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Legal adjudications, which govern and affect every right and interest on this side of the grave, of necessity proceed and
depend upon oaths. Perjury, therefore, in its general consequence, strikes at the security of reputation, property, and
even life itself.

In The Federalist No. The rule of law means that all authority and power must come from an ultimate source
of law. Furthermore, it is a pillar of economic growth as multinational businesses and investors have
confidence to invest in the economy of a nation who has a strong and stable judiciary that is independent of
interference. Self-interest, ideological dedication and even corruption may influence the decisions of judges
without any checks and balances in place to prevent this abuse of power if the judiciary is completely
independent. One cannot be too independent of the other. Furthermore, judicial support of the executive is not
as negative as it seems as the executive is the branch of government with the greatest claim to democratic
legitimacy. If the judiciary and executive are constantly feuding, no government can function well. Judges are
not required to give an entire account of their rationale behind decisions, and are shielded against public
scrutiny and protected from legal repercussions. However judicial accountability can reinforce judicial
independence as it could show that judges have proper reasons and rationales for arriving at a particular
decision. While judges are not democratically accountable to the people, the key is for judges to achieve
equilibrium between the two to ensure that justice is upheld. Judges of the Supreme Court are appointed by the
President acting on the advice of his Cabinet. It has been noted that the current constitutional arrangements
enable "[a] well-meaning Executive, sincerely believing in the justness and legitimacy of its governmental
programme, The problem is that this is anathema to the logic of the separation of powers , directed as it is on
the potential for the abuse or misuse of power. Judicial commissions, advisory committees and procedures for
consultation will all be useless unless there exists, among the politicians of all parties, a realization that the
interest of the community requires that neither political nor personal patronage nor a desire to placate any
section of a society, should play any part in making judicial appointments. A positive result may be a cohesive
state with an interdependent judiciary and executive where the judiciary is unlikely to become too activist and
the executive pays due regard to laws. Removal of judges[ edit ] In Singapore, judges can only be removed for
misbehaviour or incapacity. Removal of a judge of the Supreme Court may only be effected upon the
recommendation of a tribunal of his or her peers. Also, issues of independence will not usually arise as most
of the disputes adjudicated by judicial commissioners will not involve the other arms of government. These
judges can be transferred by the LSC from the courts to other government departments to serve as legal
officers, and vice versa. This may be said to create a risk of executive interference. Opposition Member of
Parliament J. It did not investigate why the transfer was made. The reason for the transfer was never clearly
established. Also, the appointment process may not be detrimental to the independence of the lower judiciary
as the Chief Justice, who is not part of the executive or legislature, is the head of the LSC and has the final say
on judicial postings. There is no evidence that this has occurred. Immunity from civil suits[ edit ] Immunity
from suits for acts or omissions in the discharge of judicial duties can promote the independence of judges in
their decision-making. The State Courts Act "SCA" provides that a judicial officer of the State Courts â€” that
is, a district judge, magistrate, coroner or registrar [48] â€” may not be sued for any act done by him in the
discharge of his judicial duty, whether or not the judge is acting within the limits of his jurisdiction , so long as
at the time he in good faith believed himself to have jurisdiction to do or order the act complained of. The
procedure has not been invoked to date. Additionally, the law provides that the High Court and the Court of
Appeal have power to punish for contempt of court. It has been said that this causes potential executive
interference with judicial independence to be counterproductive, and may give a judge more confidence to
decide disputes without fear or favour. Nonetheless, at common law a judge can be disqualified from hearing
or deciding a case if he or she is actually biased against a party, or appears to biased. The test for apparent bias
is whether a reasonable and fair-minded person sitting in court and knowing all the relevant facts would have a
reasonable suspicion that a fair trial for the litigant is not possible. The court also has a duty to declare invalid
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any exercise of power, legislative and executive, which exceeds the limits of the power conferred by the
Constitution, or which contravenes any prohibition which the Constitution provides. The low incidence of
judicial disagreement with the executive in Singapore has been noted by commentators, but may not
necessarily mean that the judiciary is unduly deferential to the executive. It may be the case that the executive
has attained a high degree of fairness in its own decision-making. On 26 February , the Interpretation
Amendment Act [66] was passed to reform the law relating to statutory interpretation. The amending Act
inserted section 9A into the Interpretation Act, [67] which mandates that judges take a purposive approach to
interpreting written law by requiring that an interpretation that promotes the purpose or object underlying the
law be preferred to one that does not promote the purpose or object. Although it has been suggested that the
low acquittal rate is evidence of a lack of judicial independence, it is also consistent with a stringent
prosecution process that takes action only against persons who are manifestly guilty, such that even the most
fair and independent-minded judge would decide to convict. The pertinent question here, which is extremely
difficult to answer, is whether the judge presiding over that particular case would have arrived at his decision
in a different manner if the accused had not been a political opponent. However, the impartiality of the
judiciary cannot necessarily be impugned on the ground that the courts have to enforce laws or rules of
evidence and procedure that are felt to be unjust, because even the most independent judiciary must comply
with laws enacted by the legislature. The President also appoints subordinate court judges on the
recommendation of the Chief Justice. Notable cases include those against opposition leaders J. Jeyaretnam and
Chee Soon Juan. In , Australian Q. However, none of the defendants have proved the truth of their allegations.
