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Message from the:

The people have the right to know what their judiciary branch of the government does. We at the
Judiciary believe it is our duty to inform the people what we do .This second Annual Report is one
means of achieving 2 G K 32 f &> 2dzNJ Rdzié G2 AyTF2N¥Y FyR GKS LIS

When people know what we at the Judiciary do, they would be better informed and would help us to do
2dzNJ 62N)] oO0SGGSNXY 2SS NBljdzSad GKS LIS2 LI kow wesnaylS OA | £ §
improve the delivery and quality of our services.

We want to take this opportunity to express our appreciation to the many who have given us
assistances and support in various ways .We believe these assistances and supports have sustained our
continuing efforts to do better.

First and foremost, we want to thank our Olbiil Era Kelulau (Congress) and the Executive Branch for our
budget for the last two fiscal years.

We want to also express our appreciation to the government of the Republhinfa, Taiwan for its
generous contribution for the installation of our management information system and the funding of
the new Pablo Ringang Building.

We want to convey our appreciation to the government of Japan for the services of its Japan
International Cooperation Agency (JICA) volunteers who have helped us in the trainings of our IT
personnel.

We also want to thank the Ninth Circuit Pacific Islands Committee and its Chairperson, Senior District
Judge Consuelo B. Marshall. Using grants from theRé@artment of the Interior, the Committee has

been developing and delivering various educational and professional training programs for judges and
court personnel .The Committee collaborates with the Pacific Judicial Council, an organization of
Micronesan and American Samoa Judiciaries. The Palau Judiciary has benefited greatly from these
trainings.

Last and certainly not the least, we express our appreciation to the Pacific Judicial Development

t NPINF YYS 0604t W5t é0 Fdzy RSR @d adnfinBteraibytReNkydetal Caurts2 ¥ b S
of Australia. For the last five years, PJDP has achieved phenomenal work in increasing capacities of
2dzR3ISa YR 2dzZRAOAIE 2FFAOSNE & oSttt | &lsldnd LINE QA y
countries, inalding Palau.
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The government of New Zealand has generously decided to not only continue to fund the Programme,
but to administer it as well, beginning this year. The former PJDP is now known as Judicial Pacific
Participation Fund (JPPF).We express our apgtien to the government and the Judiciary of New
Zealand for their continued support.

Finally, we thank those who participated in some of the surveys we have conducted to find out how we

YI®& AYLINRGS (GKS WdzRA OA Il NB Q oakSiNgtd gadicipdte ih tffehstindeysf £ @ = 2
We are encouraged by the increased participation in the recent surveys. We are committed to improve

our services.

Ma uriul,

WV
Arthur Ngiraklsong
Chief Justice
Palau Supreme Court
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Mission and Vision
MISSION

The mssion of the Palau Judiciary is to preserve and enhance the rule of law by providing a just,
efficient, and accessible mechanism for resolving disputes. The Judiciary will interpret and apply the
law, as modified by custom and tradition, consistently, amjally, and independently to protect the
rights and liberties guaranteed by the laws and constitution of the Republic of Palau.

VISION

The Courts of the Republic of Palau will provide justice for all while maintaining the highest standards
of performance professionalism, and ethics. Recognizing the inherent dignity of every person who
participates in the justice system, the Judiciary will treat each participant with respect and will strive
to make the process understandable, affordalalad efficient. irough the thoughtful, impartial, and
well-reasoned resolution of disputes, the Judiciary enhances the public trust and confidence in this
independent branch of government.

Introduction

The Republic of Palau is an island nation located in the westernicP@g€an roughly 500 miles

southeast of the Philippines. Geographically, Palau constitutes part of the Cdstding chain and is

part of the larger island group of Micronesia. Palau consists of more than 340 islands, of which only 9

are permanently ihabited. The land area of Palau totals approximately 460 square kilometers (178

square miles), about 2.5 times the size of Washington, D.C. According to the 2005 population census,
tFfFdzQa LIR2LIzZ FGA2Y 6Fa mpIpnt ONBYEAdzSRERYNV &84 ORIz
population at approximately 21,000. About 70% of Pafaulive in the former capital city of Koror on
KororIsland The capital relocated in 2006 from Koror to a newly constructed complex in Melekeok

State on the larger but lssdeveloped island of Babeldaghthe second largest island in Micronesia

after Guam.

