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The Power Boundary of President of the United
States Under the Economic Sanction

Xue Tian-i
( Law School of Dalian Maritime University Dalian Liaoning 116026)

[Abstract1The United States has a relatively complete system of economic sanctions it implements mainly
based on the "Trading with the Enemy Act" and the " International Emergency Economic Powers Act" to implement
unilateral economic sanctions. Although the “International Economic Emergency Power Act” is a law that restricts
presidential power in Congress it gives the president extensive administrative power in content and the president
enjoys the inherent diplomatic power and the foreign trade power conferred by Congress. Based on political issues and
the principle of “ComitasGentium” in foreign—related issues judicial review is not conducted and the expansion of
the President’s executive power over economic sanctions is underpinned by legislation and the judiciary. In economic
sanctions legislative executive and judicial powers influenced by commercial interests personal pursuits and
factionalism gradually deviate from the rule of law. From the perspective of constitutional authorization and the
development of economic sanctions economic sanctions do not fully comply Issues that are required by the
Constitution and addressing US economic sanctions can begin with these issues.
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