
Accessibility of crime and criminal justice data 
 

1. Police-recorded data 
 
Event disaggregations  % of countries that can derive this 

information from individual police 
records 

   

At – 
Attempted/Completed 

1. Attempted 
2. Completed 
3. Not applicable 
4. Not known 

 
We – Type of weapon 
used 

1. Firearm (Firearm is any portable barrelled weapon that expels, is 
designed to expel or may be readily converted to expel a shot, bullet 
or projectile by the action of an explosive, excluding antique 
firearms or their replicas)1 
2. Knife or sharp object (Knife is an instrument composed of a blade 
fixed into a handle) 
3. Other means (Other means, at minimum, includes blunt weapons, 
objects used as weapons, bow and arrow, crossbow, throwing 
weapons/objects, explosives, hand or fist weapons, martial arts 
weapons not amounting to a knife or sharp object)2 
4. Unknown means (The weapon used by the perpetrator is not 
identified) 
5. Not applicable 
6. Not known 

 

OC – Organizational 
context 

1. Organized-crime related (Participation in an organized criminal 
group was an integral part of the modus operandi of the crime. 
Organized criminal group is a structured group of three or more 
persons, existing for a period of time and acting in concert with the 
aim of committing one or more serious crimes or offences in order 
to obtain, directly or indirectly, a financial or other material benefit3)  

 
2. Gang-related (Participation in a gang was an integral part of the 
modus operandi of the crime. A gang is a group of persons that is 
defined by a set of characteristics including durability over time, 
street-oriented lifestyle, youthfulness of members, involvement in 
illegal activities and group identity. Definitions used by national law 
enforcement bodies may include additional elements and may in 
some cases deviate from this generic definition) 

 

3. Terrorism-related (Participation in a terrorist group was an 
integral part of the modus operandi of the crime. Terrorist group is a 
group that engages in terrorist offences. A 'terrorist offence' means 
any act established in accordance with the universal legal 
instruments against terrorism, or otherwise intended to cause death 
or serious bodily injury to a civilian, or to any other person not taking 
an active part in the hostilities of a situation of armed conflict, when 
the purpose of such act, by its nature or context, is to intimidate a 
population, or to compel a government or an international 
organization to do or abstain from doing any act.4) 

 

                                                 
1 United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime. Protocol against the Illicit Manufacturing of and Trafficking in Firearms, Their Parts and Components and Ammunition, supplementing the United 
Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime. New York, NY.: , 2001. Web. <http://www.unodc.org/documents/treaties/Special/2001 Protocol against the Illicit Manufacturing 
of and Trafficking in Firearms.pdf>.  
2 U.S. Department of Justice. Bureau of Justice Statistics. National Crime Victimization Surveys. Web. <http://www.bjs.gov/index.cfm?ty=dcdetail&iid=245) 
3 United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime. United Nations Convention Against Transnational Organized Crime and the Protocols Thereto. New York, NY.: , 2004. Web. 
<https://www.unodc.org/documents/treaties/UNTOC/Publications/TOC Convention/TOCebook-e.pdf>) 
4 UN General Assembly Resolution 54/109 “International Convention for the Suppression of the Financing of Terrorism,” 1999, Article 2 (1b). 

76% 11% 14% 

Yes Partly Yes No

63% 24% 13% 

Yes Partly Yes No

30% 27% 43% 

Yes Partly Yes No

16% 8% 76% 

Yes Partly Yes No



4. Corporate Crime-related (Participation in a corporate or business 
entity was an integral party of the modus operandi of the crime) 
5. Other 
6. Not applicable 
7. Not known 

 

