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Sentencing Guidelines
Sentencing is among the hardest and often the primary function of a court of law on the criminal section of its docket. In many of the cases, the suspect declares guilty, and the only challenge is determining his treatment. Treatment disposition is a critical factor for both the defendant and the society in general. A short sentence, fine or badly-advised probation may imply that the society and individuals are not protected from the courtrooms. If an adverse penalty is imposed on the deterioration, the bitterness which usually happens as a result of lengthy incarceration may irreparably destroy an offender that would have rather reformed. The paper shares personal thoughts about sentencing guidelines.
[bookmark: _GoBack]In my view, the current sentencing guidelines have allowed probation officers to observe the rights of the victims of crime. In regard to Chapter six of sentencing proceedings, an exhaustive presentence interrogation is critically important in assessing the factors that are accurate for sentencing. Specifically, rule 32(c)(1)(A) allows the grand jury to issue a presentence report in circumstances that are limited to specific statutes need or when the court has substantial information in its records to permit it to practice its statutory sentencing powers purposefully and vividly elaborates its finding on the record (Guidelines Manual, 2018). This means that if sentencing should be individualized, then the ruling of the court, in any case, needs forecasting with respect to various factors, many of which should not be associated with the immediate felony. I also think that based on the rulings of the sentencing procedures, the probability of recidivism must be examined against the likelihood of personality, differentiating imprisonment and the social misappropriation of maintaining a man at the expense of the public, an individual who might end up being self-supporting and positively contributes to economic growth.
However, equality of treatment has been referred to as a universal factor principle that is nearly related to criminal sentences. Following such reasoning, the sentencing procedure maintains that the court needs to heed to a plea agreement or a recommended sentence that needs a disposition of a certain sentence on the condition that the court is contented either that a sentence of such a kind is a precise sentence within the range of applicable guidelines. In the event that a sentence is not within the framework that is applicable for obvious reasons that can be justified, and those reasons can be described in specificity statement of reasons abstract (Guidelines Manual, 2018). However, this does not imply that the court can rule below the guidelines that are applicable and lie outside the range simply because of the decision of the defendant pleading guilty to the felony or to accept plea agreement regarding the offense. 
The policy system is logical according to the outlined rules and regulations serving in the interest of defendants. The sentencing procedure posits that in any scenario about sentencing of a suspect for a felony to a crime victim, a court should ascertain that rights of a crime victim are fully exercised as described in the amendments dictating the bill of rights (Guidelines Manual, 2018). Additionally, in any other provisions of sentencing according to the federal law regarding the treatment of crime suspects, the rights of crime victims are the first priority in sentencing guidelines. Another logic in the policy is seen in the statutory authority to drop execution or imposition of the sentence so as in imposing a probation term that was scrapped after implementing sentencing guidelines. For specific revocations, violations are needed by the statute. Therefore, the policy system has numerous logical policies that govern the rights of crime victims. The policy makes sense, and it is good to the sentencing policy since its objectives are based on the close scrutiny of the law in detail as well as behavior that exists between the goals of a reformist and the possibility of attaining those goals in the context of sentencing.
In conclusion, regarding the sentencing guidelines, crime victims should be allowed to actual dispensation by making decisions that can empower them. There should be prosecutorial policy with a binding veto that suspects can exercise during pretrial bargains if given unsatisfactory disposition prosecutorial offer. Such a policy will be effective in providing crime victims with potential voice concerning the result of their cases. This will be important because it will boost crime satisfaction in the services provided by the criminal justice system. As a consequence, such practices will increase the number of victims reporting crimes in society and improve the general participation of the members of the public in criminal justice. These are factors that will increase the logicality in the policy systems, sensible criminal justice systems and good prosecution and sentencing practices. 
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