Wesleyan University Press , pp. By a limited constitution I understand one which contains certain specified
exceptions to the legislative authority Limitations of this kind can be preserved in practice no other way than
through the medium of courts of justice; whose duty it must be to declare all acts contrary to the manifest
tenor of the constitution void. Without this, all the reservations of particular rights or privileges would amount
to nothing. The Singapore Experience", in Randall Peerenboom, ed.
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The European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR) has broadened the scope of the right to a fair trial based on the rule of
law to include access to court, the requirement that judicial decisions must be executed, and that the finality of judicial
decisions must be respected.

Supreme Court, Speech at Elmira, New York, The third branch of the federal government, the judiciary,
consists of a system of courts spread throughout the country, headed by the Supreme Court of the United
States. A system of state courts existed before the Constitution was drafted. There was considerable
controversy among the delegates to the Constitutional Convention as to whether a federal court system was
needed, and whether it should supplant the state courts. As in other matters under debate, the delegates
reached a compromise in which the state courts continued their jurisdiction while the Constitution mandated a
federal judiciary with limited power. Article III of the Constitution states the basis for the federal court
system: From that beginning has evolved the present structure: Congress today retains the power to create and
abolish federal courts, as well as to determine the number of judges in the federal judiciary system. It cannot,
however, abolish the Supreme Court. The judicial power extends to cases arising under the Constitution, an
act of Congress, or a treaty of the United States; cases affecting ambassadors, ministers, and consuls of foreign
countries in the United States; controversies in which the U. The Eleventh Amendment removed from federal
jurisdiction cases in which citizens of one state were the plaintiffs and the government of another state was the
defendant. It did not disturb federal jurisdiction in cases in which a state government is a plaintiff and a citizen
of another state the defendant. The power of the federal courts extends both to civil actions for damages and
other redress, and to criminal cases arising under federal law. Article III has resulted in a complex set of
relationships between state and federal courts. Ordinarily, federal courts do not hear cases arising under the
laws of individual states. However, some cases over which federal courts have jurisdiction may also be heard
and decided by state courts. Both court systems thus have exclusive jurisdiction in some areas and concurrent
jurisdiction in others. Congress also determines the pay scale of judges. A decision of the Supreme Court
cannot be appealed to any other court. Congress has the power to fix the number of judges sitting on the Court
and, within limits, decide what kind of cases it may hear, but it cannot change the powers given to the
Supreme Court by the Constitution itself. The Constitution is silent on the qualifications for judges. There is
no requirement that judges be lawyers, although, in fact, all federal judges and Supreme Court justices have
been members of the bar. Since the creation of the Supreme Court almost years ago, there have been slightly
more than justices. The original Court consisted of a chief justice and five associate justices. For the next 80
years, the number of justices varied until, in , the complement was fixed at one chief justice and eight
associates. The chief justice is the executive officer of the Court but, in deciding cases, has only one vote, as
do the associate justices. The Supreme Court has original jurisdiction in only two kinds of cases: All other
cases reach the Court on appeal from lower courts. Of the several thousand cases filed annually, the Court
usually hears only about Most of the cases involve interpretation of the law or of the intent of Congress in
passing a piece of legislation. A significant amount of the work of the Supreme Court, however, consists of
determining whether legislation or executive acts conform to the Constitution. This power of judicial review is
not specifically provided for by the Constitution. Rather, it is doctrine inferred by the Court from its reading of
the Constitution, and forcefully stated in the landmark Marbury v. Madison case of In its decision in that case,
the Court held that "a legislative act contrary to the Constitution is not law," and further observed that "it is
emphatically the province and duty of the judicial department to say what the law is. Often justices will write
separate concurring opinions when they agree with a decision, but for reasons other than those cited by the
majority. Congress has established 12 regional circuit courts of appeal and the U. Court of Appeals for the
Federal Circuit. The number of judges sitting on each of these courts varies considerably from 6 to 28 , but
most circuits have between 10 and 15 judges. The courts of appeals review decisions of the district courts trial
courts with federal jurisdiction within their areas. They also are empowered to review orders of the
independent regulatory agencies in cases where the internal review mechanisms of the agencies have been
