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[ Abstract] Appeal-right sentencing is a model according to which a court of appeal es-
tablishes the rules of sentencing and oversees and controls the sentencing by the lower court
through appellate review. The appeal-right sentencing model in Britain takes the check and bal-
ance of the power of judicial discretion through strict appeal procedure and timely revision and
improvement the system of appeal review as its basic characteristics. Its main trend of develop-
ment is to establish a sentencing commission to work together with the appeal court to formulate
and issue sentencing guidance, thereby appropriately structuralizing and increasing the transpar-
ency of the sentencing system and enabling it to focus more on the appellate review of the rea-
soning of sentencing. China should draw on the appeal-right sentencing model in Britain, give
the appellate court broader discretion in sentencing, determine the reasonable steps of senten-
cing, promulgate and modify sentencing rules and standards in due time, attach more impor-

tance to sentencing reasoning and its review, and establish a database of sentencing.
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