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Abstract

The aim of the research - the legislative intentions of the punitive
measures and their judicial applications in Sudan - to introduce the
legislative intentions from the age of the punitive measures. And the
effect of the legislative intentions on the applications of the Sudanese
criminal courts, and focused on the legislative intentions of the
punitive measures and their judicial applications in Sudan, a statement
of the extent to which the legislative intentions are keeping pace with
the humanitarian developments in various fields, especially its
research in combating crime by means of sanctions. The researcher
follows the analytical, descriptive and comparative method.

The research findings were:

-That discretionary penalties in terms of legislation, jurisdiction,
enforcement and implementation are agreed upon by the entire
international system.

Restorative sanctions have very important intentions, as they
crystallize the criminal and penal policy pursued by a country.

Restraint penalties change and evolve according to developments in
crime, crime and criminals.

-It is the judge of the trial court who assesses the mitigating and

aggravating circumstances of the sentence, and he determines the
circumstances that drive him to stop the execution of a sentence
imposed on him.

The research recommends that :

-Judicial bodies take into account all the intentions of the street to
proceed with the criminal case in all its stages.

Deepening humanitarian studies that enable judges to implement
discretionary powers to reduce or increase penalties, or to order a
moratorium on their implementation.

The resort to stiffening of penalties should only be used for extreme
necessity.



