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INTRODUCTION
In today’s globalized and integrated world, it is
extremely hard to believe that we still are
imposing
unilateral
coercive
economic
measures on some countries. Unilateral
economic measures have a significant impact
not only on the targeted state, but also hinder
the full enjoyment of basic human rights
declared by the United Nations. Unilateral
sanctions undermine existing regional and
bilateral cooperation mechanisms. For countries
that depend on food imports, unilateral
sanctions disrupt existing food supply and
payment chains and result in increasing prices
for food and medicine. The countries imposing
unilateral sanctions measures cannot be
expected to guarantee human rights by violating
human rights, not to mention that the COVID19 pandemic has made negative humanitarian
effects of unilateral sanctions more obvious and
more disastrous.
From the point of view of the norms of
international law, unilateral economic measures
of
states
and
regional
international
organizations are countermeasures. They are
3

not sanctions in their international legal
understanding, i.e. non-military measures
introduced by the UN Security Council, and do
not always meet the requirements for
countermeasures.
The Economic and Social Council recognizes
the negative impacts unilateral coercive
measures have on the world economy, human
right enjoyment and quality of life. The United
Nations has been making earnest efforts to
abolish these measures with the help of its
subsidiary bodies, or eliminate their negative
consequences and the effect they have on the
quality of life, but visible changes are yet to be
seen.
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CHAPTER 1. UNILATERAL
EXTRATERRITORIAL COERCIVE
ECONOMIC MEASURES
The term “unilateral coercive measures”
usually refers to economic measures taken by
one State to compel a change in the policy of
another State. Examples of such measures
include trade sanctions in the form of
embargoes and the interruption of financial and
investment flows between sender and target
countries. More recently, so-called “smart” or
“targeted” sanctions such as asset freezing and
travel bans have been employed by individual
States in order to influence persons who are
perceived to have political influence in another
State (Human Rights Council resolution 19/33)¹.
Unilateral coercive measures have been defined
by the Human Rights Council in its resolutions
¹ See the Report of the Secretary General on the Situation of human rights in
the Islamic Republic of Iran (A/RES/67/327 paragraphs 41, 42). See also the
Secretary General’s annual report on Human rights and unilateral coercive
measures (A/67/181), Report of the Secretary General, Necessity of ending the
economic, commercial and financial embargo imposed by the United States
of America against Cuba (A/67/118), Secretary General’s report on Unilateral
economic measures as a means of political and economic coercion against
developing countries (A/66/138) and the Sub-Commission study
E/CN.4/Sub.2/2000/33.
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27/21² and 45/5³.
These encompass economic and political
measures imposed by one or a group of States to
coerce another State into subordination of the
exercise of its sovereign rights, with a view to
secure some specific changes in its policy. These
measures are distinguished from those taken by
the Security Council under article 41 of the
Charter of the United Nations. In general, any
unilateral measure, including domestic or
international measures imposed by Member
States to enforce the Security Council’s
measures, should be in compliance with the
international law, including international
human rights, refugee and humanitarian laws⁴.
Unilateral coercive measures contradict the
purposes and principles of the Charter of the
United Nations and the norms of international
law and significantly hinder the economic
²Summary of the biennial Human Rights Council Panel Discussion on
Unilateral Coercive Measures and Human Rights : report of the Office of the
United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (A/HRC/50/66). URL:
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/3971998?ln=en
³Unilateral coercive measures : notion, types and qualification : report of the
Special Rapporteur on the Negative Impact of Unilateral Coercive Measures
on the Enjoyment of Human Rights, Alena Douhan (A/HRC/48/59). URL:
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/3936670?ln=en
⁴Mandate of the Special Rapporteur Special Rapporteur on unilateral coercive
measures/ UN Human Rights Office of the High Commissioner/ URL:
https://www.ohchr.org/en/special-procedures/sr-unilateral-coercivemeasures/mandate-special-rapporteur
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development and capacity-building of affected
countries in the field of health. In the aftermath
of the coronavirus disease pandemic (COVID
19), their negative impact has become more than
ever before to attract the attention of Member
States and cause them concern. Since 1989, the
General Assembly has adopted resolutions every
two years entitled "Unilateral economic
measures as a means of political and economic
coercion of developing countries", since 1992,
each session has adopted resolutions entitled
"The need to end the economic, commercial and
financial embargo imposed by the United States
of America against Cuba", and since 1997
annually Adopts resolutions entitled "Human
rights and unilateral coercive measures".
Recently, both the Secretary-General and the
United Nations High Commissioner for Human
Rights called for the abandonment of sanctions
that undermine the ability of countries to take
measures to combat the COVID 19 pandemic.
During the general debate at the seventy-fifth
session of the General Assembly, many leaders
called for the abolition of unilateral coercive
measures. On October 5, 2020, during the
general debate in the Third Committee of the
General Assembly, 26 countries issued a joint
7

