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People v. Gutierrez
Probation can be referred to as the release of a criminal from imprisonment, which is done in subject to duration of recommendable conduct which has been under supervision. On the other hand, parole can be defined as the permanent or temporary release of an offender from the custody before his or her sentence expires, on the promise of good behavior.
In People v. Gutierrez, Paul Gutierrez, the defendant, is tried by the court after having waived a jury. In the first degree, Paul Gutierrez is found guilty of murder, making him be given a death sentence.  However, in this case, the defendant is charged with the murder of Josephine Yanez, of which he pleaded he was not guilty of the murder because he was out of his mind by the time of the murder. However, his plead was not considered because, according to the evidence and the findings obtained from the investigation, the killing was considered premeditated (Liu et al., 2014).
Moreover, the defendant, Paul Gutierrez, is found guilty of the child's death, which resulted from the commission of or the effort of committing the crime of rape. This is supported by the evidence that discloses that Paul Gutierrez undressed the child before carrying her off across the field.  He also helps responsible for the child's death because, according to the testimony, the child was treated so brutally. After all, the defendant tried to satisfy personal desires when he undressed the child. The court proceedings continued to take place despite the defendant's plea through his attorneys to withdraw the case of not guilty. The case ends up with the defendant, Paul Gutierrez, being probated. This is because his examination testimony, which was provided by his three psychiatrists, proved that he was insane by the time he committed the murder. He had to be granted a fair trial in the court by being probated (Viglione, 2015).
People v. Cervantes
In this case, the defendant is appealing for conviction judgment that was entered due to a jury verdict that found him guilty of selling and possessing narcotics without being permitted by the law.  Besides, the defendant is priory charged with offending of desecration of the code restricting the selling and the possession of drugs, a charge which he agreed to be accountable for. According to the evidence, it is true that George Alarcon, who is an undercover investigator, investigated the trafficking of narcotics in Kings County. The defendant is said to have sold three cigarettes of marijuana and revealed that he was also expecting to be supplied with other narcotics soon. He was going supply some to Alarcon once the narcotics arrive.
The defendant is arrested by the police officers in his home in Corcoran, with Alarcon's help. The officers had a warrant which permitted them to search the house of the defendant, and it was found that the wallet of the defendant had three five-dollar bills which had similar serial number resembling the ones given to Alarcon by the officers, which were found to be coated with phosphorescent substances according to the conducted test. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The defendant objected to how the search warrant was executed because no evidence coincided if his search proved the trial. Also, he denied that he was not aware of any marijuana which was possessed or sold. He also denied that he did not involve himself in selling narcotics to Robio. The defendant lists punctuation, in his case defensive, the defendant lists punctuation, errors in spelling as well as other negligible errors in the record.  This revealed that none related to any material or point in the case. They also proved that they were not enough to prejudice the defendant or require a judgment reversal.  It shows that the defendant was sentenced upon liberal and enough evidence and was granted a fair trial whereby no prejudicial error was committed (Herberman et al., 2014).
In my opinion, concerning People v. Gutierrez, I can say that the defendant, who is Paul Gutierrez, was responsible for Josephine and her child's death. He should have been held accountable for the act of raping the victims and also their death. The Jury should not have probated the defendant despite his psychiatrists' examination testimony saying that he was insane because he could be dangerous to other people. Also, he could take advantage of his mental status. 
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