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Summary

This brief analysis examines trends in sentencing volume: and sentence lengths for five
crime categories of principal offences: for which prison sentences are common. The study
is based on data from the prosecution register. The analysis includes judgments: in which
the principal offence was committed between 2011 and 2022 and was prosecuted within
one year. The crime categories examined are drug offences/smuggling?, violent offences,
appropriative offences (excluding robbery)s, driving under the influence, and sexual
offences. Certain offences within these categories frequently appear as secondary offences
in judgments, particularly drug offences, but only the principal offence is examined here.

The trends are studied through both descriptive analyses and time series analyses. The
descriptive analyses examine trends in the total number of judgments and the number
of judgments involving imprisonment (hereinafter referred to as “imprisonment
judgments” to improve readability), the average sentence length per imprisonment
judgment, and the total sentencing volume. The time series analyses are used to
determine the effect that legislative changes in recent years — involving both harsher
penalties and the expansion of the scope of criminalisation — have had on the trend in
sentence lengths for the five crime categories, as well as on the total sentencing volume
regardless of the type of offence. For some crime categories, the number of legislative
changes that have taken place during the period is greater than is reasonable to
examine using time series analysis. In such cases, the analyses are limited to including
only those legislative changes for which the offences concerned account for at least 10
per cent of prison sentences within the respective crime category. The descriptive
analyses are based on the year in which the principal offence was committed, while the
time series analyses are based on the month in which it was committed.

Both the length of prison sentences and sentencing volume
increased, particularly from 2017 onwards

The average sentence length per imprisonment judgment has increased over the period
studied. Initially, the increase was gradual, from 8 to 9 months between 2012 and 2016,
but from 2017 onwards this trend accelerated, reaching just under 14 months by the
end of the period. This increase, coupled with a higher number of imprisonment
judgments, has resulted in the total sentencing volume increasing by 62 per cent since
2012, reaching approximately 11,200 years of imprisonment in 2022. The main
explanation for the increase is a large number of legislative changes.

1 The total sentencing volume is the aggregate sentence length handed down in district courts over the course of a year, across all
judgments involving fixed-term imprisonment.

2 The principal offence is the offence in a judgment that carries the highest penal value.

3 A judgment refers to a conviction in a district court against an individual. Penalties that may be imposed include fines, imprisonment,
forensic psychiatric care, probation and suspended sentences.

4 This brief analysis is based on the Swedish Prison and Probation Service's classification of principal offences, where the crime category
“drug offences/smuggling” comprises violations of the Penal Law on Narcotics (1968:64), violations of the Act (1960:418) on Penalties for the
Smuggling of Goods (prior to 1 January 2001) and violations of the Act (2000:1225) on Penalties for Smuggling.

5 This brief analysis is based on the Swedish Prison and Probation Service’s classification of principal offences, in which robbery — unlike
Chapter 8 of the Criminal Code (“On theft, robbery and other appropriative offences”) — is assigned its own crime category instead of being
categorised as an appropriative offence. Robbery is not among the most common offences leading to imprisonment. It is therefore not
included as a crime category in this brief analysis.



The 2016 sentencing reform increased the average sentence length
for drug offences and smuggling by almost 2 months

After remaining at a steady level during the period 2012—2015, the average sentence
length for drug offences and smuggling rose two times, first during 2016—2018 and
then during 2019—2022. At the end of the period, it stood at approximately 19 months,
compared with around 14 months at the start of the period.

The number of judgments and the number of imprisonment judgments for drug
offences and smuggling remained at a relatively stable level between 2012 and 2016.
However, both have increased significantly since 2017, with almost 20,000 judgments
and 2,300 imprisonment judgments delivered in 2022. As a consequence of the longer
sentence lengths and the increased number of imprisonment judgments, the total
sentencing volume generated by drug offences and smuggling has risen considerably
since 2016. By 2022, it had doubled compared with ten years earlier.

On 1 July 2016, harsher penalties were introduced for drug offences and smugglings,
meaning that certain offences previously classified as serious are now classified as
exceptionally serious, with significantly higher minimum sentences in the range of
penalties. The time series analysis results show that the sentencing reform led to the
average sentence length for drug offences/smuggling increasing by 1.7 months compared
with what might have been expected based on trends prior to the harsher penalties.

Fewer imprisonment judgments, but longer sentence lengths, for
violent offences

Judgments and imprisonment judgments for violent offences are significantly less
common at the end of the period than at the beginning. Nevertheless, the total
sentencing volume for violent offences has increased gradually since the mid-2010s,
which can be explained by the fact that the average sentence length has increased, from
an average of 15 months to approximately 26 months.

Legislation on violent offences has been amended twelve times between 2011 and 2022,
resulting in both harsher penalties and an expansion of the scope of criminalisation.
The time series analysis examines three of the legislative changes implemented. On 1
July 2013, the minimum sentence for gross violation of integrity and gross violation of
a woman’s integrity was increased, and the scope of criminalisation for both offences
was expanded.” The time series analysis shows that the average sentence length
increased by 3.3 months following the legislative change compared with what might
have been expected based on the trend prior to the change. On 1 July 2017, new penalty
ranges entered into force for serious violent offences.s This entailed increases in the
minimum sentence for a range of different types of offences. The sentence length
increased by an average of 7.3 months following the harsher penalties compared with
the trend prior to the change.

6 Govt Bill 2015/16:111 Exceptionally serious drug offences.

7 Govt Bill 2012/13:108 Greater criminal law protection in cases of gross violation of integrity and gross violation of a woman'’s
integrity.

8 Govt Bill 2016/17:108 Penalty ranges for certain serious violent offences.



The third legislative change examined, which entered into force on 1 January 2022 and
relates to violation of integrity, restraining orders and unlawful stalking,* had no
significant impact on sentence length.

Clear reduction in imprisonment judgments for appropriative
offences (excluding robbery)

The average sentence length for appropriative offences (excluding robbery) varied
between 4 and 5 months during the period. The number of imprisonment judgments
for appropriative offences (excluding robbery) fell from around 2,100 at the start of the
period to just over 1,500 at the end. This explains the decline in sentencing volume for
appropriative offences (excluding robbery) from about 800 years of imprisonment in
2011 to under 600 years of imprisonment in 2022.

On 1 March 2021, a harsher penalty was imposed for burglary. Sentence length varied
at a slightly higher level after this date. However, the time series analysis shows that the
increase is not statistically significant when compared with the trend prior to the
change.

Decrease in number of imprisonment judgments for driving under
the influence

Around one in three convictions of driving under the influence (DUI) results in a prison
sentence. This is partly because this type of offence is considered such a danger to
society that prison sentences are imposed even where the offence is deemed to have a
low penal value (categorised as “an offence of such a nature that there is a presumption
of imprisonment”). The sentence length for these offences has remained at a relatively
stable level for most of the study period, at around 1.5 months. The sentencing volume
of DUI offences has decreased, which can be explained by the fact that the number of
imprisonment judgments fell between 2011 and 2016, followed by both increases and
decreases but without reaching the initial higher levels. There have been no legislative
changes related to DUT offences during the period studied.

Prison sentences for sexual offences rose sharply from the mid-
2010s onwards, and sentence lengths increased significantly as a
result of two key legislative changes

Following a slight decrease between 2011 and 2015, the number of judgments and
imprisonment judgments for sexual offences has generally increased continuously since
2016. In 2022, there were just over 1,100 judgments and 400 imprisonment judgments,
which is almost double the figure for 2015.

The proportion of prison sentences in convictions for sexual offences has varied
between 29 and 41 per cent. The average sentence length remained relatively stable at
25—27 months until 2018, but increased to 30—31 months during the period 2019—
2021, and further to 36 months in 2022.

9 Govt Bill 2020/21:217 Harsher penalties for violence and other forms of abuse in close relationships.
10 Govt Bill 2020/21:52 Trespass orders for shops and enhanced criminal law protection against appropriative offences



The sentencing volume decreased between 2011 and 2016, before rising rapidly for the
remainder of the period, leading to more than a doubling by the end of the period.

Legislation on sexual offences was amended six times during the period. The time
series analysis examined the effect of two legislative changes on sentence length. On 1
July 2018, the so-called Consent Act was introduced, which entailed major changes to
the provision regarding rape.: The time series analysis shows that the average sentence
length increased by 4.1 months following the legislative change compared with the
trend prior to it. The harsher penalties imposed for a number of sexual offences, which
entered into force on 1 August 2022, led to a further increase in sentence length by
9.3 months.

11 Govt Bill 2017/18:177 New legislation on sexual offences based on voluntary participation
12 Govt Bill 2021/22:231 A tougher stance on rape and other sexual offences



Introduction

In a European comparison, Sweden is the country — after San Marino — that saw the
largest increase in its per capita prison population between 2013 and 2023, namely 30
per cent (Aebi and Cocco 2024).

The prison population is also expected to continue to rise significantly in the coming
years (Swedish Prison and Probation Service 2025). Furthermore, over several years
there have been a series of legislative changes, including increased minimum and
maximum sentences and expansions of the scope of criminalisation, which together are
believed to have influenced both sentence lengths and sentencing volume.

As in prosecution statistics, sentencing volume is defined here as the aggregate prison
sentence length imposed, i.e. the total number of months (or years) of imprisonment
handed down by the district courts over the course of a year (Swedish National Council
for Crime Prevention 2025b). Sentencing volume is influenced both by the number of
judgments resulting in a prison sentence and by the length of the sentences imposed.
This brief analysis examines how sentence lengths and sentencing volume for five crime
categories in which prison sentences are common have developed between 2011 and
2022. These crime categories are drug offences/smuggling, violent offences,
appropriative offences (excluding robbery), driving under the influence, and sexual
offences. Only offences that are the principal offence in the judgments are included in
the analyses.

Harsher penalties and expansions of the scope of

criminalisation since the 2010s

There are few studies that systematically summarise the harsher penalties and
expansions of the scope of criminalisation implemented since the 2010 sentencing
reform®. Among the exceptions is a recently published study that maps changes in the
level of repression in Sweden between 2010 and 2023 based on new criminalisation,
expansions of the scope of criminalisation and various types of harsher penalties
(Nikka 2024). Among other things, the study concludes that penalties have become
increasingly severe since 2010, both in general and for specific offences.

Another review takes a longer-term perspective and describes the harsher penalties and
expansions of the scope of criminalisation that have been implemented since 1965
under various government administrations (Tham 2022). According to the review,
during the government administrations of 2006—2014 and 2014—2020/21, penalties
were made harsher and the scope of criminalisation was expanded, including for
serious violent offences, weapons offences, gross violation of integrity, sexual offences
and child pornography. A new level of severity was also introduced for certain offences,
namely “exceptionally serious offences”.

13 Govt Bill 2009/10:147 Harsher penalties for serious violent offences, etc. The sentencing reform introduced harsher penalties
for serious violent offences, a wider range in the assessment of the penal value, and harsher penalties for repeat offences.



The impact of legislative changes on the Swedish Prison and
Probation Service

Several of the legislative changes described in the Swedish Prison and Probation
Service’s annual reports on future prison capacity are expected to have a particularly
significant impact on the Service’s operations. Recent years’ reports specifically
mention the introduction of the severity levels “exceptionally serious drug offences”
and “exceptionally serious smuggling”, the fact that penalties for serious violent
offences have been increased several times, increased penalties for serious weapons
offences, a further sharpening of penalties for weapons and explosives offences, and
harsher penalties for sexual offences (including sexual offences against children)
(Swedish Prison and Probation Service 2021, 2022, 2023a). The changes to the penalty
ranges for drug and violent offences are considered to have a major impact on the need
for prison places, as the majority of all prison sentences commenced relate to clients
convicted of these offences. In addition to the legislative changes mentioned above,
there have also been a number of other legislative changes in recent years which,
according to the Swedish Prison and Probation Service,* collectively contribute to an
increased need for prison places, even if they do not have such a significant impact
individually.

Previous studies on the impact of legislative changes

In previous studies, Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention (Bra) examined
changes in the sentence lengths imposed following the introduction of legislative changes
in the 2000s, such as harsher penalties for violent offences (Swedish National Council
for Crime Prevention 2014) and violation of integrity offences (Swedish National Council
for Crime Prevention 2018), as well as amended legislation on rape (Swedish National
Council for Crime Prevention 2020). Sentence lengths increased in all studies following
the introduction of a legislative change, and the increase persisted when controlling for
other factors relevant to sentence length, such as age, sex, the number of offences in the
judgment and previous criminal records. However, each of these studies was limited to a
specific legislative change and a particular type of offence. Thus, there is a lack of studies
examining trends in sentencing volume and sentence lengths for a larger number of
crime categories in a more comprehensive manner. Furthermore, the studies did not
take into account any trends in sentence length at the time the law was amended, which
may distort the results. In this brief analysis, such trends will be taken into account and
addressed through time series analyses (see “Methodology”).

Purpose and questions

This brief analysis aims to examine how the imposition of prison sentences has evolved
over time in terms of the number and proportion of imprisonment judgments, sentence
lengths and sentence volumes, as well as how any changes might be linked to the harsher
sentencing practices and the expansion of the scope of criminalisation in recent years.

14 These include changes regarding the presumption of detention, conditional release, harsher penalties for contempt of court,
serious cases of perjury and harbouring criminals, the criminalisation of foreign espionage and a number of other offences
(Swedish Prison and Probation Service 2023b).



This aim will be achieved by answering the following research questions:

How have the number and proportion of imprisonment judgments among all
judgments developed over time?

e How have the length of sentences imposed and sentencing volume developed
over time?

e What is the trend for the crime categories in which prison sentences are most
common, and in which categories have the greatest changes occurred?

e To what extent can any changes in sentence lengths and sentencing volume be
linked to legislative changes?

It should be noted that trends in the number and length of prison sentences may also
be influenced by factors other than legislative changes, including changes in co-
offending, prior criminal behaviour, the composition of completed, attempted or
conspiracy to commit offences, and other factors typically taken into account in
sentencing (Agren 2018). However, these are not examined in detail in this study. Even
though such factors may change over time, a strength of time series analyses is that
they take into account trends in variables that might otherwise distort the results
regarding how legislative changes impact sentence length.

10



Methodology

Data material

The study is based on data from the prosecution register covering all individuals
convicted between 1 January 2011 and 31 December 2023. In the period, there were a
total of 869,089 judgments:s, of which 150,436 were imprisonment judgments. The
analysis of trends in judgments and imprisonment judgments for all offences includes
632,313 judgments, of which 113,790 are imprisonment judgments for which the
principal offence was committed between 2011 and 2022 and prosecuted within one
year.”” The remaining judgments and imprisonment judgments for which the principal
offence was committed outside the period 2011—2022, or which were prosecuted more
than one year after the date of the offence, are not included in the analyses. This means
that 27 per cent of all judgments (236,776 out of 869,089 judgments) and 24 per cent
of all imprisonment judgments (36,646 out of 150,436 imprisonment judgments) were
excluded. In the analysis of trends in sentencing volume and sentence lengths (both for
all offences and for the five crime categories examined), life sentences (131) were also
excluded,s as a life sentence is not of a fixed duration and therefore cannot be
measured in years and months. This means that the analysis of sentence lengths and
the sentencing volume is based on 113,659 imprisonment judgments.

The reason for excluding offences prosecuted more than one year after the date of the
offence is to ensure comparability over time. The distribution of crime categories
among the imprisonment judgments that have been excluded is largely similar to that
among those included (see Table 1 for the distribution among the imprisonment
judgments included), although some differences do exist.? As the brief analysis is
primarily intended to describe trends in sentence length and sentencing volume, rather
than exact levels of these, it is assessed that the included judgments are sufficiently
representative to conduct the analyses.

15 A judgment refers to a conviction in a district court against an individual. Penalties that may be imposed include fines,
imprisonment, forensic psychiatric care, probation and suspended sentences.
16 The principal offence is the offence in a judgment that carries the highest penal value.

17 To capture these judgments, the data extract included 2023.

18 Of all imprisonment judgments without restrictions on the date of the offence or the prosecution period, 201 judgments carry a
life sentence.

19 The proportion of crime categories in terms of principal offences among the excluded imprisonment judgments is: drug
offences/smuggling 19.9%, violent offences 17.4%, appropriative offences (excluding robbery) 10.4%, DUI offences 11.9%,
sexual offences 6.1% and other offences 34.3%. One possible explanation for the proportion of sexual offences being slightly
higher among excluded imprisonment judgments than among included imprisonment judgments (compare with Table 1) may be
that some sexual offences are reported long after the offence has taken place, which can result in the time between the date of
the offence and prosecution exceeding one year. Conversely, it can be expected that most appropriative and DUI offences are
reported and processed shortly after the offence, making it less likely that they need to be excluded from the analyses. The fact
that processing times differ between crime categories is also shown by recently published statistics on throughput times in the
criminal justice process (Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention 2025a).

11



The analyses are based on the date of the offence

Unlike the official prosecution statistics, which are based on the date of prosecution, all
analyses are based on the date on which the principal offence was committed.» This is a
necessary prerequisite for linking variations in sentence lengths and sentencing volume
to legislative changes, as the penal value of an offence is assessed based on the
legislation in force at the time of the offence, not when it is prosecuted.

Crime categories examined

When analysing trends in the total sentencing volume, all offences for which a prison
sentence was imposed (excluding life sentences) are included. When analysing trends
in sentence lengths, the crime categories for which prison sentences are most common
are examined. According to the Swedish Prison and Probation Service’s classification of
principal offences, drug offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences
(excluding robbery), DUI offences and “other” are the crime categories for which prison
sentences are most frequently imposed (Swedish Prison and Probation Service 2024).
Consequently, the trends in sentence lengths for the crime categories of drug
offences/smugglingz, violent offences?, appropriative offences (excluding robbery)=
and DUI offences* are examined. “Other” is not included, as it encompasses far too
broad a range of offence types. The fifth crime category included in the analyses is
sexual offences. The reason for this is that penalties for sexual offences have been
made harsher several times in recent years and the scope of criminalisation for sexual
offences has been expanded, as well as the fact that it is a crime category of great
interest in terms of criminal policy.

The analysis of sentence lengths and sentencing volume for the five crime categories
includes only those judgments for which the principal offence falls within the specified
categories. Consequently, sentence lengths and sentencing volume are not examined in
cases where offences within these crime categories constitute only secondary offences.
Table 1 shows the distribution of the crime categories among imprisonment judgments,
both for judgments in which other offences — referred to as secondary offences — may
occur in addition to the principal offence, and for judgments in which there are no
offences other than the principal offence.

