


























From:
To: Public Comment
Subject: Comments on changes to sentencing guidelines
Date: Sunday, January 24, 2016 12:36:18 PM

Dear Sir or Madam,

We would like to provide comment on the proposed changes to Sentencing guidelines, specifically
 those concerning Child Pornography Circuit Guidelines.  We support the changes that would limit
 the offence level enhancement for using a file sharing program such as P2P file sharing.  By using
 this program, a user can share files without making any effort to do so, or without purposely trying
 to share the files.  In fact, we support the wording to state that the offender "Purposely" shared
 files, rather than "knowingly" shared files.

We would also support changes to the sentencing guidelines for the number of images possessed by
 the offender.  Since almost all child pornography is obtained over the internet, it is very easy to
 download a large number of images or videos with a simple click of a button.  Obtaining a large
 number of images, does not translate into the offender distributing the images (as is used in drug
 offences - possessing a large number of drugs is implied to mean the offender intends to distribute
 drugs).  The offence level enhancement for possessing a large number of images does not make
 sense with the current ease of obtaining images over the internet without even incurring any
 expense.

Additionally, we would encourage the Commission to make these changes retroactive.  There are
 numbers of offenders currently in prison who would not be there if these changes had been in
 effect at the time of their sentencing.

Thank you for considering our input on this matter.

 

Mr. and Mrs. Ernie Rongish



From:
To: Public Comment
Subject: Proposed 2016 Federal Sentencing Guidelines Amendments
Date: Saturday, March 19, 2016 3:18:19 PM

Dear Sirs:

We are answering the invitation to submit comments concerning the proposed amendments to the sentencing guidelines for 2016, with 
regard to the changes involving fair sentencing for federal child pornography. We commend you for your willingness to address the 
disparity that exists in sentencing of child pornography offenders.  These proposed amendments are certainly  a first step in the right 
direction.

Our son’s case is complicated, and when it was adjudicated, we were very naive about the nuances of his case, and of sentencing, in the 
federal system.  He is our only child, and we are his only living close relatives, who can serve as a support system for him.  Due to our 
advancing ages, his Draconian sentence, and release date compared to our lifespan, we are especially interested in helping to make sure 
that the current unfair aspects of the guidelines involving his case be changed, in order to reflect a truly fair sentencing, compared to the 
actual crime.

 
Sentencing for crimes society finds abhorrent must never be over punished, to accomplish revenge, otherwise rehabilitative, and 
restorative efforts are dismissed, and the entire society suffers the fallout. Our son, by court declaration had no victims, and he has never 
committed, nor been accused of a hands-on act.  There are also many others,in his situation, whose lives are ruined, and who suffer under 
the unfair aspects of the current sentencing structure, and they deserve due process, and justice.

Today’s society is highly computer-centric.  Images and videos of child pornography are almost always obtained using a computer.  Ten 
images or 10,000 images may be downloaded with the click of a mouse, so the quantity of images on a computer does not speak to the 
intent or desires of the offender.  Since almost all of the sentences handed down today include enhancements for computer use and image 
quantities, these specific offense characteristics should be covered by the base offense level.  For these reasons, we believe that Section 
2G2.2 subsections (b)(6) and (b)(7) should be deleted. 

We thank you for your efforts to change, and to make a definite distinction between distributors of child pornography, and those who 
have child pornography in their possession, by means of a computer. Currently, many distributors, and producers are serving shorter 
sentences than those who possess/view child pornography, and in order to accomplish criminal justice reform in this area, it is a disparity,
 which must be corrected.

A. Charles Lytle
Susan L. Lytle
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