Courts by Criminal Justice Area 2016
Background
The CSV file accompanying this document contains court statistics by criminal justice area. 

Data are either derived from the LIBRA case management system, which holds the magistrates’ courts records, or the Crown Court’s CREST system. The data includes offences where there has been no police involvement, such as those prosecutions instigated by government departments, private organisations and individuals.
Data quality and interpretation
The data feeding into the 2016 Criminal Justice Statistics release have been subject to rigorous quality assurance processes.  Every effort is made to ensure that the figures presented are accurate and complete. However, it is important to note that these data have been extracted from large administrative data systems generated by the courts and police forces. As a consequence, care should be taken to ensure data collection processes and their inevitable limitations, such as risks of inconsistent offence coding or erroneous data entry, are taken into account when those data are used. 

How to use

This csv file is too large to open fully in Excel – attempting to do so will result in only a partial load, meaning some rows of data will not be included in the resulting spreadsheet. To analyse this file, we would recommend opening it in another analytical package capable of handling large datasets. Alternatively, it can be opened fully in Notepad, meaning that the rows that fail to load can be copied into a second Excel workbook for analysis.

Other notes
· As part of additional quality assurance in 2016, a small number of offence codes were reclassified between offence types to better reflect their legal basis. This applies from 2011, and may create apparent discontinuities between 2010 and 2011 for the detailed offence groupings that include these codes; in particular, for criminal damage and arson. (This is an improvement on a similar exercise conducted on the finalised 2015 and provisional 2016 data, meaning there may also be a small number of apparent difference in trend if you were to compare to previous publications.)




· The figures given in this file relate to defendants for whom these offences were the principal offences for which they were dealt with. When a defendant has been found guilty of two or more offences it is the offence for which the heaviest penalty is imposed. Where the same disposal is imposed for two or more offences, the offence selected is the offence for which the statutory maximum penalty is the most severe.
· A defendant who is committed from magistrates’ courts to the Crown Court may not have both courts' processes complete within the same year, in which case they would be counted for each stage  in the year that the court where  it took place completed. This means that for a given year [convictions may exceed prosecutions or sentences may not equal convictions]. Defendants who appear before both courts may also be convicted at the Crown Court for a different offence to that for which they are counted as having been originally proceeded against at magistrates’ court, where the offence is changed after committal.


· Figures for prosecutions in 2008 will exclude data for Cardiff magistrates' court for April, July and August 2008.









· Adults are those offenders aged 21 and over, whilst juveniles are aged under 18 and young adults are aged 18-20. 















· Offence type refers to categorisations of offences by severity. Indictable only offences are the most serious offences and can only be dealt with by the Crown Court. Triable-either-way offences can either be tried at the Crown Court or magistrates' court. Summary non-motoring and summary motoring are the least serious offences and are dealt with by the magistrates' court. If a defendant has a summary offence in addition to an indictable only or triable-either-way offence the magistrates' court may also send the summary offence to be tried at the Crown Court along with the more serious offence.








· Values refers to number of defendants by outcome in any given year.
· Due to improvements in quality assurance procedures, the number of offenders convicted in the Crown Court in 2011 will differ from previously published figures.
· Figures for ethnicity are categorised using the 5+1 self-identified classification based on the 16+1 classification used in the 2001 Census. The not applicable category for self-identified ethnicity includes all individuals tried for summary offences or tried prior to 2009 for indictable offences, for whom the quality of the data available is insufficient to justify inclusion, and all companies. (Ethnicity is only able to be shown for indictable offences from 2009 onwards due to improvements in data quality, in magistrates’ courts associated with the introduction of the LIBRA case management system at that time.) The not stated category includes all others for whom ethnicity information is not available, either because they have chosen not to state their ethnicity or because no information has been recorded.












· Ambiguity in the status of small business owners can occasionally lead to defendants recorded as companies receiving sentences only available to people, such as community or custodial sentence lengths.












· Due to limitations in data supply, fine data from magistrates’ courts has been omitted from our data since 2009 of values between £10,000 and £99,999.

· The £5,000 limit previously applied to the size of fines magistrates’ courts could apply in most cases was abolished in March 2015. In addition to the effect this can be expected to have upon average fines, more sophisticated quality assurance has been applied to high fines data for this bulletin, reflecting their increased prevalence and plausibility.







· Sentences of imprisonment for public protection were introduced by the Criminal Justice Act 2003, and abolished by the Legal Aid, Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012.












· Data are given on a principal disposal basis - i.e. reporting the most severe sentence for the principal offence.










· For further information and definitions of offences, refer to the guidance documents.











· The conviction ratio can be calculated as the number of convictions as a proportion of the number of proceedings. This gives a measure of the relative number of defendants who are found guilty within a given year for a certain offence, when compared with the number who are prosecuted that year for the same offence.












· The average custodial sentence length is the number of months divided by the number of offenders sentenced.












· The average fine is calculated using a mean measure. i.e. the average value in the list of values. It is the total fine amount divided by the total number fined.

· The custody rate can be calculated as the number of people sentenced to immediate custody as a proportion of the number sentenced
· The more detailed offence groups shown in this table broadly align with the groups presented by the Home Office counting rules, but these categorisations will not match completely in terms of group names or the codes included. These differences result from a range of factors, including differences in the offences included (e.g. the Home Office only include recorded crime) and the focus of each classification.
· Increases in prosecutions associated with the Cleveland police force area in 2016 are believed to result from the introduction of the Single Justice Procedure, as part of which courts in this area are processing a range of simple summary offences such as television license evasion on behalf of a wider region.