Lo - Location of the 
crime 

1. Home (place of residence) 
2. Workplace 
3. Public area 
4. Other 
5. Not applicable 
6. Not known 

 
Mot – Motivation 1. Racism (Racial discrimination, at minimum, is any distinction, 

exclusion, restriction or preference based on race, colour, descent, 
or national or ethnic origin which discourages or prevents equal 
recognition, enjoyment or exercise of human rights and fundamental 
freedoms in the political, economic, social, cultural or any other field 
of public life)5 
2. Homophobia (Homophobia, at minimum, is any distinction, 
exclusion, restriction or preference based on sexual orientation 
which discourages or prevents equal recognition, enjoyment or 
exercise of human rights and fundamental freedoms in the political, 
economic, social, cultural or any other field of public life)6 
3. Gender-based (Gender refers to the socially constructed roles, 
behaviours, activities, and attributes that a given society considers 
appropriate for men and women)7  
4. Misogyny (Misogyny, at minimum, is any distinction, exclusion, 
restriction or preference against women which discourages or 
prevents equal recognition, enjoyment or exercise of human rights 
and fundamental freedoms in the political, economic, social, cultural 
or any other field of public life)8 
5. Other hate crime (Hate crime is a crime where the victim is 
specifically targeted because of their characteristics, ascribed 
attributes, ascribed beliefs or values. Victim’s characteristics and 
attributes, at minimum, include sex, gender, sexual orientation, age, 
language, ethnic origin, disability, and/or race) 
6. Other motivation 
7. Not applicable 
8. Not known 

 

Cy – Cybercrime related Apply the cybercrimes tag if the use of computer data or computer 
systems was an integral part of the modus operandi of the crime. 
Computer data, at minimum, means any representation of facts, 
information, concepts, in a machine readable form suitable for 
processing by a computer/information system.9 
Computer/information system, at minimum, is a device or 
interconnected devices which pursuant to a computer/information 
program perform(s) automatic processing of computer 
data/information/logical/arithmetic/storage functions including 
computer data/information stored/ processed/ 
retrieved/transmitted by the computer/information system 
including any communication facility or equipment and the 
internet.10 Computer/information program, at minimum, is 
instructions in machine readable form that enables a 
computer/information system to process computer 
data/information/perform a function/operation and can be 
executed by a computer/information system.11 

 

                                                 
5 United Nations. International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination. 1969. Web. <http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/CERD.asp&xgt 
6United Nations. International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination. 1969. Web. <http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/CERD.asp&xgt 
7 World Health Organization. Gender, Women and health. Web. <http://www.who.int/gender/whatisgender/en/>. 
8 United Nations. International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination. 1969. Web. <http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/CERD.asp&xgt 
9 United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime. Comprehensive Study on Cybercrime. 2013. Web. <http://www.unodc.org/documents/organized-
crime/UNODC_CCPCJ_EG.4_2013/CYBERCRIME_STUDY_210213.pdf>. 
10 United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime. Comprehensive Study on Cybercrime. 2013. Web. <http://www.unodc.org/documents/organized-
crime/UNODC_CCPCJ_EG.4_2013/CYBERCRIME_STUDY_210213.pdf>. 
11 United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime. Comprehensive Study on Cybercrime. 2013. Web. <http://www.unodc.org/documents/organized-
crime/UNODC_CCPCJ_EG.4_2013/CYBERCRIME_STUDY_210213.pdf>. 

61% 21% 18% 

Yes Partly Yes No

26% 32% 42% 

Yes Partly Yes No



Ex – Extraterritoriality Apply the extraterritoriality tag if the crime was committed in 
another country but recorded in the reporting country due to 
investigations and prosecutions under extraterritorial jurisdiction. 
Extraterritoriality is the ability for countries to consider an offence 
committed abroad to be an offence committed within their borders. 

