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Extended Abstract

The institution of “victim pardon” is a key element in Iran’s criminal policy, formed and developed at the
intersection of Imami jurisprudence, contemporary restorative-justice concepts, and modern legislative



strategies. It holds significance not only conceptually but also operationally, influencing the initiation,
continuation, and termination of criminal proceedings. At the same time, the scope and effects of victim
pardon have expanded under recent criminal statutes—particularly the 2013 Islamic Penal Code, the
Criminal Procedure Code, the Law on the Reduction of Ta zir Imprisonment, and the Law on the Protection
of Children and Adolescents—resulting in a complex and occasionally conflicting structure that cannot be
fully analyzed through traditional approaches alone.

The present article undertakes an in-depth examination of the structure and functioning of the institution of
victim pardon in Iran’s criminal justice system by adopting the innovative methodological approach of
“legal mapping”. Focusing on statutory frameworks, judicial practices, and executive levels, this method
visualizes the relationships among the various components of the legal system and thus provides a
foundation for comprehensive, systemic, and diagnostic analysis of complex legal institutions. After
outlining the theoretical bases of victim pardon, the study first addresses foundational jurisprudential
concepts—most notably the distinction between haqq-Allah and haqqg-al-nas—and then turns to
contemporary criminological developments and criminal-policy trends, including restorative justice,
differential criminal policy, prison-population reduction, and the individualization of penal responses,
thereby clarifying the theoretical and policy contexts within which victim pardon operates.

In the article’s central section, the authors employ a structural legal map of pertinent statutes to analyze the
precise impact of victim pardon across a spectrum of offenses—from hudud, qisas, and diyat to ta‘zir
offenses and special crimes (such as cybercrime, bad-check offenses, and crimes involving children). The
map details the specific rules governing the status and effects of pardon in each domain, as well as the
practical exceptions that arise. For example, in qisas offenses, a victim’s pardon can lead to the complete
extinction of the penalty, whereas in hudud offenses—except for qazf—pardon has no legal effect. In ta‘zir
offenses, the role of pardon varies according to whether the offense is pardonable: its consequences range
from terminating prosecution or execution of punishment to enabling sentence reduction, deferred
judgment, or suspended execution. The analysis also extends to the function of pardon within newer
institutions such as criminal mediation, alternative sanctions, conditional release, and even the sentence-
enforcement phase.

In the next part of the article, the authors draw on the legislative and operational map to conduct a pathology
of victim pardon at three macro levels:

At the legislative level, the analysis highlights ambiguities in distinguishing mixed offenses, conflicts
between general and special statutes, the absence of clear standards for applying leniency institutions, and
the lack of enforcement mechanisms for conditional pardons.

At the judicial level, the study identifies inconsistent jurisprudential practices, challenges in verifying the
voluntariness and authenticity of pardons, and the absence of objective criteria for determining sentence
reductions.

At the executive level, the analysis points to weak mediation infrastructure, difficulties in compensating
victims, and inadequate support for vulnerable victims, all of which hinder the realization of legislative
objectives.

The article concludes that, despite its latent potential, the current status of victim pardon in Iran’s criminal-
justice system falls short of the ideals of efficiency, justice, and effectiveness. Achieving the goals of



restorative justice and enhancing the effectiveness of criminal policy require structural reforms across
legislation, adjudication, and implementation. At the same time, this study demonstrates that legal mapping

is an effective and generalizable tool for analyzing comparable institutions and can open new horizons for
research in criminal law.