20 The prosecution register contains information on the start and end dates of the offence. In this brief analysis, the end date of
the principal offence was used.

2! The Penal Law on Narcotics (1968:64), the Act (1960:418) on Penalties for the Smuggling of Goods (prior to 1 January 2001)
and the Act (2000:1225) on Penalties for Smuggling.

22 Chapters 3—4 of the Criminal Code. However, this does not include murder and manslaughter, as life imprisonment is
included in the range of penalties. Furthermore, very few life sentences are actually enforced each year (between 7 and 30
clients during the period 2015-2023 (Swedish Prison and Probation Service 2024)), which is why they do not contribute
significantly to the sentencing volume. For a description of the trend and the actual time served for life sentences up to 2013,
see (Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention 2015). It may also be noted that Br has been commissioned by the
Government to evaluate sentences for murder. The final report on this commission is due by 27 March 2026.

23 Chapter 8, Sections 1-4a and 7-13 of the Criminal Code. However, this does not include robbery, as the Swedish Prison and
Probation Service classifies this as a separate category that is not among the most common imprisonment judgments.

24 Section 4 of the Act on Penalties for Certain Road Traffic Offences (1951:649). Unlike the other crime categories examined,
which are combinations of several offences, DUI as a category comprises only one specific offence, but has been included in
the analysis as a separate category because the Swedish Prison and Probation Service uses it as an independent crime
category.

25 This includes all offences under Chapter 6 of the Criminal Code and child pornography offences under Chapter 16, Section
10a of the Criminal Code, even though child pornography offences are listed under the chapter heading “Offences against
public order”.
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Table 1. Distribution of crime categories in imprisonment judgments (excluding life sentences),
broken down into judgments which may include secondary offences and judgments for which
there are no secondary offences.

Crime category based on principal Number (percentage) of Number of imprisonment

offence imprisonment judgments with judgments with crime
crime category as principal category as principal

Drug offences/smuggling 19,841 (17.5%) 7,730

Violent offence 17,996 (15.8%) 6,031

Appropriative offences (excluding robbery) 21,638 (19.0%) 7,862

DUI offences 19,324 (17.0%) 11,588

Sexual offences 3,519 (3.1%) 1,549

Other offences* 31,341 (27.6%) 2,615

Total 113,659 44,440

* “Other offences” refers to principal offences that fall under a different crime category than those examined in
this brief analysis. They are included in the analysis of total sentencing volume, but not the analysis of sentence
lengths and sentencing volume for the five crime categories examined.

Imprisonment judgments potentially involving secondary
offences

The analyses include imprisonment judgments in which there may also be secondary
offences (middle column in Table 1). There are two main reasons for not limiting the
analysis to judgments involving only one offence, namely the principal offence. Firstly, the
purpose of the brief analysis is to describe how sentence lengths and sentencing volume
have developed, not to examine the exact levels of punishment for individual offences.
However, including judgments involving secondary offences would not be appropriate if
one were to use only descriptive analyses of trends in sentencing volume and sentence
lengths, while the extent of secondary offences showed significant changes during the
study period. This does not appear to be the case, however, as the number of secondary
offences in all imprisonment judgments for the crime categories studied averages two to
three (see Appendix 1). Furthermore, this brief analysis employs a method whereby any
changes over time in the incidence of secondary offences are not expected to distort the
estimation of the effect of legislative changes. Another reason for including imprisonment
judgments with secondary offences is that the time series analyses use monthly data,
which requires a sufficiently large data set to generate statistically robust results.

Descriptive analyses
Sentence lengths for the included offence categories are analysed and reported as the

average number of months of imprisonment over a given year (the median is shown in
the results tables in Appendix 2)2¢. Furthermore, sentence lengths are broken down by
different lengths in the various categories, ranging from up to 3 months to 10 years and
longer. Sentencing volume is examined and reported as the number of years of
imprisonment. The trend in sentence lengths and sentencing volume is set in relation
to the number of individuals sentenced to prison in a given year.

26 The median sentence length is more appropriate in cases where there are a small number of clients with very long sentences
that skew the average sentence length.
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Time series analyses estimate the effect that legislative changes

have on sentence length and sentencing volume

As Tham (2022) notes, there has been an increase in the number of legislative changes
during the 2006—2014 government administration, and this increase intensified during
the 2014—2020/21 government administration. This brief analysis has used time series
analyses to study the impact of individual legislative changes on sentence lengths for a
range of different crime categories, as well as on the total sentencing volume regardless
of the offence. This is done by examining the extent to which prison sentences and the
sentencing volume have changed following the legislative change, while also taking into
account how sentence lengths were developing prior to the change, including any
trends and seasonal variations. In other words, the actual development of prison
sentences is compared with what the development would have been if the law had not
changed. The specific time series analysis used in this brief analysis is known as a
dynamic regression model, and combines traditional regression analysis with standard
time series analysis. Appendix 4 describes the method in greater detail.

For certain crime categories, particularly violent and sexual offences, there have been
too many legislative changes during the period studied for the time series analysis to
yield useful results if all changes were included. The time series analyses have therefore
been limited to those legislative changes for which the offence types concerned account
for at least ten per cent of imprisonment judgments within the respective crime
category. These are summarised in Table 2. All legislative changes included in the time
series analyses of sentence lengths are also used in the time series analysis of the total
sentencing volume. See Appendix 3 for a complete summary of legislative changes
implemented between 2011 and 2022 for the crime categories examined, as well as a
description of how the legislative changes resulted in harsher penalties, expansions of
the scope of criminalisation or new criminalisation.
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Table 2. Legislative changes examined in the time series analyses

Crime category Legislative change Types of offences affected by the legislative change?®
Drug offences/ Govt Bill 2015/16:111 Serious drug offence
smuggling Exceptionally serious Serious drug smuggling
drug offences Exceptionally serious drug offence
Exceptionally serious drug smuggling
Violent offence Govt Bill 2012/13:108 Gross violation of integrity
Greater criminal law protection Gross violation of a woman'’s integrity

in cases of gross violation of integrity
and gross violation of a woman’s integrity

Govt Bill 2016/17:108 Aggravated assault
Penalty ranges for certain Exceptionally aggravated assault
serious violent offences Gross unlawful coercion

Gross unlawful threat
Gross robbery
Gross extortion

Govt Bill 2020/21:217 Gross violation of integrity
Harsher penalties for violence and Gross violation of a woman'’s integrity
other forms of abuse in close relationships Unlawful stalking
Appropriative Govt Bill 2020/21:52 Burglary
offences Trespass orders for shops and enhanced
(excluding robbery) criminal law protection against appropriative
offences

Driving under the -
influence (DUI)

offences®

Sexual offences  Govt Bill 2017/18:177 Gross rape
New legislation on sexual offences Gross rape of a child
based on voluntary participation Negligent rape

Negligent sexual assault

Govt Bill 2021/22:231 Rape
A tougher stance on rape and Rape of a child
other sexual offences Sexual assault

Sexual assault of a child

Gross sexual assault

Gross sexual assault of a child

Exploitation of a child for sexual posing

Purchase of sexual services

Exploitation of a child through the purchase of a sexual act
Sexual molestation of a child

Gross sexual molestation of a child and gross sexual
molestation

2 This list includes only those types of offences that fall within the categories examined. Types of offences affected by legislative
changes but belonging to categories other than those examined are not listed. ® There were no legislative changes regarding DUI
offences between 2011 and 2022. For this reason, no time-series analysis was performed for this crime category.

Delimitations and limitations

This brief analysis examines trends in sentence lengths for five categories of principal
offences that account for a large proportion of all imprisonment judgments each year. It
has not been possible to study the effects of legislative changes on specific types of
offences within each crime category, partly due to space constraints and partly because
there have been legal changes for certain offences during the study period. For
example, the offence of rape has been expanded to cover more acts.

The time series analyses are limited to studying the effect of legislative changes on the
average length of sentences imposed for a range of different crime categories, as well as
for the total sentencing volume. Due to resource and space constraints, it has not been
possible to also examine the effect on the proportion of imprisonment judgments
among all judgments.
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A limitation of the time series analysis used is that it assumes the cumulative effects of
multiple legislative changes are additive, i.e. the sum of the individual effects. The
method cannot capture any potential synergy effects, interactions or non-linear
cumulative effects between different introductions of harsher penalties, new
criminalisations or expansions of the scope of criminalisation. The time series analysis
instead aims to estimate the effect that each individual legislative change has on
sentence length within the respective crime category and on the total sentencing
volume.

There is a certain risk that other events coinciding in time with the legislative changes
themselves may influence sentence lengths. However, no significant legislative or
procedural changes have been identified that occurred simultaneously with the
legislative changes, hence this risk is assessed as low.
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Results

The results chapter consists of three sections. The first section describes the overall
results for all offences, based on descriptive analyses of annual trends in judgments and
imprisonment judgments, the average sentence length per judgment and sentencing
volume, and the distribution of sentence lengths.

The second section describes trends for these variables within the five crime categories
drug offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding robbery),
DUTI offences and sexual offences. Results broken down by sex and age are presented in
Appendix 2. Please note that the sentence lengths reported in this chapter may be
higher than the “standard sentence” for the offence. This is because the majority of
imprisonment judgments included in the analysis involve secondary offences, which
typically result in longer sentences being imposed than in cases where there are no
secondary offences.

The third and final section presents the results of the time series analyses. Based on
monthly data, it presents the effect of legislative changes on sentence lengths for drug
offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding robbery),
sexual offences and on the total sentencing volume.

Trends for all offences

This section describes trends in imprisonment judgments, sentence lengths and
sentencing volume, regardless of the principal offence in the judgment.

Judgments and imprisonment judgments

Figure 1 shows the trend in the number of judgments and imprisonment judgments
(including life sentences) for all offences. Between 2011 and 2016, the number of
judgments decreased from just over 60,000 to around 46,000 per year. After that, the
number of judgments rose again. The pace of this was slow initially (between 2016 and
2019), but then sped up from 2020 and had almost returned to the higher levels seen at
the start of the period by 2022. For some years now, Bra has assessed that the increase
in the number of prosecution decisions since 2020, and consequently also the rise in
judgments, may partly be a consequence of the introduction of the “Fast Track Legal
Proceedings” working method (Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention 2025b).

A similar pattern emerges in the number of imprisonment judgments, which fell
between 2011 and 2016 from just under 11,000 to 8,700, before rising again to just
under 10,000 in 2022. The proportion of imprisonment judgments among judgments
per year has varied between 16.0 and 19.2 per cent, with the proportion being higher
between 2013 and 2018 and lowest between 2020 and 2022. This does not necessarily
mean that the courts handed down harsher sentences in the mid-2010s and more
lenient ones in the latter part of the decade.
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It could, for example, be due to the fact that waivers of prosecution have become less
common in recent times, meaning that a greater number of minor offences than
previously are being dealt with in court.

Figure 1. Number of judgments and imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) regardless
of the principal offence, 2011-2022.
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Average sentence length and sentencing volume

Figure 2 shows the trend in sentencing volume and average sentence length per
imprisonment judgment. Sentence length has increased over the study period: initially
slowly, from around 8 to 9 months between 2012 and 2016, and then at a faster rate from
2017 onwards. In 2022, the average sentence length stood at just under 14 months. The
trend in the sentencing volume largely mirrors that of sentence length. Following a
relatively stable period from 2012 to 2016, with just under 7,000 years of imprisonment
per year, the sentencing volume rose significantly from 2017, reaching 11,200 years of
imprisonment in 2022.

Figure 2. Sentencing volume and average sentence length per imprisonment judgment (excluding
life sentences) regardless of the principal offence, 2011-2022.
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The composition of sentence lengths

The increase in the average sentence length per imprisonment judgment shown in
Figure 2 has been examined in greater detail in a study of how the composition of
sentence lengths has changed over the study period.

27 According to prosecution statistics, the number of waivers of prosecution has fallen over many years, while the number of
judgments has risen. Statistics for 2022 show that the number of waivers of prosecution has fallen by 48 per cent, while the
number of judgments has increased by 19 per compared with 2013 (Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention 2023).
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This is deemed necessary because an increase in the average length may either be due
to an actual increase in the number of judgments with longer sentence lengths or be a
consequence of a smaller number of judgments with shorter sentence lengths. As
shown in Figure 3, the proportion comprising short sentence lengths of up to 1 year has
decreased overall, from about 80 per cent in the first half of the 2010s to around 70 per
cent at the end of the period. At the same time, the proportion of longer sentence
lengths has increased. The relative change is greatest for sentences exceeding two years,
the proportion of which has doubled during the period.

Figure 3. Proportion of imprisonment judgments (excluding life sentences) regardless of principal
offence, 2011-2022, by length of sentence imposed.
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Trends in different crime categories

This section describes trends in the number of imprisonment judgments, the
sentencing volume and sentence length for drug offences/smuggling, violent offences,
appropriative offences (excluding robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences.

Drug offences/smuggling

Figure 4 shows that the number of judgments for drug offences and smuggling
remained at a fairly stable level between 2011 and 2016, at around 9,000 to 10,000
judgments per year. However, the number has increased significantly since 2017. By
2022, the number of judgments had almost doubled to just under 20,000. The number
of imprisonment judgments follows a similar pattern. After hovering around 1,400
judgments during the period 2012—2016, the number began to rise in 2017 and stands
at almost 2,300 in 2022. However, the increase is not as significant as that for
judgments. This means that the proportion of imprisonment judgments among all
judgments has decreased in recent years, from around one in seven judgments at the
start of the period to just over one in ten at the end.
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Figure 4. Number of judgments and imprisonment judgments with a drug offence/smuggling as the
principal offence, 2011-2022.

The average sentence length for drug offences/smuggling remained relatively stable,
hovering around 14 months during the period 2012—2015 (Figure 5). Between 2016 and
2018, it averaged over 15 months. A further increase began in 2019, resulting in the
average sentence length at the end of the period standing at just under 19 months.

The sentencing volume generated by these imprisonment judgments remained
generally unchanged between 2012 and 2015, at around 1,600 per year. From 2016,
however, a clear increase can be seen, leading to more than a doubling by the end of the
period. In 2022, the sentencing volume for drug offences and smuggling stood at just
under 3,500 years. The rise in sentencing volume for drug offences/smuggling is due to
both an increase in the number of imprisonment judgments and longer sentence
lengths per judgments. It should be noted that the decline in sentencing volume and
sentence length between 2011 and 2012 is likely due to the change in legal practice
following a ruling by the Supreme Court on 16 June 2011 (NJA 2011 p. 357), which led
to lower sentences being imposed for drug offences and smuggling.

Figure 5. Sentencing volume and average sentence length per imprisonment judgment with a drug
offence/smuggling as the principal offence, 2011-2022.
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For most of the 2010s, approximately two in three imprisonment judgments for drug
offences/smuggling involved a sentence of up to one year (Figure 6). However, this
proportion has been slightly lower over the past three years.
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With regard to long sentence lengths, it has emerged that the proportion of
imprisonment judgments with sentences of between over 2 years and up to 5 years rose
between 2014 and 2022. The proportion of judgments with sentences of more than 5
but less than 10 years has almost tripled between 2013 and 2022.

Figure 6. Proportion of imprisonment judgments with a drug offence/smuggling as the principal

offence, 2011-2022, by length of sentence imposed.
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Violent offences

The number of judgments for violent offences showed a clear downward trend, falling
from an initial number of about 9,300 judgments in 2011 to just under 4,900 in 2019
(Figure 7). Since then, the number has risen slightly and fluctuated around 5,000 per
year. With the decline in judgments, the number of imprisonment judgments for
violent offences also fell steadily between 2011 and 2018, from around 1,900 to just
over 1,300 judgments. Since then, the number of imprisonment judgments has risen
again. The proportion of imprisonment judgments has also increased, from 20 per cent
at the start of the period to just under 30 per cent at the end.

Figure 7. Number of judgments and imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) with a
violent offence as the principal offence, 2011-2022.

Figure 8 shows that the average sentence length for violent offences increased
significantly between 2012 and 2018, from an average of 15 months to approximately
26 months in 2018. Since then, the average sentence length has remained at the same
level. Sentencing volume also increased during the period studied. Until 2015, it stood
at just over 2,000 years of imprisonment, before rising to over 3,000 by the end of the
period.
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Figure 8. Sentencing volume and average sentence length per imprisonment judgment (excluding
life sentences) with a violent offence as the principal offence, 2011-2022.
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Figure 9 clearly shows that the proportion of short prison sentences (up to one year) for
violent offences has fallen over the period. Between 2011 and 2014, this proportion
remained stable at around 770 per cent. Since then, the proportion has fallen to around
50 per cent. Conversely, the proportion of long prison sentences (over two years) has
increased and in recent years accounts for around one-third of prison sentences, which
is double the figure at the start of the period when the proportion was 15 per cent.

Figure 9. Proportion of imprisonment judgments with a violent offence as the principal offence
(excluding life sentences), 2011-2022, by length of sentence imposed.
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Appropriative offences (excluding robbery)

Figure 10 shows that the number of judgments for appropriative offences (excluding
robbery) fell between 2011 and 2019, from just under 11,000 judgments to just over
7,200. Since then, the number of judgments has risen to between 7,500 and just under
8,000. The number of imprisonment judgments for appropriative offences (excluding
robbery) has fallen from around 2,100 at the start of the period to just over 1,500 in
2020. The number of imprisonment judgments then increased slightly, standing at
1,600 in 2022. The proportion of imprisonment judgments varied between
approximately 19 and 22 per cent during the period studied.
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Figure 10. Judgments and imprisonment judgments with an appropriative offence (excluding
robbery) as the principal offence, 2011-2022.
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The average sentence length for appropriative offences (excluding robbery) remained
relatively stable at just under 5 months up to and including 2016 (Figure 11). Since
then, the sentence length has fluctuated between just over 4 and just under 5 months. A
significant decline is evident in 2020, when the sentence length fell to under 4 months.
The sentencing volume generated by appropriative offences (excluding robbery)
decreased slowly, from around 800 years of imprisonment in 2011 to about 730 years
of imprisonment in 2016. This was followed by a sharp decline up to 2020, when the
sentencing volume stood at just under 470 years of imprisonment. In 2021 and 2022,
the sentencing volume increased slightly, but remains at a lower level than at the start
of the period. A likely explanation for the decline in the sentencing volume since the
mid-2010s is that criminal activity has generally shifted from appropriative offences to
fraud offences. Another explanation may be that the decline coincides in part with the
pandemic, when people generally stayed at home.

