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MOSOPA, J :   On 6 March 2024 I  convicted the accused on 

one count  of  murder read wi th the provis ions of  Sect ion (2)  

of  Act  105 of  1997.   The accused was found gui l ty  by the  

st rength of  h is gui l ty  p lea.  

 

The accused in h is gui l ty  p lea statement admit ted that  he 

used excessive force when he grabbed the deceased by her  

neck and pressed her  hard against  the bed.   The deceased 

and the accused were in  a love re lat ionship.   This was a 

love re lat ionship which was character ised by arguments 

because of  the love re lat ionship that  the accused had wi th  

Nonhlanhla Mazibuko,  even though no h istory of  v io lence 



was ment ioned.   The accused terminated such re lat ionship 

wi th Nonhlanhla a day before he murdered the deceased in  

th is mat ter.  

 

Sect ion 11 of  the Const i tut ion  provides that  “Everyone has 

the r ight  to l i fe . ”   This is  an absolute r ight  afforded by the 

Const i tut ion  to every person in the Republ ic .   The r ight  is  

not  subject  to any l imi tat ion as provided by Sect ion 36 of  

the Const i tut ion .  This is  a  r ight  a lso enjoyed by the accused 

despi te h im ending the deceased’ r ight  to l i fe  by h is  

conduct .    

 

This r ight  is  g iven to a l iv ing soul  but  unfor tunately,  i t  was 

taken away f rom the deceased forever.   The accused wi l l  

enjoy th is r ight  to l i fe  and th is r ight  cannot  be arbi t rar i ly  

taken away f rom him even by the government .    

 

Closely l inked to th is r ight  is  the r ight  to human digni ty  

which is  provided for  in Sect ion 10 of  the Const i tut ion  which 

provides that  “Everyone has inherent  d igni ty and the r ight  to  

have thei r  d igni ty respected and protected .”  The accused 

fa i led to respect  and protect  the r ight  to human d igni ty of  

the deceased by k i l l ing her.   The accused test i f ied in  

mi t igat ion of  sentence and his evidence can be summarised 

as fo l lows.  

 

That  he is  current ly  51 years o ld as he was born on 30 

January 1973,  and he was 50 years o ld at  the t ime of  the 

commiss ion of  the offence.   The accused has f ive chi ldren 

who are 32 years o ld ,  26 years o ld ,  18 years o ld ,  17 years  

o ld and f ive years o ld ,  they are a l l  f rom di fferent  mothers .    

 

A l l  the accused’ chi ldren are staying wi th thei r  mothers.   



Three chi ldren of  the accused Thapelo,  Re lebohi le and 

Lebogang are on government  chi ld support  grant .   Accused 

mainta ins a good re lat ionship wi th  h is chi ldren.    

 

He went  as far  as grade 11 wi th h is educat ion ,  he at tended  

Centra l  High School  in  Soshanguve.   Af ter  leaving school  he 

t r ied to venture into business wi th no success and he ended 

up secur ing employment  at  Wether lys  decorat ing  house as a 

t ruck assistant .   He then became a receiv ing manager and 

later  a dispatch manager.  As he had interest  in  decorat ion ,  

he became a f loor  assistant ,  f loor  decorator  and then he 

became a decorat ing  sales assistan t .  Wether lys decorat ing  

house went  in to l iquidat ion in 2009 .  

 

Thereaf ter  he was employed at  Pyramid Cloth ing where he 

was in charge of  t ransport  and also as a fork l i f t  operator.   

Pyramid Cloth ing business was not  doing good,  and he lef t ,  

he was then employed at  Universa l  Paper for  a per iod of  s ix  

months as a fork l i f t  operator.  In January 2012,  He was then 

employed at  BMW under  an agency for  a per iod of  four 

years,  he worked as a fork l i f t  operator  for  three months 

then as a qual i ty  contro l ler  and was then f inal ly  promoted 

as a team leader.   Af ter  he lef t  BMW, he was employed at  

Kraal  Quarry as a maintenance off icer  for  a per iod of  one 

year and s ix months.   In 2020 he was elected as a deputy  

communi ty chai rperson of  the area he was resid ing in.   In  

h is capaci ty he p layed a p ivota l  ro le in solv ing problems 

affect ing the members of  h is communi ty.    

 

He gave an example of  assist ing a couple whose shack was 

engul fed  wi th f i re and both these people were deaf -mute.   