statement calling for the complete and
immediate abolition of unilateral coercive
measures. This meeting was the first ever Arria
formula meeting devoted to unilateral coercive
measures⁵.
The Permanent Representative of Niger to the
United Nations, Ambassador Abdou Abarry,
stated that unilateral sanctions do not guarantee
strict observance of human rights and
international law; moreover, there is no
guarantee that they are not political weapons
used exclusively in the interests of the State
imposing sanctions. Their impact on the
population is very often negative, and their scale
and
impact
on
third
parties
are
counterproductive, as exemplified by the ban on
maintaining relations with the country against
which sanctions are imposed. He called for the
lifting of sanctions affecting human rights in the
context of the COVID 19 pandemic.
On November 25, 2020, the Permanent
Missions of China, Niger, the Russian
Federation, South Africa and Saint Vincent and
the Grenadines to the United Nations jointly
organized a virtual meeting of the Security
⁵Resolution adopted by the General Assembly [ on the report of the Second
Committee
(A/58/481/Add.1)].
URL:
https://www.un.org/unispal/document/auto-insert-185535/
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Council under the Arria formula on the topic
"Immediate cessation of unilateral coercive
measures". The meeting was attended by
representatives of more than 70 countries, and
was chaired by the Permanent Representative of
China to the United Nations, Ambassador
Zhang Jun. The Permanent Representative of
South Africa to the United Nations, Ambassador
Jerry Matthews Matjila, stated that unilateral
coercive measures taken by one State or a group
of States infringe on the sovereignty of the
affected States, contradict international law and
hinder the efforts of States to achieve the
Sustainable Development Goals. According to
Article 41 of the Charter of the United Nations,
the Security Council is the only body that has the
right to apply coercive measures necessary to
ensure compliance with international law. South
Africa regrets that Security Council resolution
2532 (2020) did not take into account the actions
necessary to mitigate the impact of unilateral
coercive measures on the efforts of States to
combat the COVID-19 pandemic and on the
humanitarian situation in the affected
countries. He reiterated the position of the
African Union that economic sanctions against
Zimbabwe and Sudan should be lifted so that
9

their governments could take adequate
measures to respond to the pandemic⁶.
Other delegations also noted that civilians
suffer the most from unilateral coercive
measures. Unilateral coercive measures
imposed by the United States of America and the
European Union hinder access to health care,
education, drinking water and basic services,
have a serious impact on the flow of funds, the
purchase of goods and medical facilities of
humanitarian agencies, hinder reconstruction
and economic development and exacerbate
poverty,
especially
in
conflict-affected
countries. Unilateral coercive measures also
restrict the normal movement of people to and
from affected countries. The so-called
humanitarian exemptions do not apply at all. All
speakers called for the immediate abolition of
unilateral coercive measures⁷.
⁶ Countries Urge for Immediate Lifting of Unilateral Coercive Measures/
Permanent Mission of the People's Republic of China to the UN/ URL:
https://www.mfa.gov.cn/ce/ceun/eng/hyyfy/t1835696.htm
⁷ Secretary-General Urges ‘Stepping Up for Sustainable Solutions, Robust
Funding for Every Crisis’, as Economic and Social Council Opens
Humanitarian Affairs Segment/ ECOSOC/7090/ Press Release from 2022
Session,
25th
&
26th
Meetings/
URL:
https://press.un.org/en/2022/ecosoc7090.doc.htm
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Most delegations who participated in the
meeting welcomed the initiative to convene the
meeting and highlighted the following points:
(a) It should be a matter of concern for all that
some States and international actors continue to
ignore their obligations under the Charter of the
United Nations and international law when
resorting to unilateral coercive measures to
secure their own objectives;
(b) Unilateral coercive measures contradict the
purposes and principles of the Charter of the
United Nations and international law. Some
countries use unilateral coercive measures to
suppress legitimate sovereign Governments and
even attempt regime change. Such practices go
against the basic norms of international
relations and are extremely harmful to
multilateralism, and thus threaten international
peace and security;
(c) The negative impact of unilateral coercive
measures has been repeatedly affirmed in
numerous resolutions of the General Assembly
as well as by the Human Rights Council.
Unilateral
coercive
measures
seriously
undermine the socioeconomic development of
the affected countries and the well-being of their
people and violate the right to life, health
11