Figure 11. Sentencing volume and average sentence length per imprisonment judgment with an
appropriative offence (excluding robbery) as the principal offence, 2011-2022.
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Short sentences of up to one year dominate among imprisonment judgments for
appropriative offences (excluding robbery) (Figure 12). The proportion with the
shortest sentences (maximum 3 months) remained stable at around 60 per cent for a
long time. However, this proportion has increased since 2019, reaching 72 per cent in
2022. During the same period, the proportion of imprisonment judgments with
sentences of over three months but not exceeding one year decreased.
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Longer prison sentences for appropriative offences (excluding robbery) are very rare,
and there were no major changes in their proportion of imprisonment judgments up to
and including 2020. In 2021 and 2022, the proportion of imprisonment judgments
with sentences exceeding two years was slightly higher than previously.

Figure 12. Proportion of imprisonment judgments with an appropriative offence (excluding
robbery) as the principal offence, 2011-2022, by length of sentence imposed.
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DUI offences

The number of judgments for driving under the influence (DUI) peaked at the start of
the period, with just over 5,700 judgments in 2011 (Figure 13). The number then fell for
a few years before rising again, though without reaching the initial high level. Similarly,
the number of imprisonment judgments for DUI offences was higher at the start of the
period, with around 2,000 judgments in 2011. This was followed by both declines and
increases, though at a lower level towards the end of the period, when the figure stood
at around 1,500. The proportion of imprisonment judgments among all judgments has
varied over time between 29 per cent and 35 per cent, but is generally somewhat lower
during the latter part of the study period.

Figure 13. Judgments and imprisonment judgments with a DUI offence as the principal offence,
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The average sentence length for DUI offences has not changed significantly during the
study period (Figure 14), remaining relatively stable at around 1.5 months for virtually
the entire period.
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Thus, the decline in sentencing volume from just over 240 years of imprisonment at the
start of the period to around 170 years of imprisonment at the end of the period, cannot
be explained by shorter sentence lengths, but is instead due to a reduction in the
number of imprisonment judgments.

Figure 14. Sentencing volume and average sentence length per imprisonment judgment with a DUI
offence as the principal offence, 2011-2022.
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The fact that the average sentence length for DUI offences has remained relatively
stable over the study period can be explained by the fact that those sentenced to prison
for DUI almost exclusively receive sentences of up to three months (Figure 15). The
proportion of such sentences has remained stable at 97 to 98 per cent over the period.
This is because gross DUI is categorised as an offence of such a nature that there is a
presumption of imprisonment, meaning that a prison sentence must be imposed even if
the penal value is less than one year’s imprisonment.z Two to three per cent receive a
prison sentence of over three months but no more than one year. In a few exceptional
cases, a longer prison sentence has been imposed.

Figure 15. Proportion of imprisonment judgments with a DUI offence as the principal offence, 2011-
2022, by length of sentence imposed.
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28 Govt Bill 1993/94:44 pp. 32-36
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Sexual offences

Figure 16 shows that the number of judgments for sexual offences remained relatively
stable at around 730 per year between 2011 and 2013, followed by two years of
declining numbers. Since then, the number of judgments has risen each year and has
even exceeded the initial levels. Compared with 2015, when the number of judgments
stood at around 640, the figure for 2022 has almost doubled to just over 1,100.

The number of imprisonment judgments for sexual offences follows roughly the same
trend, with a decline between 2011 and 2015 from around 270 to approximately 210
judgments, followed by an increase during the remainder of the period, with the
number almost doubling to 400 judgments in 2022. Compared with the other crime
categories studied, sexual offences represent the category with the highest proportion
of judgments resulting in a prison sentence. However, this proportion has varied
considerably over the period. It was at its lowest (just under 29 per cent) in 2016, but
has otherwise remained well above 30 per cent. In 2020, it was as high as 41 per cent.

Figure 16. Number of judgments and imprisonment judgments with a sexual offence as the
principal offence, 2011-2022.
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The average sentence length for sexual offences remained relatively stable at around 25
to 27 months between 2012 and 2018 (Figure 17). Over the subsequent three years, the
average sentence length increased to over 30 months. The sentencing volume of sexual
offences fell from around 640 years of imprisonment in 2011 to about 450 years of
imprisonment in 2016 (Figure 17). Since then, the sentencing volume has increased
significantly and was more than double that of 2016 when it reached 960 years of
imprisonment in 2021. The increase in sentencing volume since 2017 is a combination
of an increased number of imprisonment judgments and longer sentence lengths. 2022
stands out with yet another significant increase in both the sentencing volume and
average sentence length, reaching the highest levels recorded for the period studied.
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Figure 17. Sentencing volume and average sentence length per imprisonment judgment (excluding
life sentences) with a sexual offence as the principal offence, 2011-2022.
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Longer sentences are more common than shorter ones for sexual offences (Figure 18).
The proportion of judgments with sentences exceeding two years has been higher
between 2019 and 2022 than in previous years. At the same time, the proportion of
judgments involving short prison sentences (up to three months, and between 3
months and 1 year) has decreased in recent years and has remained below 20 per cent
for offences committed in 2019 and later.

Figure 18. Proportion of imprisonment judgments with a sexual offence as the principal offence,
2011-2022, by length of sentence imposed.
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The effect of legislative changes on sentence lengths

This section presents the results of time series analyses linking trends in average
sentence lengths to a selection of legislative changes implemented between 2011 and
2022. The sample consists of those legislative changes for which the types of offences
affected by each change collectively account for at least ten per cent of imprisonment
judgments within the crime category (see Appendix 4 for further information). The
analyses are based on monthly data. The time series analysis used is a dynamic
regression model (see Appendix 3 for a more detailed description of the analytical
method).
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The effect of the legislative changes on the length of sentences is examined for drug
offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding robbery) and
sexual offences. DUI offences are not included, as there have been no legislative
changes within this crime category during the period studied.

Drug offences/smuggling

Figure 19 shows the trend in the average sentence length per month for drug offences
and smuggling between 2011 and 2022. Of the two legislative changes that took place
regarding drug offences and smuggling during this period, the time series analysis
examines the change introduced on 1 July 2016, which established two new drug
offence classifications: exceptionally serious drug offences and exceptionally serious
smuggling. Through the legislative change, certain drug offences previously classified
as serious or gross, with a prescribed penalty range of minimum two and maximum ten
years of imprisonment, are now classified as exceptionally serious, with a penalty range
of minimum six and maximum ten years. Prior to the legislative change, the average
sentence length varied between 8 and 23 months, with an average of 15.0 months.
Following the legislative change, sentence lengths have continued to fluctuate from
month to month, but at the higher level of 16.7 months on average.

Figure 19. Average sentence length (in months) with a drug offence/smuggling as the principal
offence, 2011-2022. Monthly data. Legislative changes included in the time series analysis are
highlighted in bold.
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According to the time series analysis, which takes into account the trend in sentence
length prior to the legislative change, the average sentence length increased more
following the legislative change than might have been expected based on the trend prior
to it. The sentence length for drug offences/smuggling was on average 1.7 months
longer after the law was amended, and the difference is statistically significant (see
Table 3). This result is further supported by the Chow test, which shows that there is a
structural break in the time series in July 2016, when the harsher penalties for drug
offences and smuggling entered into force. The non-significant Ljung-Box test indicates
that the model developed explains what can be explained in the data. This can be
interpreted as meaning that the increases in sentence lengths for drug offences and
smuggling after July 2016 are largely explained by the legislative change that took
place. For interpretation of the remaining tests and the model’s ARMA components,
please refer to Appendix 3.

28



Table 3. The effect of the legislative change on trends in sentence lengths (in months) for drug
offences/smuggling, 2011-2022. Dynamic regression model.

Effect SE
Model
Regression with ARMA(1,3) errors
Intercept 15.040*** 0.5561
Intervention effect
Govt Bill 2015/16:111 1 July 2016 1.650* 0.7515
Error term
AR (1) -0.612%** 0.1390
MA (1) 0.984* 0.1460
MA (2) 0.343** 0.1234
MA (3) 0.274** 0.0847
Test of the model’s new residuals?®
Ljung-Box test for autocorrelation Q=5.63 p =0.60 (lag 12)
Jarque-Bera test for normality X2=0.62 p=0.73(df=2)
ARCH-LM test for homoscedasticity X2 =15.92 i’; 0.20 (df =
Chow test with breakpoint July 2016 F=7.21 p<0.01

*p £0.05 ** p<0.01, *** p <0.001. 2 The model's new residuals, i.e. after an ARMA model has been
estimated for the regression’s original residuals.

Violent offences

Figure 20 shows the monthly trend in sentence length for violent offences between 2011
and 2022. During this period, a total of twelve legislative changes were implemented,
three of which are examined in the time series analysis. On 1 July 2013, the minimum
sentence for gross violation of integrity and gross violation of a woman’s integrity was
increased, while the scope of criminalisation for both offences was expanded. Prior to
the legislative change, the average sentence length for violent offences was 14.9 months.
Following this the average sentence length increased to 18.2 months up until the next
legislative change examined. On 1 July 2017, new penalty ranges entered into force for
serious violent offences. The minimum sentence was increased for certain offences,
such as aggravated assault, exceptionally aggravated assault, gross unlawful coercion
and gross unlawful threat. Following this introduction of harsher penalties, the average
sentence length increased significantly to 25.4 months until the last legislative change
included in the analysis. On 1 January 2022, the minimum sentence for gross violation
of integrity and gross violation of a woman’s integrity was increased, and the scope of
criminalisation for unlawful stalking was expanded. Following the legislative change,
the average sentence length for violent offences increased only marginally to an average
of 25.6 months.
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Figure 20. Average sentence length (in months) with a violent offence as the principal offence,
2011-2022. Monthly data. Legislative changes included in the time series analysis are highlighted
in bold.
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The results of the time series analysis show that the average length of prison sentences
for violent offences increased by 3.3 months following the introduction of the 2013
legislative change concerning violation of integrity (Table 4). The increase is
statistically significant. The 2017 legislative change regarding serious violent offences
further increased the length of sentences by 7.3 months compared with before. The
2022 legislative change regarding offences of violation of integrity, however, had no
significant effect on the trend in sentence length. The significant Ljung-Box test
indicates that there is unexplained information in the data that the model fails to
capture, which could be potential effects that the unexamined legislative changes have
had on sentence length.

Table 4. The effect of legislative changes in 2013, 2017 and 2022 on the trend in sentence lengths
(in months) for violent offences, 2011-2022. Dynamic regression model.

Effect SE
Model
Regression with ARMA(0,0) errors2
Intercept 14.8595*** 0.6190
Intervention effect
Govt Bill 2012/13:108 1 July 2013 3.2953*** 0.7891
Govt Bill 2016/17:108 1 July 2017 7.2771%* 0.6726
Govt Bill 2020/21:217 1 Jan 2022 0.1819 1.0821
Test of the model’s new residuals®
Ljung-Box test for autocorrelation Q=6.04 p <0.001 (lag 12)
Jarque-Bera test for normality X?=0.31 p =0.86 (df = 2)
ARCH-LM test for homoscedasticity X?=13.89 p =0.31 (df = 12)

*** p £0.001. 2 As the regression error term follows an ARMA(0,0) model, which is white noise, there are no ARMA
parameters to report. Nor was a Chow test performed, as it is not suitable for time series containing multiple breakpoints.
b The model’s new residuals, i.e. after an ARMA model has been estimated for the regression’s original residuals.

Appropriative offences (excluding robbery)

Figure 21 shows the monthly trend in average sentence length for appropriative
offences (excluding robbery) between 2011 and 2022. During this period, there
was legislation change regarding appropriative offences (excluding robbery),
which is examined in the time series analysis.
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On 1 March 2021, burglary was given its own offence classification and the penalty for
the offence was made more severe. Prior to the introduction of harsher penalties,
sentence length varied between 2.6 and 6.6 months (average 4.5 months). Following
the introduction of harsher penalties, the variation in sentence length was slightly
higher, but the average remained the same as before (4.5 months).

Figure 21. Average sentence length (in months) with an appropriative offence (excluding robbery)
as the principal offence, 2011-2022. Monthly data.

Prop. 2020/21:52
1 mars 2021

Fangelsemanader

The results of the time series analysis show that the average sentence length for
appropriative offences (excluding robbery) increased by approximately one week (0.26
months) following the introduction of the 2021 legislative change concerning burglary.
However, the increase is not significant (Table 5). Similarly, the non-significant Chow
test indicates that there was no structural break in the time series in March 2021 when
the legislative change regarding burglary entered into force. The results of the Ljung-
Box test indicate that the model does not fully capture all the information contained in
the data. Factors other than the legislative change examined may therefore have
influenced the trend in sentence length. One such factor could be the COVID-19
pandemic and the restrictions in place during parts of the study period.
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Table 5. The effect of the legislative change on trends in sentence lengths (in months) for
appropriative offences (excluding robbery), 2011-2022. Dynamic regression model.

Effect SE
Model
Regression with SARIMA(1,0,1)(0,0,1)12 errors
Intercept 4.5014**+* 0.1368
Intervention effect
Govt Bill 2020/21:52 1 March 2021 0.2633 0.3728
Error term
AR (1) 0.8748%** 0.1629
MA (1) -0.7822*** 0.1966
SMA (1) 0.1829 0.0985
Test of the model’s new residuals®
Ljung-Box test for autocorrelation Q=135 p <0.001 (lag 12)
Jarque-Bera test for normality X?=0.62 p <0.001 (df = 2)
ARCH-LM test for homoscedasticity X?=9.66 p =0.20 (df = 12)
Chow test with breakpoint March 2021 F=1.96 p=0.14

*kk

p <0.001. a The model's new residuals, i.e. after an ARMA model has been estimated for the regression’s
original residuals.

Sexual offences

Figure 22 shows the trend in the average sentence length per month for sexual offences
between 2011 and 2022. During this period, there were six legislative changes relating
to sexual offences, two of which are included in the time series analysis. On 1 July 2018,
the definition of rape was amended so that the use of threats or violence, or the
exploitation of the victim’s particularly vulnerable situation, is no longer required for a
conviction for rape; instead, participation in a sexual activity must be voluntary
(referred to as the Consent Act). The legislative change also entailed an increased
minimum sentence for gross rape and gross rape of a child. Furthermore, the new
offences of negligent rape and negligent sexual assault were introduced, both of which
carry a prison sentence within the range of penalties. Prior to the legislative change,
sentence length for sexual offences ranged from just under 15 to 40 months (average
26.7 months). Following the legislative change, sentence lengths varied at a higher level
and averaged 30.8 months. On 1 August 2022, the minimum sentence for a number of
sexual offences was increased. Following the introduction of harsher penalties,
sentence lengths varied at an even higher level and averaged 40.2 months.
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Figure 22. Average sentence length (in months) with a sexual offence as the principal offence,
2011-2022. Legislative changes included in the time series analysis are highlighted in bold.

Prop. 2021/22:231
1aug 2022

Prop. 2017/18:177
1juli2018

The results of the time series analysis show that the legislative changes of 2018 and
2022 had a significant effect on the average sentence length for sexual offences (Table
6). The introduction of the Consent Act in 2018 increased sentence length by 4.1
months compared with the period prior to that. Following the broad legislative change
in 2022, sentence length increased by a further 9.3 months. The significant Ljung-Box
test suggests that the new residuals are autocorrelated, meaning that there is
information in the data that the model does not fully explain. There may be factors
other than the legislative changes examined that may have contributed to the increase
in sentence lengths, not least the legislative changes that, for methodological reasons,
were not included in the analyses.

Table 6. The effect of legislative changes in 2018 and 2022 on the trend in sentence lengths (in
months) for sexual offences, 2011-2022. Dynamic regression model.

Effect SE
Model
Regression with ARMA(0,0) errors 2
Intercept 26.7418*** 0.4809
Intervention effect
Govt Bill 2017/18:177 1 July 2018 4.1037*** 0.8099
Govt Bill 2021/22:231 1 Aug 2022 9.3123*** 2.1418
Test of the model’s new residuals®
Ljung-Box test for autocorrelation Q=861 p <0.001 (lag 12)
Jarque-Bera test for normality X?=2.66 p = 0.265 (df = 2)
ARCH-LM test for homoscedasticity X?2=10.97 p =0.53 (df = 12)

*** p <0.001. 2 As the regression error term follows an ARMA(0,0) model, which is white noise, there are no ARMA
parameters to report. Nor was a Chow test performed, as it is not suitable for time series containing multiple
breakpoints. * The model's new residuals, i.e. after an ARMA model has been estimated for the regression’s original
residuals.

Sentencing volume

Figure 23 shows the monthly trend in total sentencing volume between 2011 and 2022.
There is a clear increase in sentencing volume from the second half of 2017 onwards.
During the period studied, there have been several legislative changes relating to drug
offences and smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding robbery)
and sexual offences.
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The time series analysis of sentencing volume includes all the legislative changes
examined in the preceding sections under each crime category, i.e. a total of seven.

Figure 23. Sentencing volume (in years) for principal offences, 2011-2022. Only legislative changes
included in the time series analysis are shown.
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The time series analysis shows that one legislative change for violent offences and two
legislative changes for sexual offences have had a significant effect on the trend in total
sentencing volume (Table 7). Firstly, sentencing volume increased by 83 years of
imprisonment following introduction of the 2017 legislative change concerning serious
violent offences. Secondly, the 2018 legislative change for sexual offences led to an
increase in sentencing volume of 130 years of imprisonment compared with the
preceding period. Finally, the introduction of the 2022 legislative change for sexual
offences resulted in a further increase in sentencing volume of 107 years of
imprisonment compared with the preceding period. The significant Ljung-Box test
suggests that there is unexplained information in the data that the model does not fully
capture. This implies that factors other than the legislative changes examined may have
influenced the trend in sentencing volume.

The findings regarding the effect that legislative changes for sexual offences has had on
the total sentencing volume should be interpreted with some caution. Sexual offences
account for only 3.1 per cent of all imprisonment judgments (see Table 1 in the
Methodology section), which makes it unrealistic to assume that the legislative changes
would have such a significant direct impact on the total sentencing volume as the model
suggests. The statistically significant effect that the 2018 legislative change for sexual
offences had on sentencing volume could also be explained by the fact that the change
coincided with the general rise in sentencing volume that began in 2017, which is
primarily driven by increases in sentencing volume for drug offences/smuggling and
violent offences (see earlier sections in this chapter). Furthermore, the tests show that
the model’s new residuals are autocorrelated and not normally distributed, which
indicates that there may be other models that can better explain the information
contained in the data. Overall, this model of time series analysis does not fully reveal
the effect that the individual legislative changes have had on the total sentencing
volume.
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Table 7. The effect of legislative changes for different crime categories on trends in sentencing
volume (in years), 2011-2022. Dynamic regression model.

