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 The options in the sentencing process

After the presentation of a case in court, a suspect may either be found guilty or may plead guilty to an offense necessitating the jury and the magistrates to decide on the nature or type of punishment to be imposed on the individual. There are a variety of sentencing options available within the judicial system. First, imprisonment is the common option within the judicial system. Again, the judge can let the defendant go free without any impositions in their case. The decision arises when the judge finds no substantial grounds to vindicate the defendant. Second, the judge can also impose a criminal fine (Perry, 2016). A criminal fine arises from legal offenses committed by the perpetrators. Further, probation is another sentencing option in which the defendant is released back into the society though with limited freedom arising from close supervision (Perry, 2016). Additionally, the courts may impose deferred sentence on defendants. In the situation, the defendant is expected to abide by the rules and conditions of the court. In other instances, individuals may be sentenced to community correctional and rehabilitation centers (Perry, 2016). Other options in the sentencing process may include dismissal of charges and home detention. Elsewhere, the court may also impose the community service orders.


How a judge determines an appropriate sentence

Within the judicial systems, the judges have a responsibility of deciding judgment to be applied to a particular defendant found guilty. The judge has the sole discretion of determining the type of sentence for an offender. First, the judge determines the extent of the violation of the statutory laws relating to the particular criminal activity (Tyler & Sevier, 2013). The judge also weighs the defense’s factual circumstances that may either reduce or increase the nature of the sentence. Further, the judge carefully looks at the offender's criminal history, the role of the defendant in the illegal activity, the conditions that prompted the offender to commit the criminal action and the intended or actual harm caused by the defendant.


According to Tyler & Sevier (2013), the judge in their capacity assesses the conditions and guided by the statutory laws, legislation, and provisions of the criminal activity decide on the best verdict based on the prosecutor's evidence and defendant's testimony. Although these conditions can prompt the nature of the sentence, the aggravating factors and the mitigating circumstances can either result in a light conviction or heavy sentence within the criminal courts. Nevertheless, the judge offers an opportunity to the defendant’s counsel to make a statement on behalf of their client. In instances where the victims are in court or the survivors of the act, they are also given an opportunity to provide their insight into the situation (Tyler & Sevier, 2013). Finally, the judge makes gives out the sentence in line with the nature of the criminal activity.

Different types of punishment offenders receive

There are a variety of punishment offenders may receive which include; incapacitation, retribution, discharges either with or without conditions and forfeiture. Incapacitation often involves removing the suspect from their society as a means of preventing them from committing the crime in future. It may include the imprisonment of the criminal to reduce the instance of engaging in a particular crime. According to Zehr (2015), retribution refers to the punishment offered through physically inflicting pain on the individual in a bid to ensure they learn from their criminal acts. On the other hand, discipline may be meted through discharges which may be conditional or unconditional (Zehr, 2015).
Conditional discharges require the defendants to pay for their atrocities while an unconditional release involves the monitoring of individuals for a specified period as a way of showing their commitment to behavior change (Zehr, 2015). Furthermore, punishment may also be imposed in the form of forfeiture. Forfeiture involves the confiscation of the defendant’s property. In a situation where the property belonged to the victim, the court orders for the immediate transfer of ownership. However, if the court cannot ascertain the owner, it may be sold to the government or where no value exists, the court orders for its destruction (Zehr, 2015). The punishment acts as deterrence towards unacceptable behavior.


What happens if a criminal offender is dissatisfied with the outcome of a trial?

In a situation where the defendant is discontented with the case outcome, the individuals often have a period with which they can appeal the ruling. The appeal is usually heard at a higher court than the one that offered the sentence. The person presents their request with factual information and rationale for the need to appeal. The court determines whether the defendant has the potential to appeal the decision of the lower court offering the sentence (Queensland, 2016). Later, the court reviews the process of judgment that results in the punishment for the case. In a criminal case, the defendant is the sole person allowed to appeal to their attorneys. If the defendant wins the appeal case, the court can either order a retrial process or determine the final decision regarding the matter. The court may also review the situation and make its own decision concerning the case (Queensland, 2016). However, if the defendant loses the case, the appeal court upholds the ruling and may further impose a stringent punitive measure of the criminal action (Queensland, 2016).
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