In 1978, after more than three decades of United States administration under the United Nations Trust
Territory of the Pacific Islands (TTPI), Patemupart of a process toward self government, voted against

joining the Federated States of Micronesia and opted for independent status. Palau adopted its own
constitution and became the Republic of Palau in 1981. It signed a compact of free assodtatibe

United States in 1982 and the Compact was ratified in 1993. Palau gained full sovereignty when the

/I 2YLI O ¢SydG Ayid2 STFFSOG 2y hOG20SN) mXI wmppnI O2
independence.

Palau is a mulparty democratic repblic with directly elected executive and legislative branches. The
President is both head of state and head of government. Executive power is exercised by the
government while legislative power is vested in both the government and the Palau NatiorgaE€on

(the Olbiil era Kelulau). The Palau National Congress has two hptlsesenate with nine members

elected nationwide and the Hous®F 5SSt S3aF 4S&a YIRS dzLJ 2F mMc YSYOSNAES
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states. There is also a Council of Chiefs, comgrigie highest traditional chiefs from each of the 16

states. The Council of Chiefs serves as an advisory board to the President on matters concerning
traditional laws and customs. Artické of the Constitutionof the Republic of Palaprovides for a

julA OAl NBE GAYRSLISYRSYyG 2F GKS tS3aratlriAagdgS FyR SESOd
CKAA !yydzadt wSLR2NI adzYYFINAT Sa GKS WdzRAOAF NBEQa 2 LX

year, as well as its challenges going forward. The Annual Report is intended to inform likeapoht
what the Palau Judiciary does and how it functions.

|.  Palau Judiciary Organizational Chart

Supreme Court Mational Court
(Const. Art. ¥, Sec.2) [Const. Art, _SEE. 4)
Appellate Division & Trial Division Not Active

Courtof Common Pleas ] [ Land Court ‘

Administration

Chief Justice
{Const. Art. X, Sec. 12)
Administrative Director
{Const. Art. X, Sec. 12)

!

Human Ianagement
Resource Info. Systems

[ Lanw Lihrarﬁ,r]

Property Probation Court Counsel r'.-'ila.rslhal Clerk of Courty | Budget Office
=nagement Cffice Diivision

Marriage, Death,
Birth Records

— Land Records

— Land Registry

—1 Medistion
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Overview of the Judiciary

[I.  About the Courts

Back (L-R): Associate Justice Lourdes F. Materne, Associate Justice Kathleen M. Salii, Associate Jus#ehBy Pate,
Associate Judge Salvador Ingereklii, and Associate Judge Rose Mary Skebong.
Front (L-R): Senior Judge C. Quay Polloi, Chief Justice Arthur Ngiraklsong, and Senior Judge Honora E. R. Rudimch

The Palau Judiciary consists of the Supreme Cotiad (Jivision and Appellate Division), the Land Court,
the Court of Common Pleas, and associated administrative units that provide various services to the
courts.
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A. Supreme Court (Trial Division and Appellate Division)

Article X of the Constitution vestee Suprene Court with power over all matters in law and equity and
outlines its structure and operation.
The Supreme Court is divided into a Trial
Division and an Appellate Division. Cases
are initially adjudicated by a single
justice in the Trial Divisn. Appeals
from Trial Division decisiongre heard

by panels of three different justices in
the Appellate Division. The Appellate
S5AQGAAA2Y Aa | G 02 dzNJIi
superior court of record having
appellate jurisdiction with final authority

to adjudicate all cases and controversies
properly brought before it. The

Supreme Court also handles disciplinary and other,
spedal proceedings.

The Supreme Court currenttpnsists ol Chief
Justice and three Associate Justigkgdditional
judges are appointed on an-ageded basis as
Associate Justices Pro Tem or Pidne Associate
Justicesi 2 | aaAraid sAGK (GKS

(L-R)AJ Salii, Parttime Associate Justice
Foley, PartTime Associate Justice Maramar
CJ Ngiraklsong, AJ Materng]

B. Land Court

The Land Court was established in 1996 asd

vested with jurisdiction over civil cases involving the adjudication of title to land or aenegttin land
Appeals from the Land Court go directly to the Appellate Division of the Supreme Court. The Land Cou
makes determinations with respect to
the ownership of all lands within the
Republi¢ including the return of land
that became public as a result dafs
acquisition by previous occupying
powers through force, coercion, fraud,
or without just compensationThe Land
Court currently includes a Senior Judge
and two Associate Judges. Land Court
proceedings are generally conducted in
Palauan, although translation is available
for non-Palauan speakers.
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C. Court of Common Pleas

The Court of Common Pleas was established in 1982 to har®il¥ Y2y ¢ OA @At Lliyh&ds ONI YA )
jurisdiction to hear civil caseshsre the amount claimed or in dispute $40,000 or less It does not,

however, adjudicate cases involviland interess, no matter what the amount claimed or in dispute is.

