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1. Composition of the Sentencing Guidelines Council. Is the proposed composition of the 

sentencing guidelines council appropriate? If not, what alternative composition should the 

sentencing guidelines council have? 

In my opinion the judiciary are not acting to community expectations when sentencing repeat 

juvenile offenders, who have a long list of previous crimes, and when sent out on community 

corrections orders or similar quickly re-offend. I think that the judges are trying to reduce 

the overcrowding in our prison system. Therefore you should include a few more members of 

the non judiciary. Who hopefully will be less forgiving. 

2. Functions of the Sentencing Guidelines Council. Are the proposed functions of the sentencing 

guidelines council appropriate? If not, what alternative or additional functions should the sentencing 

guidelines council have? 

3. Initiation of Sentencing Guidelines. Is the proposed process for initiating a sentencing guideline 

appropriate?  If not, what other process should the sentencing guidelines council have for initiating 

a sentencing guideline? 

4. Consultation on Sentencing Guidelines. Are the proposed consultation requirements for the 

sentencing guidelines council in Victoria appropriate? If not, what alternative consultation 

requirements should the sentencing guidelines council have? Should the sentencing guidelines 

council be required to consult with any additional persons or organisations (including parliament) in 

relation to any draft or final guideline? Why/why not? Should the sentencing guidelines council be 

required to publish an impact or resource assessment alongside any draft or final sentencing 

guideline? Why/why not? 

Before the guidelines are established they should be published for public scrutiny/ approval. 

5. Form and Content of Sentencing Guidelines. Is the proposed scope of form and content for a 

sentencing guideline developed by the sentencing guidelines council in Victoria appropriate? If not, 

what other form(s) or content should a sentencing guideline have? 

6. The Effect of a Sentencing Guideline. How binding should a sentencing guideline be? Should a 

court be required to ‘have regard to’, ‘follow’, or ‘sentence in a manner consistent with’ a 

sentencing guideline? If you do not agree with any of these requirements, what requirement would 

be appropriate? Should a court be permitted to depart from a sentencing guideline where doing so 

would be ‘in the interests of justice’? If not, what test should permit a court to depart from a 

sentencing guideline? Irrespective of the particular requirement for a court to follow, or the test 

permitting departure from, a sentencing guideline, should inconsistent current sentencing practices 

be overruled by a relevant sentencing guideline? 

Further Comments. Do you have any further comments you would like to make in relation to the 

introduction of a sentencing guidelines council for Victoria? 

The resultant changes should ensure that convicted criminals should be jailed and for the 

maximum not minimum term, there does not seem to be any solid proof that a shorter 

sentence brings on rehabilitation, particularly of repeat offenders. 


