Legal dispute over Trump’s Iran military actions tests War Powers Resolution timing
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The fight over President Donald Trump’s military campaign against Iran has turned into a legal and political argument over a single question: when, exactly, does the clock run out under the War Powers Resolution?
The 1973 law was written to curb unilateral presidential action after the Vietnam era. In broad terms, it requires the White House to seek congressional approval within 60 days of entering hostilities, unless lawmakers have already authorised the mission. There is also a possible 30-day wind-down period if the administration says extra time is needed for a safe withdrawal. In practice, though, the statute has long been disputed, and successive presidents have often treated it as more of a reporting requirement than a hard legal stop. According to the CNN report, lawmakers are now divided over whether the deadline in Trump’s case falls on Friday, 1 May, or whether the ceasefire announced in April pauses the count.
That disagreement has left the Senate split along familiar lines. CNN reported that some Republicans, including Senator Thom Tillis, are uneasy with the White House’s reading and want Congress to reassert itself with an authorisation for the use of military force. Others, including Senator Mike Rounds, are more willing to accept the administration’s argument that a further 30 days may be available. Senate Majority Leader John Thune signalled that he does not expect a vote authorising the conflict any time soon, while Senator Lisa Murkowski said she would push for formal approval if the White House fails to present a credible plan. Senator Josh Hawley described the moment as an inflection point, but said the administration still had options.
Democrats have gone further, arguing that the administration is trying to stretch the law beyond recognition. Senator Adam Schiff told CNN that the war was unlawful from the outset because there was no attack on the United States and no imminent threat. Senator Tim Kaine dismissed the idea that the deadline could simply slide from 60 days to 90 and then beyond. Axios reported that Pentagon chief Pete Hegseth’s interpretation of the statute has drawn pressure from Senate Republicans as well, echoing the kind of war-powers dispute that surrounded the Libya intervention in 2011.
By 1 May, according to the Associated Press, Republican resistance to the White House had largely collapsed, with most GOP senators unwilling to challenge Trump’s legal position. That leaves Congress in the same awkward position the War Powers Resolution was meant to avoid: asserting its constitutional role in theory, while the executive branch continues to define the scope of military action in practice. For now, the administration appears to be leaning on the ceasefire argument, while critics say that if the fighting has not truly ended, neither has Congress’s responsibility to act.
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