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[ Abstract] The sentencing information system, by collecting and sorting out past sen-
tencing precedents, enables judges to search for effective precedents in the system that are most
similar to the case under trial. By examining the types and scope of sentencing factors in these
effective precedents, the impact of sentencing factors on sentencing, the distribution of senten-
cing conclusions and other details of the precedents and combing them with their own sentencing
experience , judges will be able to reach a sentencing conclusion that is consistent with the over-
all sentencing experience in the past and most suitable for the case under trial. This sentencing
information system, which takes judges’ previous sentencing information as a reference to pro-
vide guidance for the trial of cases and has operated in four provinces in Canada, New South
Wales in Australia, the High Court of Justiciary in Scotland, Northern plural-chamber courts in
the Netherlands and courts in Israel and other jurisdictions, is conducive to the realization of
sentencing balance. The sentencing practice based on statutory sentencing guidelines in China
in the past decade has received mixed reviews. While achieving standardization of sentencing,
it also has many drawbacks, such as restricting judges’ discrétion, Establishing a similar case
retrieval system and constructing “smart courts” provide a‘\fiormative basis and technical support
for the construction of the sentencing informationf system in China. By building a two-dimension-
al system with sentencing guidelines as thetbasis and the sentencing information system as the
supplement, China can adequately “address ‘many shortcomings, of the one-dimensional senten-
cing guide scheme. Furthermore, the sentencing informnation system also has three major func-
tions, namely ensuring the Teasonable applicationstate of the sentencing guidelines, providing
convenient channels for individual judgesto>learn from past sentencing experience, and provi-
ding practical sentencing infornfatian to the competent department responsible for sentencing
guidelines. In terms of the preliminary construction of the sentencing information system, be-
cause currently the sentencing reasoning system has still not yet been implemented in a substan-
tive way, it is difficult for China Judgments Online to achieve true and comprehensive transmis-
sion of sentencing information. Unconventional content such as sentencing departure should be
filled in by judges in the form of written descriptions. In the long-term construction of the sen-
tencing information system, once the basic system is functioning properly, the task of using this
system to establish a dynamic balance between sentencing and prison resources can be placed on
the agenda. Through sentencing data analysis, decision-making departments can provide a deci-
sion-making basis for the timely adjustment of prison resources from a macro perspective, and
factors that cause abnormal sentencing can be accurately located through big data analysis, and
the provisions of “sentencing guidelines” can be made highly scientific and rationalized from a

micro perspective.
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