and a decent living of the people in the affected
countries. Unilateral coercive measures, in
almost all cases, worsen the humanitarian
situation, and even create a grave
socioeconomic and financial crisis;
(d) Sanctions regimes of the Security Council
should also be constantly reviewed so as to avoid
humanitarian consequences;
(e) They called on all States to choose dialogue
over confrontation and mutual respect over
unilateral acts and coercion. Unilateral coercive
measures only drive parties concerned further
apart, leaving deep-seated scars for long-term
rapprochement and conciliation;
(f) They called for the removal of unilateral
coercive measures, which adversely affect
countries’ socioeconomic development and
people’s livelihoods. This culture of unilateral
coercive measures must end immediately
without preconditions, especially during the
difficult circumstances of the COVID-19
pandemic;
(g) The Security Council, the General Assembly,
Member States, United Nations resident
coordinators and the Office for the Coordination
of Humanitarian Affairs should pay close
attention to the negative impacts of unilateral
12

coercive measure on relevant countries and their
people, and heed the appeals of the SecretaryGeneral and the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights with concrete
actions. Non-governmental organizations, civil
society, humanitarian workers and the media
are encouraged to collect information on the
challenges brought by unilateral coercive
measures and make it known to the world in a
joint effort to bring down the unfair practices⁸.

⁸Letter the Permanent Representative of China to the United Nations
addressed to the President of the Security Council/ UN Security Council/
S/2020/1172/
URL:
https://www.securitycouncilreport.org/atf/cf/%7B65BFCF9B-6D27-4E9C8CD3-CF6E4FF96FF9%7D/s_2020_1172.pdf
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CHAPTER 2. INTERNATIONAL
ORGANIZATIONS AND THEIR
ROLE
IN
ADDRESSING
UNILATERAL
EXTRATERRITORIAL
ECONOMIC MEASURES
OFFICE OF THE UNITED NATIONS
HIGH
COMMISSIONER
FOR
HUMAN RIGHTS (OHCHR)
Unilateral coercive measures can impact the
full enjoyment of human rights set forth in the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, in
particular the rights of everyone to a standard of
living adequate for their health and well-being,
including food and medical care, housing and
necessary social services.
As part of its mandate, Office of the United
Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights
carries out a number of tasks relating to
unilateral coercive measures, including:
Preparing and presenting reports on a
number of related themes, including reports
of the Secretary General to the General
Assembly and of the High Commissioner to
14

the Human Rights Council;
Organizing
workshops
and
panel
discussions;
Supporting the work of the Special
Rapporteur on the negative impact of
unilateral coercive measures on the
enjoyment of human rights;
Assessing the negative impacts of unilateral
coercive measures and other sanctions on
the enjoyment of human rights;
Calling for the easing or suspension of
unilateral coercive measures that may
negatively impact the enjoyment of human
rights in countries affected by such
sanctions⁹.
The continuing practice of imposing various
forms of unilateral coercive measures and the
potential impact of such measures on human
rights, has drawn the attention of a large
number of Member States (e.g. resolution
A/RES/75/289 “Necessity of ending the
economic, commercial and financial embargo
imposed by the United States of America against
Cuba,” adopted by a recorded vote of 184 to 2
⁹OHCHR and unilateral coercive measures/ UN Human Rights Office of the
High Commissioner/ URL: https://www.ohchr.org/en/unilateral-coercivemeasures
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with 3 abstentions.) Furthermore, United
Nations human rights bodies and mechanisms
including Special Procedures have considered
this issue (e.g. see reports A/75/287, paras.40 to
50., A/75/81 , A/67/181, A/66/138 and the SubCommission study E/CN.4/Sub.2/2000/33.)¹⁰.
Several discussions, resolutions and reports
presented to the General Assembly, the Human
Rights Council, and the former Commission on
Human Rights have addressed the issue of the
impact of unilateral coercive measures on the
full enjoyment of human rights. The Vienna
Declaration and Programme of Action adopted
by the World Conference on Human Rights in
1993 called upon States to “refrain from any
unilateral measure not in accordance with
international law and the Charter of the United
Nations that creates obstacles to trade relations
among States and impede the full realization of
the human rights set forth in the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights and in
international human rights instruments, in
particular the rights of everyone to a standard of
living adequate for their health and well-being,
¹⁰ The United Nations and unilateral coercive measures/ UN Human Rights
Office
of
the
High
Commissioner/
URL:
https://www.ohchr.org/en/unilateral-coercive-measures/un-human-rightswork-unilateral-coercive-measures
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including food and medical care, housing and
the necessary social services”¹¹.
Numerous United Nations studies have also
been carried out on unilateral coercive measures
and human rights including the issue of
lawfulness of such measures. For instance, the
Working Paper “The Adverse consequences of
economic sanctions on the enjoyment of human
rights”¹²; Human Rights Impacts of Sanctions on
Iraq, Background Paper prepared by OHCHR
for the meeting of the Executive Committee on
Humanitarian Affairs of 5 September 2000;
OHCHR thematic study on the impact of
unilateral coercive measures on the enjoyment¹³
of human rights, including recommendations
on actions aimed at ending such measures, 11
January 2012; and Committee on Economic,
Social and Cultural Rights, general comment
No. 8 of 1997 on the relationship between
¹¹ Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action : note / by the Secretariat.
(A/CONF.157/23.). URL:https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/183139?ln=en
¹² The adverse consequences of economic sanctions on the enjoyment of
human rights : working paper / prepared by Marc Bossuyt.
(E/CN.4/Sub.2/2000/33)
URL:https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/419880?
ln=en
¹³ Thematic study of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for
Human Rights on the impact of unilateral coercive measures on the
enjoyment of human rights, including recommendations on actions aimed at
ending
such
measures
(A/HRC/19/33).
URL:
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/719978?ln=en
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economic sanctions and respect for economic,
social and cultural rights (E/C.12/1997/8). All
these studies have analyzed the legitimacy of
unilateral coercive measures from the human
rights perspective and the complex and
divergent views around this topic. They have
also stressed the need to further examine the
linkages between unilateral coercive measures
and human rights.

