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Summary 

The study of recidivism dates back to the 19th century, and disentangling the processes whereby 

some people reoffend while others do not – as well as which policy efforts and other life events 

may affect offending trajectories – is of outmost theoretical and political interest. This 

dissertation comprises four empirical papers on recidivism in Norway, and relies on 

administrative register data in exploring theoretical, methodological and policy-related 

queries that are relevant in a Norwegian as well as an international context. Two main lines of 

inquiry are pursued. First, methodological questions about how – and with what consequences 

– crime evaluations may be designed and recidivism may be measured are the explicit foci of 

the two first papers (see Part B). Recidivism, while a well-established field of study, is not 

structured around standardized measuring and reporting practices that facilitate necessary 

comparisons. Moving beyond the mere acknowledgement that “measuring matters” and 

exploring how and how much measuring actually may matter is therefore given ample 

attention.  

Paper I, titled “Pick a Number: Mapping Recidivism Measures and their Consequences”, co-

authored with Torbjørn Skardhamar (University of Oslo) and published in Crime & 

Delinquency, directly addresses the impact of the study design on reported recidivism rates. 

By exploiting the richness and flexibility of Norwegian registry data, the analysis follows one 

cohort of charged, convicted and released offenders and measure reoffending as the 

commission of a new felony offense that leads to either a (re)charge, (re)conviction or 

(re)imprisonment for up to four years. The results show that recidivism rates varies between 9 

and 53 percent depending on how, among whom, and for how long recidivism is measured, 

highlighting both the importance of measurement and the importance of paying attention to 

these details when using recidivism rates for comparative puposes. 

Paper II, titled “Randomised Experiments in Scandinavian Criminal Justice: Reviewing the 

Past and looking to the Future”, co-authored with Jordan M. Hyatt (Drexel University) and 

submitted to British Journal of Criminology, draws the attention to the increasing prevalence 

of randomized controlled trials (RCTs) in the international criminal justice evaluation 

literature – many of which address policies aimed at reducing recidivism. With a goal of 

exploring the uniformity of this trend with respect to the Scandinavian countries, the paper 

presents the result of a multilingual systematic review of journal articles and official reports 

published before the end of 2015. The review identifies only eight Scandinavian experiments 

with an offending or delinquency outcome, six of which focused on medical or psychological 

treatments. The relative paucity of traditional criminal justice RCTs are discussed in light of 



the institutional and epistemological context of Scandinavian criminology, and preconditions 

that may help open the door to experiments in this region are discussed. 

A second line of empirical inquiry, which forms the focus of the latter two papers in this 

dissertation, is the causes and correlates of recidivism (see part C). More specifically, the two 

included papers explore the potential importance of criminal justice interventions and co-

offending in shaping offending trajectories. 

Paper III, titled “Partners in Crime: Co-offending and Recidivism in Norway”, submitted to 

Justice Quarterly, relies on the rich – and to date unexplored – information about co-offending 

that is found in Norwegian official registers to assess the relationship between co-offending 

and recidivism. The analyses distinguish between reoffenses committed alone and with 

accomplice(s) inside or outside the current co-offending network, focusing on offenders who 

are released from their first ever unconditional prison sentence. Results show that both 

recidivism rates and frequencies are higher among those with a co-offending network at 

release, and there is a consistent positive relationship between degree centrality and 

reoffending. These findings draw attention to the importance of taking both co-offending and 

structural embeddedness into consideration when conceptualizing and analyzing desistance 

and persistence processes, and the prospects of advancing such efforts through the application 

of social network analysis are highlighted.  

Paper IV, titled “Electronic Monitoring and Recidivism: Quasi-Experimental Evidence from 

Norway”, co-authored with Kjetil Telle (Statistics Norway) and submitted to Journal of 

Quantitative Criminology, relies on quasi-experimental techniques to estimate the effect of a 

Norwegian electronic monitoring (EM) program on recidivism. Results indicate that EM 

reduced 2-year recidivism rates by about 10 percent in the pilot counties (ITT) and about 19 

percent among those actually serving on EM (LATE), and subsample analyses suggest that 

enabling offenders to maintain workplace relations and exempting first-time prison convicts 

from the negative consequences of incarceration may be important mechanisms in driving this 

change. We observe no effects on neither recidivism frequency nor severity. The reliability of 

the results is somewhat challenged by unstable pre-implementation trends and signs that more 

people are convicted to EM-qualifying sentences after EM is introduced, although the latter is 

likely to underestimate rather than overestimate any effect of EM. 

Taken together the papers in this dissertation tap into theoretical, methodological and policy-

related queries that are found in the largely unexplored overlap between classical sociological 

inquiries, the Norwegian penal context and a registry-based data material. Overall, the 

dissertation aims to make a meaningful contribution to the international recidivism literature 

and to place recidivism, registry data and quantitative analyses higher on the Norwegian crime 

research agenda. 