Land cases are heard in the Land Court. The Court of Common Pleas alsalllgiacsce and child

support casesregardless of the amount in controversgenerally, the iwil cases that come beforhe

Court include name changes, family law matters, aimpleestate settlement proceedings. TH&ourt

also hears small claims, where the amount claimeg8i900 or lessn less formal hearings. The Court of

Common Pleamay also adjudicate criminal ®as. Criminal cases aassignedo the Court of Common

Pleas by the Chief Justice of the
Supreme Courtand the maximum
possible punishmentor criminal cases
heard in the Court of Common Pleas
shall not exceed a $10,000 fine or
imprisonment for five yea. Appeals

from cases adjudicated bthe Court of A
Common Pleas are filed directly with the
Appellate Division of the Supreme
Court.

The Chief Justice of the Supreme Coul
has also designated theCourt of
Common Pleas to handle civil domestic
abuse casedought under the Family
t NEGSOGAZ2Y 1 OG oacCt! ¢ToyS§ilh QiR NF| deR ISYS B INA HZ ™ H DK -
Court has created forms and protocols to assure that the Court is available to assist paersking s

orders of protectionpothdurind G KS / 2 dzNJi Q& vy 2aiddurifig affetiSuiglif & vicind K 2 dzNE&
of abuse needimmediate protection. The Court is also collaborating with other agenicielsidingthe

.dzNBldz 2F tdzofAO {IFSGez GKS 1 ({2 biddhe Milishy NI £ Qa
Comnunity and Cultural Affairs teuccessfully implementthe FRA Y I y RI (S a

[ll.  Judicial Nominating Commission

¢ KS WdzRA OA I € b2YAYlFGAY3 [/ 2YYA&dadA2y O60KS awb/ é0 O
citizens of Palau. The Chiafdza 6 A OS aSNBSa a (GKS Wb/ Q& / KI ANLISNE
and by the Palau Bar Association and the final three members are appointed by the President of Palau.

If a INC member becomes a candidate for political office, they must resigseheon the JNC.

When a vacancy for a Judge or Justice within the Palau Judiciary becomes available, the JNC produces a

list of seven nominees and presents the list to the President. The list of nominees is created using a
secret ballot. If there is aoaflict of interest involving a JINC member and a potential nominee, the JNC
member must recuse himself or herself from voting or discussions regarding the nominee. In addition,
should a JNC member become a potential nominee, that member must also reicoselftor herself.

The qualities sought in judicial nominees include: integrity and moral courage; legal ability and
experience; intelligence and wisdom; compassion and fairness; diligence and decisiveness; judicial
temperament; and awareness of and sdiviiy to Palauan culture. Every year, regardless of whether

there is a Judicial Office vacancy, the JNC chairperson is required to call a meeting to review the
O2YYAaarz2yQa Odz2NNByd Nz Sa FyR LINRPOSRdzZNBaz, SRdzOl i
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and compose a list of seven potential nominees for Chief Justice should the current Chief Justice resign
or pass away.

Palau Judiciary Highlights

Training and Workshops
A. Australian Leadership Awards Fellowship (ALAF) Program

On September 22, October 03, 2014, Senior Judge Honora E. Remengesau Rudimch attended the
Australian Leadership Awards Fellowship (ALAF) Program in Sydney and Melbourne, Australia. The ALAF
program was sponsored and funded by the Australia Department of Foreign Affairs andafichtiee

Family Court of Australia. The goal of the program was to improve access to family law courts for
women and other disadvantaged groups by identifying ways to strengthen the delivery of family law
services to women, children and persons with dibtds. The ALAF aimed to facilitate dialogue among
2dzZRAOALEt fSIFRSNARXI bDha YR /{hQa 2y (G(KS 0A0 NRfS
OKAf RNBYT O6AA0 LRtAOE NBalLRyaSa G2 AyONBlotheky3d 62Y
stakeholders in the Pacific might improve their coordinated efforts against violence. Other ALAF Fellows
FNRY tlftldz AyOftdzZRSR [FEAA [/ & {F{1dzYlFX GKSy [/ KAST t
Rebecca Koshiba, Program Manager/Sod¥alrker from the Victims of Crimes Assistance program

(Ministry of Health). The fellowship also included participants from Papua New Guinea and Fiji.