SPECIAL RAPPORTEUR ON
UNILATERAL COERCIVE
MEASURES
On 26 September 2014, the Human Rights
Council adopted resolution 27/21 and Corr.1 on
human rights and unilateral coercive
measures¹⁴.
The resolution stresses that
unilateral coercive measures and legislation are
contrary to international law, international
humanitarian law, the UN Charter and the
norms and principles governing peaceful
relations among States, and highlights that in
the long-term, these measures may result in
¹⁴ Summary of the biennial Human Rights Council Panel Discussion on
Unilateral Coercive Measures and Human Rights : report of the Office of the
United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (A/HRC/50/66). URL:
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/3971998?ln=en
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social problems and raise humanitarian
concerns in the States targeted.
Highlighting the deep-rooted problems and
grievances within the international system and
in order to ensure multilateralism, mutual
respect and the peaceful settlement of disputes,
the Human Rights Council decided to create the
mandate of the Special Rapporteur on the
negative impact of unilateral coercive measures
on the enjoyment of human rights¹⁵.
In carrying out the mandate, the Special
Rapporteur is mindful of:
the enormous discrepancies between
sanctioning and sanctioned States, even in
relation to defining what is a legal or illegal
activity, what unilateral activity (sanction)
without or beyond the authorization of the
Security Council could or should qualify as a
unilateral coercive measure;
the legality of unilateral action from the
standpoint of the Charter of the United
Nations, international humanitarian law,
international human rights law and other
areas of law;
¹⁵ Letter dated 8 October 2012 from the Permanent Representative of the
Islamic Republic of Iran to the United Nations addressed to the SecretaryGeneral
(A/67/506-S/2012/752).
URL:
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/743521?ln=en
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and the humanitarian impact on the
enjoyment of human rights, the adequacy of
the humanitarian exemptions and the
insufficiency of mechanisms of delisting,
control, reparation and compensation¹⁶.
The impact on human rights, including
during emergency situations, should be part of
such assessments. International cooperation at
the bilateral and multilateral levels should be
based on the principles of legality and
observance of the rule of law in full compliance
with obligations arising from the Charter of the
United Nations, international humanitarian and
human rights law, and other international
obligations, especially in the situation of the
global challenge created by the pandemic.
Under no circumstances should trade in
essential humanitarian goods and commodities,
such as medicine, antivirals, medical
equipment, its component parts and relevant
software as well as food, be subject to any form
of direct or indirect unilateral economic
measure or sanction. Accordingly, any
impediment to such trade or appropriate .
¹⁶ Negative impact of unilateral coercive measures : priorities and road map :
report of the Special Rapporteur on the Negative Impact of Unilateral
Coercive Measures on the Enjoyment of Human Rights (A/HRC/45/7). URL:
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/3884722?ln=en
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contracts, financial transactions, transfers of
currency
or
credit
documents
and
transportation that hamper the ability of States
to effectively fight the COVID-19 pandemic and
that deprive them of vital medical care and
access to clean water and food should be lifted or
at least suspended until the threat is eliminated.
The Special Rapporteur welcomes every effort to
provide humanitarian relief, but underscores
that
humanitarian
exemptions
remain
ineffective,
inefficient
and
inadequate.
Humanitarian organizations refer to unilateral
sanctions as the main obstacle to delivery of aid.
In general, and in particular, in the context of
any emergency, including COVID-19 pandemic,
the humanitarian exemptions must not be
administered based on permission but rather
operationalized on the basis registration. In
other words, the exemptions should be designed
on the presumption that the stated purpose is
actually humanitarian, with a burden of proof
on others to show it is not¹⁷.
¹⁷ Mandate of the Special Rapporteur on the negative impact of the unilateral
coercive measures on the enjoyment of human rights/ #COVID-19 Human
Rights Guidance Note/ URL: https://reliefweb.int/report/world/covid-19human-rights-guidance-note-covid-19-pandemic-humanitarian-concernsand
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CHAPTER 3 – IMPACT
UNILATERAL
EXTRATERRITORIAL
ECONOMIC
MEASURES
ECONOMIC INDICATORS

