaraguan case against the United 
States also states that the principle of non-interference is the right of any independent state which 
administers their aff airs without the external interference, and respect for territorial sovereignty 
among independent states is one of the fundamental principles in the internati onal relati ons. The 
General Assembly, in the resoluti on 2131 approved in 1965, also states that “no state has the right 
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to interfere directly or indirectly with any reason in the internal or foreign aff airs of any other state. 
With these descripti on, it is obvious that any acti on, whether economic, politi cal etc. of the 

third-state  state to impose the tension on the sancti on country can be considered as an interventi on 
in this state’s internal aff airs, because these unilateral measures violate the fundamental principles 
of the Universal Declarati on of Human Rights, including the principle of non-interference and as 
a result, violati ons of their obligati ons to the United Nati ons Chart and led to the internati onal 
responsibility of this state. For example, the boycott  of oil purchases from our country by the 
members of the European Union in 2012, in line with the U.S. unilateral economic sancti ons against 
Iran, which was aimed at pushing for a nuclear change and causing a lot of economic problems 
for our country. Given that a signifi cant percentage of Iran’s budget is obtained through the sale 
of oil, it can be considered as a clear indicati on of interventi on in the internal aff airs of Iran and in 
violati on of the principles of the Chart, including the principle of non-interference and also violati ng 
the internati onal obligati ons of the member states of this union, like the obligati ons of members 
of this union to the United Nati on Chart and Internati onal agreement lett ers and, as a result, the 
internati onal responsibility of this union and its member as a third state considering the draft  of 
2001, the state’s internati onal responsibility through the Internati onal Law Commission. Because, 
if this acti on of the members of the European Union, based on the resoluti on of the Ministers 
Council of the Union, aimed at implementi ng the provisions of Security Council resoluti on 1929 
in 2010, in this resoluti on, the Council of Ministers has not banned the purchase of oil and gas 
from Iran, and only members of the union have been banned new investi ng and technologies and 
technical assistance, including the sale of equipment and technology in the oil and gas sector. This 
shows that this acti on by the members of the European Union took place unilaterally and beyond 
the decisions of the Security Council. Regardless of what has been declared, the European Union 
and its member states, have violated their internati onal obligati ons with Iran regarding oil and 
petrochemicals, because the countries member of the union have several agreements in various 
areas of energy with Iran, including the “Mutual Aid and Mutual Investment” agreement among 
the states member of this union, such as Italy, Germany, France and Austria with Iran, and this is 
considered as unilateral violati on. 

Third-State Internati onal Responsibility Regarding Human Rights 
Violati ons

The principles and norms of human rights observe the fundamental rights that are 
considered to be inherent rights and emphasize the human rights and freedoms inherent in the 
inalienable rights of individuals towards the state and society, and the states are required to 
respect the rights. Human rights are based on universal human dignity, and it belongs to the man 
just because mankind does not have ti me or place, and has a positi ve two-sidedness. A positi ve 
aspect is the recogniti on of the right and fulfi llment of human dignity, and negati on includes 
the deterrence in the defense and preventi on of aggression, rape, and distorti ng. Maintaining 
internati onal peace and advancing and encouraging respect for human rights are among the most 
important goals of the United Nati ons. The realizati on of these two goals was a matt er for the 
authors of the chart and its member states, and since the founding of the United Nati ons and the 
United Nati ons Chart, the idea that one of the members of the organizati on, in the exercise of 
his powers, would provide the violati ons of fundamental human rights was unbelievable and far 
from the mind, and this is a fact that there is a deep connecti on between peace and human rights. 
Human rights are subject to respect for human rights; nevertheless, looking at the current events 
in the powerful states, including unilateral sancti ons on relati ons with the other states, especially 
with less developed and developing countries, is clearly visible in the violati on of the human rights 
and ignore the fundamental freedoms of the people. In this regard, the Economic, Social and 
Cultural Committ ee emphasized: “Individuals residing in a country should not be deprived of their 
fundamental economic, social and cultural rights because their leaders violated the rules of peace 
and security”. The Internati onal Court of Justi ce, in the Diplomati c and Consti tuti onal Court of the 
United States of America in Tehran on May 24, 1980, explicitly stated that “the exclusion of human 
beings from the liberti es and the pressure to put them in a diffi  cult situati on is clearly contrary to 
the principles of the Universal Declarati on of Human Rights. Taking into account these materials, 
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third-state responsibility has been addressed to some of the most fundamental human rights and 
in the case of violati on when imposing the unilateral sancti ons.