Front Row: Senior Judge Rudimch, Palau Fellow, Chief Justice Diana Bryant, Family Court of Australlafasha StotDespoja,
Ambassador for Women & Children Australia, Nani Zulminani, Director PEKKA Indonesia, Chief Magistrate Nerrie Eliakim, Supreme
Court of PNG

Back Row: Cate Sumner, Lead Adviser Legal Identity Program Australia Indonesia Partnershigdstice, Ume Wainetti, PNG Fellow,
Angelyn Singh, Fiji Fellow, Lalii C. Sakuma, Palau Fellow, Leisha Lister, Executive Adviser Family Court of Australia, SeMiagistrate
Rosie Johnson, PNG Fellow, Elena Down, CBM Nossal Partnership for Disability Isbhe Development, PEKKA representative, Rebecca
Koshiba, Palau Fellow, Barbara Malimali, Fiji Fellow, Rajni Chand, Fiji Fellow
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During the two week program, the
ALAPparticipants also attended the™7
International Association for Court
Administration Conference in Sydney.

Senior Judge Rudimch, along with the

Chief Magistrate of PNG, a PhD
candidate from the School of
Governance Maastricht University, The
Netherlands and the Dep. Director
International Programmes of the
Australian Human Rights Commission

I @S LINBaSyiaridiazya 2y
Perspectives on Access to Justice and

the Empowerment of Women Affected

08 CIFYAf&@k52YSalAO A2
WdzR3I S w dzBsknvatibK facused INJ

Julieta Marotta, The Netherlands School of Governance Maastricht University, on Palau based on the Preliminary
Chief Magistrate Nerrie Eliakim, Supreme Court ¢fNG, Leisha Lister, FT .
Executive Adviser Family Court of Australia, Natasha De Silva, Dep. Director Flndlngs from the 2014 Belau Fam”y

International Programs Unit of the Australia Human Rights Commission, Senio  Health Study Survey (BFHSS), which
Judge Rudimch, Palau Court of Common Pleas have since been adopted and the
Family Protection Act of 2012 and other recent developments in the area of domestic violence.

B. Family Violence and Youth Justice Follow -up workshop

Domestic V|olence Is a cresstting issue affecting families across the pacific islands without regard for
sl income, status, education level, race, or
gender. The Palau Judicianc@nmitted
to helping to combat this problem. As a
continuation of the efért to do so, The
Palau Judiciary, in partnership with the
Pacific Judicial Development Programme,
held a followup workshop on Family
Violence and Youth Justice at the Koror
State Assembly Hefleptember 9 through
September 11, 2014 Participants were
primarily stakeholder agencies involved
in the implementation of the Family
Protection Actincluding the Bureau of

Back(L-R)Persilla RengiitProbation Officer Jonnie NgelukPolice Officer Vierra Public Safety’ Office of the Attorney

Toribiong-Probation Officer Dr. Marie Rocelle, DrJasmine VergardBHd, Generalthe Palawudiciarythe Ministry
Rebecca KoshleQCA/MQH Lorenze Metzndér PJDP Programme Coordinatc of Health andhe Ministry of Community
Kenny SengebaBolice Officer

Front(L-R) Senior Judge Honora E.R. Rudiniciourt of Common Pleas, and Cultural Affairs.Other participants
Minister BaklaiTemengili MCCA, Judge Peter BosiérNew Zealand, Senator included senators. members of the Palau
J.Uduch Seniot 9" OEK. o T .

Bar Association, Ministry of Education
officials, PCC/Talent Search Program representatives, and variotgomemmental organizations and
interested citizens including First Lady Debbie M. Reyasau.
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The purpose of the workshop was to study the Family Protection Act, review protocols established by
some of the partner agencies to ensure the implementation of the Awet to discuss the progress

made since the last Family Violence and Youth cdidatVorkshop held in 2012 Presentation topics

included thespecificprovisionsof the Act, from police responsibilities to the various crimes under the

Act and the process for obtaining a civil domestic abuse restraining ardethe a description of the

types of specialist services available at the Behavioral Health Division, including those for domestic
abuse cases. Participants walked away with a deeper understanding pfdtections and resources

available under the Act and th@ocedures in placé access themAgreed outcomes of the workshop

AyOf dzZRSR GKS ySSR F2NJ I aKStGSNE Ftft20F0GA2y 2F TFA
information sharingandlegislationdesignedspecificallyto addresselder abuse

C. Penal CodeWorkshop

The Judiciary and the Bar Associatigaintly
alLRyaz2NBR | g2N] akKkzlLl
code August 25 through August 22014,in Koror,
Palau United States District Court Judges Consu
Marshall and André Birotte, as well as Fede
Publc Defender Sean Kevin Kennedy, travelled
Palau to discuss the new code and its implicatiof
Lectures highlighted the differences between th
old and new codes and focused on crimes
particular concern to the Republic, such as mon
laundering and naotics.