OF
ON

Unilateral coercive economic measures affect
both macro and micro economic indicators.
Eventually pursuing political issues, they often
hurt targeted country households’ quality of life
by the means of direct and indirect effects.
Over-compliance – one of the acutest –
undermines efforts of a government in
decreasing the burden of introduced sanctions.
It is displayed in risk avoidance by organizations
working with or within a sanctioned state. It
leads to multiple additional certifications
requests, continuous delays, ramp-up in prices,
etc. In terms of banking institutions and other
financial intermediaries, they freeze accounts
and suspend operations conducted with
individuals and enterprises which are not
targeted by economic measures but are related
to the state. Therefore, the crisis escalates in
spheres forming quality of life – food security,
health care, education, wealth distribution,
material goods availability are a few to mention.
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In this chapter based on two typical examples
of sanctioned states the economic consequences
of unilateral coercive measures and de-risking
will be presented. Also, it will be displayed how
removal of such restrictions and more selective
approach in terms of sanctions are able to
mitigate disruptive influence on quality of life
and economy overall.

VENEZUELA. REIGN OF CRISIS
In 2014 multiple protests swept around
Venezuelan cities. The main reasons were
dissatisfaction with high corruption, economic
crisis, shortage of food and household goods.
The government of Maduro reacted by violent
suppression of the protests that led to street
clashes and numerous victims: dozens were
killed, and hundreds were wounded. In
response to the crisis, the United States
introduced diverse sanctions which were
supported by their satellite countries. These
measures were condemned by the United
Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights
as “extremely broad” and aggravating sufferings
24

of Venezuelans¹⁸.
Since 2014 more than 40 unilateral coercive
measures were imposed on Venezuela hurting
badly its economy and life standards¹⁹.
The acutest were sectoral sanctions against oil
production and exportation as oil share in the
overall State’s export comprised 80% on average.
It is reported that by 2021 Venezuela has been
exporting 550 thousand barrels of oil per day
while 10 years ago its output 5 times exceeded
the number and accounted for around 3 million
barrels. A 10-fold drop is observed in refinery
production due to absence of necessary
chemicals causing shortage of gasoline²⁰.
The United States sectoral, secondary, and
personal sanctions resulted in a fall of Venezuela
government’s revenue up to 1% in comparison
with pre-sanction period as well as freezing of 6
billion dollars of national assets including gold
reserves in the United States, the United
Kingdom and the European Union banks.
Additionally introduced in 2017 sanctions
¹⁸ "UN rights chief decries latest US sanctions targeting Venezuela". The
Guardian. Retrieved 9 July 2022.
¹⁹ US sanctions in Venezuela: help, hindrance, or violation of human rights?/
URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(19)31397-2
²⁰Oil industry in Venezuela – statistics & facts/ URL:
https://www.statista.com/topics/8140/oil-industry-invenezuela/#topicHeader__wrapper
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pushed the prices up and caused hyper-inflation
in the following year which devalued Venezuelan
bolívar and exacerbated the whole economic
crisis.
As a result, public sector salaries (dollars as a
base) decreased relatively 50 times to on average
5 dollars per month and were far from sufficient
even to satisfy basic needs such as buying food.
Rapid impoverishment of all population strata
forced the government to use price-control
mechanisms which are always accompanied
with scarcity of goods.

