




 wrote:
I am the fiance of  a federal prisoner serving a 471 month
sentence for robbery (First-Time Offender). Im writing you as a citizen of the United States to express my
feelings on priorities you are proposing.  First, Im happy to learn that the Commission might study how the
Family Ties & Responsibilities policy statement works when incarcerating a parent. Minor children lose the
parent's care and financial support. Please consider conducting this study, children suffer emotionally and
financially when a parent goes to prison without a second chance.   Second, I wholeheartedly support the
Commission's work with Congress and others to implement the recommendations of the Commission's
2011 report to Congress, Mandatory Minimum Penalties in the Federal Criminal Justice System including
it's recommendations on the severity and scope of mandatory minimum penalties, consideration of
expanding the "safety valve" at 18 U.S.C. section 3553(f), and particularly the elimination of the mandatory
"stacking" of penalties under 18 U.S.C. section 924(c) and preparation of a series of publications updating
the data in the report.  Third, as Ive stated earlier my fiance was sentence under the draconian penalty of
18 U.S.C. section 924(c) where some terrorist acts, spies, kidnappers and murders don't get as harsh
sentences as my fiance got. He is a First-Time Offender and has gotten sentence as if he was a career
offender, or worse a murder. Hes a father of two children whove grown up without him and if he has to
complete his sentence they will be full grown adults when released in 2038!  Hes been sent to some of the
worst prison and given these irrational punishment he won't be given a second chance to reclaim his status
in society as a lawful citizen. I pray that people like you in these positions of authority will please help push
this elimation of Stacking 924 not just drug related offences, but gun crimes as well.

Sincerely,
Gina Casarez







Dear Sirs,

I am writing in response to the request for public comment.  In regards to sentence reform I feel policy has
been misguided for decades and an over emphasis on punitive rather than reform has been the focus and
the requirement of mandatory minimums removes discretion from judges which is a primary purpose of a
judge reducing them to mere puppet figures used as tools by the prosecution.  The increase in prosecutor
powers needs to be reviewed and adjusted as it is being abused in many instances.  Possession charges for
things like drugs and child pornography are exaggerated in their risk threat to the public and are a
misguided use of resources which should be used for truly violent crime involving guns and repeat
offenders.  Categorizing child pornography as a violent crime under the claim the nature of the offense
warrants and justifies it is a political cop out.  The use of life time supervision or extended excessive time
periods over 5 years is another problem that needs immediate addressing.  Supervised release should not
be longer than five years without truly mitigating circumstances and a criminal history that supports it not
the claim that the nature of the offense is sufficient when it is not.  Thousands of people have been
sentenced to life time supervision without any medical diagnosis to support nor criminal history of sex
offenses which is a waste of tax payer money supervising people for politically exaggerated offenses. 
Probation needs to stop misrepresenting threat risks to justify policy i.e. someone admits to having had sex
with a teenage girl after they were 18 yrs of age  which on paper can appear out of context because the
dynamics are removed when the persons ages were 19 and 15 but that isn't expressed in statistics. 
Motions for request for removal from supervision and the sex offender registry need to be given fair
consideration rather than the policy of denial based on the nature of the offense.

 Thanks

James B. Norris 

    




