Proposed Revision of Minnesota Sentencing Guidelines 1.A
1. Purpose and Definitions
A. Statement of Purpose and Principles

The purpose of the Sentencing Guidelines is to establish rational and consistent sentencing standards
that promote public safety, reduce sentencing disparity, and ensure that the sanctions imposed for felony
convictions are proportional to the severity of the conviction offense and the offender’s criminal history.

Proposed Addition

“Public safety” includes means to prevent future crimes and victimizations, including rehabilitation

of offenders, general deterrence of prospective offenders, incapacitation of dangerous offenders,
reintegration of ex-offenders into the law-abiding community, and reasonable caution in the use of
penalties that could hinder offenders’ progress toward rehabilitation and reintegration into the law-

abiding community.
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