Effect SE
Model
Regression with ARMA(0,0) errors 2
Intercept 609.9503*** 14.9091
Intervention effect
Violent offences Govt Bill 2012/13:108 1 July 2013 -33.7544 20.1870
Drug offences Govt Bill 2015/16:111 1 July 2016 -4.3432 27.2202
Violent offences Govt Bill 2016/17:108 1 July 2017 82.7562* 33.3378
Sexual offences Govt Bill 2017/18:177 1 July 2018 129.9635*** 27.6422
Appropriative offences Govt Bill 2020/21:52 1 March 2021 39.7958 29.5843
Violent offences Govt Bill 2020/21:217 1 Jan 2022 65.2384 40.2428
Sexual offences Govt Bill 2021/22:231 1 Aug 2022 107.0021* 47.8155
Test of the model’s new residuals®
Ljung-Box test for autocorrelation Q=16.6 p <0.001 (lag 12)
Jarque-Bera test for normality X?=10.86 p <0.01 (df = 2)
ARCH-LM test for homoscedasticity X?=7.86 p =0.80 (df = 12)

*p £0.05,*** p <2 As the regression error term follows an ARMA(0,0) model, which is white noise, there are no
ARMA parameters to report. Nor was a Chow test performed, as it is not suitable for time series containing multiple
breakpoints. ® The model’'s new residuals, i.e. after an ARMA model has been estimated for the regression’s original
residuals.
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Discussion

This brief analysis has examined how sentence lengths and sentencing volume for drug
offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding robbery), DUI
offences and sexual offences have developed over the period 2011—2022. With the
exception of DUI offences, there has been at least one legislative change within each
crime category that resulted in harsher penalties or expansion of scope of
criminalisation during the period studied. For these categories, time series analyses
were also used to examine the effect that a series of legislative changes has had on the
average length of sentences imposed. Time series analysis was also used to study how
the legislative changes have affected the total sentencing volume.

The total sentencing volume has been increasing since 2017 and is
affecting the need for places in the Swedish Prison and Probation
Service.

The brief analysis shows that the total number of years of imprisonment for all offences
combined has increased in virtually every year since 2017, following a period of relative
stability during the first half of the 2010s. For offences committed in 2022, the
sentencing volume is around 66 per cent higher than in 2016. The sentencing volume is
affected by the number of imprisonment judgments and the lengths of the sentences
imposed over the course of a year. Legislative changes can result in an increase in
sentencing volume, partly because criminal acts that did not previously lead to
imprisonment now do so, and partly because minimum and/or maximum sentences
have been increased.

The number of imprisonment judgments fell between 2011 and 2016, but has risen
gradually since 2017. The average sentence length per imprisonment judgment has, in
principle, risen throughout the study period, particularly since 2017. According to
prosecution statistics on the total number of years of imprisonment imposed, available
since 1984, the sentencing volume has fluctuated over the last four decades, increasing
and decreasing by a few percentage points. However, the increases observed since 2017
stand out in a historical comparison as particularly large, often involving double-digit
percentage increases from year to year. Viewed from an even longer perspective, it may
be added that Sweden has not had such a high number of prison inmates per 100,000
inhabitants since 1888. The average sentence length has not been this long since 1935.%

It is likely that the increase in sentencing volume will continue as a result of criminal
policy reforms, which include both expansions of criminalisation and harsher penalty
ranges. The latest prosecution statistics show that sentencing volume continued to
increase by 25 per cent in 2022—2023 and 13 per cent in 2023-2024 (Swedish National
Council for Crime Prevention 2024, 2025b).3

29 Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention (2025). Table 40F. Judgments resulting in a prison sentence, by sentence
length in months, 1975-2024.

30 https://criminalstatistics.fi/sweden-sentences-and-prisons/

31 Note that prosecution statistics are based on the date of prosecution, whereas this brief analysis uses the date of the offence
as the reference period.
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This trend means that more people will be sentenced to prison and will serve longer
sentences. The Swedish Prison and Probation Service estimates that almost three times
as many places in prisons will be needed within the next ten years compared to today
(Swedish Prison and Probation Service 2025). Harsher penalties also places a strain on
the Swedish Prison and Probation Service’s operations, as the penalty ranges for many
offences have been raised to such a level that remand into custody can be used to a
greater extent than previously.

The increase in sentencing volume is primarily driven by the crime
categories “drug offences/smuggling” and “violent offences”

The particularly pronounced increase in sentencing volume since 2017 is linked to the
fact that significant legislative changes were introduced around this time for the crime
categories “drug offences/smuggling” and “violent offences”. These two crime
categories have increased their share of prison sentences commenced over several years
and together now account for more than half of these (Swedish Prison and Probation
Service 2024). The legislative change regarding drug offences/smuggling led to harsher
penalty ranges for certain offences that were previously classified as serious but are
now classified as exceptionally serious.® The harsher penalties introduced for violent
offences have resulted in significantly higher minimum sentences for serious violent
offences.=

The results of the brief analysis show that the greatest changes in prison sentences have
occurred in relation to drug offences/smuggling. In this area, increases in both the
number of imprisonment judgments and the length of sentences have, taken together,
resulted in a doubling of the sentencing volume over the period studied. Drug
offences/smuggling also represent the crime category that, at the end of the period, had
the highest sentencing volume of all the categories examined.

At the start of the period, it was the category “violent offences” that had the highest
sentencing volume. During the study period, the sentencing volume for violent offences
increased by 50 per cent, despite the fact the imprisonment judgments for violent
offences became less common during the same period. The decline in imprisonment
judgments is offset by the fact that the length of prison sentences has increased by as
much as 71 per cent, which is also the largest relative increase in sentence length
imposed per imprisonment judgment among the crime categories examined.

The increase in sentence lengths for drug offences/smuggling and violent offences is
confirmed by the results of the time series analyses. These show that the introduction of
the “exceptionally serious” offence severity for drug offences and drug smuggling on 1
July 2016 led to an average increase of 1.7 months in the length of sentences for drug
offences/smuggling. Furthermore, the legislative change regarding offences of violation
of integrity, which entered into force on 1 July 2013, resulted in the average sentence
length for violent offences increasing by 3.3 months. The new penalty ranges for serious
violent offences, which entered into force on 1 July 2017, further increased the average
sentence length for violent offences by 7.3 months.

82 Govt Bill 2015/16:111 Exceptionally serious drug offences
33 Govt Bill 2016/17:108 Penalty ranges for certain serious violent offences
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It should be noted that the time series analyses only examined the effect that the
legislative changes had on sentence length. Other factors with a potential impact on
sentence length, such as other legislative changes, any changes in judicial practice — e.g.
regarding drug offences and smuggling in 2011 — or changes in the composition of
crime over time, were not included in the analyses.

More and longer prison sentences for sexual offences

After violent offences, sexual offences are the category of crime that has seen the most
legislative changes in recent years. It was therefore essential to include this crime
category in the analyses, even though sexual offences as the principal offence account
for only a fraction of the imprisonment judgments included in the study. The results
show that the number of imprisonment judgments for sexual offences has risen by
approximately 50 per cent during the study period. The average sentence length, which
was already the longest among all crime categories examined from the start of the study
period, increased by a further 25 per cent to over 30 months by the end of the period.
These results are a consequence of several legislative changes, which have both
expanded the scope of criminalisation and led to harsher penalty ranges. This has
resulted in more people being convicted of acts that were not previously criminalised
and in longer sentences being imposed.

Legislation on sexual offences was amended six times during the period studied. The
results of the time series analysis show that the two most extensive legislative changes,
which entered into force on 1 July 2018 and 1 August 2022 respectively, had a
significant effect on the length of sentences for sexual offences. The introduction of the
Consent Act in 2018 increased the average sentence length by 4.1 months compared
with the trend prior to that. The harsher penalties imposed for several sexual offences
in 2022 increased sentence length even further, by an average of 9.3 months.

Sentencing volume for appropriative offences (excluding robbery)
and DUI offences decreased as a result of fewer imprisonment
judgments

The sentencing volume for appropriative offences (excluding robbery) and DUI
offences decreased during the study period. This is because fewer judgments for
appropriative offences (excluding robbery) and DUT offences result in a prison
sentence. It is unclear what caused the decrease in imprisonment judgments for
appropriative offences (excluding robbery). There may have been changes in crime
patterns, with a shift from appropriative offences to fraud offences. It is also unclear
what the decrease in imprisonment judgments for DUI offences is based on. The most
recent introduction of harsher penalties for DUI offences took place more than 30 years
ago.» Its effects were investigated in a report by Bra (Swedish National Council for
Crime Prevention 1998).

Additional offences and additional legislative changes may be
examined

The five crime categories examined in more detail in this brief analysis account for a
large proportion of imprisonment judgments.

34 NJA 2011 p. 357
35 Govt Bill 1993/94:44 Gross DUI, etc.
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Each time harsher penalties are introduced in these areas, there has been a significant
impact on the sentencing volume and, by extension, on the activities of the Swedish
Prison and Probation Service. However, in addition to these crime categories, there are
other offences that are also worth investigating in the future in connection with
questions regarding trends in sentence lengths and sentencing volume. Among these,
we can specifically mention weapons offences, for which harsher penalties have been
introduced on several occasions in recent years,* as well as offences involving a knife
and offences causing public danger,* where the number of decisions to prosecute has
risen significantly over the last ten years.» Furthermore, a number of harsher penalties
have recently been introduced and more are planned, which are expected to have a
significant impact on the activities of the Swedish Prison and Probation Service
(Swedish Prison and Probation Service 2025). For example, on 1 July 2023, a new
provision was introduced that introduces harsher penalties for serious offences against
the person committed within criminal networks.+ The provision targets violent
confrontations among gang criminals. In addition, the Penal Reform Inquiry (SOU
2025:66) proposes that the penal value of all offences linked to criminal networks be
increased by up to double. The Inquiry also proposes that the penalties for 50-some
individual offences be made harsher. The effect of these harsher penalties could be
examined in future studies.

36 Govt Bill 2013/14:226 Harsher gun control legislation; Govt Bill 2017/18:26 Firearms and explosive substances — harsher
penalties for serious offences; Govt Bill 2019/20:200 A stricter approach to the handling of firearms and explosive substances;
Gouvt Bill 2023/24:33 Firearms and explosive substances — harsher penalties for the more serious offences

37 Act (1988:254) on the Prohibition of Knives and Other Dangerous Objects

38 Chapter 13 of the Criminal Code

39 Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention (2025). Table 40G. Prosecution decisions, by principal offence 2015-2024.

40 Govt Bill 2022/23:53 Harsher penalties for crimes committed by criminal networks. See Chapter 29, Section 2a of the Criminal
Code.
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Appendices

Appendix 1. Link to secondary offences

The length of a prison sentence is influenced not only by the principal offence, but also

by any secondary offences. For this reason, changes in sentencing volume and sentence
lengths should not be attributed solely to harsher penalties and expansion of the scope

of criminalisation, but also to changes in the prevalence of secondary offences.

Table 8 summarises the trend in secondary offences in the examined imprisonment
judgments from the period 2011—2022.4 While there is some variation in the average
number of secondary offences over time, particularly within individual crime
categories, there are no clear trends in this development. Furthermore, the average is
heavily influenced by outliers, but the median remains stable over the period. The
results of the brief analysis regarding the increase in sentencing volume between 2017
and 2022 can therefore not be explained by an increase in secondary offences.

Table 8. Average number of secondary offences (median in parentheses) in imprisonment
judgments (excluding life sentences) for which the principal offence was committed between 2011
and 2022 and prosecuted within one year.

Year the principal All Drug offences/  Violent Appropriative DUI Sexual
offence was smuggling offences offences (excluding offences offences
committed robbery)

2011 2.5(1) 2.5(1) 2.0 (1) 3.3(2) 1.0 (0) 2.3(1)
2012 2.4(1) 2.4(1) 2.3(1) 2.9(1) 1.0 (0) 2.1(1)
2013 2.3(1) 2.2(1) 2.1(1) 2.8(1) 1.0 (0) 2.2(1)
2014 2.5(1) 25(1) 2.2(1) 3.1(2) 1.1 (0) 2.2(1)
2015 2.4(1) 2.8(1) 2.3(1) 2.8(1) 0.9 (0) 1.8 (1)
2016 2.5(1) 2.9(1) 2.4(1) 2.9(1) 0.9 (0) 2.1(1)
2017 2.8(1) 2.7 (1) 2.4(1) 3.0(1) 1.1 (0) 2.5(1)
2018 3.1(1) 3.8(1) 2.6 (1) 3.4(1) 1.0 (0) 2.0(1)
2019 29(1) 3.0(1) 2.6 (1) 3.2(1) 1.0 (0) 2.6 (1)
2020 2.7() 2.6 (1) 2.4(1) 2.9(1) 0.9 (0) 3.7(1)
2021 2.1(1) 1.8 (1) 2.4(1) 2.2(1) 0.8 (0) 2.8 (1)
2022 1.9 (1) 1.4 (1) 2.4 (1) 1.8 (0) 0.6 (0) 7.5 (1)

41 Due to resource constraints, only the extent of secondary offences has been investigated, not the specific nature of these
offences.
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Appendix 2. Tables of results

Table 9. Judgments, imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) and lifetime imprisonment
judgments, for principle offences committed between 2011 and 2022 and prosecuted within one year,
among all cases and broken down by sex.

Number of imprisonment Proportion of imprisonment Number of lifetime

Year Number of judgments (including life  judgments (including life  imprisonment judgments

Judgments sentences) sentences)
All
2011 60,334 10,946 18.1%
2012 58,282 10,441 17.9%
2013 52,967 9,770 18.4%
2014 49,261 9,454 19.2% 10
2015 48,044 9,225 19.2% 12
2016 46,223 8,700 18.8%
2017 47,382 8,837 18.6%
2018 48,779 8,932 18.3%
2019 49,441 8,943 18.1% 11
2020 55,432 9,486 17.1% 23
2021 56,897 9,105 16.0% 22
2022 59,271 9,951 16.8% 20
2011-2022 632,313 113,790 18.0% 131
Men
2011 51,275 10,055 19.6% 4
2012 49,639 9,597 19.3% 4
2013 45,158 9,063 20.1% 5
2014 41,627 8,732 21.0% 8
2015 40,461 8,461 20.9% 12
2016 39,164 7,982 20.4% 5
2017 40,481 8,082 20.0%
2018 41,573 8,193 19.7% 7
2019 42,029 8,178 19.5% 11
2020 46,974 8,690 18.5% 21
2021 48,075 8,330 17.3% 21
2022 50,053 9,092 18.2% 17
2011-2022 536,509 104,455 19.5% 123
Women
2011 9,059 891 9.8% -
2012 8,643 844 9.8% -
2013 7,809 707 9.1% -
2014 7,634 722 9.5% 2
2015 7,583 764 10.1% -
2016 7,059 718 10.2% -
2017 6,901 755 10.9% -
2018 7,206 739 10.3% -
2019 7,412 765 10.3% -
2020 8,458 796 9.4% 2
2021 8,822 775 8.8% 1
2022 9,218 859 9.3% 3
2011-2022 95,804 9,335 9.7% 8
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Table 10. Judgments, imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) and lifetime imprisonment
judgments, for principle offences committed between 2011 and 2022 and prosecuted within one year,
broken down by age group.*?

Year UP1029¢ age 18-21 Age 22-29  A9° 30 Age 40-49 Age 50-50 Age 60-69 A9 70 °"
older
2011 Judgments 5,635 8,842 11,982 10,071 10,037 6,301 2,720 661
Imprisonment - 978 2,408 2,063 2,099 1,223 453 42
(including life
sentences)
Percentage - 11% 20% 20% 21% 19% 17% 6%
Life imprisonment - - 2 - - - - -
2012 Judgments 4,595 8,459 12,162 9,906 9,139 6,225 2,632 668
Imprisonment 3 887 2,302 1,965 1,767 1,214 417 54
(including life
sentences)
Percentage 0.1% 10% 19% 20% 19% 20% 16% 8%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - 2 1 - -
2013  Judgments 4,067 7,344 11,424 8,961 8,118 5,656 2,413 623
Imprisonment 1 699 2,084 1,830 1,652 1,064 408 61
(including life
sentences)
Percentage 0.0% 10% 18% 21% 20% 19% 17% 10%
Life imprisonment - - 2 1 1 1 - -
2014  Judgments 3,980 6,485 11,080 8,602 6,973 5,174 2,191 608
Imprisonment 4 632 2,112 1,839 1,501 1,072 407 51
(including life
sentences)
Percentage 0.1% 10% 19% 21% 22% 21% 19% 8%
Life imprisonment - 2 1 3 4 - - -
2015  Judgments 4,031 5,954 10,526 8,322 6,574 5,075 2,071 666
Imprisonment - 574 1,968 1,713 1,438 1,077 393 74
(including life
sentences)
Percentage - 10% 19% 21% 22% 21% 19% 11%
Life imprisonment - - 6 2 - 2 - -
2016  Judgments 3,690 5,799 10,142 8,129 6,001 4,727 1,852 676
Imprisonment 3 607 1,836 1,669 1,304 936 358 74
(including life
sentences)
Percentage 0.1% 10% 18% 21% 22% 20% 19% 11%
Life imprisonment - - - 1 2 - - -
2017  Judgments 4,133 6,266 10,554 8,461 5,901 4,544 1,989 693
Imprisonment 1 710 1,867 1,806 1,255 935 356 75
(including life
sentences)
Percentage 0.0% 11% 18% 21% 21% 21% 18% 11%
Life imprisonment - 1 5 2 - - - -
2018  Judgments 4,103 6,744 11,118 8,851 6,022 4,693 1,939 690
Imprisonment 3 753 1,979 1,874 1,182 968 372 80
(including life
sentences)
Percentage 0.1% 11% 18% 21% 20% 21% 19% 12%
Life imprisonment - - 4 1 2 - - -
2019  Judgments 4,378 7,269 11,286 9,285 6,055 4,611 2,060 694
Imprisonment 5 783 2,098 1,912 1,256 930 375 92
(including life
sentences)
Percentage 0.1% 11% 19% 21% 21% 20% 18% 13%
Life imprisonment - - 3 - 1 2 1 -
2020 Judgments 4,689 8,450 12,615 11,122 7,048 5,101 2,299 737
Imprisonment 4 908 2,232 2,205 1,380 960 416 67
(including life
sentences)
Percentage 0.1% 11% 18% 20% 20% 19% 18% 9%
Life imprisonment - 2 8 5 6 2 - -

42 please note that the total across all age groups is lower than the total in Table 9, as age data is missing for 50,552 judgments.
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Year UP1029¢ age 18-21 Age 22-20  A9° 30 Age 40-49 Age 50-59 Age 60-69 9 70 "
older
2021  Judgments 4,517 8,333 12,828 11,844 7,420 5,391 2,477 914
Imprisonment 4 940 2,109 2,119 1,403 884 370 113
(including life
sentences)
Percentage 0.1% 11% 16% 18% 19% 16% 15% 12%
Life imprisonment - 1 6 7 6 - 1 -
2022 Judgments 4,699 8,667 13,551 12,376 7,698 5,249 2,515 1,013
Imprisonment 8 1,093 2,386 2,399 1,452 930 404 103
(including life
sentences)
Percentage 0.2% 13% 18% 19% 19% 18% 16% 10%
Life imprisonment - 6 3 2 3 5 - -
2011~ Judgments 52,417 88,612 139,268 115,930 86,986 62,747 27,158 8,643
2022 Imprisonment
(including life 36 9,564 25,381 23,394 17,689 12,193 4,729 886
sentences)
Percentage 0.1% 11% 18% 20% 20% 19% 17% 10%
Life imprisonment - 13 40 24 27 13 2 -

- A dash indicates that there is no data (i.e. 0).
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Table 11. Sentencing volume (in years) and average and median sentence length in imprisonment
judgments (excluding life sentences) (in months) between 2011 and 2022, for principle offences
committed between 2011 and 2022 and prosecuted within one year, among all cases and broken
down by sex.

