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Trump’s Blockade Isolates America, Not Iran

During these days, the deploy-
ment of military forces of the 
United States Central Com-
mand (CENTCOM) within the wa-
ters of the Middle East and the 
claim of imposing restrictions 
upon the transit of commercial 
vessels, particularly Iranian oil 
tankers, has created an atmo-
sphere of profound uncertain-
ty over the shipping industry. 
These measures are being ex-
ecuted notwithstanding the 
fact that Iranian authorities 
have consistently emphasized 
the unlawful nature of such be-
haviors from the perspective of 
the law of the sea and interna-
tional conventions.
According to international 
law, especially the 1982 Unit-
ed Nations Convention on the 
Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) and 
the regulations of the Interna-
tional Maritime Organization 
(IMO), the imposition of a naval 
blockade by an extra-region-
al power, absent a delegation 
of authority from the United 
Nations Security Council, is 
deemed devoid of legal legiti-
macy. Legal scholars maintain 
that such actions not only con-
travene the principles of inno-
cent passage through interna-
tional straits and waterways 
but could also place the safety 
of navigation and the supply 
chain of essential commodities, 
such as medicines, foodstuffs, 
and fuel, in grave jeopardy.
Within this intricate context, 
the Iranian shipping indus-
try, notwithstanding external 
pressures and escalating oper-
ational costs, has endeavored 
to sustain its maritime tran-
sits. Nevertheless, issues such 
as war risk insurance, height-
ened vessel costs, the seizure 
of certain watercraft, and the 
anxiety resulting from foreign 
military presence have gener-
ated daily challenges for ship 
owners, crews, and logistics 
operators.
In this regard, Iran Daily has 
conducted an exclusive inter-
view with Masoud Polmeh, 
secretary-general of the Ira-
nian Shipping Association, to 
explore the legal and practical 
dimensions of the naval block-
ade, the status of Iranian ves-
sel transits, the costs imposed 
upon shipping companies, the 
legal measures undertaken in 
international tribunals, and 
furthermore, Iran’s stance 
concerning the management 
of the Strait of Hormuz.

IRAN DAILY: How do you as-
sess the naval blockade of 
Iran by the United States, and 
fundamentally, what situation, 
challenges, and restrictions 
do Iranian vessels confront 
under current circumstances?
POLMEH: Permit me to state un-
equivocally, from the outset, that 
the subject of a naval blockade 
of Iran by the United States of 
America constitutes an entirely 
illegitimate measure. According 
to the law of the sea, this action 
possesses no legal validity what-
soever; neither from the stand-

point of binding international 
conventions nor from that of 
United Nations resolutions does 
any legitimacy for such a block-
ade exist. The United States has, 
in truth, acted once again in ac-
cordance with its self-appointed 
role as the world’s police. In ef-
fect, a naval blockade is a tradi-
tional instrument that the Amer-
icans employ to exert pressure 
upon any nation that does not 
behave according to their desires. 
Through this blockade, they have 
endeavored, by leveraging their 
military forces, to apply maxi-
mum economic pressure.

So, then, you mean that under 
international maritime rules 
and treaties, and even with-
in the laws of armed conflict, 
something called a “naval 
blockade” in this form has not 
been authorized?
Such a thing does not exist un-
der any circumstance. Accord-
ing to the mandates of the IMO, 
not only has the imposition of 
such behavior not been autho-
rized, but these types of actions 
have been explicitly prohibited. 
Shipping must, in the ordinary 
course, serve to protect the 
interests of nations, and no 
impediment to the transit of 
commercial vessels carrying 
humanitarian goods, foodstuffs, 
medicines, and other essential 
items should exist. Vessels must 
conduct their commercial ac-
tivities freely. This is separate 
from the regime of “innocent 
passage,” which possesses its 
own rules and whereby nations 
may apply pressure solely upon 
coastal states within a specified 
zone. However, for the Unit-
ed States to arrive from thou-
sands of kilometers away and 
take such an action within our 
region’s waters is an unlawful 
act devoid of international le-
gitimacy.

With this description, what 
effects have the actions of the 
United States produced, and 
what has been Iran’s reaction 
to this blockade?
The measures that the United 
States undertakes undoubtedly 
produce effects. However, we 
have adopted a reciprocal ap-

proach, and naturally, in re-
sponse to this blockade and to 
secure the rights of our people, 
we are preventing the commer-
cial transits of nations hostile 
to the Islamic Republic of Iran 
through the Strait of Hormuz. 
Consequently, due to this Amer-
ican military action, we are wit-
nessing an increase in the price 
of oil, fuel, and energy globally, 
a phenomenon that has placed a 
double burden upon the entire 
world economy and has caused 
nations dependent upon the 
commerce and energy of the 
Persian Gulf to experience diffi-
cult conditions.
One of the most adversely affect-
ed nations in this blockade is the 
United States itself because the 
American economy is profound-
ly dependent upon Persian Gulf 
commerce, whether in terms of 
investors, producers, the stock 
exchange, and, most important-
ly, the matter of oil and energy, 
which subjects the consumer 
fuel rate in the United States to 
fluctuation and price increases 
every day.

