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MAISELS, JP.

The appellant was convicted in the High Court of muxexing his
lover one Kalatane Ontumetse, The oourt found that there were
extenmuating cirounstances and did not impose the death sentence upon
hin, Be was sentenced to undergo 10 years imprisonment from the time
when he was in ocustody namely 2lst September 1383, It is olear that on
the evening of 15th September 1983 the sppellant followed Xalatane to the
home of her new bayfriend and waited until she was in the bedroom, The
appellant vas armed with a knife, He dived through the window and
atabbed her a rnber of times causing fatal wounds, These wounds
ware descrided fully in the medical evidence I do not propose to set
them out in detail sawe to say that as was found by the learned Judge in
the court below it was & most brutal murder, In faot it is almost



igpossible to cunoeive of a murder deing oarried cut in a more
mexciless manner on & defencsless young womane

To . my mind as found by the learmed trial judge,this
case merite a very substantinl sentence of i{rmprisonnent, : It ooy
well be said that the ayzellant isuckynot to have bess sentenced
to death,

The aprellant has listed a mumber of grounds upon which he says
his sentence is excessive, He says he 1s a young oan, that he has &
go0d yeoord, thai i:¢ las & mumber of dependants vho woild be unable
to support theomelves. if he has 8 long temm of impriscnment, that he
has tc repay & substantial loan to the Hational Development Rank, that he
is sole tywder of his shey, that he suffere from an uloer and has
told the couxrd todsy that he {s remorweful of his dsods, that he offers
guad sexvice to the nationy indeed he considers himeslf an asset
to the Btate, VWhat he does not coneider is that he murdexred this
young wazan and that he showed hex no lenienay and 2o merey, It is
vell to restate vhat ws said ty Schreiner J.ds in a oase of R, v XaIg
1961 (1) SALR 251 AD at p, 236 and quoted in the judguent in the oourt
below,

®seeces if sentance for serious orimes are too

lenient, the admintstration of justice may faull

into dlsreputs and injured persons may incline
{0 take the law into their owm hands,*

Hovever as was pointed cut hy Mr, Justios Sochyeiner in that cags
rightecus angsz should not be wllowed to becloud Jjudgment, X hope
the anger which I felt on reading what happensd to this young woman is
not clouding my Juiguent, I nexely wish $0 say that despite all what
vas raised by the appellant, tiwexe essem to me to be no grounds st all



for eaylng that the sentonoe imposed ty the trial ecourt was of such a
nature as to su@etae this courtts intexrference, To the contrary if anything
the sentence may have erred or the side of leniency, In oy opinion

there is no oevit in this appeal and it i{s disuissed,

I. Ao MAISELS, JP,

I agree Le So DARON, JA.

I agxve H. MURRAY, JA,