The workshop was well attended bylawyers,
judges, law enforcement officials, and members
the Palau égislature, providing a unique
opportunity to explore the new code with input

(L-R)Grace Frink (Law Clerkfor Judge Marshall)Federal
) k Public Defender Sean Kevin Kennedy, Judge Consuelo
from a variety of perspectives. Marshall, Judge Andre Birotte

D. Advanced Mediation Workshop

Mr.Chuan NgDeputy District Registrar of the Federal Court of Australia based in Sydsiéggd Palau

on behalf of the Pacific Judicial Development Program (Rd@®)anuary 14hroughJanuary 16, 2014

to conduct an Advanced Mediation Workshop for local attorneys and interested members of the
Palauan judiciary While in Palau, Mr. Ng also-mediated two court matters with local attorneys.

CKAA ¢l a aNXP b3IQa as&QanyaR 2Mdeiravelledit® Palauo $onducithel y R @
.SIAAYYSNDRAa aSRAIFGAZ2Y 2 2NJ] &K pattkipanksADDifqg that sit helcél Sy RS R
mediated a dispute with local attorney, Mbiegfried B. Nakamura.

The 3day Advanced Workshop was attended by 13 participavite learneda number of advanak
mediationtechniquesincludingdealing with difficult litigants, managing expectations, bridgingural
communication barriers, as well as participafin intensive roleplaying exercisest I { IChizRBustice

Arthur Ngiraklsong established a cotainexed mediation progranm 2013where court staff and some

local attorneys (acting pro bono) hawonducted mediations on behalf of the Court. To date, 20 court
matters have beerreferred for mediation by the Palau Judiciary. 12 of those court matters have been
successfully settled (60% success rate), which has benefited the pantiethe Judiciarpy reducing

legal costs and freeg up Supreme Court resources.
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The Palau udiciary strongly encouragd.JS2 L S ¢K2 KIF @S € S3Ff RA&LMzISa
Mediation Program to resolve their differences.

91T OOE 3AOOEAAOC 4AAT (Ad PO 0A1I AGBGO 91 O C
Youth Justice is another substantial issue in the Pacifictamdvay in which our young people are

involved in the justice system is a concern of the JudiciBrgbation officers and judges from the Palau

Judiciary work with the Juvenile JustdrkD NB dzLJQ & o0 @ WA S E ¢ BdzivK 0{aS NJ¢ £ 0
programs designed to keep kids in school, teach life and job skills, provide counseling, educate kids and

their families about the Family Protection Act. The efforts are primarily intervention methivded at

keeping youth out of the justice system. They are also designed to help youth who are involved with the
justice system transition find ways to transition back to school or work and move forward with their

lives in a positive way. The membefsY&T from the Judiciary participate as speakers and presenters at

YST events including youth camps and community forums, and meet regularly with youth participants to
engage in community activities.

The JIJWG was established in 2012 to focus on policiesfieand work with various agencies and

groups to address issues around and improve youth justice servicke JJWG is comprised of

volunteers from various governmental and non governmental agencies and offices including the Office

of the Attorney Genea X (G KS . dzNBl dz 2F tdzoft A0 {IFSGexr GKS t dz
Education and Health, Palau High School, the Probation Office, and Palau Parents Empowered. The YST
was established within JJWG to address specific cases, seek optimumssévigeuth, and provide

community awareness projects for youth.

New Court Building under Construction

Construction is progressing othe new

courthouse building in downtown Koror.

The building is named after the late Judge

Pablo Ringang,presiding judge of the

Justice Court and the District CourtThe

new building will provide needed space for

Judiciary offices including the Office of the

Clerk of Courts, the Court of Common Pleas
O2dzNINRB2Y YR 2dzRISaQ OKI

building is also designea tprovide additional space
to enable the Judiciary to provide services
adzZLIL2 NI AY3 Ad0Qa YSRAIFGA
Protection Act including mediation rooms and a
Family Protection Act overnight room which will
provide a safe temporary space for wumt of
domestic violence in need. The projected
completion dateof the new building is April 2015.