Figure 1. Basic Venezuelan economic indicators dynamic
Source
–
How
Venezuela
Looked
10
Years
Ago.
URL:
https://www.statista.com/chart/16829/key-economic-social-data-about-venezuela/
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In early 2020 the World Food Programme
announced that 25% of Venezuelans were
exposed to malnutrition while 77% of older
respondents cannot afford needed food and 22%
of the worst affected counted only on the
government social programs providing food²².
Low salaries together with prohibition of
export of critical pharmaceutical equipment and
foreign medicine – approximately 85% of
needed medicines are banned from shipping to
Venezuela – perniciously reflected on working
conditions forcing medical staff either to change
their occupation or flee the country. Thus, by
2019 the number of doctors halved according to
The Pan American Health Organization²³.
Drop in life standards, shortages of critical
household goods, continuous economic and
social crisis as well as flourishing corruption and
criminal activity have majorly contributed to a
decrease in the state population by roughly 1,25,6 million (4 – 18,6 percent correspondingly)
²²2020 – Global Report on Food Crises. Joint analysis for better decisions.
URL:
https://docs.wfp.org/api/documents/WFP-0000114546/download/?
_ga=2.204150672.1411880593.1659368730-1878888088.1659368730
²³ CE162/INF/22, Rev. 1 20 June 2022. URL: www3.paho.org/hq/index.php?
option=com_docman&view=download&category_slug=162en9841&alias=45491-ce162-inf-22-e-paho-tc-respond491&Itemid=270&lang=eng
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due to migration. It stands to mention that a
huge share of immigrants from middle-class
specialists see no prospects in Venezuela and are
looking for a better life. Such brain drain makes
it even more complicated to get out of recession.
To sum up, the overall economy loss in the
following 3 years after protests is estimated at
around 38 billion dollars²⁴ with Gross Domestic
Product 4-fold downfall by 2022²⁵.

IRAN. ALTERNATIVE COSTS AND
PROSPECTS OF SANCTIONS
LIFTING
Since 1979 the Islamic Republic of Iran has
existed under a huge number of sanctions. By
the resolutions²⁶ of the UN Security Council
several sanctions were adopted against Iran in
order to discourage the state from further steps
on the way to obtain nuclear weapons. These
sanctions relate to arm trade and energy carriers
extraction technologies, they also froze part of
Iran’s assets and obliged all import and export
cargo from Iran to go through special inspection
procedures.
²⁴See
https://documents-ddsny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G21/269/56/PDF/G2126956.pdf?OpenElement
²⁵Aaron O'Neill, Jun 14, 2022 – Gross domestic product in Venezuela 2023
²⁶ UN Security Council resolutions 1747, 1803, 1835, 1929
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However, in the beginning of 2010s the United
States, the United Kingdom and Canada
imposed new unilateral sanctions on Iran. Their
main targets were financial intermediaries
carrying out transactions with the Central Bank
in respect to oil export. European Union also
joined the alliance against Iran by introducing
embargo on Iranian oil causing the oil export to
shrink of by almost 30%²⁷.
As for per capita indicators, UN sanctions and
unilateral measures have caused changes in
average annual indicators of households. Some
of these including real income, expenditures,
and education spendings are shown in the chart
below.

