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Differences between determinate and indeterminate sentencing.
Indeterminate sentencing, crimes carry a maximum sentence, but the judge has the mandate to choose between imprisonment, probation, and fines (Doherty, F, 2013). There is always a minimum term. The parole board has the directive to review the case and determine the date when the convicted person can be eligible for parole. States mostly use this method to reduce the prisons' overcrowding, and it is handed down for felony convictions. The process is under the principle that different people respond differently to punishment, and with rehabilitation, there is hope that some offenders will change. Before the offender is released back to the community, a careful evaluation is carried out, including the victim of the offender submitting statements. According to critics, one major disadvantage of Indeterminate sentencing is that it gives the parole board too much power, which leads to arbitrary and discrimination, as some undeserving convicts are release early just because they are connected with the board. 
Determinate sentencing, on the other hand, is the mandatory minimum sentencing. It is a ‘tough on crime’ system (Stemen et, al. 2011). It ensures that the offender serves the fixed jail term without favor. It provides equality as every convict server the period of their sentences similarly. Under this method, judges and parole boards have little discretion. It also faced by critics; some argues that, with its rigidity, some crimes, such as drug crimes, rehabilitation is reasonable and can attain the desired outcome than imprisonment
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