ClFYATE
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The Judiciary Welcomes Its New Court Counsel

In September 2014, the Palau Judiciary welcomed Alexander Weber and Peter Ghattas as the new Court
Qounsel for the 2014 2015 term. Mr. Weber is from
Sioux Falls, South Dakota and recently completed a two
year federal clerkship in the United States District Court
for the Western District of Missouri. Mr. Weber graduated
from Stanford Law School, wherke served as the
Managing Editor of the Stanford Journal of International
Law. During law school, he also worked for the
prosecution at two international criminal tribunatsthe
Extraordinary Chambers in the Courts of Cambodia and
the International Crimial Tribunal for the former
Yugoslavia¢ and coauthored a textbook on the
constitutional law of the Democratic Republic of Timor
Leste (East Timor). Mr. Weber graduated summa cum laude from Washington & Lee University in 2009.

g

Mr. Ghattas is from Wellesy, Massachusetts and o
recently completed a federal clerkship in the United
States District Court for the District of Maryland. He
graduated magna cum laude from American University
Washington College of Law, where he served as a
member of the American Uregvsity Law Review and as a
Student Public Defender for the American University
Criminal Justice Clinic. During law school, Mr. Ghattas=
worked for the Center for Reproductive Rights on the
cases that would eventually reach the United States]
Supreme Court aBurwell v. Hobby Lobby. He graduated
from The George Washington University with a Bachelor
of Science in Economics.

Administrative Changes

Juanre Renee Harris, was appointed Administrative Director for the Palau Judiciary in November 2014.
Ms. Harris aiived in Palau with a diverse professional
background. Most recently she was the Director of The
brdAz2zylFt /IFYLIAIYy (G2 wSadz2NB
nonpartisan coalition of over 100 organizations,
lawyers, academics, students, and community activists
concerned about the erosion of civil rights and social
justice laws in the United States Federal CouRsior

to joining NCRCR, Juanne was a Senior Litigation
Associate with Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton &
Garrison LLP in New York City, and also servea as
federal judicial law clerk in the United States District
Court for the District of New Jersey. She left Paul Weiss
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in 2008 to join the Obama/Biden Ohio Campaign for Change as a member of the Voter Protection
Attorney Team. She was alselinuse counseldr Tribeca Enterprises LLC, a diversified media company.
Prior to practicing law Ms. Harris spent six years as a marketing and sales executive in the sports and
entertainment industry with the National Football League. Born and raised in New York City, she
attended the Bronx High School of Science, graduated from Dartmouth College with a History degree,
received a Masters of Business Administration from The Kendfagler Business School at the
University of North Caroling Chapel Hill, and completed hémw degree with honors at St. John's
University School of Law.
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The Palau Judiciaprides itself onoperating ethically and efficientlyproducingquality decisions and

ensuringl 00S84aa (2 2dAGAOS FT2N) I eNBA26St246 d2Q8 & @NIB AT K

performance. The clearance rate and average duration of a case measure how efficiently the courts are
managing their case loads. The quality of decisions can be evaluated by the number of decisions
appealed and, more ingtantly, the number of decisions overturned on appeal. And finally, access to
justice can be gauged by looking at the fee structure, availability of free legal counsel and accessibility of
forms and court services.

The information below provides detaddout how well the judiciary is doing regarding these indicators.

V. Accountability: Code of Conduct and Complaints

¢t KS WdzZRAOAIFNEBEQa /2RS 2F WIzZRAOALIf /2y RdzO0G 41 & LINRY

and amended on March 9, 2011. A copy of the Judicial Code of Conduct can be retrieved from the Palau
Judiciary websitehttp://wwww.palausupremecourt.net Rules & Other Publications, Judicial Code of
Conduct In 2014, two complaints were received against judicial officers.

There were no complaints made against Judiciary staff in.2014

Year Total Cases Filed Complaints Cases where no Complaint ~ Cases where Complaint made
against*JOs made against JOs against*JOs
2010 774 1 99.87% 0.13%
2011 1035 2 99.81% 0.19%
2012 1983 0 100.00% 0.00%
2013 1997 1 99.95% 0.05%
2014 1983 2 99.90% 0.10%

*JO¢ JudicialOfficers- Judges

V. Case Management(Supreme Court, Land Court, and Court of
Common Pleas)

A. Clearance Rates

The Palau Judiciary recognizes its obligationdispose of cases before it in a reasonable time.
l O0O2NRAyYy3If e (GKS /2dzaNIi assSia G2 FAylrftAal S OFas
GO0t SFNBRé 2NJ FAYIfATSR |a | LISNOSyGlF3IsS 2F 6A
clearancerates have declined, this reflects a comparable decline in the overall number of cases filed.

a
y

Criminal Cases (CRAverage clearance rate for the last five (5) years

Year Total Cases Filed Total Cases Finalised Total Cases Pendin¢ Clearance Rate as a ¢
2010 68 127 26