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exhausted and there still exists substantial disagreement over legal points. In addition, the Court of Appeals for
the Federal Circuit has nationwide jurisdiction to hear appeals in specialized cases, such as those involving
patent laws and cases decided by the courts of special jurisdiction, the Court of International Trade and the
Court of Federal Claims. Below the courts of appeals are the district courts. The 50 states and U. Each district
court has at least two judges, many have several judges, and the most populous districts have more than two
dozen. Depending on case load, a judge from one district may temporarily sit in another district. Congress
fixes the boundaries of the districts according to population, size, and volume of work. Some of the smaller
states constitute a district by themselves, while the larger states, such as New York, California, and Texas,
have four districts each. Except in the District of Columbia, judges must be residents of the district in which
they permanently serve. District courts hold their sessions at periodic intervals in different cities of the district.
Most cases and controversies heard by these courts involve federal offenses such as misuse of the mails, theft
of federal property, and violations of pure-food, banking, and counterfeiting laws. These are the only federal
courts where grand juries indict those accused of crimes, and juries decide the cases. Each judicial district also
includes a U. Through the bankruptcy process, individuals or businesses that can no longer pay their creditors
may either seek a court-supervised liquidation of their assets, or they may reorganize their financial affairs and
work out a plan to pay off their debts. These are known as "legislative" courts because they were created by
congressional action. Judges in these courts, like their peers in other federal courts, are appointed for life terms
by the president, with Senate approval. Today, there are two special trial courts that have nationwide
jurisdiction over certain types of cases. The Court of International Trade addresses cases involving
international trade and customs issues. Court of Federal Claims has jurisdiction over most claims for money
damages against the United States, disputes over federal contracts, unlawful "takings" of private property by
the federal government, and a variety of other claims against the United States.
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judicial efforts to advance the public interest or the Court's belief that the text and original meaning of the Constitution
mandate judicial enforcement of federalism.

Biblical Judicial Protection No person shall be held to answer for a capital or other infamous crime unless on a
presentment or indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in the militia,
when in actual service, in time of war or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offence to
be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against
himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be
taken for public use without just compensation. Biblical Protocol The grand jury consists of not more than
twenty-three men called in by the sheriff of the county or by the United States marshal of the District to hear
witnesses respecting any subject that may properly be brought before them. Yahweh has provided the
following six safeguards in His Word: Safeguard 1 Be not a witness against thy neighbour without causeâ€¦.
Safeguard 2 If a man deliver unto his neighbour an ass, or an ox, or a sheep, or any beast, to keep; and it die,
or be hurt, or driven away, no man seeing it: For men swear by one greater than themselves, and with them an
oath given as confirmation is an end of every dispute. A self-maledictory oath to Yahweh should be required
of all litigants in every court case: If any man trespass against his neighbour, and an oath be laid upon him to
cause him to swear, and the oath come before thine altar in this house: Then hear thou in heaven, and do, and
judge thy servants, condemning the wicked, to bring his way upon his head; and justifying the righteous, to
give him according to his righteousness. An oath, according to Biblical law, consisted in the invocation of God
to witness the covenant or promise of the person taking it and to take vengeance upon him if he should fail to
keep his word. Thus it was not the mere taking of an obligation to testify truly, but was a method of
solemnizing a promise to do or not to do a certain thing and which, without an oath, was not considered
binding. And ye shall not swear by my name falsely, neither shalt thou profane the name of thy God:
Safeguard 3 One witness shall not rise up against a man for any iniquity, or for any sin, in any sin that he
sinneth: Safeguard 4 If a false witness rise up against any man to testify against him that which is wrong; then
both the men, between whom the controversy is, shall stand before YHWH, before the priests and the judges,
which shall be in those days; and the judges shall make diligent inquisitionâ€¦. Safeguard 5 Then shalt thou
bring forth that man or that woman, which have committed that wicked thing, unto thy gates, even that man or
that woman, and shalt stone them with stones, till they die. At the mouth of two witnesses, or three witnesses,
shall he that is worthy of death be put to death; but at the mouth of one witness he shall not be put to death.