He also gave an example about  the  chi ldren who were lef t  

a lone by thei r  mother  in the shack,  and he assisted them, 



the f i rs t  chi ld  was  reuni ted wi th her  b io log ical  father  and the 

two young ones were taken by socia l  workers and were 

p laced at  a home.  

 

He pleaded gui l ty  in th is mat ter  because he is the last  

person who handled the deceased wi th h is hands before she 

died.  He then drank rat  poison af ter  real is ing that  the 

deceased was no longer breath ing as he wanted to take h is  

own l i fe  and fo l low the deceased.  The mother of  the 

deceased v is i ted the accused in custody,  and he was 

ashamed.   The deceased’ mother  found him whi le he was 

s ick and to ld h im that  as she is  a  Chr is t ian ,  she does not  

want  to bear grudges.    

 

In  cross-examinat ion he demonstrated how he used 

excessive force on the deceased by pressing her  against  a 

bed.   Af ter  the test imony of  the accused the defence c losed 

i ts  case in mi t igat ion of  sentence.    

 

The state presented two v ict im impact  statements which 

was then admit ted into evidence.   No oral  test imony was led 

by the state.  In h is v ict im impact  statement ,  Mr Michael  

Teko the father  of  the deceased stated how the deceased 

was ra ised and taught Chr ist ian values.  He has a lso 

received salvat ion.   In the i r  fami ly,  the deceased was taking 

care of  h im and his wi fe as they were both pensioners.   

They had eight  chi ldren,  and the deceased was his favour i te 

chi ld.    

 

He also stated that  deceased has a chi ld who is  11 years 

o ld,  and she was taking good care of  her  chi ld.   The fami ly 

cannot  bel ieve what  happened to her.   The deceased’ chi ld  

exper iences n ightmares ,  there is  a change in her  s leeping 



pat tern,  and she is  now a s ick ly chi ld.  The person who was 

provid ing for  the fami ly is  no more and he must  use h is  

pension money to mainta in h is grandchi ldren including the 

deceased’ chi ld .  

 

The second v ict im statement  was done by Ms Rose Dintwe a 

col league of  the deceased at  AVBOB head off ice Pretor ia.   

She said that  the deceased  was not  only f r iend to her  but  

was a lso a s ister  and that  they have been f r iends for  three 

years before the death of  the deceased.  She fur ther  

descr ibed the deceased as  a t rustworthy and an honest  

person.  That  no one can erase the memor ies that  she has 

wi th the deceased.  They used to  celebrate thei r  b i r thdays 

together  wi th thei r  chi ldren and f rom now  on her  b i r thday is  

going to be d i fferent .   

 

The death of  the deceased affected her  so bad because she 

can no longer t rust  men and fears for  her  chi ldren’s safety  

should she br ing men around them.  She is  hur t  because of  

how the death of  the deceased has affected the deceased’  

daughter  as she saw in  her  WhatsApp status where she 

wrote how she misses her  mother  and in December she 

wrote that  i t  wi l l  be her f i rs t  Chr istmas wi thout  her  mother  

and her  f i rs t  b i r thday wi thout  her  mother.    

 

In  consider ing sentence ,  the Court  must  have regard to the 

ser iousness of  the offence,  the personal  c i rcumstances of  

the accused and the interest  of  society.   There must be 

balance of  factors that  may const i tute substant ia l  and 

compel l ing c i rcumstances that  warrant  deviat ion f rom the 

prescr ibed sentence.   The considerat ion s have become 

wel l -establ ished as in the Zinn  t r iad namely the cr ime,  the 

offender and the interest  of  society  (see the mat ter  of  State 



vs.  Zinn ,  1969,  Vol .  2,  537(A)  at  540(G)) .    

 

The accused’ employment  h istory d i rects  to the fact  that  he 

had a stable work envi ronment .   He is  current ly  a 

communi ty leader and plays a p ivota l  ro le in assist ing 

members of  the communi ty  in  resolv ing thei r  problems.   

Most  important ly  he rescued three minor  chi ldren who were 

lef t  a lone in a shack for  a per iod of  three days wi thout  food 

and water  to bath.   The place where the chi ldren were 

d iscovered f rom was unheal thy and i t  had a foul -smel l .    

 

This is  a character  of  a responsib le and sel f less leader 

consider ing  that  when the chi ldren were rescued,  he was 

the only person present  at  that  t ime.   At  the age of  51 years  

o ld,  the accused has an unblemished cr iminal  record which 

is  unl ike ly in  South Afr ica.    

