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FROM THE EDITOR

Being a journalist can be a thankless business – everything is our fault (or 
the fault of “The Media” as though we are all one thing); we get everything 

wrong, we are captured, we are Stratcom. 
Worse, sometimes we write stories about things that are horrible, or 

sensitive. Sometimes we criticise people we generally admire.
But while some people will hold it against you (seemingly forever in some 

cases), not everyone.
The first time I encountered Willem van der Linde was at his first interview 

before the Judicial Service Commission. When I was canvassing anonymous views 
beforehand on the candidates, he was spoken of – by almost everyone I asked – in 
the highest possible terms. His skills were lauded. His contribution and commitment to 
transformation was praised by his black colleagues. Juniors looked up to him.

At the time I had never seen him on his feet in court and it was only later when I saw 
him argue for the GCB in the Mansingh case, about the conferral of silk, that I realised why 
his advocacy skills were spoken of so highly. His address was excellent. 

But that first JSC interview was a bit of a disaster. He got tied up about his membership 
as a young man of the Ruiterwag – the youth wing of the Broederbond – and went 
here and there, answering questions about it. When he did not get the nod, many of his 
colleagues were outraged.

When I wrote about it, I said this was an instance where I could not fault the JSC’s 
decision not to appoint him. This made some people angry.

But he wasn’t angry. He was so gracious about it. After my column came out ahead 
of his second JSC interview, we literally bumped into each other with our breakfast trays. 
He made a point of greeting me politely and warmly, respectfully even; it felt genuine as 
well. I was moved – in a way that perhaps only other journalists will understand.

I have read the tributes to him in this edition from those who knew him far better than 
me, and I am not surprised of their admiration. He is particularly special to us at Advocate, 
because he chaired our editorial committee for many years.

Van der Linde was, perhaps, one of those people who was not as good at the job 
interview as he was at the job itself. And appearing before the JSC is one of the most 
gruelling job interviews ever. 

As it happens, in this edition, the JSC is in the spotlight with a very thought-provoking 
contribution from Supreme Court of Appeal Judge Azhar Cachalia criticising how the JSC 
has gone about balancing the constitutional requirements for judicial appointments. 

I don’t agree with Judge Cachalia on some of the views he has expressed, but I think 
it is crucial that we debate this issue. And I hope we can do so on these pages going 
forward in the way that Judge Cachalia suggests – with more light than heat. It is such a 
vexed topic that, for many years, people have avoided expressing their views publicly 
– preferring to gossip and moan in corridors – for fear of being labelled or attacked. For 
Judge Cachalia to do so now is the kind of moral courage we expect from our best judges. 

GCB chairman Craig Watt-Pringle SC has in his chairman’s contribution looked at 
the JSC from a different angle: why the advocates profession should contribute towards 
building the judiciary; and one of the ways it has contributed so far – through the GCB’s 
extensively researched comments on the candidates for judicial appointment. I have 
reported on the JSC for years and the GCB submission is the one document I desperately 
try to get my hands on ahead of interviews – to really know what’s what with the 
candidates. It is very important work and seems to assist the commission. 

I have also, in my column, ranted about the JSC’s other role – judicial discipline (short 
version: not happy). A
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