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ABSTRACT

A criminology literature in recent decades shows
that some accepted concepts in criminology
have faced extensive theoretical and conceptual
changes. Deterrence is one of the most important
concepts that has been placed in the evolution
of criminology concepts and various theories in
criminology have been formed around it. In this
research, using the library-analytical method,
deterrence in the theory of situational action and
defiance has been discussed and compared with the
theory of deterrence. The findings of the research
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showed that although in the theory of deterrence,
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theory of defiance, unlike the theories of deterrence and situational action, the
mechanism of deterrence affects people through shame. Therefore, punishment
can only have a deterrent effect if the person is embarrassed as a result of the
criminal reaction. Of course, in the theory of defiance, in addition to shame,
the existence of strong social ties and the legitimacy of the factor imposing a
criminal reaction are also effective on deterrence. In the end, it can be said that
the theories of situational action and defiance have rejected the generality of the
deterrent effect on all people. Also, in the theory of defiance, shame has been
introduced as the basis of deterrence instead of cost-benefit analysis.

Keywords: Situational action theory, Defiance theory, Deterrence theory,
Punishment, Criminology.
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Extended Abstract]
Crime is a primary concern of society, which the government gives special

attention to. Governments are concerned about the development of an
appropriate criminal justice system in order to deal with criminals. Throughout
history, deterrence has played an essential role in criminal justice systems.

According to deterrence theory, people always choose an action based on a
cost-benefit analysis between criminal and noncriminal options. Consequently,
owing to the existence of a rational choice and the consideration of the
benefits and costs of criminal behaviour compared to noncriminal behaviour,
imposing penalties and increasing the likelihood of arrest increase the costs of
committing criminal acts and reduce the net benefits resulting from such actions.
Thus, decreasing the benefit of criminal behaviour compared to noncriminal
behaviour and promoting law-abiding behaviour reduces the incidence of
crime. Some criminologists have criticized the deterrence theory. Critics have
argued that punishments do not always affect crime and may even cause it to
increase. Multiple theories have been proposed regarding the deterrent effect of
punishments on crime in the last few decades, including situational action and
defiance theories.

In contrast with the theory of deterrence, punishments have a different impact
on crimes according to the theory of situational action. By dividing people into
three moral levels, high, medium, and low, Wikstrom states that those with a
high moral level do not consider criminal options or choose between criminal
and noncriminal behaviour. Therefore, they are not affected by the punishments.
Moreover, people with low moral levels do not choose between legal and illegal
options since they only imagine criminal actions. As a result, punishing people
with low moral levels is also ineffective. As a result, according to the situational
action theory, only those individuals with an average moral level capable of
imagining criminal and noncriminal options are subject to deterrent punishment.
These individuals are less likely to commit a crime when punishments and the
possibility of arrest increase, as increasing punishments and arrests decrease
the attractiveness of criminal options. Cost-benefit analysis is one aspect of the
theory of situational action used to determine the effectiveness of punishment
and deterrence. Further, there is a distinct difference between deterrence theory
and situational action theory in that in deterrence theory all participants conduct
a cost-benefit analysis. In contrast, in situational action theory, only individuals
with an average morality perform such an analysis.

Sherman introduces the theory of defiance. Compared to the deterrence and
situational action theories, this theory takes a different approach. There are three
ways in which a punishment can affect the commission of a crime: by deterring,
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by creating defiance, or by having no effect at all. By creating a sense of shame,
shame plays a crucial role in enhancing the deterrent effect of punishments
on crimes. The defiance theory, in contrast to the deterrence and situational
action theories, did not follow a cost-benefit analysis. A punishment will only
deter people if he suffers shame as a result of the punishment. In addition to
shame, the quality of the social bond and the legitimacy of the factor imposing
a criminal reaction can also serve as deterrents. According to this theory, if a
person is shamed, has a strong social bond, and regards the person punished
as legitimate, the punishment will serve as a deterrent. As a result, unlike the
theory of deterrence and situational action, this deterrence is based on shame
rather than cost-benefit analysis.

Furthermore, shame plays a different role in defiance theory than situational
action theory. In the situational action theory, shame affects committing a
crime as an internal control and through individual characteristics; however,
in defiance theory, the feeling of shame is considered a mediating variable in
evaluating the effects of punishments on criminal prosecution. According to this
theory, a lack of shame, weak social bonds, and perceptions that unfair behavior
has been imposed upon the individual correlate with defiance. Consequently,
punishment reduces crime, encourages defiance, and increases criminal activity.
According to the theory of deterrence and situational action, punishment is
determined by a cost-benefit analysis. If punishments reduce the net benefit
of committing a crime as compared to legal behavior, people will not commit
criminal acts; The theory of defiance, however, emphasizes the path of
punishment through shame so that if people feel shame as a consequence of
criminal reactions and punishments, and they share a strong social bond, and
they perceive the behavior of the person imposing the punishment reasonably,
they will refrain from committing crimes. Secondly, in the deterrence theory,
all people choose between criminal and noncriminal options, thereby being
exposed to deterrence's effects. In contrast, in the situational action theory, only
people with a moderate moral level imagine criminal and noncriminal options
simultaneously. Therefore, these individuals are the only ones exposed to the
deterrent effect.

Additionally, the theory of defiance states that only those who experience
shame are capable of experiencing the deterrent effect. Lastly, according to
the theory of deterrence, punishments play a role in deterring everyone from
committing crimes. The situational action theory states that punishments either
deter crimes or are ineffective. However, the theory of defiance suggests that
punishments can increase the commission of crimes in addition to deterrence
and ineffectiveness, referred to as defiance.
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