A - The Right to Life
The right to life is one of the most signifi cant and most important human rights and, 

besides being closely related to human dignity as one of the most fundamental human rights, it 
is the background to the realizati on of the other human rights and through the UN Human Rights 
Committ ee, it is the highest right that cannot be neglected even in public emergency situati ons. Of 
course, some authors believe that the right to life supports people against the arbitrary abandonment 
of life by executi on, disappearance, torture and so on, and does not extend abandonment of life 
through the hunger or lack of basic nutriti onal needs such as food, primary health care and medical 
care. However, the Human Rights Committ ee does not agree with such a narrow interpretati on 
of the concept of the right to life, and in its fi rst interpretati on, states: “The Committ ee notes that 
the right to life has oft en been interpreted in a restricti ve way. The right concept of life’s inherent 
right cannot be construed in a restricti ve way, and the right to this right requires that states take 
positi ve measures”. According to this view, the sancti ons should not prevent people from achieving 
the minimum essenti al goods and services necessary for sustainable living. Therefore, the states 
should not undermine the right to life by imposing economic sancti ons, because these sancti ons 
will interrupt and shorten the supply of medicines and food and other basic needs and spread 
the disease and increase the mortality, especially in the most vulnerable countries, and this acti on 
would be in violati on of the right to life in the sense that the Human Rights Committ ee has said. It 
is therefore clear that the acti ons of the third state, along with unilateral sancti ons and even silence 
and not any reacti on against the loss of the right can alone lead to the internati onal responsibility 
of the third state. 

B- The Right to Development
Despite the fact that the right to development is not explicitly included in the United 

Nati ons, the Universal Declarati on of Human Rights or the Internati onal Covenants on Human 
Rights, but some of the principles contained in the 1986 Declarati on rooted in the materials 
and regulati ons of those important documents; in additi on to the declarati on of the right to 
development, this right is approved in the various resoluti ons such as the United Nati ons General 
Assembly and the Commission on Human Rights, the internati onal and internati onal conferences 
including Rio Declarati on on Environment and Development, Copenhagen Declarati on on Social 
Development, Beijing Declarati on, The Durban Declarati on and Program of Acti on and the global 
forum for sustainable development and Declarati on of the Universal Conference on Human 
Rights and the other internati onal documents. According to these internati onal documents, the 
right to development is a universal and non-transferable right and an integral part of human 
rights. It guarantees the freedom and development and the fair right of every human being to 
the material resources of the internati onal community and includes the nutriti on, educati on and 
housing, housing, social security, art, communicati ons, freedom, security, and supplies that ensure 
the sustainability of human beings and their spiritual and material resources. The states need to 
work together eff ecti vely to develop and enforce it. It is a matt er of absolute unilateral sancti ons 
by powerful states that are clearly in confl ict with this duty, which would undermine the economic 
system of target countries and, consequently, stop the development of these countries in various 
cultural, economic, and social fi elds and so on. With some refl ecti on on the status of countries that 
have been unilaterally violated by powerful countries, it is understood the impact of the massive 
damages of these sancti ons on the fundamental right to development, and fi nd that the right to 
development is one of the most vulnerable human rights standards in these sancti ons. According 
to the material provided, it is clear that the acti ons of third-state draft s in the context of unilateral 
sancti ons that violate the right to development, could be the internati onal responsibility of these 
countries; for example, the various restricti ons and sancti ons that countries such as the European 
Union, China, India, South Korea have created in the context of US sancti ons against Iran in the fi eld 
of banking and the transfer of money from oil sales. Given the heavy dependence of Iran’s economy 
on oil sales and its revenues, these sancti ons have prevented Iran from acquiring such revenues, and 
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reduced the value of Iranian nati onal currency in the internati onal markets, reduced the economic 
growth and as a result, reduced the fl ow of state  services to people, Increased unemployment 
and reduced the purchasing power of people, especially the deprived and vulnerable ones, and in 
general, have led to the deprivati on and limitati on of the Iranian people in the enjoyment of the 
right to development, including the right to a minimum standard of living and the health and well-
being. These measures can certainly undermine the right to the development of our people from 
the above countries as third states and the internati onal authority of these countries.