 

 
 
Victim 
disaggregations 

  

   

SV – sex of victim 1. Male 
2. Female 
3. Not applicable 
4. Not known 

 
AV – age of victim 1. 0-14 

2. 15-29 
3. 30-44 
4. 45-59 
5. 60+ 
6. Not applicable 
7. Not known 

 
STV- age status 
victim  

1. Minor 
2. Adult 
3. Not applicable 
4. Not known 

 

V-O – victim 
offender relationship 

1. Current or former intimate partner/spouse 
3. Relative 
4. Acquaintance/known offender 
5. Unknown offender 
6. Colleague 
7. Friend 
8. Other 
9. Not known 
10. Not applicable 

 

Cit – citizenship 1. National citizen 
2. Foreign citizen 
3. Not applicable 
4. Not known 

 
ES – economic sector Sectors A-U in NACE Rev. 2  

LS – Legal status of 
victim (natural/legal 
person) 

1. Natural person (A natural person is a human being as distinguished in 
law from an artificial or juristic person)  
2. Legal entity/business (A legal entity/business is a lawful association, 
corporation, partnership, proprietorship, trust, or individual that has the 
capacity to enter into agreements or contracts, assume obligations and 
be accountable for illegal activities) 
3. Public entity (A public entity is a federal, state or local government 
department, institution or agency) 
4. Other 

 

 
Perpetrator 
disaggregations 

  

   

76% 13% 11% 

Yes Partly Yes No

68% 21% 11% 

Yes Partly Yes No

47% 18% 34% 

Yes Partly Yes No

63% 13% 24% 

Yes Partly Yes No

51% 11% 38% 

Yes Partly Yes No



SP – sex of 
perpetrator 

1. Male 
2. Female 
3. Not applicable 
4. Not known 

 
AP – age of 
perpetrator 

1. 0-14 
2. 15-29 
3. 30-44 
4. 45-59 
5. 60 
6. Not applicable 
7. Not known 

 
STP – age status of 
perpetrator 

1. Minor 
2. Adult 
3. Not applicable 
4. Not known 

 

V-O – victim offender 
relationship 

1. Current or former intimate partner/spouse 
2. Relative 
3. Acquaintance/known offender 
4. Unknown offender 
6. Colleague 
7. Friend 
8. Other 
9. Not known 
10. Not applicable 

 

Cit - citizenship 1. National citizen 
2. Foreign citizen 
3. Not applicable 
4. Not known 

 
ES – economic sector Sectors A-U in NACE Rev. 2  

LS – Legal status of 
perpetrator 
(natural/legal person) 

1. Natural person (A natural person is a human being as distinguished 
in law from an artificial or juristic person)  
2. Legal entity/business (A legal entity/business is a lawful association, 
corporation, partnership, proprietorship, trust, or individual that has 
the capacity to enter into agreements or contracts, assume 
obligations and be accountable for illegal activities) 
3. Public entity (A public entity is a federal, state or local government 
department, institution or agency) 
4. Other 

 

 

  

89% 3% 8% 

Yes Partly Yes No

84% 8% 8% 

Yes Partly Yes No

47% 18% 34% 

Yes Partly Yes No

76% 3% 21% 

Yes Partly Yes No



Overall, a total of 38 countries submitted responses to the questionnaire on the accessibility of crime 
and criminal justice data (as of 22 May 2014). If the perpetrator of a crime is known, the great majority 
of countries are able to produce statistics disaggregated by sex and age of the perpetrator. The same is 
true for sex and age (sometimes only in age groups) of the victims of crime. Information on whether 
the offence was completed or attempted and on the administrative area in which the crime took place 
are also widely available. 
 
Information on the type of weapon used and the type of location where the crime took place are 
available in more than half of the responding countries. So is information on the citizenship of the 
perpetrator and victim. The legal status of the victim (whether the victim is legally a minor or adult) 
and the recidivist status of the perpetrator are also available in more than half the countries. Data on 
the costs of crime are available in less than half the countries, in some cases only for certain types of 
(property) crime.  
 
Information on the motive, involvement of organized criminal groups, involvement of terrorist groups 
and whether the crime involves a transnational element is less frequently available.12 Including the five 
countries without a central repository in the analysis of event description indicators decreases the 
percentage of available indicators, as some indicators were not available from these five countries. 