Sentence length per imprisonment Sentence length per imprisonment

Year Sentencing volume (years) judgment, average (months) judgment, median (months)
All

2011 8,024 8.9 3
2012 6,938 8.1 3
2013 6,880 8.6 3
2014 6,823 8.8 3
2015 6,782 9.0 3
2016 6,773 9.5 3
2017 7,319 10.1 3
2018 8,535 11.6 3
2019 9,030 12.3 3
2020 10,149 13.0 4
2021 9,855 13.2 3
2022 11,210 13.7 3
Men

2011 7,553 9.1 3
2012 6,533 8.3 3
2013 6,487 8.7 3
2014 6,456 9.0 3
2015 6,343 9.1 3
2016 6,375 9.7 3
2017 6,897 10.4 3
2018 8,021 11.9 3
2019 8,460 12.6 4
2020 9,462 13.3 4
2021 9,179 134 4
2022 10,477 14.0 4
Women

2011 471 6.4 2
2012 405 5.8 2
2013 394 6.8 2
2014 367 6.2 2
2015 439 7.0 2
2016 398 6.7 2
2017 423 6.8 2
2018 514 8.5 2
2019 570 9.1 2
2020 687 10.5 2
2021 676 10.6 2
2022 733 10.4 2
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Table 12. Judgments, imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) and lifetime imprisonment

judgments for drug offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding

robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences as the principal offence committed between 2011 and
2022 and prosecuted within one year, among all cases.

Drug offencesl/| Violent Appropriative DUI Sexual
smuggling| offences offences  offences offences
Year (excluding
robbery)
2011 Judgments 9,019 9,330 10,996 5,717 730
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,552 1,866 2,063 2,003 269
Percentage 17% 20% 19% 35% 37%
Life imprisonment - 4 - - -
2012 Judgments 9,576 8,764 11,239 5,566 715
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,386 1,732 2,140 1,821 265
Percentage 14% 20% 19% 33% 37%
Life imprisonment - 4 - - -
2013 Judgments 9,485 7,582 10,246 5,155 736
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,349 1,543 2,015 1,638 254
Percentage 14% 20% 20% 32% 35%
Life imprisonment - 5 - - -
2014 Judgments 9,673 6,978 9,700 4,847 673
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,422 1,538 1,933 1,662 246
Percentage 15% 22% 20% 34% 37%
Life imprisonment - 10 - - -
2015 Judgments 9,650 6,559 9,736 4,872 642
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,346 1,396 1,898 1,678 214
Percentage 14% 21% 19% 34% 33%
Life imprisonment - 12 - - -
2016 Judgments 10,097 5,815 9,486 4,525 765
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,353 1,430 1,873 1,492 218
Percentage 13% 25% 20% 33% 28%
Life imprisonment - 5 - - -
2017 Judgments 11,826 5,485 8,429 4,748 784
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,636 1,382 1,791 1,566 247
Percentage 14% 25% 21% 33% 32%
Life imprisonment - 8 - - -
2018 Judgments 12,901 5,074 7,852 4,850 870
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,682 1,302 1,699 1,587 201
Percentage 13% 26% 22% 33% 33%
Life imprisonment - 7 - - -
2019 Judgments 14,467 4,882 7,223 4,956 903
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,774 1,376 1,565 1,545 356
Percentage 12% 28% 22% 31% 39%
Life imprisonment - 11 - - -
2020 Judgments 17,257 5,259 7,523 4,654 935
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 2,089 1,515 1,504 1,481 383
Percentage 12% 29% 20% 32% 41%
Life imprisonment - 23 - - -
2021 Judgments 17,863 5,057 7,560 4,555 1,068
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,963 1,460 1,557 1,358 380
Percentage 11% 29% 21% 30% 36%
Life imprisonment - 22 - - -
2022 Judgments 19,813 5,375 7,593 5,090 1,108
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 2,289 1,587 1,600 1,493 396
Percentage 12% 30% 21% 29% 36%
Life imprisonment - 20 - - -
2011-2022 Judgments 151,627 76,160 107,183 59,535 9,929
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 19,841 18,127 21,638 19,324 3,519
Percentage 13% 24% 20% 32% 35%
Life imprisonment - 131 - - -

- A dash indicates that there is no data (i.e. 0).
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Table 13. Judgments, imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) and lifetime imprisonment
judgments for drug offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding
robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences as the principal offence committed between 2011 and
2022 and prosecuted within one year, among men.

Drug offences/ Violent  Appropriative DUI Sexual
smuggling  offences offences  offences offences
Year (excluding
robbery)
2011 Judgments 7,807 8,115 7,945 5,029 719
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,428 1,790 1,837 1,795 265
Percentage 18% 22% 23% 36% 37%
Life imprisonment - 4 - - -
2012 Judgments 8,402 7,596 8,135 4,898 713
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,281 1,660 1,907 1,628 264
Percentage 15% 22% 23% 33% 37%
Life imprisonment - 4 - - -
2013 Judgments 8,323 6,564 7,432 4,532 727
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,258 1,469 1,835 1,488 251
Percentage 15% 22% 25% 33% 35%
Life imprisonment - 5 - - -
2014 Judgments 8,420 6,036 6,907 4,203 664
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,334 1,465 1,726 1,489 241
Percentage 16% 24% 25% 35% 36%
Life imprisonment - 8 - - -
2015 Judgments 8,365 5,632 6,909 4,247 638
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,256 1,332 1,693 1,479 213
Percentage 15% 24% 25% 35% 33%
Life imprisonment - 12 - - -
2016 Judgments 8,897 5,030 6,720 3,938 759
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,271 1,358 1,663 1,302 215
Percentage 14% 27% 25% 33% 28%
Life imprisonment - 5 - - -
2017 Judgments 10,480 4,738 6,112 4,086 780
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,521 1,314 1,594 1,346 245
Percentage 15% 28% 26% 33% 31%
Life imprisonment - 8 - - -
2018 Judgments 11,347 4,392 5,642 4,167 856
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,563 1,243 1,505 1,364 283
Percentage 14% 28% 27% 33% 33%
Life imprisonment - 7 - - -
2019 Judgments 12,574 4,188 5,059 4,271 890
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,627 1,302 1,384 1,321 352
Percentage 13% 31% 27% 31% 40%
Life imprisonment - 11 - - -
2020 Judgments 14,993 4,496 5,162 4,006 925
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,948 1,416 1,331 1,281 379
Percentage 13% 31% 26% 32% 41%
Life imprisonment - 21 - - -
2021 Judgments 15,508 4,338 5111 3,941 1,044
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,817 1,381 1,364 1,186 379
Percentage 12% 32% 27% 30% 36%
Life imprisonment - 21 - - -
2022 Judgments 17,188 4,577 5,191 4,343 1,099
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 2,095 1,495 1,411 1,299 390
Percentage 12% 33% 27% 30% 36%
Life imprisonment - 17 - - -
2011-2022 Judgments 132,304 65,702 76,325 51,661 9,814
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 18,399 17,225 19,250 16,978 3,467
Percentage 14% 26% 25% 33% 35%
Life imprisonment - 123 - - -

- A dash indicates that there is no data (i.e. 0).
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Table 14. Judgments, imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) and lifetime imprisonment
judgments for drug offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding
robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences as the principal offence committed between 2011 and
2022 and prosecuted within one year, among women.

Drug offences/ Violent  Appropriative DUI Sexual
smuggling  offences offences  offences offences
Year (excluding
robbery)
2011 Judgments 1,212 1,215 3,051 688 11
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 124 76 226 208 4
Percentage 10% 6% 7% 30% 36%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2012 Judgments 1,174 1,168 3,104 668 2
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 105 72 233 193 1
Percentage 9% 6% 8% 29% 50%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2013 Judgments 1,162 1,018 2,814 623 9
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 91 74 180 150 3
Percentage 8% 7% 6% 24% 33%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2014 Judgments 1,253 942 2,793 644 9
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 88 73 207 173 5
Percentage 7% 8% 7% 27% 56%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2015 Judgments 1,285 927 2,827 625 4
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 90 64 205 199 1
Percentage 7% 7% 7% 32% 25%
Life imprisonment N - N N -
2016 Judgments 1,200 785 2,766 587 6
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 82 72 210 190 3
Percentage 7% 9% 8% 32% 50%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2017 Judgments 1,346 747 2,317 662 4
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 115 68 197 220 2
Percentage 9% 9% 9% 33% 50%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2018 Judgments 1,554 682 2,210 683 14
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 119 59 194 223 8
Percentage 8% 9% 9% 33% 61%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2019 Judgments 1,893 694 2,164 685 13
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 147 74 181 224 4
Percentage 8% 11% 8% 33% 31%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2020 Judgments 2,264 763 2,361 648 10
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 141 99 173 200 4
Percentage 6% 13% 7% 31% 40%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2021 Judgments 2,355 719 2,449 614 24
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 146 79 193 172 11
Percentage 6% 11% 8% 28% 49%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - -
2022 Judgments 2,625 798 2,402 747 9
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 194 92 189 194 6
Percentage 7% 12% 8% 26% 67%
Life imprisonment - 3 - - -
2011-2022 Judgments 19,323 10,458 31,258 7,874 115
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,442 902 2,388 2,346 52
Percentage 7% 9% 8% 30% 45%
Life imprisonment - 8 - - -

- A dash indicates that there is no data (i.e. 0).
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Table 15. Judgments, imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) and lifetime imprisonment
judgments for drug offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding
robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences as the principal offence committed between 2011 and
2022 and prosecuted within one year, among persons aged 17 and under.

Drug offences/ Violent  Appropriative DUI Sexual
smuggling  offences offences  offences offences
Year (excluding
robbery)
2011 Judgments 587 1,726 1,236 81 88
Imprisonment (including life sentences) - - - - -
Percentage - - - - -
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2012 Judgments 632 1,266 970 61 88
Imprisonment (including life sentences) - 1 1 - -
Percentage - 0.0% 0.0% - -
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2013 Judgments 660 1,092 901 47 102
Imprisonment (including life sentences) - - 1 - -
Percentage - - 0.0% - -
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2014 Judgments 646 1,022 897 41 81
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1 1 - - -
Percentage 0.0% 0.0% - - -
Life imprisonment N N N - N
2015 Judgments 655 1,038 858 75 77
Imprisonment (including life sentences) - - - - -
Percentage - - - - -
Life imprisonment N - N N -
2016 Judgments 685 846 763 38 92
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1 2 - - -
Percentage 0.0% 0.0% - - -
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2017 Judgments 870 917 790 31 112
Imprisonment (including life sentences) - 1 - - -
Percentage - 0.0% - - -
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2018 Judgments 966 844 657 51 109
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1 2 - - -
Percentage 0.0% 0.0% - - -
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2019 Judgments 1,138 894 600 44 126
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1 3 - - -
Percentage 0.0% 0.0% - - -
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2020 Judgments 1,146 1,074 517 69 131
Imprisonment (including life sentences) - 3 - - -
Percentage - 0.0% - - -
Life imprisonment N N N N N
2021 Judgments 1,079 951 504 76 145
Imprisonment (including life sentences) - 2 - - 1
Percentage - 0.0% - - 0.0%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2022 Judgments 1,247 1,118 447 94 118
Imprisonment (including life sentences) - 5 1 - 1
Percentage - 0.0% 0.0% - 0.0%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2011-2022 Judgments 10,311 12,788 9,140 708 1,269
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 4 20 3 - 2
Percentage 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% - 0.0%

Life imprisonment
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Table 16. Judgments, imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) and lifetime imprisonment
judgments for drug offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding
robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences as the principal offence committed between 2011 and
2022 and prosecuted within one year, among persons aged 18-21.

Drug offences/ Violent  Appropriative DUI Sexual
smuggling  offences offences  offences offences
Year (excluding
robbery)
2011 Judgments 2,057 1,765 1,339 512 84
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 97 264 155 80 19
Percentage 5% 15% 12% 16% 23%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2012 Judgments 2,305 1,560 1,290 510 106
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 96 219 136 71 45
Percentage 4% 14% 11% 14% 42%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - -
2013 Judgments 2,214 1,185 1,143 411 90
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 81 167 97 64 22
Percentage 4% 14% 8% 16% 24%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2014 Judgments 2,012 1,013 993 334 92
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 73 135 99 40 38
Percentage 4% 13% 10% 12% 41%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2015 Judgments 1,968 825 880 345 67
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 83 117 88 44 18
Percentage 4% 14% 10% 13% 27%
Life imprisonment N - N N -
2016 Judgments 2,087 732 786 332 96
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 116 144 72 32 24
Percentage 6% 20% 9% 10% 25%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2017 Judgments 2,553 667 723 318 104
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 133 160 89 30 40
Percentage 5% 24% 12% 9% 38%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - -
2018 Judgments 2,844 619 708 354 122
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 174 149 79 29 44
Percentage 6% 24% 11% 8% 36%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2019 Judgments 3,415 608 676 392 136
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 165 177 84 25 61
Percentage 5% 29% 12% 8% 45%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2020 Judgments 4,044 663 671 434 144
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 208 218 i 25 78
Percentage 5% 33% 11% 6% 54%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2021 Judgments 4,132 622 609 394 132
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 240 208 105 24 68
Percentage 6% 33% 17% 6% 52%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - -
2022 Judgments 4,602 622 511 415 139
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 297 230 69 36 70
Percentage 6% 37% 14% 9% 50%
Life imprisonment - 6 - - -
2011-2022 Judgments 34,233 10,881 10,329 4,751 1,312
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,763 2,188 1,150 500 527
Percentage 5% 20% 11% 11% 40%
Life imprisonment - 13 - - -

- A dash indicates that there is no data (i.e. 0).
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Table 17. Judgments, imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) and lifetime imprisonment
judgments for drug offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding
robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences as the principal offence committed between 2011 and
2022 and prosecuted within one year, among persons aged 22-29.

Drug offences/ Violent  Appropriative DUI Sexual
smuggling  offences offences  offences offences
Year (excluding
robbery)
2011 Judgments 2,704 1,707 1,792 852 126
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 347 485 468 251 65
Percentage 13% 28% 26% 29% 52%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2012 Judgments 2,990 1,795 1,910 864 102
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 320 495 459 210 49
Percentage 11% 28% 24% 24% 48%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2013 Judgments 3,120 1,560 1,690 778 107
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 321 441 392 201 50
Percentage 10% 28% 23% 26% 47%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2014 Judgments 3,189 1,418 1,631 782 124
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 333 444 378 217 56
Percentage 10% 31% 23% 28% 45%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - -
2015 Judgments 3,228 1,203 1,557 829 114
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 317 338 347 211 63
Percentage 10% 28% 22% 25% 55%
Life imprisonment - 6 - - -
2016 Judgments 3,347 1,065 1,424 784 108
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 369 344 315 172 48
Percentage 11% 32% 22% 22% 44%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2017 Judgments 3,888 981 1,241 868 119
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 450 354 295 191 60
Percentage 12% 36% 24% 22% 50%
Life imprisonment - 5 - - -
2018 Judgments 4,248 932 1,139 853 148
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 479 347 265 186 69
Percentage 11% 37% 23% 22% 47%
Life imprisonment - 4 - - -
2019 Judgments 4,565 893 1,167 895 176
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 522 377 311 183 97
Percentage 11% 42% 27% 20% 55%
Life imprisonment - 3 - - -
2020 Judgments 5,370 898 1,252 861 186
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 579 415 307 149 98
Percentage 11% 46% 25% 17% 53%
Life imprisonment - 8 - - -
2021 Judgments 5,674 802 1,283 783 228
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 573 360 331 127 104
Percentage 10% 45% 26% 16% 47%
Life imprisonment - 6 - - -
2022 Judgments 6,321 819 1,354 782 234
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 730 388 365 125 97
Percentage 12% 47% 27% 16% 41%
Life imprisonment - 3 - - -
2011-2022 Judgments 48,644 14,073 17,440 9,931 1,772
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 5,340 4,788 4,233 2,223 856
Percentage 11% 34% 24% 22% 48%
Life imprisonment - 40 - - -

- A dash indicates that there is no data (i.e. 0).
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Table 18. Judgments, imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) and lifetime imprisonment
judgments for drug offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding
robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences as the principal offence committed between 2011 and
2022 and prosecuted within one year, among persons aged 30-39.

