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In democratic systems, the right of investigation is recognized as a form 
of parliamentary oversight over other branches of power, particularly the 
executive. Regardless of whether a system is unicameral or bicameral, there is 
broad consensus on recognizing this right, although differences exist regarding 
its scope and implementation. As a collective parliamentary right, investigation 
powers are supported by special legal authorities, and non-compliance by 
individuals or institutions under investigation may, in some cases, result in 
sanctions. However, the outcomes of parliamentary investigations are typically 
political in nature and often lack direct legal effect. This descriptive–analytical 
study, based on library sources, finds that the Iranian parliament faces more 
limitations in investigative authority compared to many other countries. 
To enhance the effectiveness of this dynamic oversight tool, reforms to the 
parliament’s internal regulations, expansion of legal investigative powers, and 
the issuance of clear and precise interpretations by competent legal authorities 
regarding the scope of this fundamental right are necessary.
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