Under such circumstances, 
how do you assess the status 

of Iranian vessel transits? Has 
the naval blockade succeeded 
in disrupting our activities?
In aggregate, our maritime logis-
tics activities, despite the claim 
of an American naval blockade, 
continue. With the support of 
the armed forces, a portion of 
our watercraft are safely tra-
versing this geographical block-
ade that has been established at 
sea. Furthermore, a segment of 
our tankers has also crossed the 
blockade line. Of course, anoth-
er segment has remained inac-
tive due to CENTCOM pressures 
or has refrained from transiting 
owing to concerns about poten-
tial military confrontations.
However, in sum, it must be stat-
ed that the exceptionally dire 
scenario which the United States 
had envisioned through the es-
tablishment of this blockade has 
not materialized. At the same 
time, naturally, the risk of ship-
ping operations has increased, 
and the owners of foreign ves-
sels transiting this region have 
become concerned. So, the na-
val blockade has certainly been 
effective in raising the price of 
oil, and this blockade comple-
ments American military ac-
tions, which have produced del-

eterious economic outcomes for 
nations and even for the United 
States itself.

Could this naval blockade ex-
pose Iran’s economy to a seri-
ous and irremediable bottle-
neck?
That is not at all the case. We 
possess several thousand ki-
lometers of land borders, and 
we have another waterway 
available to us in the north of 
our country. We maintain con-
nections with seven nations via 
road and rail, and in parallel 
with these connections, we also 
sustain maritime links with five 
countries. We have commercial 
relations with China via rail.
It is quite certain that this block-
ade cannot produce the effect 
that the United States desires. 
For many years, we have kept 
the North-South and East-West 
corridors active; corridors that 
support and sustain our com-
mercial activities alongside 
the high seas. Although a larg-
er volume of goods is usually 
transported to ports via mar-
itime transport, road and rail 
can compensate for this gap to 
an acceptable extent. The very 
quantity of goods moved via 
road and rail suffices to nullify 
the destructive effects that the 
United States and the Zionist 
regime anticipate from a naval 
blockade.

What costs have the restric-
tions resulting from the naval 
blockade imposed upon Irani-
an shipping companies? And 
are international and domes-
tic insurance companies capa-
ble of covering these losses?
Costs vary for vessels and, nat-
urally, change according to the 
type of operation a vessel per-
forms, its size, and the kind of 
cargo transported (ordinary goods, 
general cargo, dangerous goods). Ac-
cordingly, the regional insur-
ance rate is likewise variable, 
and, naturally, during wartime 
conditions, the insurance rate 
increases.
The rate for maritime opera-
tions, depending on the type 
of operation, has increased by 
at least 100%, from fuel costs 
to vessel duties and tolls to in-
surance premiums, and on long 
routes, this figure reaches 300% 
to 400%. Naturally, insurance 
companies also encounter diffi-
culties in covering these damag-
es because, during wartime, due 
to the elevated risk, some insur-
ance companies refuse to ac-
cept war risk, and consequently, 
compensation for losses must 
be administered reciprocally in 
a managed fashion.

Given the unlawful action of 
the United States in seizing 
certain Iranian vessels, has 
any specific legal action been 
undertaken by Iran or by ship-
ping companies to file a law-
suit in international courts, 
or do you have a plan in this 
regard?
Yes, certainly. Preliminary actions 
and complaints have been lodged 
via diplomatic channels, as well as 
through organizations that con-
duct international professional 
and trade union activities, in The 
Hague and also at the IMO. Even 
the Iranian Shipping Association 
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One of the most 
adversely affected 
nations in this 
blockade is the 
United States 
itself because the 
American economy is 
profoundly dependent 
upon Persian Gulf 
commerce, whether 
in terms of investors, 
producers, the stock 
exchange, and, most 
importantly, the 
matter of oil and 
energy, which subjects 
the consumer fuel rate 
in the United States to 
fluctuation and price 
increases every day.

The illustration showing the fictional 
Uncle Sam awarding “World Piracy 
Prize” to US President Donald Trump 
references the fact that on May 2, 
2026, Trump said the US navy acted 
“like pirates” as he described an 
operation seizing a ship.
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The screengrab shows US Marines boarding 
an Iranian-flagged vessel, the Touska, 
within the Gulf of Oman, on May 19, 2026, 
after departing from the USS Tripoli, an 
amphibious assault ship, via helicopter to 
intercept the container ship.
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