2011 130 84 72 64.62%

2012 110 116 66 105.45%

2013 165 133 98 80.61%

2014 192 171 127 85.50%
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Civil Cases (CAAverage Clearance Rate for the last 5 years

Year Total Cases Filed Total Cases Finalised Total Cases Pending  ClearanceRate as a %
2010 217 299 278

2011 271 274 275 101.11%

2012 212 252 235 118.87%

2013 154 185 204 120.13%

2014 188 186 206 98.94%

Juvenile Cases(AAverage Clearance Rate for the last 5 years

Year Total Cases Filed Total Cases Finalised Total Casefending Clearance Rate as a %
2010 2 19 7

2011 40 31 16 77.50%

2012 14 22 8 157.14%

2013 15 11 12 73.33%

2014 10 9 13 90.00%

Land Court Cases (LQAverage Clearance Rate for the last 5 years

Year Total Cases Filed Total Cases Finalised Total Cases Pending Clearance Rate as a %
2010 167 228 525

2011 312 259 578 83.01%

2012 53 124 507 233.96%

2013 139 225 421 161.87%

2014 270 154 537 57.04%

Small Claims (S@Average clearace rate for the last 5 years

Year Total Cases Filed Total Caseginalised Total Cases Pending Clearance Rate as a %
2010 151 149 57

2011 93 84 66 90.320

2012 72 78 60 108.33%

2013 63 50 73 79.37%

2014 87 97 63 111.4%

Common Pleas/Civil Action (CP/CARAverage cleeance rate for the last 5 years

Year Total Cases Filed Total Cases Finalised Total Cases Pending Clearance Rate as a %
2010 169 160 8

2011 189 171 26 90.48%

2012 162 152 36 93.83%

2013 131 146 21 111.45%

2014 134 128 27 95.52%

Citationsc Average clearance rate for the last 3 years.

Year Total Cases Filed Total Cases Finalised Total Cases Pending Clearance Rate as a %
2012 1360 1319 41 96.99%
2013 1330 1221 150 91.80%
2014 1092 946 296 86.63%0
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Civil Action/Domestic Abuse (CADA)
Year Total Cases Filed  Total Cases Finadsl Total Case®ending Clearance Rate as a %
2014 33 31 2 93.93%

Although the Family Protection act was enacted in November 2012, the first case under this actdvas file
in 2014.

2014 Clearance rate summary for all courts is as follows:

Supreme court

Case type No. of cases filed No. of Cases Finaliset No. of cases Pendin¢ Clearance Rate as a '

Criminal Cases 192 171 127 85.50%

Civil Cases 188 186 206 98.94%

Juvenile Cases 10 9 13 90.00%
Land Court

LandCases 270 154 537 57.04%
Court of Common Pleas

Small Claims 87 97 63 111.4%

Common Pleas 134 128 27 95.52%

Citations 1069 946 273 88.49%

Domestic Abuse 33 31 2 93.93%

B. Average Duration of a Case

2 KSy NBYRSNAYy3I || RSOA&A2Y AYy | YIFIGGSNE GKS WdzRAOA
manner. Because of the complexity of their wohgwever,Judges may not always announce their
decisions immediately at the conclusion of a casd somedecisions may be delivered at a later date.

The charts below provide details about the average duration, from filing to finalization (not including
appeals) for the different types of cases heard in the Supreme Gdural Division, Land Court and
Courtof Common Pleas.

Court Case Type Average Duration in Days
Trial Division Criminal 147
Civil 796
Juvenile 121
372
Land Court: Land 738
Court of Common Pleas CPCA 76
Small Claims 50
Criminal 156
Citations 28
SCI/CA 220
Appellate: Criminal 276
Civil 302

C. The Court of Appeals

A total of forty-one (41)appeals were filed in 2014. These numbers represents the number of appeal
applications made in the various lower courts. The number of asaicatiors does not represent
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the actual number of cases decided in the lower courts that can be appeatelddoes noteflect

whetherthe appeal was successful

Supreme Court

Case Type Appeals filed
Civil 17
Criminal 2
Land Court
Land 21
Court of Common Pleas
Small Claims 1

1. Outcome of Appeals in 2014

Dismissed 8

Disposed(Reversed) 2 Partially
Disposed(Affirmed) 15 Partially or in whole
Disposed(Withdrawn) 2

Remanded 3 Partially or in whole

D. The Court of Common Pleas

The Majority of cases handled by the CourtGdmmon Pleas are Citations and are heard weekly. A
citation can be paid at the Office of the Clerk of Courts if an offender does not contest the charge(s).
Certain types of Citations cannot be paid directly, however, and the offender must appear bedore t

court. The various types of Citations are:

JTC & JDCJuvenile Citations

MCC¢ Marijuana

K S Koror StateGovernment

ABC¢ ABC Board

DRT¢ Division of Revenue and Taxation
WSGC; Water Safety @ation

T D B D B D

TCQ; Traffic violations and some misdemeanor charges

The chart below details the number of ctations, by type, issued for the past five (5) years.