Drug offences/ Violent  Appropriative DUI Sexual
smuggling  offences offences  offences offences
Year (excluding
robbery)
2011 Judgments 1,421 1,460 1,696 865 125
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 276 422 392 285 55
Percentage 19% 29% 23% 33% 44%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2012 Judgments 1,539 1,441 1,807 845 120
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 261 366 447 272 46
Percentage 17% 25% 25% 32% 38%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2013 Judgments 1,476 1,267 1,636 795 155
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 244 355 365 221 67
Percentage 17% 28% 22% 28% 43%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - -
2014 Judgments 1,700 1,217 1,653 764 115
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 265 355 369 268 48
Percentage 16% 29% 22% 35% 42%
Life imprisonment - 3 - - -
2015 Judgments 1,667 1,141 1,567 770 103
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 245 326 344 231 45
Percentage 15% 29% 22% 30% 44%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2016 Judgments 1,787 1,022 1,576 712 104
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 257 328 373 200 41
Percentage 14% 32% 24% 28% 39%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - -
2017 Judgments 2,116 998 1,435 776 120
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 347 336 353 226 50
Percentage 16% 34% 25% 29% 42%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2018 Judgments 2,284 953 1,330 811 158
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 362 323 366 241 72
Percentage 16% 34% 28% 30% 46%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - -
2019 Judgments 2,637 938 1,361 873 167
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 371 335 339 252 80
Percentage 14% 36% 25% 29% 48%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2020 Judgments 3,372 971 1,531 888 168
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 523 363 357 256 85
Percentage 16% 37% 23% 29% 51%
Life imprisonment - 5 - - -
2021 Judgments 3,587 1,036 1,636 869 205
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 470 381 383 217 90
Percentage 14% 37% 23% 25% 44%
Life imprisonment - 7 - - -
2022 Judgments 4,071 1,043 1,753 907 269
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 566 396 455 224 103
Percentage 14% 38% 26% 25% 38%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2011-2022 Judgments 27,657 13,487 18,981 9,875 1,809
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 4,187 4,286 4,543 2,893 782
Percentage 15% 32% 24% 29% 43%
Life imprisonment - 24 - - -

- A dash indicates that there is no data (i.e. 0).
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Table 19. Judgments, imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) and lifetime imprisonment
judgments for drug offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding
robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences as the principal offence committed between 2011 and
2022 and prosecuted within one year, among persons aged 40—49.

Drug offences/ Violent  Appropriative DUI Sexual
smuggling  offences offences  offences offences
Year (excluding
robbery)
2011 Judgments 1,051 1,376 1,636 1,251 111
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 265 353 354 461 46
Percentage 25% 29% 22% 37% 41%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2012 Judgments 959 1,303 1,563 1,172 120
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 188 280 293 394 50
Percentage 20% 25% 19% 34% 42%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2013 Judgments 855 1,217 1,350 1,129 104
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 191 281 259 356 48
Percentage 22% 28% 19% 32% 46%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - -
2014 Judgments 876 1,066 1,280 968 92
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 207 274 247 328 41
Percentage 24% 29% 19% 34% 45%
Life imprisonment - 4 - - -
2015 Judgments 870 977 1,265 877 90
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 183 239 248 321 35
Percentage 21% 29% 20% 37% 39%
Life imprisonment N - N N -
2016 Judgments 857 796 1,197 808 113
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 163 225 232 286 43
Percentage 19% 32% 19% 35% 38%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2017 Judgments 899 783 1,033 823 110
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 190 227 216 293 31
Percentage 21% 34% 21% 36% 28%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2018 Judgments 963 672 982 841 99
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 191 174 182 289 33
Percentage 20% 34% 19% 30% 33%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2019 Judgments 1,104 671 913 810 111
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 195 226 199 289 44
Percentage 18% 36% 22% 36% 40%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - -
2020 Judgments 1,551 726 1,124 725 128
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 267 230 205 278 56
Percentage 17% 37% 18% 38% 44%
Life imprisonment - 6 - - -
2021 Judgments 1,643 702 1,191 709 141
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 266 244 259 243 52
Percentage 16% 37% 22% 34% 37%
Life imprisonment - 6 - - -
2022 Judgments 1,755 809 1,233 799 123
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 253 274 283 251 48
Percentage 14% 38% 23% 31% 39%
Life imprisonment - 3 - - -
2011-2022 Judgments 13,383 11,098 14,767 10,912 1,342
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 2,559 3,027 2,977 3,789 527
Percentage 19% 32% 20% 35% 39%
Life imprisonment - 27 - - -

- A dash indicates that there is no data (i.e. 0).
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Table 20. Judgments, imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) and lifetime imprisonment
judgments for drug offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding
robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences as the principal offence committed between 2011 and
2022 and prosecuted within one year, among persons aged 50-59.

Drug offences/ Violent  Appropriative DUI Sexual
smuggling  offences offences  offences offences
Year (excluding
robbery)
2011 Judgments 626 722 922 972 77
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 174 172 155 365 26
Percentage 28% 29% 17% 38% 34%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2012 Judgments 565 743 1,026 1,004 59
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 127 181 142 360 22
Percentage 22% 25% 14% 36% 37%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - -
2013 Judgments 551 696 983 906 75
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 128 149 125 291 18
Percentage 23% 28% 13% 32% 24%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - -
2014 Judgments 589 650 914 856 63
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 147 145 132 310 20
Percentage 25% 29% 14% 36% 32%
Life imprisonment N N N - N
2015 Judgments 615 638 850 864 68
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 180 143 110 319 15
Percentage 29% 29% 13% 37% 22%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2016 Judgments 558 562 947 798 56
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 128 138 115 295 12
Percentage 23% 32% 12% 37% 21%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2017 Judgments 581 524 778 837 110
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 131 126 125 311 22
Percentage 23% 34% 16% 37% 20%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2018 Judgments 632 521 734 833 99
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 151 142 116 309 21
Percentage 24% 34% 16% 37% 21%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2019 Judgments 706 445 723 816 111
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 154 116 107 301 19
Percentage 22% 36% 15% 37% 17%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2020 Judgments 818 507 788 733 128
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 167 149 116 279 29
Percentage 20% 37% 15% 38% 23%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -
2021 Judgments 899 472 819 669 141
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 153 116 116 232 16
Percentage 17% 37% 14% 35% 11%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2022 Judgments 824 491 787 796 123
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 134 137 108 289 32
Percentage 16% 38% 14% 36% 26%
Life imprisonment - 5 - - -
2011-2022 Judgments 7,964 6,971 10,271 10,084 1,342
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 1,774 1,714 1,467 3,661 252
Percentage 15% 32% 14% 36% 19%
Life imprisonment - 13 - - -

- A dash indicates that there is no data (i.e. 0).
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Table 21. Judgments, imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) and lifetime imprisonment
judgments for drug offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding
robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences as the principal offence committed between 2011 and
2022 and prosecuted within one year, among persons aged 60—69.

Drug offences/ Violent  Appropriative DUI Sexual
smuggling  offences offences  offences offences
Year (excluding
robbery)
2011 Judgments 114 279 301 592 48
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 41 53 23 218 9
Percentage 36% 19% 8% 37% 19%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2012 Judgments 116 394 357 558 41
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 31 58 21 206 14
Percentage 27% 15% 6% 37% 34%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2013 Judgments 142 273 338 533 38
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 37 38 26 177 13
Percentage 26% 14% 8% 33% 34%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2014 Judgments 155 253 300 527 37
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 61 43 27 192 8
Percentage 39% 17% 9% 36% 22%
Life imprisonment N N N - N
2015 Judgments 142 261 312 497 44
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 37 39 20 206 7
Percentage 26% 15% 6% 41% 16%
Life imprisonment N - N N -
2016 Judgments 148 187 279 426 42
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 37 34 17 178 5
Percentage 25% 18% 8% 42% 12%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2017 Judgments 181 195 305 484 30
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 47 28 23 180 4
Percentage 26% 14% 8% 37% 13%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2018 Judgments 180 185 291 448 34
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 47 32 22 182 5
Percentage 26% 17% 8% 41% 15%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2019 Judgments 233 155 317 443 42
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 55 27 24 157 10
Percentage 22% 17% 8% 35% 24%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - -
2020 Judgments 289 197 338 411 52
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 65 38 23 189 12
Percentage 22% 19% 7% 46% 23%
Life imprisonment N N N N N
2021 Judgments 308 214 378 410 44
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 60 46 20 144 13
Percentage 19% 21% 5% 35% 30%
Life imprisonment - 1 - - -
2022 Judgments 291 205 374 458 48
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 65 38 26 170 13
Percentage 22% 19% 7% 37% 27%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2011-2022 Judgments 2,299 2,698 3,890 5,787 500
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 583 474 272 2,199 113
Percentage 25% 18% 7% 38% 23%
Life imprisonment - 2 - - -

- A dash indicates that there is no data (i.e. 0).
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Table 22. Judgments, imprisonment judgments (including life sentences) and lifetime imprisonment
judgments for drug offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding
robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences as the principal offence committed between 2011 and
2022 and prosecuted within one year, among persons aged 70 and over.

Drug offences/ Violent  Appropriative DUI Sexual
smuggling  offences offences  offences offences
Year (excluding
robbery)
2011 Judgments 3 74 100 106 10
Imprisonment (including life sentences) - 2 1 26 4
Percentage - 3% 1% 25% 40%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2012 Judgments 4 71 111 121 14
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 3 3 - 30 2
Percentage 75% 4% - 25% 14%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2013 Judgments 8 69 83 115 15
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 4 2 - 34 5
Percentage 50% 3% - 30% 33%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2014 Judgments 4 88 80 125 17
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 2 3 1 25 5
Percentage 50% 3% 1% 20% 29%
Life imprisonment N N N - N
2015 Judgments 8 79 88 141 16
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 2 6 - 46 5
Percentage 25% 8% - 33% 31%
Life imprisonment N - N N -
2016 Judgments 11 81 108 153 13
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 3 5 2 46 3
Percentage 27% 18% 2% 30% 23%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2017 Judgments 8 90 85 143 19
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 2 7 3 49 4
Percentage 25% 6% 4% 34% 21%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2018 Judgments 23 94 97 133 16
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 7 5 3 45 3
Percentage 30% 5% 3% 34% 19%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2019 Judgments 19 79 98 151 20
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 5 9 2 49 6
Percentage 26% 11% 2% 32% 30%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2020 Judgments 27 82 102 113 15
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 4 9 2 32 5
Percentage 15% 11% 2% 28% 33%
Life imprisonment N N N N N
2021 Judgments 18 104 125 142 27
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 8 13 6 57 6
Percentage 44% 13% 5% 40% 22%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2022 Judgments 24 102 128 186 26
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 5 12 7 48 5
Percentage 21% 12% 5% 26% 19%
Life imprisonment - - - - -
2011-2022 Judgments 157 1,013 1,205 1,629 208
Imprisonment (including life sentences) 45 76 27 487 53
Percentage 29% 8% 2% 30% 25%

Life imprisonment

- A dash indicates that there is no data (i.e. 0).
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Table 23. Sentencing volume (in years) and average and median sentence length in imprisonment
judgments (excluding life sentences) (in months) between 2011 and 2022, for principle offences
committed between 2011 and 2022 and prosecuted within one year, by age group.

Upto Age 18- Age22- Age30- Age40- Age50- Age60- Age 70 or

vear age 21 29 39 49 59 69 older
2011 Sentencing volume (years) - 866 2068 1620 1231 650 182 9
Sentence length (months), average - 10.8 10.5 9.6 7.1 6.5 4.9 2.6
Sentence length (months), median - 6 4 3 2 2 1 1
2012 Sentencing volume (years) 9 798 1858 1363 992 526 182 18
Sentence length (months), average  35.1 11.0 9.8 8.4 6.8 5.0 5.3 4.0
Sentence length (months), median 6 6 4 3 2 2 1 1
2013 Sentencing volume (years) 0 692 1771 1469 969 548 172 25
Sentence length (months), average 3.0 12.0 10.3 9.8 7.1 6.3 5.1 4.9
Sentence length (months), median 3 6 4 3 2 2 1 1
2014 Sentencing volume (years) 2 604 1878 1497 881 575 200 34
Sentence length (months), average 4.8 11.7 10.8 9.9 7.2 6.5 6.0 8.1
Sentence length (months), median 4 7 4 3 2 2 1 1
2015 Sentencing volume (years) - 585 1780 1461 915 594 124 38
Sentence length (months), average - 12.4 11.0 10.4 7.7 6.7 3.8 6.2
Sentence length (months), median - 6 4 3 2 2 1 1
2016 Sentencing volume (years) 3 743 1641 1379 1006 440 154 19
Sentence length (months), average 12.5 14.9 10.9 10.1 9.4 5.7 5.2 3.2
Sentence length (months), median 12 10 4 3 2 2 1 1
2017 Sentencing volume (years) 3 968 1992 1654 792 489 133 20
Sentence length (months), average  39.5 16.6 13.0 11.2 7.7 6.4 4.5 3.2
Sentence length (months), median 40 11 5 3 2 2 1 1
2018 Sentencing volume (years) 3 1145 2501 1872 995 640 182 32
Sentence length (months), average  13.8 18.5 15.4 12.2 10.3 8.0 5.9 4.8
Sentence length (months), median 14 12 6 4 2 2 2 1
2019 Sentencing volume (years) 21 1184 2710 2039 1058 589 224 40
Sentence length (months), average  51.9 18.4 15.7 13.0 10.3 7.7 7.3 5.3
Sentence length (months), median 67 12 6 4 3 2 1 1
2020 Sentencing volume (years) 11 1474 3019 2405 1280 702 259 38
Sentence length (months), average  34.2 19.8 16.5 13.3 11.3 8.9 7.6 7.0
Sentence length (months), median 31 14 7 4 3 2 1 1
2021 Sentencing volume (years) 17 1623 2889 2331 1254 601 211 56
Sentence length (months), average  51.6 21.0 16.7 13.4 10.9 8.3 6.9 6.0
Sentence length (months), median 50 15 6 4 2 2 2 1
2022 Sentencing volume (years) 41 2337 3342 2471 1222 524 187 84
Sentence length (months), average  61.7 26.2 17.1 125 10.3 6.9 5.6 9.9
Sentence length (months), median 70 18 7 4 2 2 1 1
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Table 24. Sentencing volume (in years) for imprisonment judgments for drug offences/smuggling,
violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences as
the principal offence committed between 2011 and 2022 and prosecuted within one year, among all
cases and broken down by sex.

Drug offences/ Appropriative offences
smuggling Violent offences (excluding robbery) DUI offences Sexual offences

All
2011 2,203 2,283 793 242 638
2012 1,620 2,071 800 219 565
2013 1,660 2,123 773 199 564
2014 1,665 2,054 773 205 537
2015 1,567 2,087 744 201 484
2016 1,727 2,232 733 179 446
2017 2,048 2,323 635 195 542
2018 2,170 2,735 681 190 651
2019 2,428 2,898 567 185 887
2020 3,025 3,196 468 179 976
2021 3,009 3,063 580 160 962
2022 3,478 3,287 588 171 1,171
Men
2011 2,059 2,156 719 218 632
2012 1,514 1,965 734 198 563
2013 1,568 2,004 711 183 559
2014 1,582 1,968 694 185 531
2015 1,476 1,966 676 179 482
2016 1,640 2,085 674 157 442
2017 1,918 2,217 570 170 539
2018 2,009 2,608 620 165 643
2019 2,246 2,707 513 159 875
2020 2,842 2,909 431 156 966
2021 2,799 2,856 535 141 928
2022 3,151 3,111 535 149 1,158
Women
2011 143 127 74 23 6
2012 105 107 65 21 2
2013 92 119 61 16 5
2014 82 86 79 20 7
2015 92 121 68 22 2
2016 86 146 59 22 4
2017 130 106 65 25 3
2018 162 127 61 26 9
2019 182 191 54 26 12
2020 183 288 38 22 11
2021 210 207 45 20 35
2022 327 175 53 22 13
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Table 25. Sentencing volume (in years) for imprisonment judgments for drug offences/smuggling,
violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences as
the principal offence committed between 2011 and 2022 and prosecuted within one year, by age

group.

Drug offences/ Appropriative offences
smuggling Violent offences (excluding robbery) DUI offences Sexual offences

Age 15-17

2011 - - - - -
2012 - 8 0 - -
2013 - - 0 - -
2014 0 1 - - -
2015 - - - - -
2016 1 2 - - -
2017 - 3 - - -
2018 1 2 - - -
2019 1 20 - - -
2020 - 10 - - -
2021 - 15 - - 1
2022 - 34 0 - 6
Age 18-21

2011 70 337 60 9 31
2012 72 282 62 8 78
2013 74 294 38 8 42
2014 46 197 44 5 66
2015 75 197 37 5 35
2016 112 310 38 4 35
2017 146 388 36 3 73
2018 195 410 47 3 94
2019 168 494 30 2 124
2020 262 592 21 3 176
2021 368 655 41 2 142
2022 510 868 41 4 226
Age 22-29

2011 379 698 195 30 160
2012 310 672 194 28 95
2013 336 700 164 24 120
2014 308 691 163 26 143
2015 309 603 147 26 128
2016 397 546 147 22 103
2017 519 688 133 28 138
2018 596 849 121 21 165
2019 707 888 139 23 255
2020 864 997 112 20 231
2021 887 849 148 16 272
2022 1,104 959 135 14 270
Age 30-39

2011 391 541 168 39 128
2012 304 441 165 35 132
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Drug offences/

Appropriative offences

smuggling Violent offences (excluding robbery) DUI offences Sexual offences

2013 304 479 144 29 172
2014 345 496 146 35 120
2015 307 533 110 29 115
2016 332 479 132 26 80
2017 399 625 138 29 118
2018 442 603 155 31 184
2019 483 675 121 33 224
2020 740 730 109 32 228
2021 719 718 145 25 258
2022 762 657 183 26 322
Age 40-49

2011 349 365 122 57 107
2012 201 330 89 48 121
2013 214 302 95 47 120
2014 247 263 82 42 94
2015 190 306 91 41 99
2016 244 373 79 36 122
2017 214 250 61 35 96
2018 251 350 73 35 71
2019 278 351 68 36 139
2020 341 432 60 33 167
2021 390 383 76 29 154
2022 307 411 78 29 168
Age 50-59

2011 192 194 52 47 67
2012 115 198 32 43 46
2013 128 206 33 36 37
2014 144 238 39 38 33
2015 202 201 33 38 34
2016 121 160 33 36 25
2017 139 159 29 39 46
2018 149 264 34 39 50
2019 169 211 25 35 41
2020 212 228 30 33 93
2021 194 189 26 28 42
2022 163 142 27 33 78
Age 60-69

2011 51 30 6 24 22
2012 37 55 6 24 30
2013 49 38 6 20 19
2014 63 73 7 23 18
2015 25 38 3 25 16
2016 38 62 3 20 7
2017 40 33 5 22 11
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Drug offences/

Appropriative offences

smuggling Violent offences (excluding robbery) DUI offences Sexual offences

2018 48 78 6 22 8
2019 79 65 9 17 21
2020 78 80 3 22 41
2021 52 86 4 18 24
2022 62 40 4 19 30
Age 70 or

older

2011 - 1 0 2 2
2012 8 1 - 3 2
2013 14 1 - 4 4
2014 4 10 0 3 9
2015 2 19 - 5 10
2016 1 4 0 5 2
2017 3 3 0 5 7
2018 7 11 0 5 5
2019 9 15 1 5 9
2020 6 18 0 3 6
2021 7 24 3 6 13
2022 3 57 1 5 12
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Table 26. Average and median sentence length (in months) for imprisonment judgments for drug
offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding robbery), DUI offences and
sexual offences as the principal offence committed between 2011 and 2022 and prosecuted within
one year, among all cases and broken down by sex.