C - The Right to Educati on
The right to educati on is a universal right in educati on. This right has been recognized 

under Arti cle 13 of the Internati onal Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights one of the 
fundamental human rights. In accordance with the right, the States Parti es to the Covenant have 
committ ed themselves to provide the basic educati on for free and accessible to all, and to make 
all available secondary educati on accessible to all, in parti cular the progressive introducti on of free 
secondary educati on to higher educati on. The right to educati on includes the responsibility for 
providing basic educati on to those who have not completed elementary educati on; in additi on, the 
right to educati on includes the educati onal considerati ons, such as the requirement for discriminati on 
at all levels, improving the status of teachers and teaching staff  and suffi  cient educati onal expenses. 
They also believe that the goal of educati on should be the full development of human personality 
and a sense of dignity, and to strengthen respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms. In 
additi on, they agreed that that the educati on should prepare all individuals to play a useful role in a 
free society providing the understanding and tolerance among all nati ons and all ethnic or religious 
groups and encouraging the development of United Nati ons acti viti es to maintain peace. Imposing 
the unilateral sancti ons would severely disrupt in the educati on system of the sancti on country, 
and, accordingly, the rights of a wide range of people, especially children and youths, to educati on 
and adequate services at the various levels of educati on (elementary, high, and higher) are violated 
and abolished. It is clear that the third-states ‘acti on in the fi eld of unilateral sancti ons may violate 
the right to educati on of individuals in the country, which could lead to internati onal responsibility 
of that state. 

Third State Internati onal Responsibility Regarding Violati on of 
Citi zenship Rights

In the light of the globalizati on of aff airs and the change in the functi oning of the competence 
of the state, the concept of “citi zenship rights” has been acknowledged at the nati onal level to 
the internati onal level. Accordingly, the eff ects of the citi zen will not be limited to the nati onal 
community. In this sense, citi zens as human beings must be protected and revered and have 
internati onal support against the will of states. In other words, each person at the same ti me as a 
citi zen and a member of his own country, is considered as a member of the human community and 
a citi zen of the world. With the considerati on of the citi zenship rights, we fi nd that these documents 
are the result of the development of human rights and human rights law as well as some basic and 
civil rights documents. In additi on, citi zenship rights documents have been recognized in a number 
of important internati onal treati es, such as the 2001 Peoples Charter, French Declarati on of Human 
Rights, Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms 1982, African (Banjul) Charter on Human and 
Peoples Rights 1981, European Charter of Rights 2000, and UNESCO (2004), “World Charter on the 
Right to the City”. 

Looking at the existi ng internati onal judicial system, especially in the European Court of 
Justi ce and the Judiciary, we also fi nd that Citi zens’ rights, such as the right to fair trial, the right to 
property, the right to standards acceptable to life, were approved in the cases Kadi and Al-Barkat, 
Nabil Sayyadi and Patriche Vink, Yousef Mostafa Nada etc. according to above, we look at these 
three examples of the most important rights and the third-state  internati onal responsibility in the 
event of violati ons of citi zenship rights obligati ons.
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A. Fair Right to Trial
The right to a fair trial includes a set of rules and procedures that are anti cipated to respect 

