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Pistorius enters sentencing 

 
 
As the prosecution pushes for a 15-year jail sentence, Oscar Pistorius began the 
second day of his sentencing hearing after being found guilty last month of culpable 
homicide for shooting dead his girlfriend Reeva Steenkamp. 
 
Judge Thokozile Masipa determined that the athlete acted poorly in his response to 
what he assumed was an intruder to his house early on the morning of February 14, 
2013, by firing four gun shots into his restroom door and mistakenly killing his 
girlfriend. The sentence that is to be determined can range anywhere from 15 years 
in prison, to a suspended jail sentence and a fine. 
 
However, there are those with different opinions. “I think the ruling was an unfair 
one based on the facts that where presented. Pistorius, in my opinion, the evidence 
that was shown against him was indicative of anger and rage. I felt like he should 
have been charged with murder,” said Praia Jones, a senior Public Relations major. 
 
Prison would ruin Pistorius’s future and Pistorius personally, was the opinion stated 
by probation officer Annette Vergeer. She is the defense’s fourth and final witness in 
the sentencing hearing. She argues that Pistorius would be susceptible to gang rape 
if sent to prison, adding “How can we say Pistorius will not be a victim of gang 
rape?”  
 
The defense also went on to argue that South African prisons are not adequately 
equipped for the needs of the disabled. As well as the dangers of gangs, sodomy and 
drugs found in South African prisons. Ms. Vergeer even went on to express her 
warning of the potential risk of transmitting AIDS and tuberculosis due to the 
prisons’ overcrowding and poor sanitation.  
 
 “I don’t feel that in any other case, how the facilities are, would impact the verdict. 
They don’t do that for other cases, and he should be charged like any other person 
would who had committed the exact same crime,” said Jacob Strutton, a senior 
Journalism major. 
 
The overall goal of the defense’s argument is to convince Judge Masipa to favor a 
sentence in which Pistorius serves out his sentence under house arrest. Ms. Mergeer 
pushed during her testimony that Pistorius serve a sentence of three years in house 
arrest, a recommendation that has echoed throughout the defense’s witnesses.  
 
There is no minimum legal sentence for culpable homicide in South African law, 
since it is a South African principal that the punishment should be tailored to the 
person convicted, as apposed to the crime that they are convicted of. Therefore, it is 
impossible to predict what possible sentencing Judge Masipa will present. This 



  
 

South African principal is also the leading reason for the importance of this hearing. 
A man’s freedom and a family’s justice hangs in the balance of these proceedings.  
 
After the fact, there is still the possibility for appeals, both on the side of Pistorius, as 
well as the state. However, the state is more limited in its chance for appeal as 
opposed to Pistorius. Pistorius has the chance to appeal all the way to the Supreme 
Court of Appeal and eventually to the South African Constitutional Court. While the 
state can only appeal if it believes that there was a misinterpretation on the part of 
the judge in reaching her verdict, and that a different court could possibly reach a 
different verdict.  
 
 
 
 