Figure 2. Change in average indicators of Iranian Households²⁸
²⁷Lanchovichina E., Devarjan S., Lakatos C. (2016). “Lifting Economic
Sanctions on Iran: Global Effects and Strategic Responses” World Bank
Group
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It was revealed that sanctions among others
negatively impact expected income and
undermine the future of upcoming generations
to a greater extent than of the today’s
population²⁹. This intergenerational effect
emerges from two consequences. The first one is
based on reduction of households’ expenditures
on children's education. During the period
mentioned it declined by 58%. It leads to a
decrease in probability of people continuing
post-secondary education by 4,8 percentage
points. So, new generations' performance
efficiency is relatively lower. The second issue is
explained as a longer exposure to the sanctions.
Hence, aggregate income flows during lifetime
are affected more in relative measurement. As a
result, sanctions costs for the economy may be
seriously underestimated, as pace of
development drastically depends on the quality
of human capital.
On the contrary, what are the consequences of
lifting unilateral measures issued in 2012
²⁸ Moeeni,Safoura The Intergenerational Effects of Economic Sanctions
(English). Policy Research working paper,no. WPS 9836 Washington, D.C. :
World Bank Group.
²⁹Moeeni,Safoura The Intergenerational Effects of Economic Sanctions
(English). Policy Research working paper,no. WPS 9836 Washington, D.C. :
World
Bank
Group.
URL:
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/150531636051396237/TheIntergenerational-Effects-of-Economic-Sanctions
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and later? First of all, pre-sanctioned export of
oil exceeded the current one by 1 million barrels
that potentially may be released on the
international energy market, pushing down
prices on energy carriers. Since the export of oil
takes an exceptional share in the composition of
government revenue, it will significantly
contribute to economic growth, related
industries prosperity and household well-being.
It was reported that gradual removal of the
EU oil embargo and relaxing of the US financial
sector sanctions would have the biggest
macroeconomic effects on Iran. Taking into
account the impossibility of simultaneous
recovery of pre-sanctioned volumes of export to
the EU, the rise in per capita welfare (in the
scenario of 50% capacity return) is still
impressive – 3,7% or about 20 billion dollars. It
would affect importers and exporters of energy
resources differently as excessive supply of oil
would decline prices. Possessing roughly 9,5%
of the world’s total oil reserves, Iran may
contribute to 13% oil price decrease by provision
of additional barrels. Most probably, main
exporters of oil being a party to OPEC+
agreement will limit their output to check the
prices.
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Nevertheless, global welfare is projected to
increase by 53,5 billion dollars³⁰.
Apart from encouraging the oil industry,
Iranian automobile production will also improve
due to cheapening of capital goods transferring
and restoration of interaction with financial
intermediaries from the rest of the world will
raise the efficiency of the payment system and
logistics.

Figure 3. Welfare effects of lifting Iran’s sanctions ³¹
³⁰ Lanchovichina E., Devarjan S., Lakatos C. (2016). “Lifting Economic
Sanctions on Iran: Global Effects and Strategic Responses” World Bank
Group
³¹Source – Lanchovichina E., Devarjan S., Lakatos C. (2016). “Lifting
Economic Sanctions on Iran: Global Effects and Strategic Responses” World
Bank Group
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In the figure above it is displayed that even for
initiators of 2012 sanctions its removal will
positively affect their national economies.
Despite the fact the EU and US welfare rates
relative changes are quite moderate because of
the economies’ sizes, – 0,5% for EU and 0,25%
for US – in absolute measures their benefits are
the biggest.
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CHAPTER 4 – EFFECT
UNILATERAL
EXTRATERRITORIAL
ECONOMIC
MEASURES
HUMAN RIGHTS