the rights of the parti es to their lawsuit. This right in the Internati onal Covenant on Human Rights, 
such as the Universal Declarati on of Human Rights (Arti cles 8-11), the Internati onal Covenant on 
Civil and Politi cal Rights (Arti cle 14), the European Conventi on on Human Rights (Arti cle 6), the 
American Conventi on on Human Rights (Arti cles 8 and 9), Also, in the Internati onal Covenant on 
Civil and Politi cal Rights, such as the Universal Declarati on of Citi zens’ Rights (Arti cle 10), the Law on 
the Rights of the Child (Arti cles 49, 48 and 47), he Charter on the Rights and Freedoms (Arti cles 14, 
13, 12 and 11) of the African Charter on the Rights of People of the World (Arti cles 3 and 7) have 
been emphasized. According to the principles of the above, everyone has the right to be heard fairly 
by a court of law, independently and on a mutually sati sfactory basis, with reasonable probability 
and with the possibility of being equal to the opposing state in his own right. This right is a guarantee 
that, in the event of a breach through each of the rights, the individual may object to a lawsuit by 
a fair trial or, In case of accusati on of violati ons of other rights or the community, it is desirable to 
consider a fair trial through the authority of the competent authority during legal proceedings. This 
right includes a set of rules guaranteeing regulati ons of the individual’ rights during the proceedings 
from the beginning to the executi on of the decision. According to paragraph 1 of Arti cle 6 of the 
European Conventi on for the Protecti on of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms and the 
Court of Justi ce of the European Union, these guarantees include access to records and informati on 
claim, the right to defend and having the faciliti es necessary to perform its jurisdicti on, the right to 
claim at a reasonable ti me and the right of implementati on of decision-making authority. In other 
words, the development and advancement toward the eff ecti ve judicial protecti on of human rights 
through the proper and fair trial of a set of guarantees under the right of fair trial. The European 
Court of Justi ce has recognized and referred to this right in the famous lawsuit by the Al-Barakat and 
Kadi Foundati on, and also in the judgment of 19 March 1997 in Hornesby case against Greece, three 
pillars of the right to a fair and just hearing were set: 1. Access to the court, 2. Good prosecuti on and 
3. Eff ecti ve implementati on of the court decision. 

According to the above, it is clear that the violati on of the right to a fair and just hearing for 
people when imposing the unilateral sancti ons by a third state is also a violati on of its human rights 
obligati ons and can lead to internati onal responsibility in that country. 

B. Right of Sovereignty 
Sovereignty right is an exclusive right to determine how to use a source and its incomes. The 

sovereignty right is one of the most discriminatory human rights because although it is not explicitly 
menti oned in the Internati onal Covenant on Civil and Politi cal Rights and the Internati onal Covenant 
on Economic, Social, Cultural Rights, but Arti cle 17 of the Universal Declarati on of Human Rights 
recognizes the sovereignty and prescribes: 1) Everyone has the right to own and in partnership 
with the others, 2. No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of the right of sovereignty. This right is also 
recognized and endorsed by the Additi onal Protocol to the European Conventi on on Human Rights, 
as well as in internati onal human rights documents such as the Universal Declarati on of Citi zens’ 
Rights (Arti cle 2, paragraph 3), and the European Conventi on on the Rights of Persons (also referred 
to in Arti cle 17, paragraph 2). The European Court of Justi ce in various cases, such as Bosphorous 
Turkish Airlines against Ireland in the course of the sancti ons imposed against Yugoslavia in 1991, and 
the General Assembly of Europe, has emphasized its important role in Iranian companies and banks 
against the European Union during the sancti ons imposed on Iran on September 6, 2013. In the line 
with the unilateral US sancti ons on Iran, countries like the United Arab Emirates and the member 
states of the European Union have blocked the assets of Iranian individuals and corporati ons and 
caused arbitrary aboliti on of sovereignty and, consequently, violated the right of sovereignty. Given 
the similar cases and the confi rmati on of European Court of Justi ce and the European Court of 
Justi ce in these cases, it is clear that the acti ons of these countries as third countries violate their 
civil rights obligati ons. 

C - The Right to Proper Living Standards
The right to proper living standards is one of the most important welfare rights of individuals. 
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This right in the arti cle 25 of Universal Declarati on of Human Rights, Arti cles 11 and 12 of the 
Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, and several multi lateral human rights treati es, as 
well as in the Internati onal Covenant on Civil and Politi cal Rights (Arti cles 23, 18, 16, 14, 13, 12, 11 
and 2) Citi zenship and the 4 arti cles (35 and 34) of the European Chart of Rights are sti pulated has 
been specifi ed. This right is appropriate to some extent, such as the right to food, clothing, housing 
and health. 

