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: "_'-;gunty of culpable homlc;de ln the Ilght thereof the
""'-"'*:was also set asrde and replaced wuth a sentence
:”"::'[{_-glmprlsonment in terms of sectlon 276(1)(1) of thre_C m'|
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SO?U”H AFRICA c

(WESTERN CAPE HlGH COURT CAPE TOWN)
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Procedure Act 51 of 1977

- Today there’ié» b"efore ‘us 5n*app—rscai.nbﬁ‘ for'iea‘ve’to'f?'a" pe Ito '__. _.

“the sentence.

the Supreme Court of Appeal agamst thrs Courts i

and the apphcatron is dlrected agalnst both the con.vk__’tl
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'_,,._;'.matter back to the trral court to con3|der sentenoe afresh af
10

G '-1mpos|ng a sentence of correctlonal s 'gpervrsron e

e ;:’.,We had before us a report and we had'all,the facts Wthh ,
P pertment to the con_ 7 dzeratlon.iof th

f'f';:*afresh ln my vuew there IS no prospect that another co
;f';f;wnl come to a dlfferent concltjslon in the resu_l,t
do ,_‘:.'fIfAPPLICATION F’f; R LEAVE
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We have agaln consrdered the matter and in my vrew there |s:';',i'
"no prospect that another court W|l| come to a drfference--‘
rrconclusron as far as the conVIctuon of culpable homlcrde |s -

'”con,ce:rn'ed.

Mr Avontuur for the apphcant argued that lnstead of thrs court;

'_rmposrng the sentence we shou!d rather have referred, ,hf

ff.conmdermg a probatron offlcer s report as to the desura rlr

pproprlate sente

f{ls DISMISSED:;
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