Figure 1: Percentage of countries able to 
derive information from individual records in 
the central repository on… 

Figure 2: Percentage of countries able to 
derive information from individual records in 
central and non-central repositories on… 

  

 
 

                                                 
12 According to information provided by Peru, the Philippines, Serbia, Panama, Israel, Spain, Cameroon and South Sudan, these countries have data on all or at least three out of these four 
indicators available. 
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For police-recorded crime, a central repository where individual records are stored is available in 87.5% 
of countries, of which 15.4% only cover a portion of police-recorded crimes. Only five countries 
reported a central repository was not available.13 Among those with a central repository, the great 
majority is either managed directly by police or by the Ministry of Interior. Only two countries have 
their National Statistical Office manage the repository. 
 

Figure 3: Distribution of institutions managing central police data repository 

 
 
Among those countries with a central repository, the majority are able to produce data on the number 
of criminal offences and the number of victims of crime from it (both at 87.9%). The number of persons 
suspected and – separately – the number of persons arrested can also be produced by the majority of 
countries. 
 

Figure 4: Distribution of counting units used in central repository 

 
 
The number of criminal cases is not quite as frequently available as the other indicators. A limited 
number of countries (7) indicate that they are able to produce statistics on other indicators. The 
examples given, however, mainly refer to breakdowns of the above mentioned counting units. 
 

                                                 
13 As reported by England and Wales, Australia, Turkey, Romania and Mexico. 
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Most countries with a central repository have either a fully electronic system (61%) or a partly 
electronic system in place (27%). Four countries rely entirely on a paper-based recording system.14 
 

Figure 5: Distribution of central repositories by type of recording system 

 
 
Police-recorded crime data cover all administrative levels in 86.8% of countries. Exceptions exist in 
federal countries (USA, Mexico, Australia), as well as in Poland and in the UK. Three out of these five 
countries also have no central repository in place. 
 
Police-recorded crime data cover all relevant law enforcement authorities in 62.2% of countries. 
Exceptions again can be found in federal countries or in regard to specialized forces on Narcotics, 
Borders, Customs or the Civil Nuclear Constabulary and in cases, where relevant prosecutions are 
excluded. 
 
The institutions which produce official statistics on recorded crime are in most cases the Ministry of 
Interior or the National Police (68.4%). In 36.8% of countries an autonomous Department of Statistics 
within the relevant Ministry produces statistics on police-recorded crime. The National Statistical Office 
is the data producer in 47.4% of countries. Other institutions are in 15.8% of countries involved in 
producing statistics. These include Institutes of Criminology, Councils for crime prevention and 
Prosecutors general. 
 
  

                                                 
14 As reported by Mozambique, Cameroon, Cambodia and Bhutan 
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Electronic Paper + electronic Paper



2. Prosecution data 
 
A total of 34 countries out of 38 submitted responses regarding the accessibility of prosecution data. 
73.5% answering the questionnaire said prosecution data are available in a central repository. Of those, 
16.7% only cover a portion of all prosecutions. Overall, nine countries reported a central repository was 
not available. 
 
Among those countries with a central repository, the majority are able to produce data on the number 
of persons prosecuted (84%), the number of offences under prosecution (76%) and the number of 
cases under prosecution (72%). 
 

Figure 6: Distribution of counting units used in central repository 

 
 
All three counting units are widely used, with persons being the most common. Only one country 
(Finland) uses another counting unit (time used for the consideration of the prosecution). 
 
Most countries with a central repository have either a fully electronic system (68%) or a partly 
electronic system in place (25%). With Cameroon and Cambodia two countries (7%) rely entirely on a 
paper system for prosecution data (they also rely on a paper system for police recorded crime).  
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Figure 7: Distribution of central repositories by type of recording system 

 
 
Prosecution data cover all administrative levels in 79.4% of countries. Exceptions exist in federal 
countries (USA, Mexico, Australia, Switzerland) as well as in Chile, Mongolia and the UK. Five out of 
these seven countries also have no central repository in place. 
 
Prosecution data cover all relevant prosecution authorities in 84.8% of countries. Exceptions again can 
be found in federal countries. 
 
