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Any future nuclear talks possible
only if US shed its illusions:

Pezeshkian urges MPs to back deficit-free budget,
vows to tackle inflation

Iranian President Masoud Pezeshkian addresses Parliament to defend his government’s
performance in the Seventh Development Plan in its first year in Tehran on November 11, 2025.
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Iran bags eight
more medals,
makes men'’s
volleyball final

15th National
Handicrafts
Exhibition opens
in Kermanshah
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Iran’s legal path to holding US accountable for 12-day war

Given the Trump’s explic-
it acknowledgment of a direct role in
commanding the military strike against
Iran in June, what legal and diplomatic
mechanisms can Iran employ to estab-
lish Washington’s responsibility?

Legally, the primary
framework would be the law of state
responsibility as codified by the Inter-
national Law Commission’s Articles on
State Responsibility (arsiwa), particularly
Articles 2, 4, and 8, which set out the ele-
ments of an internationally wrongful act
attributable to a state. The US president’s
express of acknowledgment would consti-
tute strong direct evidence of attribution,
fulfilling the criterion of state conduct
through its highest organ.

From a substantive standpoint, Iran could
argue that the attack constitutes a vio-
lation of Article 2(4) of the UN Charter,
which prohibits the use of force against
the territorial integrity or political inde-
pendence of any state, absent Security
Council authorization or a lawful claim
of self-defense under Article 51. Unless
the United States can convincingly estab-
lish an imminent armed attack justifying
pre-emptive self-defense, (a notion still highly

controversial in international law) the strike would
amount to an unlawful use of force and an
act of aggression under General Assembly
Resolution 3314 (1974).

Diplomatically, Iran could pursue mul-
tilateral condemnation through the UN
General Assembly under the Uniting for
Peace procedure, seek emergency Securi-
ty Council sessions, and mobilize regional
organizations (such as the Organization of Islamic
Cooperation or Non-Aligned Movement) to consol-
idate international political support. Bi-
lateral diplomatic protest is also a classic
instrument to signal the gravity of the
breach.

Within the framework of international
law and the jurisdiction of the Interna-
tional Court of Justice (icj), what ave-
nues are available to Iran for pursuing
legal action in this case? And given the
influence of Western powers within
these international institutions, how

likely is Iran to succeed?

Iran’s legal options before the IC] are lim-
ited but not nonexistent. The court’s juris-
diction is consensual, meaning that both
states must have accepted its authority.
Since neither Iran nor the United States
currently maintains a general declaration
under Article 36(2) of the IC] Statute rec-
ognizing the court’s compulsory jurisdic-
tion vis-a-vis the other, Iran would need
to identify a specific treaty basis that in-
cludes a compromissory clause referring
disputes to the IC].

The most plausible, and historically used
avenue (the 1955 Treaty of Amity) iS no longer
valid. The United States’ withdrawal be-
came effective in October 2019, render-
ing the treaty’s compromissory clause
unavailable for any acts of aggression
occurring subsequently.

No other%{nown gilaterg:l Ol
treaty between the states provides a suit-
able jurisdictional foundation.