 

The accused has chi ldren even though some had at ta ined 

the age of  major i ty,  and they are  independent ,  but  some 

were dependent  on h im  for  maintenance.   The l i t t le  money 

that  he would earn in h is posi t ion as a communi ty leader 

and f rom sel l ing stands ,  he would use i t  to  mainta in h is  

chi ldren.    

 

The accused is  not  a day- to-day cr iminal  but  h is act ion on 

the day he k i l led the deceased makes him a cr iminal .   The 

deceased’ chi ld  is  now wi thout  a mother  because of  the 

accused act ions.   The ch i ld is  only 11 years o ld and she is  

going through t raumat ic effects of  having to deal  wi th the 

loss of  her  mother.    

 

There is  no ment ion of  her  father,  but  i t  is  l ike ly  that  she 

current ly  stays wi th the parents of  the deceased,  and they 



are the ones who are tak ing care of  her.  Both the deceased’ 

parents are pensioners,  and they used thei r  money not  only  

to mainta in the deceased’ chi ld  but  a lso the i r  other  

grandchi ldren.  

 

The fami ly of  the deceased is devastated by the death of  

the deceased at  the hands of  the accused but  bears no 

grudges because of  thei r  Chr ist ian bel ie fs .   The mother of  

the deceased had in  an unprecedented manner v is i ted the 

k i l ler  of  her  daughter  in pr ison and to ld h im that  she bears  

no grudges.  The f r iend of  the deceased who was also a 

col league is devastated by the death of  the deceased.    

 

There is  a ser ious spread of  people k i l l ing thei r  in t imate 

par tners in South Afr ica.   The reason for  such cr imes di ffers  

and i t  is  absolute ly important  that  each case must  be 

indiv idual ised and deal t  wi th according to i ts  mer i ts .   The 

deceased died an unnecessary and painfu l  death at  the 

hands of  the accused.   The cause of  death is  recorded as 

consistent  wi th an asphyxia l  death  which is  main ly  common 

in cases of  st rangulat ion.   

 

The accused demonstra ted how he was pressing  the neck of  

the deceased and th is  is  consistent  wi th st rangulat ion.   The 

post -mor tem report  d id not  record the mass of  the deceased 

but  by looking at  the scene photo a lbum i t  is  c lear  that  the 

deceased was nei ther  a chubby nor  a muscular  person.   But  

upon observ ing the accused,  he is  a muscular  person.    

 

On the day of  the incident ,  t he accused wanted to at tend 

the communi ty meet ing,  but  the deceased was not  in favour 

of  h im at tending such as she wanted to spend qual i ty  t ime 

wi th the accused .   On the f i rs t  occasion af ter  the deceased 



pul led h im wi th h is t -shi r t  the deceased only push ed her  to 

the bed.  On the second occasion the act ions of  the accused 

were more drast ic  and bruta l .   The accused did not  expla in  

to th is cour t  why he d id not  conduct  h imsel f  in  the manner 

in which he handled the deceased in the f i rs t  occasion.  

Hence,  I  say that  the death of  the deceased was 

unnecessary.    

 

Accused was a wel l - respected  communi ty leader as he 

descr ibed himsel f  as a father  of  the communi ty.   He was 

able to resolve conf l ic ts  per ta in ing to the members of  the 

communi ty which he led.   However,  he was unable to  

peaceful ly  resolve issues per ta in ing to h is re lat ionship 

despi te having acquired a ski l l  o f  doing that  through his  

previous engagements wi th the communi ty members.    

 

The accused cheated on the deceased wi th Nonhlanhla 

much to the d isapproval  of  the deceased.  The accused 

degraded the deceased in the sense that  Nonhlanhla w ould 

a lways swear at  the deceased even though i t  is  the accused 

who caused the c i rcumstances.  I  am al ive to the fact  that  

the accused ended his  re lat ionship wi th Nonhlanhla but  

accused test i f ied that  on the day of  the death of  the 

deceased,  af ter  the deceased accompanied her  daughter  to  

the school  bus on her  return,  she met  Nonhlanhla and a 

quarre l  ensued between the two.  

 

The accused at tempted to end his l i fe  af ter  dr inking rat  

poison upon real is ing that  he has k i l led the deceased.   I  

fu l ly  agree wi th Mr Lalane on behal f  of  the state that  th is  

conduct  by the accused was meant  to avoid just ice and 

having to  deal  wi th the consequences of  h is conduct .  Why 

did he f i rs t  dr ink four  quar ts of  beer before dr inking poison?  



and why did he have to t ravel  as far  as I tsoseng to go and 

at tempt to k i l l  h imsel f? Those quest ions can only be 

answered by the accused.  