The institution which produce official statistics on prosecution data is in most cases the General 
Prosecutor or the Attorney General (47.1%). In 35.3% of countries it is the Ministry of Justice and in 
another 35.3% it is the National Statistical Office. An autonomous Department of Statistics within the 
relevant Ministry is in 29.4% of countries involved. In 11.8% of countries other institutions are involved 
in producing statistics. These include independent agencies, regional courts or regional statistical 
offices. 
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3. Courts data 
 
A total of 35 countries out of 38 submitted responses regarding the accessibility of court data. 85.3% 
answering the questionnaire said court data are available in a central repository. Of those, 20% cover 
only a portion of all criminal court cases. Overall, five countries reported a central repository was not 
available. Four of these five countries are federal states (Germany, USA, Mexico and Australia) 
 
Among those countries with a central repository, the majority are able to produce data on the number 
of persons convicted as well as the number of cases brought before a criminal court (92.6%). The 
number of persons brought before a criminal court is available in slightly fewer countries (85.2%), as 
are data on the number of offences for which there was a conviction (81.5%). The number of cases 
resulting in a conviction for criminal offences (76%) and the number of offences for which persons 
were brought before courts (69.2%) are not used quite as often. While some countries indicate they 
can produce data on all indicators, some countries are able to provide only a specific indicator. 
 

Figure 8: Distribution of counting units used in central repository 

 
Most countries with a central repository have either a fully electronic system (63.3%) or a partly 
electronic system in place (26.7%). In addition to Cameroon and Cambodia, which rely entirely on 
paper systems for police-recorded crime and prosecution data as well, Barbados has an entirely paper-
based system for court data. 
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Figure 9: Distribution of central repositories by type of recording system 

 
 
Court data cover all administrative levels in 82.9% of countries. Three out of six countries in which not 
all administrative levels are covered are unitary states and three are federations. 
 
Court data cover all relevant criminal court authorities in 87.5% of countries. Three of the four 
countries not covering all courts also don’t cover all administrative levels. Two of them are federal 
countries. 
 
The institution which produces official statistics on court data is in the majority of cases the NSO 
(51.4%). In 40% of countries it is the Ministry of Justice and in 37.1% it is the Supreme Court. An 
autonomous Department of Statistics within the relevant Ministry is in 20% of countries involved. In 
34.3% of countries other institutions are involved in producing statistics. These include courts 
management or administration, office of the judiciary or judicial council or council of governments, 
prosecution authority as an independent agency, police and regional statistical offices. 
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4. Prison data 
 
A total of 35 countries out of 38 submitted responses regarding the accessibility of prison data. 82.9% 
answering the questionnaire said prison data are available in a central repository. Of those, 17.2% only 
cover a portion of all persons held in prisons. Overall, six countries reported a central repository was 
not available. 
 
All responding countries are able to produce data on the number of persons held in prison at a specific 
point in time (stock). 96.3% of responding countries can also provide the number of persons admitted 
to prison over the course of a year (flow).  
 

Figure 10: Distribution of counting units used in central repository 

 
 
The number of offences for which persons are held in prison (flow and stock) is recorded by 84.6% of 
countries. For the average duration of stay fewer countries are able to provide data (80%) 
 
Most countries with a central repository have either an fully electronic system (69%) or a partly 
electronic system in place (28%). Only Cambodia relies entirely on a paper system.  
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Figure 11: Distribution of central repositories by type of recording system 

 
 
Prison data cover all administrative levels in 85.7% of countries. Two out of five countries in which not 
all administrative levels are covered are federations. 
 
Prison data cover all relevant prison authorities in 82.4% of countries.  
 
The institution which produce official statistics on prisons is in 71.4% of countries the prison 
administration. In 34.3% of countries the NSO is involved. The Ministry of Justice produces data in 
22.9% of countries and an autonomous Department of Statistics within the relevant Ministry is in 
11.4% of countries involved. In 17.1% of countries other institutions are involved in producing prison 
statistics. 
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