The hands of the witnesses shall be first upon him to put him to death, and afterward the hands of all the
people. So thou shalt put the evil away from among you. In non-capital cases, in which a judge prescribes a
beating as punishment Deuteronomy Safeguard 6 If a false witness rise up against any man to testify against
him that which is wrong â€¦ then shall ye do unto him, as he had thought to have done unto his brother: And
those which remain shall hear, and fear, and shall henceforth commit no more any such evil among you. And
thine eye shall not pity; but life shall go for life, eye for eye, tooth for tooth, hand for hand, foot for foot. If a
witness is caught perjuring himself, he is to suffer the same punishment he intends for his victim. This
judgment, known as lex talionis, or the law of retribution, protects the integrity of the court and all but
guarantees truthful testimony. One of the major problems creating backlogs in courts today is the pervasive
problem of perjury. District attorneys and prosecutors with whom I [John W. Welch] have spoken report that
perjury is rampant and that they assume that virtually every witness is lying to some degree. Yet perjury is
hardly ever studied, let alone prosecuted. The stakes are too small, and the difficulty in getting a conviction is
too high. The prohibition against bearing false witness was aimed not so much against lying in general but
more particularly against committing perjury in a judicial proceeding, especially where the name of God was
invoked in bearing testimony as witness and therefore offending God by such prevarication. Biblical law
assumed that people would tell the truth, and oaths were taken very seriously. If they did not tell the truth,
false witnesses were punished by suffering the consequences that would have befallen the person against
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whom they had falsely testified. Safeguard 6 alone makes double jeopardy extremely unlikely. In capital
cases, the death penalty commanded by Yahweh would mean either the convicted offender would not be alive
to try a second time or the false witnesses would not be alive to testify a second time. Self-Incrimination The
Fifth Amendment stipulates that no man can be compelled to testify against himself: The origins of the right
go back to objections against the inquisitorial proceedings of medieval ecclesiastical tribunals as well as the
British Courts of Star Chamber. By the late 17th century, the maxim of nemo tenetur prodere seipsum â€” no
man is bound to accuse himself â€” had been adopted by British common law courts and had been expanded
to mean that a person did not have to answer any questions about his or her actions. The state could prosecute
a person, but could not require that he or she assist in that process. The colonies carried this doctrine over as
part of the received common law, and many states wrote it into their early bills of rights. Madison included it
as a matter of course when he drafted the federal Bill of Rights. Arizona, 9 this provision was expanded.
Writing on behalf of a five to four majority, Chief Justice Earl Warren concluded that a person under arrest
had to be clearly informed of the constitutional right to remain silent because anything said at that point could
be used against him in a court of law. For crimes of theft, anyone caught in an intentional cover-up is required
to pay an additional twenty percent of the two to five times restitution Exodus If a soul sin, and commit a
trespass against YHWH, and lie unto his neighbour â€¦ or hath deceived his neighbour â€¦ and sweareth falsely
[in a court of law]â€¦. Then it shall be, because he â€¦ is guilty, that he shall restore that which he took
violently away, or the thing which he hath deceitfully gotten, or that which was delivered him to keep, or the
lost thing which he found, or all that about which he hath sworn falsely; he shall even restore it in the principal
[in full, NASB], and shall add the fifth part more thereto, and give it unto him to whom it appertaineth, in the
day of his trespass offering. This added judgment serves to motivate apprehended thieves to confess their
crimes, which, in turn, would expedite their cases and save court expenses. Required Testimony Leviticus 5
demands testimony of all witnesses, including the accused: If someone is officially summoned to give
evidence in court and does not give information about something he has seen or heard, he must suffer the
consequencesâ€¦. When a person is guilty, he must confess the sin. In effect, the Fifth Amendment sides with
the criminal. American jurisprudence further dictates that no one can be compelled to testify against a spouse.
