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Equality in Sentencing
Equality before the criminal law requires that all citizens face an equal threat of punishment, the leading systems of Continental Europe generally interpret equality before the criminal law as requiring that all citizens face an equal threat of investigation and persecution. Over the past thirty-five years or so, America has been the scene of a vigorous campaign to guarantee that all persons who commit the same offense should serve the same sentence, regarding race or social status. This campaign has encountered many difficulties, both practical and constitutional. In particular, racial equality has proven elusive, and the centerpiece statute of the movement, the Federal Sentencing Guidelines, has withered under the Supreme Court scrutiny. Nevertheless, the dedication to the sentencing equality has retained a powerful grip on the American debate, commanding something close to the universal assent: Americans seem deeply committed to the proposition that all offenders who commit comparable offenses ought to suffer, to the extent possible, comparable punishments. Such, it means, it’s the meaning of equality before the law
Merits of Equality in Sentencing
Inequality, every person is equal before the law and has the right to equal protection and equal benefit of the law. This law is more favorable as every human in the world is treated with the same dignity and manner regardless of their race, sex, pregnancy, marital status, health status, ethnic or social origin, color, age, disability, religion, conscience, belief, culture, dress, language or birth. The most prevalent discrimination is racial discrimination and social status, and ruling in a court is based on these. For example, in America, at some point, a black man was judged harshly compared to a white man when it came to issues like robbery and drugs. Secondly, the law of equality, equality includes the full and equal enjoyment of all rights and fundamental freedoms. Every person regardless of their diversity can enjoy the same rights as every else and have equal freedom to explore and move around anywhere in the world. For example, in all institutions in a country, there should be equal treatment of all students regardless of their social status or race. The third merit of equality law is that women and men have the right to equal treatment, including the right to equal opportunities in political, economic, cultural and social spheres. In recent years, the entire world has been campaigning for the equality of both men and women and they have been trying to uphold the formerly inferior woman and they are still to do it. Equality law demands equal rights and opportunities for either gender especially in leadership (Wirte, 2017).
Discretion in Sentencing
Discretion in sentencing is the power given of the judiciary which enables them to make legal decisions at their discretion. Throughout the criminal process, discretion is evident, from the police to the regulatory agencies right through to the Crown Prosecution Service. Discretion is no doubt unavoidable as the law cannot oversee every eventuality, and the officials are trusted to exercise such discretion as they have with wisdom, justice, and competence, to avoid government that is arbitrary, insolent, discriminatory, prejudiced, intrusive and corrupt. However, discretion of judges when sentencing offenders can bring forth disadvantages, as the personal views of the decision-makers influencing the final decision. Replacing discretion with set guidelines may eliminate these advantages and disadvantages. Both Equality and discretion in sentencing have their pros and cons. Below are the pros of each of the two sentencing (Kern, 2017).


Merits of Discretion in Sentencing
The positive aspects of the discretion in sentencing are as follows; firstly, the people who violate laws may get a warning instead of a citation or arrest. This favors the people in the government or high social classes to avoid embarrassment or drama with the public.it also reduces the numbers of court cases and disagreements among different people. For example, a person who is caught stealing for the first time is given a warning instead of arrest or citation. The second merits relate directly to the first one where the fewer arrests there are, the fewer jail officers, or police officers are needed. For instance, if the thieves that have been caught stealing for the first time were first warned instead of arrested, then in jail there would be fewer thieves hence reducing the number of jails. The third merit of discretion in sentencing is that officers may choose what type of traffic violations to enforce or ignore. The law officers are allowed to use their reasoning and understanding to judge different cases.
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