Arti cle 25 of the Universal Declarati on of Human Rights states: “Everyone deserves a living 
with acceptable standards for the health and well-being of himself and his family, including food, 
clothing, housing, medical care and social services; he also has the right to benefi t from social 
security at ti mes of unemployment, sickness, disability, homelessness, old age and lack of livelihood 
resources”. 

Arti cle 11 of the Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights also provides: “States 
Parti es to this Covenant recognize the right of everyone to have an adequate living standard for 
themselves and their families, including adequate clothing and shelter, as well as the conti nuous 
improvement of living conditi ons. The Parti es to the Covenant will take appropriate measures 
to ensure the realizati on of this right, and in this respect, accept the importance of internati onal 
cooperati on on the basis of free consent “. In additi on, the Arti cle 12 conti nues: “The States Parti es 
to this Covenant recognize the right of everyone to the best of their physical and mental health”. 
In accordance with the foregoing, the observance of this right requires the protecti on of certain 
economic, social and cultural rights associated with it; respect for the right to individual property, 
the right to employment, the right to educati on and the right to social security, including those 
rights, are among these rights. Imposing the sancti ons with a negati ve impact on producti on, 
employment and nati onal income will result in low economic effi  ciency, poor and fair distributi on 
of goods and services, and the creati on of classroom irregulariti es and disrupti ons, and, in general, 
deprives people of their living standards and deprivati on of living standards. Stati sti cal reports and 
studies conducted by internati onal bodies in this regard clearly illustrate this issue.

With these explanati ons, the acti ons of the UAE, Bahrain, Egypt as a third state on the Qatari 
sancti ons through Saudi Arabia, has made it diffi  cult to reduce the prosperity and lack of food, 
and deprive the people of an appropriate and well-moti vated situati on. Given the fact that the 
internati onal organizati ons, including the Internati onal Amnesty Organizati on, have also argued 
that Qatar’s boycott  has reduced welfare and crisis in the lives of its people, can be considered as 
the acti ons of third states (the UAE, Bahrain and Egypt) that violate the right to enjoy the standard 
of living of the people, and consequently, have led to internati onal responsibility for these states 
as a third state, according to the draft  of the Internati onal Commission on Human Rights in 2001.

Conclusion 
Today, the absolute sovereignty of states and the acts of their exclusive jurisdicti on do not 

have a place in internati onal law, and the acts of the countries as one of the sources of internati onal 
law limited to conditi ons such as the observance of the objecti ves of the United Nati ons Chart, 
the observance of human rights and the right of citi zenship. We must accept the fact that there 
is an inescapable relati onship between the peace and the promoti on of human rights in today’s 
society, with a tendency towards awareness of values and morals. On the other hand, studying 
and reviewing the measures taken by countries in sancti ons (especially in the case of unilateral 
sancti ons) and the eff ect of these sancti ons on target countries indicate that these sancti ons have 
harmful eff ects on human rights law and that ordinary people, as the main victi m, have the greatest 
suff ering in this area. 

With the explanati ons provided, and also with the menti on that today human rights are 
based solely on the intrinsic humanity of mankind; it can be said that human rights have reached a 
level that is above and beyond the traditi onal limits of the internati onal society, so that the Human 
Rights Committ ee does not specify the principle of mutual acti on between countries, and its 
provisions are in the context of the rules of internati onal law, and even Judge Tanaka in Southwest 
Africa 1966 in his theory states that “If the rules of the internati onal law are presented, then it 
is included to the rules to protect human rights”. It is clear that any violati on of these rules and 
human rights by states will be subject to the severe reacti on of the internati onal community and 
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public opinion. In the same vein, the United Nati ons Commission on Human Rights (UNHRC), in 
a treaty enti tled “Human Rights and Unilateral Acts of Violence “, has explicitly listed lists trade 
restricti ons, blockades, prohibiti ons and foreclosures as compulsory measures which are a violati on 
to the human rights. 
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