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Abstract: The core intension of empirical research data lies in researchers’ direct
findings on the foundation of their own experience while its extension should be unfolded
based on this kernel rather than excessively restricted by outward expressions like form
carrier etc. The basic conception of empirical research is data measurement whose
implementation should be conceptualized and operationalized. Measurement in the criminal
justice field has its own characteristics. How to scientifically and effectively conduct direct
measurement in complex criminal justice practice is the core and difficult part of empirical
research. Data classification based on different standards in empirical research could provide
diverse perspectives to rule application as well as characters observation and quality
assessment of various kinds of data. Data utilization in empirical research of criminal justice
shall follow the principles of “preferable data selection”  “to act within capability ”
“combined application ” and “reasonable dependency on data ”. There are still many
problems of data application in China’s criminal justice empirical research need to be
reflected. Despite the fact that Big Data analysis has not posed qualitative effect on empirical
research of criminal justice till now it can provide various helpful enlightenments and

reflections.
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