Filed Cases:
Type 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
TCC 1406 1159 1218 1223 980
JTC & JDC 161 150 88 82 42
MCC 11 6 6 8 8
KSG 17 2 8 3 3
ABC 11 11 3 6 3
DRT 24 8 4 8 3
WSC * * * * 8
Total: 1630 1336 1327 1330 1047

There were a total 0,047 citations filed with the Court of Common Pleas in 2014.

Other case types filed with the Court of Common Pleas include criminal, civil, domestic abuse, small
claims, and juvenile cases. In 2014, 52 Criminal (CR), 125 Civil (CA), 24 Domestic Abuse (CA/DA), 65
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Small Claims(SM), and 1 Juvenile (JV) case weravitledhis court. The overall total number of cases
filed in the Court of Common Pleas in 2014 \@gl4cases. The total number of cases disposed of by
the Court of Common Pleas in 2014 viak34

Disposed Cases

CITATIONS
CR CPICA CA/DA SM ABC DRT KSG TCC MCC JTC WSC Total
50 122 24 66 4 5 2 803 8 44 6 1134

At the end of the year 2014, Court of Common Pleas had a total of 266 cases pending on its docket.

Pending Cases

CITATIONS
CR CP/CA CA/DA SM ABC DRT KSG TCC MCC JiC WSC Total
6 21 2 5 0 0 1 210 3 18 0 266

VI. Accessibility and Fairness

The Judiciarfunctionsto make the courts and justice accessible to all. As part of this effort, it provides
fee waivers, conducts annual public surveys, and has created a judiciary website, where members of the
public can find rules, publications, court calendars, forms, in&tion on selected cases, information
about fees, and press releases. Please visit usttat//www.palausupremecourt.net

A. Free Legal Aid

In 2014, more than 87 parties in criminal cases, 8 parties in juveo#ise} 78 parties in citation cases,
65 parties in common plea caseand 50parties in civil cases received free legal aid.

Type ofFreeLegal Aid Criminal JUuvV Citation Common Pleas Civil Action
Public Defender (PD) 125 2 468 1
Court Appointed 62 6 10

MLSC 65 49

B. Court Fee Waiver

Lack of money should never be a barrier to justice. Accordingly, another way that the Court ensures
access to justice for all is to provide fee waivers to parties who cannot afford the costs associated with
filing a lawsuit. Fees may be waived by thertai proper jurisdiction if the Petitioner or Plaintiff
requests such a waiver using the appropriate form. The fee waiver form is available at the Office of the
Clerk of Court and on the Judiciary Website urfeéiems (http://palausupremecourt.ne}.

No feewaivers were requestedn 2014

State governments, government agencies, sgomiernment agencies, authorities, commissions, and
boards are not required to pay the filing fee but will be charged the usualféeeservice of papers by
the Marshals.
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C. Access and Fairness Public Survey

Forthe past four years the Judiciahasconductedpublic surveys to solicit public opini@amd feedback
tol AR Ay (defortsdampio@icdunide®icedDuring the wek of Juned ¢ Junel4, 2014, the
Court conducted a customer survey designed to measure public satisfaction with regatiiatoess to
the courts and; 2) perceptions about fairneskl5 peoplecompletedthe survey. The survey group was
made up of cour customers from diverse backgrounds includifglauans, Americans, Filipin@nd
Bangladeshiwho visited the Court to utilize various court services suckeaschingfor information,
paying finesand attending court cases.

The graph®elow detail the survey outcomes.
Q1. The forms needed were clear and easy to understand

Number of Response$10

Strongly

Disagree 4

Disagree I 2%

Heither Agree
or Disagree 16%

Strongly Agree

ngree _ 40%
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Q2. | was able to get my business done in a reasonable amount of time

Number of Responses:

Strongly
Disagree I

Disagree ™

Heither Agree
or Disagree 13%

Aaree _ e
ronobyAares _ 1

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 0% 60% 70%

Q3. Court staff paid attention to myeeds
Number of Response$07

80% 90% 100%
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