Drug offences/ Appropriative offences

smuggling Violent offences (excluding robbery) DUI offences Sexual offences
Year Average Median Average Median Average Median Average Median Average Median
All
2011 17.3 6 14.9 6 4.7 3 15 1 28.8 24
2012 14.2 6 14.6 6 45 3 1.5 1 26.0 24
2013 15.0 6 16.8 8 4.7 2 15 1 27.0 24
2014 14.2 6 16.4 8 4.9 3 15 1 26.6 24
2015 14.2 6 18.3 9 4.8 3 1.5 1 27.5 24
2016 155 6 19.1 9 4.8 2 1.5 1 24.9 24
2017 15.2 6 20.6 10 4.3 2 15 1 26.7 24
2018 15.7 6 25.7 12 4.9 2 1.5 1 27.2 24
2019 16.7 6 25.8 14 4.4 2 15 1 30.3 27
2020 17.6 6 26.1 14 3.8 2 15 1 31.0 26
2021 18.6 7 25.9 12 4.5 2 14 1 30.8 26
2022 185 6 255 14 4.5 2 14 1 36.0 33
Men
2011 17.5 7 14.7 6 4.8 3 1.5 1 29.0 24
2012 14.4 6 14.4 6 4.7 3 1.5 1 25.9 24
2013 15.2 6 16.7 8 4.7 3 1.5 1 27.1 24
2014 14.4 6 16.4 8 49 3 1.5 1 26.8 24
2015 14.3 6 18.1 8 4.9 3 1.5 1 27.5 24
2016 15.7 6 18.7 9 49 3 1.5 1 25.0 24
2017 15.3 6 20.7 10 4.4 2 1.5 1 26.8 24
2018 15.6 6 25.7 12 5.0 3 1.5 1 27.6 24
2019 16.8 6 255 12 4.5 2 15 1 30.2 27
2020 17.7 6 25.4 12 3.9 2 15 1 31.0 26
2021 18.7 7 25.6 12 4.8 2 1.4 1 30.6 26
2022 18.3 6 25.6 14 4.6 2 1.4 1 36.1 35
Women
2011 141 6 20.3 11 4.0 2 1.4 1 18.2 20
2012 12.2 5 18.0 12 3.4 2 13 1 30.3 30
2013 12.3 5 19.6 11 4.2 2 1.3 1 22.2 20
2014 11.4 4 14.7 8 4.6 2 1.4 1 16.4 8
2015 12.4 6 23.0 12 4.0 2 1.3 1 24.3 24
2016 12.8 4 24.8 12 3.4 2 1.4 1 14.8 18
2017 13.8 6 19.0 13 4.0 2 1.4 1 18.3 18
2018 16.5 6 26.2 15 3.8 1 1.4 1 13.0 6
2019 15.1 6 31.3 18 3.6 1 1.4 1 36.5 9
2020 15.8 6 36.1 18 2.6 1 14 1 32.7 32
2021 17.5 6 32.2 18 2.8 1 1.4 1 38.4 37
2022 20.5 7 23.9 12 34 1 14 1 26.6 12
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Table 27. Average and median sentence length (in months) for imprisonment judgments for drug
offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences (excluding robbery), DUI offences and
sexual offences as the principal offence committed between 2011 and 2022 and prosecuted within
one year, by age group.

Drug offences/ Appropriative offences
smuggling Violent offences (excluding robbery) DUI offences Sexual offences

Year Average Median Average Median Average Median Average Median  Average Median
Age 15-17 - - - - - - - - -
2011 - - 97.3 97 6.0 6 - - - -
2012 - - - - 3.0 3 - - - -
2013 - - 7.0 7 - - - - - -
2014 1.0 1 - - - - - - - -
2015 - - 12.7 13 - - - - - -
2016 12.2 12 39.5 40 - - - - - -
2017 - - 13.6 14 - - - - - -
2018 14.2 14 83.1 85 - - - - - -
2019 9.0 9 40.9 49 - - - - - -
2020 - - 90.7 91 - - - - - -
2021 - - 83.1 85 4.0 - - - 15.2 15
2022 - - - 13 6.0 4 - - 73.0 73
Age 18-21

2011 8.7 5 15.5 8 4.7 3 1.3 1 20.2 20
2012 9.1 5 15.8 9 5.6 4 1.4 1 21.0 21
2013 11.1 5 21.4 10 4.8 3 1.6 1 23.3 19
2014 7.7 4 18.0 12 5.4 3 1.5 1 211 18
2015 11.0 5 205 12 5.1 3 1.4 1 23.8 20
2016 11.7 5 26.2 16 6.4 4 1.5 1 17.6 16
2017 13.3 6 29.7 16 5.0 3 1.2 1 22.2 22
2018 13.6 5 335 21 7.3 4 1.4 1 26.1 23
2019 12.4 6 33.9 21 4.3 2 1.2 1 24.8 21
2020 15.3 7 33.3 21 3.2 2 1.5 1 27.4 24
2021 18.6 14 38.5 20 4.8 2 1.2 1 25.4 21
2022 20.9 12 47.1 28 7.2 2 1.3 1 39.3 37
Age 22-29

2011 13.3 6 17.6 9 5.1 3 1.5 1 30.0 24
2012 11.8 6 16.5 8 5.1 4 1.6 1 23.7 24
2013 12.7 5 19.4 8 5.1 3 15 1 29.2 25
2014 11.2 6 19.0 9 5.2 3 15 1 31.0 30
2015 11.8 6 22.1 12 5.1 3 15 1 24.6 24
2016 13.1 6 19.3 12 5.7 3 15 1 26.0 24
2017 14.0 6 24.0 12 5.5 3 1.8 1 28.1 28
2018 15.1 6 30.1 16 5.5 3 1.4 1 29.1 24
2019 16.5 6 28.9 18 5.4 3 15 1 32.0 27
2020 18.1 7 29.8 18 4.4 2 1.6 1 28.7 27
2021 18.8 8 29.2 18 5.4 2 15 1 318 27
2022 18.4 8 30.3 18 4.5 2 1.4 1 33.9 32
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Drug offences/

Appropriative offences

smuggling Violent offences (excluding robbery) DUI offences Sexual offences

Year Average Median Average Median Average Median Average Median ~ Average Median
Age 30-39

2011 17.2 8 15.6 7 5.2 3 1.7 1 28.3 24
2012 14.2 6 14.6 6 45 2 1.6 1 34.9 30
2013 15.1 6 16.4 8 4.8 3 1.6 1 31.3 27
2014 15.9 6 17.2 9 4.8 3 1.6 1 30.4 30
2015 15.3 6 20.0 10 3.9 2 1.6 1 31.1 26
2016 15.7 6 17.8 10 4.3 2 1.6 1 23.6 24
2017 14.0 6 22.8 12 4.8 3 15 1 28.7 24
2018 14.9 6 22.8 12 5.2 3 1.5 1 31.1 27
2019 15.8 5 245 12 4.3 3 1.6 1 34.0 30
2020 17.2 6 24.8 13 3.7 2 1.5 1 32.6 28
2021 18.6 6 234 13 4.6 2 14 1 34.9 29
2022 16.4 5 20.3 12 4.9 2 1.4 1 38.1 37
Age 40-49

2011 16.0 6 12.6 6 4.2 2 1.5 1 28.4 30
2012 13.0 6 14.4 6 3.7 2 15 1 29.4 24
2013 13.7 6 13.1 6 4.5 2 1.6 1 30.4 27
2014 14.5 6 11.8 6 4.0 2 15 1 27.8 24
2015 12.6 5 15.6 8 4.4 2 15 1 34.4 24
2016 18.2 6 20.3 9 4.2 2 15 1 34.5 30
2017 13.7 5 13.4 9 35 2 14 1 37.6 30
2018 16.0 6 24.8 10 4.9 2 15 1 26.2 27
2019 17.3 6 19.0 10 4.1 2 15 1 38.4 30
2020 15.5 5 235 10 3.6 2 1.4 1 36.3 24
2021 17.8 6 19.6 9 3.6 1 14 1 36.0 27
2022 14.8 4 18.4 12 3.3 1 1.4 1 425 37
Age 50-59

2011 134 6 13.7 4 4.0 2 1.6 1 31.2 29
2012 11.0 4 134 4 2.7 2 15 1 25.5 24
2013 12.2 5 16.9 6 3.3 2 15 1 24.9 24
2014 11.9 4 20.0 6 3.6 2 15 1 20.0 11
2015 13.6 6 17.3 6 3.7 2 14 1 27.9 24
2016 11.5 4 14.1 6 3.5 2 15 1 25.8 24
2017 12.9 5 15.3 6 2.8 2 15 1 25.2 25
2018 12.0 4 22.7 10 3.6 2 15 1 29.0 27
2019 13.4 5 225 6 2.9 1 14 1 26.0 24
2020 15.5 5 18.9 9 3.2 2 14 1 38.9 29
2021 15.4 4 19.9 9 2.7 1 15 1 317 26
2022 14.8 4 13.1 9 3.1 1 14 1 29.8 26
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Drug offences/

Appropriative offences

smuggling Violent offences (excluding robbery) DUI offences Sexual offences
Year Average Median Average Median Average Median Average Median ~ Average Median
Age 60-69
2011 15.1 5 6.8 3 3.0 2 1.4 1 29.8 24
2012 14.4 6 11.5 4 3.4 2 1.4 1 26.3 20
2013 16.0 6 12.3 4 3.0 2 1.4 1 17.6 10
2014 12.6 6 20.6 4 3.1 2 1.4 1 28.1 27
2015 8.1 5 11.8 6 2.1 2 15 1 28.6 31
2016 12.6 6 22.2 8 2.2 1 1.4 1 16.2 12
2017 10.4 3 14.5 4 2.8 2 15 1 32.7 35
2018 12.4 5 29.7 9 3.4 2 1.5 1 19.8 24
2019 17.5 6 30.6 14 4.4 2 1.3 1 25.8 29
2020 14.6 5 255 10 1.8 1 1.4 1 414 27
2021 10.6 4 23.2 5 2.6 1 15 1 22.3 24
2022 11.5 4 12.9 6 2.1 1 1.4 1 27.9 27
Aged 70
and
over - - 7.0 7 1.0 1 1.1 1 6.0 7
2012 33.1 43 2.3 2 - - 1.3 1 12.7 12
2013 425 55 7.6 8 - - 1.3 1 10.5 6
2014 25.3 25 426 3 1.0 1 1.4 1 21.8 22
2015 14.7 15 385 40 - - 1.3 1 235 24
2016 6.1 4 8.9 10 1.5 2 1.4 1 9.1 6
2017 19.7 20 5.5 4 1.8 1 1.3 1 19.8 17
2018 11.4 12 26.3 18 1.7 2 1.3 1 19.2 18
2019 21.3 12 19.8 10 3.2 3 1.3 1 18.2 13
2020 18.7 15 23.8 14 1.5 2 1.2 1 15.2 5
2021 10.5 5 22.4 4 5.2 1 1.2 1 27.0 18
2022 6.5 3 57.4 6 2.3 1 1.4 1 30.4 24
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Appendix 3. Legislative changes 2011—2022
Table 28 summarises the legislative changes that have taken place within the crime

categories “drug offences/smuggling”, “violent offences”, “appropriative offences”,
“DUI offences” and “sexual offences” during the period 2011—2022. Note that each
government bill may contain legislative changes relating to several different crime
categories. However, for each bill, only those changes that explicitly concern offences
within the crime categories examined are described here. For each bill, the column
furthest to the right indicates whether it is included in the time series analysis for the
respective crime category. Bills are included in the time series analysis if the types of
offences described together account for at least 10 per cent of imprisonment judgments

within the crime category, based on the latest prosecution statistics (Bra 2025).

Table 28. Legislative changes relating to drug offences/smuggling, violent offences, appropriative offences
(excluding robbery), DUI offences and sexual offences, 2011-2022.

Crime category and Harsher penalties and expansion of the scope of Proportion of Included in
corresponding government bill  criminalisation imprisonment judgments the time
in the crime category series

according to prosecution analysis
statistics for 2024

Drug offences/smuggling
Govt Bill 2015/16:111 Exceptionally

serious drug offences*® (entered es
into force on 1 July 2016)
Serious drug offence The penalty range has been set as imprisonment for a 20.2%
minimum of two and a maximum of seven years
Serious drug smuggling The penalty range has been set as imprisonment for a 2.7%
minimum of two and a maximum of seven years
Exceptionally serious drug offence New offence. The penalty range has been set as imprisonment 3.1%
for a minimum of six and a maximum of ten years
Exceptionally serious drug New offence. The penalty range has been set as imprisonment 1.2%
smuggling for a minimum of six and a maximum of ten years
Govt Bill 2019/2020:200 A stricter No

approach to the handling of
firearms and explosive
substances** (entered into force on

Minor weapons smuggling The penalty range has been set as a fine or imprisonment for 0.0%
up to six months (previously a fixed fine for minor smuggling)

Weapons smuggling The penalty range has been set as imprisonment for up to three 0.2%
years (previously a fine or imprisonment for up to two years for
smuggling)

Gross weapons smuggling The penalty range has been set as imprisonment for a 0.0%

minimum of two and a maximum of five years (previously
imprisonment for a minimum of six months and a maximum of
six years for gross smuggling)

Exceptionally gross weapons New offence. The penalty range has been set as imprisonment 0.0%
smuggling for a minimum of four and a maximum of seven years
Smuggling of explosive substances The penalty range has been set as a fine or imprisonment for 0.0%

up to three years (previously a fine or imprisonment for up to

two years for smuggling)
Gross smuggling of explosive The penalty range has been set as imprisonment for a 0.0%
substances minimum of two and a maximum of five years (previously

imprisonment for a minimum of six months and a maximum of

six years for gross smuggling)

43 The previous penalty ranges for serious drug offences and serious drug smuggling, carrying a minimum of two years’ and a
maximum of ten years’ imprisonment, were split, and two new offence classifications were introduced: exceptionally serious
drug offences and exceptionally serious drug smuggling.

4 The offences of weapons smuggling and smuggling of explosive substances were removed from Section 3 and became new
provisions under Sections 6a and 6b.
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Exceptionally gross smuggling of explosive New offence. The penalty range has been set as 0.0%
substances imprisonment for a minimum of four and a
maximum of seven years
Violent offences
Govt Bill 2012/13:69 Intrusive photography No
(entered into force on 1 July 2013)
Intrusive photography New offence. The penalty range has been set as 0.0%
a fine or imprisonment for up to two years
Unlawful stalking Expanded to include criminal acts constituting 1.8%
intrusive photography
Govt Bill 2012/13:108 Greater criminal law Yes
protection in cases of gross violation of
integrity and gross violation of a woman’s
integrity (entered into force on 1 July 2013)
Gross violation of integrity The minimum sentence was increased from 3.1%
imprisonment for six months to imprisonment for
nine months; expanded to include damage to
property offences under Chapter 12 of the
Criminal Code and restraining order violations
Gross violation of a woman'’s integrity The minimum sentence was increased from 6.4%
imprisonment for six months to imprisonment for
nine months; expanded to include damage to
property offences and restraining order
violations
Govt Bill 2015/16:113 Better law No
enforcement tools to combat organised
crime® (entered into force on 1 July 2016)
Gross unlawful coercion New circumstances have been introduced that 0.6%
must be taken into account in particular when
assessing whether an offence is gross
Gross unlawful threat ) ) 6.6%
New circumstances have been introduced that
must be taken into account in particular when
assessing whether an offence is gross
Govt Bill 2015/16:150 Criminal law No
protection against unauthorised use of
identity (entered into force on 1 July 2016)
Unlawful use of identity New offence. The penalty range has been set as 0.0%
a fine or imprisonment for up to two years
Unlawful stalking Expanded to include criminal acts constituting 1.8%
unlawful use of identity
Govt Bill 2016/17:108 Penalty ranges for Yes
certain serious violent offences (entered into
force on 1 July 2017)
Aggravated assault The minimum sentence has been increased 19.6%
from imprisonment for one year to imprisonment
for one year and six months
Exceptionally aggravated assault The minimum sentence has been increased 0.4%
from imprisonment for four years to
imprisonment for five years
Gross unlawful coercion The minimum sentence has been increased 0.6%
from imprisonment for six months to
imprisonment for nine months
Gross unlawful threat The minimum sentence has been increased 6.6%
from imprisonment for six months to
imprisonment for nine months
Gross robbery The minimum sentence has been increased 0.6%
from imprisonment for four years to
imprisonment for five years
Gross extortion The minimum sentence has been increased 2.2%

from imprisonment for one year to imprisonment
for one year and six months

45 The introduction of the new qualification criteria for gross unlawful coercion and gross unlawful threats (e.g. the use of violence,
weapons or explosives) may have led to more offences being classified as gross and to a higher range of penalties being applied.
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Govt Bill 2016/17:222 Strong criminal law No
protection for personal privacy (entered into
force on 1 January 2019)
Unlawful breach of privacy New offence. The penalty range has been set as a 0.1%
fine or imprisonment for up to two years
Gross unlawful breach of privacy New offence. The penalty range has been set as 0.2%
imprisonment for a minimum of six months and a
maximum of four years
Unlawful threats Expanded to include fear for one’s own or another 3.9%
person’s safety, liberty or peace
Molestation Expanded to include additional criminal acts 0.1%
Unlawful stalking Expanded to include criminal acts constituting 1.8%
unlawful breach of privacy
Govt Bill 2017/18:123 Criminal law No
protection against human trafficking and
exploitation (entered into force on 1 July
2018)
Human trafficking Liability for negligence is introduced in relation to 0.0%
the age of minors. The minimum sentence for less
serious human trafficking offences has been
increased from a minimum term of imprisonment to
imprisonment for a minimum of six months
Human exploitation New offence. The penalty range has been set as 0.0%
imprisonment for up to four years
Gross human exploitation New offence. The penalty range has been set as 0.1%
imprisonment for a minimum of two and a maximurr
of ten years
Govt Bill 2020/21:74 A specific criminal No
provision concerning incitement to commit
suicide (entered into force on 1 May 2021)
Incitement to commit suicide New offence. The penalty range has been set as 0.0%
imprisonment for up to two years
Negligent incitement to commit suicide New offence. The penalty range has been set as a 0.0%
fine or imprisonment for up to six months
Unlawful stalking Expanded to also include incitement to commit 1.8%
suicide and negligent incitement to commit suicide
Govt Bill 2020/21:170 Children who witness No
crime (entered into force on 1 July 2021)
Violation of a child’s integrity New offence. The penalty range has been set as 3.1%
imprisonment for up to two years
Minor violation of a child’s integrity New offence. The penalty range has been set as a included in the
imprisonment for up to six months violation of a child’s
Gross violation of a child’s integrity New offence. The penalty range has been set as 0.0%
imprisonment for a minimum of nine months and a
maximum of four years
Govt Bill 2020/21:217 Harsher penalties for Yes
violence and other forms of abuse in close
relationships (entered into force on 1
Gross violation of integrity The minimum sentence has been increased from 3.1%
imprisonment for nine months to imprisonment for
one year. Expanded to include defamation
Gross violation of a woman'’s integrity The minimum sentence has been increased from 6.4%
imprisonment for nine months to imprisonment for
one year. Expanded to include defamation
Unlawful stalking Expanded to include defamation 1.8%
Govt Bill 2021/22:138 A specific offence No
related to honour-based violence and
oppression (entered into force on 1 January
2022)
Honour-based violence and oppression New offence. The penalty range has been set as 0.0%

imprisonment for a minimum of one and a
maximum of six years
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Govt Bill 2021/22:194 More modern criminal No
law protection against breaches of domestic

peace and unlawful trespass (entered into

force on 1 July 2022)

