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Extended Abstract

Introduction

Over the past decades, punitiveness has emerged as one of the most significant yet
conceptually contested notions within contemporary criminology The concept is commonly
employed to describe the tendency of governments, criminal justice systems, and even public
opinion toward harsher penal responses, the expansion of coercive mechanisms, and the
intensification of formal social control. Despite its extensive use in criminological literature,
there is still no comprehensive and universally accepted definition of puni"weness. This
conceptual ambiguity partly stems from the complex, abstract, and multidimensionalgature of

result, the notion of punitiveness has frequently been con
retributivism, authoritarian penal policy, the crime control st e violence, punitive

that punitiveness is far more than a static or merely |
social, relative, dynamic, and interpretive constrggt
within specific historical, political, cultural, and goc
central question of this research is why, despite the
criminological discourse, no comprghensive and defi
been achieved, and how this construclgnay be
. The significance of this inquiry becomes even

caging can only be understood
n@Tt Rontexts. Accordingly, the
ent application of the concept within
ive definition of punitiveness has yet
cally reconstructed through processes

of conceptualization and operationaligati
more evident when punitiveness is regard8d as a crucial indicator for evaluating the quality of
penal governance, the eXgnt of governmgital commitment to individual rights and liberties,

olfical systempéTespond to crime and social deviance.

and the manner in whiSh

.

|
Method .
This study adopts ptive-analytical approach grounded in conceptual analysis within
1 cial sciences. Research data were collected through extensive library-
, documentary analysis, and comparative examination of literature in
criminology, 3gciology of punishment, penal philosophy, and criminal policy studies. Major
theoretical conftibutions by scholars such as “Stanley Cohen”, “David Garland”, “Michael
Tonry”, “Ro atthews”, “Kutateladze” and other prominent theorists of punitiveness were
critically examined. In addition, Persian-language scholarly writings concerning punitiveness
and punitive criminal policy were analyzed in order to clarify how the concept has been
reflected and reconstructed within Iranian criminal law scholarship. The analytical framework
of the study was organized at two interconnected levels. The first level focused on the prior
conceptual analysis of punitiveness and the critical examination of existing definitions. The
second level concentrated on reconstructing the concept through conceptualization and
operationalization. At the first level, the study identified major theoretical shortcomings
embedded in prevailing definitions, including circular definitions, tautology, conceptual
reductionism, and the conflation of punitiveness with related penal notions. At the second



level, the study employed methodological discussions concerning conceptualization in social
sciences in order to bridge the gap between abstract theoretical constructs and empirically
measurable indicators.

Accordingly, the relationship between concept, construct, and indicator in understanding
punitiveness was systematically examined, and the explanatory capacity of objective
indicators for identifying punitive tendencies was evaluated.

Results
The findings of the research indicate that a substantial proportion of existing definitions of
punitiveness lack conceptual coherence and theoretical precision. Many definiti reduce
punitiveness merely to “penal severity” or the “extensive use of punishment,” such
an approach fails to capture the multidimensional nature of the phenomenon a

political orientation. Furthermore, some theorists have reduced punitj retributivism
by interpreting it solely as a product of desert-based theories nt. However, the
findings of this study demonstrate that utilitarian and deterrenc penal theories may
equally contribute to the expansion of punitive criminal policies. The conceptual analysis
conducted in this research reveals that punitivepess
characteristics:  abstraction, relativity, m@imenm

interdisciplinarity. Its abstract nature implies that puny

ityy and dynamism, and
ce8, WiRilar to constructs such as
ctly Bbserved and must instead be
¢ demonstrates that no universal and

power, violence, or social solidarity, cannot be
identified through objective indicatQrs. Its relative na
fixed criterion exists for determining degree\of pdfitiveness; rather, any assessment must
be contextualized within speciﬁ’hi orfegl, political, and cultural settings. Moreover, the
multidimensional character of punitivendgs suggests that the phenomenon is not confined to
sentencing practices alowg, but also manif@sts itself through legislation, judicial procedures,
penal execution, poligmg ctices, a edia representations of crime. In addition, the
interdisciplinary n@re ofpunkiveness makes it impossible to analyze adequately without
drawing upor#tile ins

f sociology, political science, social psychology, and moral
her demonstrates that understanding punitiveness is impossible
icators. Accordingly, factors such as the expansion of criminal law,
increasing 1 tion rates, the proliferation of custodial sanctions, restrictions on fair trial
guarantees, ansion of police powers, intensified penal intervention in social matters,
strengthened suliveillance and formal control mechanisms, and the growth of security-oriented
policies may serve as empirical manifestations of punitiveness. Nevertheless, the study
emphasizes that none of these indicators alone is sufficient for measuring punitiveness; rather,
its evaluation requires a multidimensional, comparative, and context-sensitive analytical
framework.

Conclusion

This study concludes that punitiveness cannot merely be understood as the intensification of
punishment or the severity of penal responses. Instead, it represents a broader orientation
within penal governance whereby governments increasingly rely upon criminal law and
coercive mechanisms in order to manage social issues and political anxieties. Accordingly,



punitiveness should be understood as a socially constructed and interpretive phenomenon
embedded within relations of power, crime control strategies, and transformations of the
modern state. Based on the findings of the study, achieving a precise definition of
punitiveness is possible only when the concept is reconstructed through a contextualized and
indicator-based framework. Consequently, the assessment of state punitiveness should not
rely upon a single variable or isolated indicator; rather, it requires the simultaneous
consideration of legislative, judicial, executive, and structural dimensions.
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