 

The accused is  convicted of  murder read wi th the provis ions 

of  Sect ion 51(2)  of  Act  105  of  1997 which provides as 

fo l lows:    

 

“Notwi thstanding any other  law but  subject  

to Subsect ion (3)  and (6) ,  a Regional  Cour t  

or  a High Cour t  shal l  sentence a person 

who has been convicted of  an offence 

referred to in (a)  Part  2 of  Schedule 2 in 

the case of  ( i )  a f i rs t  offender to 

impr isonment  for  a per iod not  less than 15 

years. ”  

 

Provided that  the maximum term of  

impr isonment  that  a Regional  Court  may 

impose in terms of  th is subsubsect ion shal l  

not  exceed the m inimum term of  

impr isonment  that  i t  must  impose in terms 

of  th is subsect ion by more than f ive years.  

 

Sect ion 51(3)(a)  provides:  

 

“ I f  any Court  referred to in subsect ion (1)  

or  (2)  is  sat is f ied that  substant ia l  and 

compel l ing c i rcumstances exist  which 

just i fy  the imposi t ion of  a lesser  sentence 

than the sentence prescr ibed in those 

subsect ions,  i t  shal l  enter  the 

c i rcumstances on the record of  the 



proceedings and must  thereupon impose 

such lesser  sentence.”  

 

Accused pleaded gui l ty  to  an a l ternat ive lesser  charge in  

terms of  Sect ion 51(2)  of  Act  105  of  1997 and the 

indictment  was amended to read as such .  

 

The Supreme Court  of  Appeal  in  mat ter  of  State vs.  Kekana ,  

2019,  Vol .  1,  SACR1 (SCCA) at  paragraph  19 when deal ing 

wi th a s imi lar  mat ter  stated that :  

 

“As a general  proposi t ion,  where the 

minimum sentences provided for  in the 

CLAA are appl icable,  an accused is  not  

ent i t led to pre -determine or  pre -empt h is or  

her  sentence by referr ing,  wi thout  more,  to  

s 51(2) . [4]  I f  he or  she wishes for  that  sub -

sect ion to apply,  and for  the resul tant  

lesser  sentence to be considered,  he or  

she must  set  out  the facts f rom which such 

conclusion can be premised.  Without  such 

facts,  the court  is  not  rest r ic ted to a lesser  

sentence merely because the accused had 

made reference to s 51(2) .  To accept  

otherwise would lead to absurd 

consequences. ”  

 

Accused stated  in h is Sect ion 112 statement  that  he d id not  

p lan the k i l l ing of  the deceased as the deceased was about  

to terminate thei r  re lat ionship.   The state fa i led to prove 

any p lanning or  premedi tat ion in k i l l ing the deceased.  

 

In my considered v iew,  the state should have s imply refused 

https://www.saflii.org/za/cases/ZASCA/2018/148.html#_ftn4


to  accept  such averments contain ed in  the gui l ty  p lea i f  i t  

had anyth ing to gainsay that .  I t  is  therefore accepted by 

th is Court  that  the murder was not  p lanned or premedi tated 

to fa l l  under the purv iew of  Sect ion 51(1)  of  Act  105  of  

1997.  As a resul t ,  the accused need to be deal t  wi th in  

terms of  the provis ions of  Sect ion 51(2)  of  Act  105  of  1997.    

 

In  the mat ter  of  State vs.  SMM  2013 Vol .  2,  SACR 292 SCA 

at  paragraph 13 the fo l lowing was stated:  

 

“ I t  is  a lso sel f -evident  that  sentence must  

a lways be indiv idual ised,  for  punishment  

must  a lways f i t  the cr ime,  the cr iminal  and 

the c i rcumstances of  the case.   I t  is  equal ly  

important  to remind ourse lves that  

sentencing should a lways be considered 

and passed dispassionately,  object ively  

and upon a carefu l  considerat ion of  a l l  

re levant  factors.  Publ ic  sent iment  cannot  

be ignored,  but  i t  can never be permi t ted to  

d isplace the carefu l  judgment  and f ine 

balancing that  are involved in arr iv ing at  an 

appropr iate sentence.  Courts  must  

therefore a lways st r ive to arr ive at  a  

sentence which is  just  and fa i r  to both the 

v ict im and the perpetrator,  has regard to  

the nature of  the cr ime and takes account  

of  the interests  of  society.  Sentencing 

involves a very h igh degree of  

responsib i l i ty  which should be carr ied out  

wi th equanimi ty. ”  