OF
ON

Since 1970s justification of coercion as a
unilateral instrument of reaching political and
economic goals, it has become common in
international affairs practice³². That is despite
the fact that unilateral coercive measures are
considered to be illegal according to the
international law³³. However, due to the absence
of unified definitions and wordings of such
measures it seems to be extremely complicated
to monitor their use which falls beyond the
framework of the Security Council resolutions.
Also, a few states tend to qualify their
introduced coercive measures as related terms
e.g. “sectoral sanctions”, “secondary sanctions”,
“unilateral measures”. Another arising trend is
diversification of types and number of targets of
such “sanctions” – these new forms often
remain unqualified, aggravating
³² Richard B. Lillich, “Economic coercion and the international legal order”,
International Affairs, vol. 51, No. 3 (July 1975). p. 366
³³ Human Rights council resolutions 15/24, General Assembly resolution
69/180
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systematization even further. Moreover, it is
accompanied by the change in their very aims.
Almost half of unilaterally imposed sanctions’
strive for improvement and protection of
democracy, human rights. However, thet do not
tackle threats to peace as follows from the
reports of Global Sanctions Database³⁴. In
respect to all these measures, their legality is
highly questioned.
Coercive economic measures adopted by single
states or groups of countries can affect innocent
people lives because procedural guarantees and
valid evidence are not provided and required³⁵.
For example, the Global Magnitsky Act of 2016
(and its last updates) introduced an opportunity
to arrest all assets of a person indirectly engaged
in violation of human rights anywhere in the
world without proceeding. The Magnitsky Act
also clearly represents substitution of concepts,
given that it is directed de facto against a
specific group of people who are accused of
certain crimes but not systematic abuse of
human rights as it is presented in the act.
³⁴Global
Sanction
Database
update.
URL:
http://globalsanctionsdatabase.com/
³⁵ National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017, sect. 1263 (b).
³⁶ USA Government Treasury/ Global Magnitsky Sanctions. URL:
https://home.treasury.gov/policy-issues/financial-sanctions/sanctionsprograms-and-country-information/global-magnitsky-sanctions
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Unilateral sanctions also exacerbate the
functionality of a sanctioned State and internal
development of health care, food security and
other spheres of critical importance.
Additionally, their non-uniform nature leads to
a risk of erroneous sanctions against companies
operating within the country. In turn, this not
only boosts interest rates but among other
consequences may launch the effect of
“dollarization”³⁷ when residents try to convert
their savings and lend money in foreign
currency. It makes the whole economic
landscape more fragile in the face of upcoming
stagnation and crisis as high rates of inflation
and fall of domestic currency exchange rate
together with debt in foreign currency
contribute to a bankruptcies spree especially
among representatives of small and medium
business plunging the economy into an even
worse recession. Virtually, fear of responsibility
causes itself damage to human rights at least
comparable with coercive economic measures.
Thus, rising prices, poor prospects, necessity
of exploiting other ways of transferring money,
lack of competition in all markets due to
³⁷Bocola 2020 Financial Crises, Dollarization, and Lending. American
Economic
Review
2020,
110(8):
2524–2557
https://doi.org/10.1257/aer.20180830
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international companies leaving the markets,
semi-legal parallel imports give solid ground to
the organized crime, monopolies, smuggling
and corruption which affect all border countries.
These circumstances disturb efficient work of
enforcement agencies and dramatically
contribute to the increasing number of human
rights abuses.
Unilateral coercive economic measures violate
the UN core value of integrity and impartiality
when some sanctioned countries are denied
assistance from international organizations in
tackling health-care related challenges because
of political issues. Therefore, in 2020 under the
pressure of the United States Iran and
Venezuela submitted requests to International
Monetary Fund for 5 billion³⁸ dollars loans to
withstand the spread of the pandemic.
Appallingly, they were denied.
International aid, charity and donation are
also vulnerable to the consequences of unilateral
economic measures. In March of 2020, during a
surge in the number of COVID-19 infected,
100.000 individual masks and 10.000 detection
tests as well as other medical equipment were
³⁸ Abubakr Al-Shamahi, “Can the IMF overcome US roadblocks to give aid to
Iran?“, Al Jazeera, 17 April 2020
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donated to Cuba.
However, goods failed to reach its coasts as
the ship belonged to a company under the
jurisdiction of the United States and, according
to the imposed restrictions, refused to fulfill a
contract³⁹. To conclude, unilateral coercive
economic measures may indirectly harm those
groups of people for the sake of whom the
measures are introduced.
Some attempts are undertaken to smoothen
the consequences of unilateral coercive
economic measures. For example, in the
Resolution 2615⁴⁰ the UN Security Council calls
upon states to support actions aimed at
maintaining human rights and preventing food
and medicine catastrophes in Afghanistan. It
was stressed that sanctions should not be
applied to companies, NGOs and individuals
involved in corresponding activities even though
international sanctions as well as unilateral
measures against terrorism would remain
unchanged. Such an approach helps to make all
³⁹ The US Must Lift Its Cuba Embargo to Save Lives/ URL:
https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2020/04/us-must-lift-its-cubaembargo-save-lives-amid-covid-19-crisis-say-un-experts?
LangID=E&NewsID=25848
⁴⁰GEN/N21/413/83
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the measures more selective and enhance the
enjoyment of the population majority’s human
rights.
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CONCLUSION
The unilateral coercive economic measures
issue is far from being resolved. The range and
purposes of the measures expand rapidly while
the legislation is unable to keep up with their
rising pace. Although the very nature of coercive
measures is opposite to the spirit of peace and
unity in tackling global challenges, they remain
in use lying beyond legitimate frameworks.
Thereby multiple states are undergoing
deprivations, economic crises, degradation of
quality of life and violations of human rights.
Today, coercive measures aimed at achieving
specific political goals including sectoral
sanctions against single parts of the economy
devastatingly affect the whole economic
performance. They have a subsequent harmful
influence on peoples’ lives, prospects, and
overall wel-lbeing. Moreover, coercive economic
measures undermine the world's sustainable
development and go against the best economic
interests of parties imposing them. There are
many steps to undertake in order to mitigate
negative consequences that affect the entire
world and single households in particular.
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The first and foremost are removal of already
imposed unilateral measures, elaboration of
joint unambiguous terminology, and creation of
collective penalty mechanisms in response to
introduction of inadequately harsh measures. It
is worth mentioning, tight cooperation among
states in overcoming obstacles related to overcompliance that is almost as harmful as coercive
measures themselves. It should be remembered
that solidarity, constructive approach in foreign
policy and adherence to the norms of
international law are at the core of the societies’
beneficial coexistence.
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