Breach of domiciliary peace The maximum sentence has been increased from a 0.1%
fine to imprisonment for up to one year

Unlawful trespass The maximum sentence has been increased from a included in the

fine to imprisonment for up to one year percentage for breach of

domiciliary peace

Gross breach of domiciliary peace The penalty range has been increased from 3.4%

imprisonment for up to two years to imprisonment
for a minimum of six months and a maximum of
three years

Gross unlawful trespass The penalty range has been increased from included in the

imprisonment for up to two years to imprisonment percentage for gross

for a minimum of six months and a maximum of breach of domiciliary

three years peace
Appropriative offences (excluding No
robbery)

Govt Bill 2016/17:131 Gross invoice fraud
and other property offences (entered into
force on 1 July 2017)

Minor appropriation of a vehicle The maximum sentence has been increased from a 0.5%%
fine to imprisonment for six months

Unlawful dispossession The maximum sentence has been increased from 0.8%
imprisonment for six months to imprisonment for
one year

Gross unlawful dispossession The penalty range has been increased from included in the
imprisonment for up to two years to imprisonment  percentage for unlawful
for a minimum of six months and a maximum of dispossession
four years

Govt Bill 2020/21:52 Trespass orders for Yes

shops and enhanced criminal law protection
against appropriative offences (entered into
force on 1 March 2021)

Burglary* New offence. The penalty range has been set as 8.9%
imprisonment for a minimum of one year and a
maximum of six years
Gross theft New circumstances have been introduced that must
be taken into account in particular when assessing
whether an offence is gross

DUI offences
No legislative changes during the study period*®

Sexual offences No

Govt Bill 2012/13:111 Tougher legislation on
sexual offences (entered into force on 1 July

2013)

Gross sexual assault of a child The minimum sentence has been increased from 4.7%
imprisonment for six months to imprisonment for
one year

Other The definition of rape has been expanded to

include the improper exploitation of a person’s
intense fear

Govt Bill 2016/17:214 More effective No
legislation to combat adult contact with

children for sexual purposes (entered into

force on 1 January 2018)

Contact with a child for sexual The maximum sentence has been increased from 0.1%
purposes imprisonment for one year to imprisonment for two
years

46 This figure is most likely an overestimate, as prosecution statistics do not distinguish between minor appropriation of a vehicle
and appropriation of a vehicle of a standard degree.

47 Prior to the legislative change, burglary was routinely classified as gross theft. The new classification also entails an increase
in the minimum sentence from imprisonment for six months to imprisonment for one year.

48 Harsher penalties for DUI offences were last introduced on 1 January 1994 (Govt Bill 1993/94:44 Gross DUI, etc.), at which
time the maximum sentence for gross DUI was increased from imprisonment for one year to imprisonment for two years.
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Govt Bill 2017/18:123 Criminal law protection
against human trafficking and exploitation
(entered into force on 1 July 2018)

Gross procuring The maximum sentence has been increased from 0.5% No
imprisonment for eight years to imprisonment for ten years

Govt Bill 2017/18:177 New legislation on

sexual offences based on voluntary

participation (entered into force on 1 July

2018)

Gross rape The minimum sentence has been increased from 3.4% Yes
imprisonment for four years to imprisonment for five years

Gross rape of a child The minimum sentence has been increased from 4.9%
imprisonment for four years to imprisonment for five years

Negligent rape New offence. The maximum sentence has been set as 2.8%
imprisonment for four years

Negligent sexual assault New offence. The maximum sentence has been set as 0.0%
imprisonment for four years

Other It is no longer necessary for the perpetrator to have used
violence or threats, or to have exploited the victim’s
particularly vulnerable situation, in order to be convicted of,
for example, rape. The threshold to be deemed a criminal
offence is instead determined by whether participation in a
sexual act is voluntary or not.

Govt Bill 2018/19:157 Criminal law measures 0.7% No

to combat the exploitation of children through

the purchase of sexual acts (entered into

force on 1 January 2020)

Exploitation of a child through the purchase The minimum sentence has been increased from a fine to

of a sexual act imprisonment; the maximum sentence has been increased
to imprisonment for four years

Govt Bill 2021/22:231 A tougher stance on Yes

rape and other sexual offences (entered into

force on 1 August 2022)

Rape The minimum sentence has been increased from 41.1%
imprisonment for two years to imprisonment for three years.
For less serious cases, the minimum sentence has been
increased from a minimum term of imprisonment to
imprisonment for six months

Rape of a child The minimum sentence has been increased from 19.1%
imprisonment for two years to imprisonment for three years

Sexual assault The minimum sentence has been increased from a 2.6%
minimum term of imprisonment to imprisonment for six
months

Sexual assault of a child The minimum sentence has been increased from a 4.7%

Gross sexual assault

Gross sexual assault of a child

Exploitation of a child for sexual
posing
Purchase of sexual services

Exploitation of a child through the
purchase of a sexual act

Sexual molestation of a child

Gross sexual molestation of a child

Gross sexual molestation

minimum term of imprisonment to imprisonment for six
months

The minimum sentence has been increased from
imprisonment for six months to imprisonment for one year

The minimum sentence has been increased from
imprisonment for one year to imprisonment for one year and
six months

The minimum sentence has been increased from a fine to
imprisonment

The minimum sentence has been increased from a fine to
imprisonment

The minimum sentence has been increased from a
minimum term of imprisonment to imprisonment for six
months

New offence. The minimum sentence has been increased
from a fine to a minimum term of imprisonment

New offence. The penalty range has been set as
imprisonment for a minimum of six months and a maximum
of three years

New offence. The penalty range has been set as
imprisonment for a minimum of six months and a maximum
of three years
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Other

The scope of criminalisation for rape, rape of a
child, sexual assault, sexual assault of a child, and
exploitation of a child for sexual posing has been
expanded: even a perpetrator who does not
personally subject the victim to a sexual act may, in
certain cases, be held liable for most sexual
offences
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Appendix 4. Time series analyses

The effect of legislative changes on sentence length for different crime categories and
on the total sentencing volume is examined using a dynamic regression model. This is a
statistical method that combines classical regression analysis with time series analysis.
In dynamic regression analysis, the regression error term (regression residuals) is
allowed to contain autocorrelation. This differs from standard regression analysis,
where the error term is assumed to be uncorrelated (white noise).

The following formulas have been used to estimate the models:
Sentence length for drug offences/smuggling (t) = Bo + B1 x D1 + £(t)
Sentence length for violent offences (t) = Bo + B1x D1+ 82 x D2 + B3 x D3 + €(t)
Sentence length for appropriative offences (excluding robbery) (t) = Bo + 81 x D1 + €(t)
Sentence length for sexual offences (t) = Bo + 81 x D1 + B2 x D2 + €(t)

where the estimate for the coefficient Bo is interpreted as the average sentence length before the first
introduction of harsher penalties D: (also called the “baseline”), 81 is interpreted as the marginal effect
of the first introduction of harsher penalties Dy, i.e. the average increase or decrease from the baseline,
B2is interpreted as the effect of the second introduction of harsher penalties D= controlling for the fact
that the first introduction of harsher penalties D1 is already active, B3 is interpreted as the effect of the
third introduction of harsher penalties D3 controlling for the fact that the first and second introduction
of harsher penalties are already active. € represents the error term of the regression model.

”»

For the crime categories “drug offences/smuggling”, “violent offences” and “sexual
offences” and for the total sentencing volume, the time series for the regression’s error
terms is modelled using ARMA (AutoRegressive Moving Average) parameters. This is
why the method is sometimes also referred to as regression with ARMA errors. The
model is expressed as ARMA(p,q), where p and q can take various values (integers)
from zero upwards. The value of p indicates the level of the autoregressive part of the
model (AR) and q indicates the level of the moving average (MA).

AR describes the autoregressive part of an ARMA model, where the response variable is
predicted using a linear combination of the lagged values of the same variable. The
term “autoregression” indicates that this is a regression of a variable against itself. The
value of AR indicates how many “lags” of values from the same variable are included in
the model. MA is the part of the ARMA model that uses the lagged values of the “error”
arising in the regression. This can be understood as a weighted moving average of the
previous regression errors. The value of MA indicates how many lagged error values are
included in the model. The residuals of the regression model are already stationary, i.e.
they have a constant mean, variance and autocorrelation structure, which is why no
differentiation via, for example, ARIMA models is required (the “I” in ARIMA indicates
the number of differentiations needed to make the time series stationary).

For appropriative offences (excluding robbery), the error terms of the time series are
modelled using SARIMA (seasonal ARIMA) parameters to account for seasonal
patterns in the data.
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The model is expressed as SARIMA (p, d, q)(P, D,Q)m, where the values for p, d and q
indicate the level of autoregression, differentiation and moving average in the non-
seasonal part of the model. In turn, the values for P, D and Q indicate the level of
autoregression, differentiation and moving average for the seasonal part of the model.
m indicates the number of periods in each season.

For a more detailed description of the underlying theory and the practical approach to
time series analysis using ARMA, ARIMA or SARIMA, for example regarding model
selection and interpretation of results, please refer to other sources (Hyndman and
Athanasopoulos 2021, Schaffer et al. 2021).

The time series analyses are based on monthly statistics and have been carried out in R
using the fpp3 package. Introductions of harsher penalties have been dummy coded,
with the variable taking the value o for the months prior to the introduction of harsher
penalties and 1 for the months from the introduction of harsher penalties onwards. In
all analyses, a built-in optimisation function has been used which automatically
generates the ARMA model, or the SARIMA model, that is best suited according to the
Akaike’s Information Criterion corrected (AICc). Finally, the model’s new residuals —
i.e. the residuals from the regression after an ARMA or SARIMA model has been
estimated — were tested for autocorrelation (using the Ljung-Box test), normal
distribution (Jarque-Bera test) and homoscedasticity* (ARCH-LM test). The Ljung-Box
test was performed in fpp3. The tseries package was used for the Jarque-Bera test, and
the FinTS package for the ARCH-LM test.

For drug offences/smuggling, the regression error term follows an ARMA(1,3) model,
whose parameters are significant. This can be interpreted to mean that the regression
residuals for a given month are influenced both by the value of the residual from the
previous month (AR 1) and by the fluctuations in the residuals over the last three
months (MA 3). The non-significant Ljung-Box test shows that the model’s new
residuals are independent, which means that the model explains what is present in the
data. The non-significant results from the Jarque-Bera test and the ARCH-LM test
suggest that the new residuals are also normally distributed and have constant variance
over time.

The error term violent offences follows an ARMA(0,0) model, which means that the
regression residuals are not influenced by previous values or previous error terms in
the series. In other words, the residuals are not autocorrelated over time, but rather
resemble white noise. The test results for the new residuals show that they are normally
distributed and have constant variance over time. However, the significant Ljung-Box
test suggests that the model does not fully succeed in capturing all the information
contained in the data.

4% Homoscedasticity means that the residuals have constant variance over time.
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For the time series analysis of the sentence lengths for appropriative offences
(excluding robbery), the residual autocorrelation between the regression residuals is
best described by a SARIMA(1,0,1)(0,0,1)12 model. This can be interpreted as the
regression residuals for a given month being influenced by the value of the residual
from the previous month (AR 1) and by the fluctuation in the residuals from the
previous month (MA 1). The residuals are also influenced by

random variations from the same period a full year (12 months) back in time (SMA 1).
However, this effect is not significant. No differentiation was required (d=D=0) to
make the time series stationary. The new residuals have constant variance over time.
However, they are autocorrelated, which means that there is unexplained information
in the data that the model fails to capture fully. Furthermore, the new residuals are not
normally distributed.

Just as for violent offences, the error term for sexual offences follows an ARMA(0,0)
model. The regression residuals are thus not influenced by previous values or previous
error terms in the series, but do not correlate with one another and are therefore
similar to white noise. The test results for the new residuals show that they are
normally distributed and have constant variance over time. However, the significant
Ljung-Box test suggests that the model does not fully succeed in capturing all the
information contained in the data.

Similarly, with regard to the time series for the total sentencing volume, the
regression’s error term follows an ARMA(0,0) model. The new residuals have constant
variance over time, but are autocorrelated and not normally distributed. This indicates
that there may be models that can explain the information contained in the data even
better than the model chosen in this analysis.
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The Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention (Bra) —
centre for knowledge about crime and crime prevention
measures

The Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention (Bra) works to
reduce crime and increase security in society. We do this by providing
factual information and disseminating knowledge on crime and crime
prevention work, primarily for the Government and agencies in the
criminal justice system, but also for the public.

This publication is available as a PDF at www.bra.se. On request, Bra can
produce material in an alternative format. Please send any enquiry about
alternative formats to tillgangligt@bra.se

When quoting or using tables, figures or diagrams, Bra must be cited as
the source. The permission of the creator is required to reproduce
images, photographs or illustrations.

bra

Brottsforebyggande radet/National Council for Crime Prevention

Box 1386, SE-111 93 STOCKHOLM
Tel +46 (0) 8 527 58 400, reqistrator@bra.se, www.bra.se

urn:nbn:se:bra-1287


http://www.bra.se/
mailto:tillgangligt@bra.se
mailto:registrator@bra.se
http://www.bra.se/

	Summary
	Harsher penalties and expansions of the scope of criminalisation since the 2010s
	The impact of legislative changes on the Swedish Prison and Probation Service
	Previous studies on the impact of legislative changes
	Purpose and questions
	Data material
	The analyses are based on the date of the offence
	Crime categories examined
	Imprisonment judgments potentially involving secondary offences
	Descriptive analyses
	Time series analyses estimate the effect that legislative changes have on sentence length and sentencing volume
	Delimitations and limitations
	Trends for all offences
	Judgments and imprisonment judgments
	Average sentence length and sentencing volume
	The composition of sentence lengths

	Trends in different crime categories
	Drug offences/smuggling
	Violent offences
	Appropriative offences (excluding robbery)
	DUI offences
	Sexual offences

	The effect of legislative changes on sentence lengths
	Drug offences/smuggling
	Violent offences
	Appropriative offences (excluding robbery)
	Sexual offences
	Sentencing volume


	Discussion
	References
	Appendices
	Appendix 1. Link to secondary offences
	Appendix 2. Tables of results
	Appendix 3. Legislative changes 2011–2022
	Appendix 4. Time series analyses
	Straffmassans utveckling_20251029_tillgänglighetsanpassad_eng.pdf
	Summary
	Harsher penalties and expansions of the scope of criminalisation since the 2010s
	The impact of legislative changes on the Swedish Prison and Probation Service
	Previous studies on the impact of legislative changes
	Purpose and questions
	Data material
	The analyses are based on the date of the offence
	Crime categories examined
	Imprisonment judgments potentially involving secondary offences
	Descriptive analyses
	Time series analyses estimate the effect that legislative changes have on sentence length and sentencing volume
	Delimitations and limitations
	Trends for all offences
	Judgments and imprisonment judgments
	Average sentence length and sentencing volume
	The composition of sentence lengths

	Trends in different crime categories
	Drug offences/smuggling
	Violent offences
	Appropriative offences (excluding robbery)
	DUI offences
	Sexual offences

	The effect of legislative changes on sentence lengths
	Drug offences/smuggling
	Violent offences
	Appropriative offences (excluding robbery)
	Sexual offences
	Sentencing volume


	Discussion
	References
	Appendices
	Appendix 1. Link to secondary offences
	Appendix 2. Tables of results
	Appendix 3. Legislative changes 2011–2022
	Appendix 4. Time series analyses
	Straffmassans utveckling_framsida.pdf
	Sammanfattning
	Inledning
	Straffskärpningar och utvidgningar av det straffbara området sedan 2010-talet
	Lagändringars inverkan på Kriminalvården
	Tidigare studier om lagändringars effekt
	Syfte och frågeställningar

	Metod
	Datamaterial
	Analyserna utgår från brottsdatumet
	Brottskategorier som undersöks
	Fängelsedomar med eventuell bibrottslighet
	Deskriptiva analyser
	Tidsserieanalyser skattar effekten av lagändringarna på strafftiden och straffmassan
	Avgränsningar och begränsningar

	Resultat
	Utveckling för samtliga brott
	Domslut och fängelsedomar
	Genomsnittlig strafftid och straffmassa
	Sammansättningen av strafftider

	Utvecklingen för olika brottskategorier
	Narkotikabrott/smuggling
	Våldsbrott
	Tillgreppsbrott (exklusive rån)
	Rattfylleri
	Sexualbrott

	Lagändringarnas effekt på strafftiden
	Narkotikabrott/smuggling
	Våldsbrott
	Tillgreppsbrott (exklusive rån)
	Sexualbrott
	Straffmassa


	Diskussion
	Referenser
	Bilagor
	Bilaga 1. Samband med bibrottslighet
	Bilaga 2. Resultattabeller
	Bilaga 3. Lagändringar 2011–2022
	Bilaga 4. Tidsserieanalyser