 

As Corbet t  JA put  in  State vs.  Rabie1975 (4)  SA 855 (A) :  



 

“A  judic ia l  off icer  should not  approach 

punishment  in a spi r i t  of  anger because,  

being human,  that  wi l l  make i t  d i f f icu l t  for  

h im to achieve that  del icate balance 

between the cr ime,  the cr iminal  and the 

interests  of  society which h is task     B and 

the objects of  punishment  demand of  h im.  

Nor should he st r ive af ter  sever i ty ;  nor,  on 

the other  hand,  surrender  to misplaced pi ty.  

Whi le not  f l inching f rom f i rmness,  where 

f i rmness is  cal led for,  he should approach 

his task wi th a humane and compassionate 

understanding of  human f ra i l t ies and the 

pressures of  society which cont r ibute to  

cr iminal i ty. ”  

 

In  the post -mortem repor t  the fo l lowing was recorded in the 

chief  post -mortem f inding on the deceased ;    

 

(1)  Her eyes are congested wi th petechia l  

haemorrhage seen .    

 

(2)  Bloodless d issect ion of  the neck shows 

haemorrhages in the sof t  t issues on the 

neck and a f racture of  the hydroid bone.    

 

(3)  A bruise is  present  in  her tongue;  and  

 

(4)  No other  s igni f icant  decease is  present  in  

the organs.  

 

Dr  Van Wyk was requested to expla in what  is  asphyxia and 



she opined as fo l lows in an aff idavi t  in  terms of  Sect ion  

202(4)  o f  Act  51  of  1977 which is  an annexure to  the post -

mortem report ;  

 

(1)  The fact  that  the eyes of  the deceased are 

congested wi th  petechia l  haemorrhages.   

This features are noted as c lassical  s igns of  

asphyxia.    

 

(2)  Bloodless neck d issect ion reveals 

haemorrhages in  sof t  t issues.   Bruis ing was 

seen wi th in the muscle of  the neck and that  

points towards the b lunt  t rauma to the neck 

and i t  is  commonly seen in cases of  manual  

st rangulat ion.    

 

(3)  There is  a bru ise present  wi th her  tongue,  

and th is  could be an indicat ion that  there 

was a struggle and that  she b i t  her  tongue.   

Haemorrhages of  tongue and be useful  for  

the d iagnosis in case of  le thal  neck 

compressions.    

 

(4)  The hydroid bone is  a bone that  is  present  

in  the neck and the base of  the tongue ,  the 

muscle of  the f loor  of  the mouth at taches to 

th is bone.   The f racture to t h is bone is  very 

s igni f icant  and indicates b lunt  t rauma to the 

neck and normal ly  common in cases of  

manual  s t rangulat ion;  and  

 

(5)  Last ly  no other  cause of  death was 

ident i f ied.    



 

No micro pathology of  any des ease was seen wi th in the 

organs and no other  external  in jur ies were present .  The 

in jur ies susta ined by the deceased are not  consistent  wi th 

the demonstrat ion  by the accused as the in jur ies are much 

more severe.   The lack of  b lood on the par ts where the 

in jur ies are located is  a s ign that  the deceased bled 

internal ly.   The bruise on the tongue shows how intense was 

the st ruggle between the accused and the deceased.   The 

cause of  death was as a resul t  of  the st rangulat ion that  the 

accused did,  the accused did on the deceased.    

 

The accused af ter  k i l l ing the deceased instead of  report ing 

the mat ter  to pol ice he at tempted to end his own l i fe .   I t  is  

not  c lear  as to when the body of  the deceased was 

discovered as the accused ment ioned that  he informed the 

pol ice when he woke up at  the hospi ta l  about  h is  

involvement  in the k i l l ing of  the deceased.   I t  is  a lso not  

c lear  when did  the accused regain consciousness af ter  

dr inking rat  poison.    

 

What  can count  in  h is favour is  that  the accused af ter  

in forming the pol ice that  he k i l led the deceased he a lso 

made a confession statement  before a magist rate.  The 

confession statement  was not  presented as evidence but  I  

was informed f rom the bar  that  i t  is  in  l ine wi th the facts of  

the mat ter.    

