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PROCEEDINGS ON 13 OCTOBER 2025   

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.   Should I  say Ms Hassim or  Mr  

Chaskalson? 

ADV CHASKALSON SC :    Mr Chaskalson is  f ine,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.  

ADV CHASKALSON SC :    Chai r ,  Mr Char l  Du P lessis i s  

here f rom WDKLAW.  He has c l ients who oppose the in  

camera  appl icat ion.   His c l ients want  to  put  up an a f f idavi t  

to  answer the appl icat ion.   They have proposed to  do that  

by one o 'c lock  today.   I f  the Commissioners  are in  10 

agreement  wi th that ,  we could answer i t  by f ive today.   And 

together  wi th our  answer,  we would f i le  any wr i t ten  

argument  that  we thought  might  assist  the Commission.   

And we have asked Mr Du  P lessis  i f  h is  team would 

s imi lar ly  f i le  any wr i t ten argument  by f ive,  and then we are  

in  the Commission 's hands.    

 Certa in ly  f rom the Evidence Leader 's  s ide,  we 

would be happy for  the Commissioners to  make a ru l ing on 

paper,  communicate that  to  us so that  we could k ick of f  wi th  

evidence tomorrow morning,  be i t  in  camera  or  out  of  20 

camera .   But  i f  the Commission wants to  hear ora l  a rgument  

in  addi t ion to the wr i t ten submissions that  the  par t ies would 

be in tending to make,  then we are in  your  hands as to when 

that  would happen and how to proceed.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  p lease.   My apologies.   I  d id  not  get  
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the name.   I f  you could p lease?  

ADV CHASKALSON SC :    Good morning,  Commissioners.   I  

conf i rm my name is  Char l  Du P lessis  f rom Wi l lem De Klerk 

At torneys.   We appear on behal f  o f  News24 and Dai ly  

Maver ick,  which are news and cur rent  af fa i rs  p lat fo rms that  

have been cover ing the commission.   We do have a 

mandate  to oppose the grant ing of  the order  in  the fo rm that  

i t  cur rent ly  takes.   I  conf i rm everyth ing that  Mr Chaskalson 

has said.   We wi l l  endeavour to  have an answer wi th h im by 

one p.m.   And then,  as he says,  we  would be in  the hands 10 

of  the commissioners as to whether  you would l i ke  to  hear  

ora l  a rgument  f rom us tomorrow.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Wi l l  that  be an answer p lus  wr i t ten 

argument  or  wr i t ten argument  around f ive,  which is  the t ime 

the Evidence Leaders wi l l  be f i l ing a reply and wr i t ten 

argument?  Wi l l  you have wr i t ten argument  around f ive as 

wel l?    

MR DU PLESSIS :    I  th ink we would hope to do that .   We 

would hope to accompl ish that .   We can cer ta in ly  –  i f  I  can 

f ind counsel  who is  not  a l ready engaged in  cour t  tomorrow, 20 

we wi l l  s tar t  work ing,  obviously,  on our  argument  as soon 

as we have submit ted.   And then,  hopefu l l y ,  I  wi l l  receive 

f rom Mr Chaskalson thei r  argument  and we can just  quick ly  

modi fy  anyth ing we have and then have i t  to  you short l y 

thereaf ter .  
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CHAIRPERSON :    But  for  the in t imat ion that  the Evidence 

Leaders would want  th is  f ina l ised as soon as possib le,  when 

we conferred before coming down here,  we tentat ive ly 

thought  that  we would g ive both s ides n ine p.m.  as t ime for  

the f i l ing of  wr i t ten argument .    

MR DU PLESSIS :    That  would be very gracious,  and I  

would be qui te  gratefu l .    

ADV CHASKALSON SC :    Thanks,  Chai r .   We never refuse 

addi t ional  t ime.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Ja.   About  whether  we wi l l  then g ive a  10 

decis ion,  a  wr i t ten decis ion wi thout  argument ,  I  th ink we 

need to confer  ou ts ide of  here,  and we wi l l  communicate our  

decis ion in  due course.   Mr Du Plessis ,  do you th ink  you wi l l  

be ins is t ing on be ing heard,  that  i s  argument ,  o ra l  a rgumen t  

before us?  Or would you be happy wi th a  decis ion on 

paper?   

MR DU PLESSIS :    I  th ink at  th is  stage,  I  would be happy 

wi th a decis ion on paper,  Just ice.    

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight .   Thank you very much.   Thank 

you.   We wi l l  ad journ and awai t  the  –  I  wi l l  use the  p lu ra l ,  20 

which is  what  the  Amer icans do,  and awai t  the f i l ings.   Let  

us adjourn.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS TO 14 OCTOBER 2025  

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


