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Fiscal Year Grand Total Total General* Civil RightsSentence TotalOther Civil RightsGeneral OtherPenaltyFiscal Year Grand Total Total General Civil RightsSentence TotalOther Civil RightsGeneral OtherPenalty

1990** 43 209 7 103 3 087 2 333 1 130 553 36 106 10 656 79 25 030 3411990** 43,209 7,103 3,087 2,333 1,130 553 36,106 10,656 79 25,030 3411990 43,209 7,103 3,087 2,333 1,130 553 36,106 10,656 79 25,030 341

1995 63 550 8 951 5 988 1 343 1 110 510 54 599 13 462 170 40 569 3981995 63,550 8,951 5,988 1,343 1,110 510 54,599 13,462 170 40,569 398

2000 58 257 11 880 6 341 3 870 1 041 628 46 377 21 090 259 24 464 5642000 58,257 11,880 6,341 3,870 1,041 628 46,377 21,090 259 24,464 5642000 58,257 11,880 6,341 3,870 1,041 628 46,377 21,090 259 24,464 564

2004 55 330 13 908 7 137 4 923 1 334 514 41 422 18 432 214 22 115 6612004 55,330 13,908 7,137 4,923 1,334 514 41,422 18,432 214 22,115 661, , , , , , , ,

2005 61 238 18 010 10 361 5 683 1 286 680 43 228 18 961 229 23 328 7102005 61,238 18,010 10,361 5,683 1,286 680 43,228 18,961 229 23,328 710

2006 54 955 12 032 6 515 3 789 1 116 612 42 923 18 959 236 23 123 6052006 54,955 12,032 6,515 3,789 1,116 612 42,923 18,959 236 23,123 6052006 54,955 12,032 6,515 3,789 1,116 612 42,923 18,959 236 23,123 605

2007 53 931 11 282 5 896 3 285 1 246 855 42 649 18 907 232 22 779 7312007 53,931 11,282 5,896 3,285 1,246 855 42,649 18,907 232 22,779 731, , , , , , , ,

2008 81 11 28 6 3 2 3 030 1 30 98 3 9 18 268 18 2 3 662008 54,781 11,284 6,352 3,030 1,304 598 43,497 18,268 187 24,375 6672008 54,781 11,284 6,352 3,030 1,304 598 43,497 18,268 187 24,375 667
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