 

This Court  must  now determine is  whether  or  not  there are 

substant ia l  and compel l ing c i rcumstances in the case of  the 

accused.  In the mat ter  of  State vs.  Roslee  i t  was stated that  

there is  no onus on the accused to present  such,  but  i t  is  

important  for  the accused to ra ise such factors to be 



ser iously  considered.  

 

Ms August ine on behal f  of  the accused contended that  I  

must  consider  deviat ing f rom the prescr ibed minimum 

sentence by sentenc ing accused to 10 years  impr isonment  

and suspend f ive years of  that  sentence.  Mr L alane on 

behal f  of  the state contended that  the c i rcumstances of  the 

case do not  warrant  deviat ion f rom the prescr ibed minimum 

sentence and th is cour t  must  not  impose a sentence less 

than 15 years impr isonment .  

 

This is  a fact  conceded by the accused under cross -

examinat ion when he was asked what  h is  at t i tude w ould be 

i f  he is  sentenced to a lengthy impr isonment  sentence,  and 

he said that  i t  would be just ice for  the deceased.    

 

I t  is  t r i te  that  in  cases of  ser ious cr ime the personal  

c i rcumstances of  the offender,  by themselves,  wi l l  

necessar i ly  recede into the background.  (See the mat ter  of  

S v Vi lakazi  2009 (1)  SACR 552 (SCA) at  paragraph 58. )  

 

The accused k i l led a vu lnerable and defenceless person 

wi th no just i f icat ion.  In the mat ter  of  State vs.  Maty i ty i ,  

2010,  Vol .  1,  SACR40 i t  was stated that  a p lea of  gui l ty  in  

an open and shut  case is  a new t r ia l  factor.   There was 

overwhelming evidence against  the accused and his p lea of  

gui l ty  cannot  be equated to remorse.  

 

The mother of  the deceased took i t  upon hersel f  to go and 

v is i t  the accused in  pr ison and the accused never took an 

in i t ia t ive to reach out  to the fami ly of  the deceased.   

Al though the accused is  in  custody,  he has a fami ly which 

he can inst ruct  to reach out  to the fami ly of  the deceased  



on his behal f .    

 

There was no s ingle word of  apology to the deceased and 

the deceased'  fami ly which came out  of  the mouth of  the 

accused when he test i f ied.   He said noth ing about  the minor  

chi ld of  the deceased who is 11 years  o ld,  despi te knowing 

that  the chi ld is  now mother less because of  h is act ions.   I  

am therefore convinced that  the accused fa i led to 

successfu l ly  table before me what  can be considered a s 

substant ia l  and compel l ing c i rcumstances.  

 

In State vs.  Nkomo  2007 (2)  SACR 198 SCA the Court  

stated:  

 

" In  Malgas ,  however,  i t  was held that  in  

determining whether  there are substant ia l  

and compel l ing    c i rcumstances,  a court  

must  be conscious that  the Legis lature has 

ordained a sentence that  should ord inar i ly  

be imposed for  the cr ime speci f ied,  and 

that  there should be t ru ly convincing 

reasons for  a d i fferent  response ."  

 

I  have al ready stated none exist  in  th is mat ter.  I t  is  

unfor tunate that  accused at  h is age now is facing a pr ison 

sentence.   The accused fa i led to resolve a conf l ic t  in  a  

c iv i l ised manner.   As a leader of  the communi ty,  he was 

deeply involved in solv ing people 's problems  and he should 

have known bet ter.    

 

The sentence that  I  am going to impose on you today I  want  

i t  to be a sentence that  wi l l  in  future teach you how to 

bet ter  resolve d isputes.  Women in th is country has been for  



long re legated something that  is below thei r  male 

counterpar ts and these types of  conducts must  come to an 

end.   Women have the r ight  to coexist  wi th thei r  male 

counterpar ts ,  they have a r ight  to be respected and t reated 

wi th d ign i ty.    

 

No amount  of  sentence wi l l  br ing the l i fe  of  the deceased 

back.  But  the accused should be confronted wi th a sente nce 

that  wi l l  deter other  people f rom  commit t ing s imi lar  

offences.  

 

Having considered the above the accused wi l l  be sentenced 

as fo l lows;  

 

1 .  Count  1 of  murder you wi l l  be sentenced to 18 

years impr isonment .  That  wi l l  be your  sentence.  

 

 

-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  

………………………… 

MOSOPA, J 

JUDGE OF THE HIGH COURT  

DATE:……………….  


