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Assessing adjustments on hate crimes
Hate crimes are crimes that are perpetrated based on prejudice. The lack of understanding of the need to understand the existing diversity and different principles that define positive development create a difficult environment where it is difficult to understand the existing differences among individuals. A hate crime is determined based on two tenets, which include that a given activity must be considered an offense under the law, and the crime must be done based on bias motivation. People of color more likely to experience hate crimes. Bias motivation is developed based on a certain level of profiling.
The adjustments that have been defined in this case play a greater emphasis on important aspects that are evaluated in determining whether a given crime is considered a hate crime. Therefore,  if a finder of fact at a trial in the case of plea of guilty  and that the court  determines beyond reasonable doubt,  that the defendant selected any victim intentionally or property as object of offense of conviction  as a result of the initial perception of race, gender, gender identity, disability or sexual orientation, increase by 3 levels.   Another consideration that has been adjusted in that if the defendant should have known that a victim of the offense was a vulnerable victim, increase by two levels. These adjustments present a strong consideration of specific measures that define a strong focus on the wellbeing of vulnerable individuals who are more exposed to hate crimes because of their unique traits.
Identifying hate crimes has been considered using a bias indicator that focuses on specific elements that define a structural emphasis on better processes that define a strong consideration of essential concepts that define the identification of hate crimes. Different organizations, such as the police, have their bias indicators, which provide an emphasis on whether a given crime should be considered a hate crime.  Being vulnerable creates a different level of emphasis on essential processes which define a strong focus on better processes that determine a strong emphasis on improved change process (Adjustments, 2012).
The adjustments that have been addressed do not provide anything significant, especially concerning existing challenges that help identify these crimes. The adjustments have provided a varied understanding of specific elements that can help in defining hate crimes. Efficiency in determining hate crimes should be based on the vulnerability of individuals within the society, which necessary identity measures that define an improved level of commitment.  Understanding positive change is crucial and helps identify essential changes that represent a greater emphasis on positive change processes. 
Does it make sense 
The consideration of whether the adjustments that have been considered make sense requires a critical assessment of the impact of these adjustments, in helping control the hate crime challenge within the society as well as individuals who are entrusted to perform improved emphasis on the effectiveness of these process. Thus the adjustments make little sense based on the points that have been added. The basis under which a given crime is considered a hate crime has not been clearly outlined, which remains a discretion issue among the law enforcement officers. The adjustments that have been made in this case should have defined to provide a detailed understanding of specific concepts that help improve the underlying environment where better processes are established to attain improved change processes (Adjustments, 2012).
Are enough “points” added and subtracted for the various circumstances?
Points have been added on different concepts which help strengthen the understanding of these points. However, the points that have been added are not enough considering the prevalence of hate crimes in the country. The people who are mostly targeted are well known, which means that the intentional aspect of hate crime should have more points to illustrate the need to develop better measures that improve overall understanding of essential measures that help manage the existing situation (Bosserman & Miller, 2018).  Hate crimes have been challenges since a long time ago, which highlights that the approaches that have been integrated within the system are unable to attain the desired outcomes. Adding or subtracting points should be done with a clear prosecution that identifies essential elements that help improve the focus on underlying challenges. 
How could the application of the adjustment you chose lead to “justice” being served?
The addition of points has shown the extent to which some concepts assessed are essential and are likely to create a definite emphasis on the level of development. Maintaining a strong focus on change processes help define a specific approach that can help in establishing a unique level of engagement.  The points that have been added are likely to lead to justice based on the strength of each point that has been added and specific elements that help shape the level of focus on hate crimes. It is evident, based on the evaluation of different actions and how they are considered in creating a strong emphasis on essential elements that help define a strong process that helps understand individual development.
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