This exception is another transgression of Leviticus 5: If thy brother, the son of thy mother, or thy son, or thy
daughter, or the wife of thy bosom, or thy friend, which is as thine own soul, entice thee secretly, saying, Let
us go and serve other gods, which thou hast not knownâ€¦. Thou shalt not consent unto him, nor hearken unto
him; neither shall thine eye pity him, neither shalt thou spare, neither shalt thou conceal him: But thou shalt
surely kill him; thine hand shall be first upon him to put him to death, and afterwards the hand of all the
people. And thou shalt stone him with stones, that he die; because he hath sought to thrust thee away from
YHWH thy Godâ€¦. Certainly, Yahweh requires a wife to disclose a murder committed by her husband. Does
it seem reasonable that He would prefer a wife to allow the murder to go unpunished in order to remain loyal
to her guilty husband? Sapphira chose to lie and Yahweh struck her dead. He had already struck Ananias dead
when he refused to testify against himself. On the other hand, in 1 Samuel 25, righteous Abigail was rewarded
for testifying against her husband Nabal to save his and the lives of others who were innocent. The spousal
exemption in American jurisprudence came, not from the Bible, but from the heretical Babylonian Talmud: A
stepson may not give evidence, but his sons can. In general, no one qualified to be the heir of the person on
trial can give evidence Sanhedrin 3. Neither a friend nor an enemy can give evidence. The right to silence on
the grounds of privileged communication is to a degree granted to pastors and doctors. The presupposition in
both cases is the same. The statements or confessions made by a person to his pastor or doctor in the course of
a formal or professional relationship are privileged communications, because the person in question is in effect
confessing to God in the form of a ministering agentâ€¦. This does not deny the duty of pastor and doctor to
urge a person to make restitution where restitution is due, or to urge confession where confession is due. It is
their duty to uphold the law of God by urging compliance with it of all who come to them, but they cannot go
beyond that fact of counsel. In so doing, they transgress Leviticus 5: Imagine how many crimes would be
solved or prevented if criminals knew their attorneys were required to testify against them. All foreigners are
the under the same law and will be prosecuted the same as a citizen: One law shall be to him that is homeborn,
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and unto the stranger that sojourneth among you. Is it not lawful for me to do what I will with mine own? I
may own a part of it, but there is no such thing as a part of ownership. He is king in his own residence; he may
go to any lengths to stop a trespass; soldiers, in the United States, may not be quartered in his home without
his consent; and not even a policeman may enter without a proper warrant issued under careful safeguards. If a
man really owns his property, he may refuse to sell it, even to a king, as Naboth refused to sell his vineyard to
King Ahab. The same conditions apply to personal property and money. A good or an asset is defined to be
private property if, and only if, three distinct sets of rights are associated with its ownership. First, the
exclusive right to use or to decide how to use the good may be viewed as the right to exclude other individuals
from its use. Second is the exclusive right to receive income generated by the use of the good. And thou shalt
number seven sabbaths of years unto thee â€¦ forty and nine yearsâ€¦. And ye shall hallow the fiftieth year, and
proclaim liberty throughout all the land unto all the inhabitants thereof: The land shall not be sold for ever: In ,
French statesman Frederic Bastiat expounded upon this inherent vice of human governments: The law has
placed the collective force at the disposal of the unscrupulous who wish, without risk, to exploit the person,
liberty, and property of others. It has converted plunder into a right, in order to protect plunder. And it has
converted lawful defense into a crime, in order to punish lawful defense. Thus we have an infinite number of
plans for organizing it: He has blessed us with everything we possess and placed us as stewards over it. To
keep our property and possessions in their proper perspective, we must humbly acknowledge that it is Yahweh
who enables us to acquire everything we own: It is tacit testimony that Yahweh possesses title to the earth.
Our biggest concern regarding property taxes should not be the taxes themselves, but instead their implications
of ownership. Graduated Income Tax vs. Yahweh holds ultimate jurisdiction over the entire earth and
everything on it. The constitutional framers had no right to claim the Constitution as the supreme law of the
land since they neither created nor held title to the land. The superior right of property subsisting in a
sovereignty, by which private property may in certain cases be taken or its use controlled for the public
benefit, without regard to the wishes of the ownerâ€¦. The right of every government to appropriate otherwise
than by taxation and its police authority â€¦ private property for public use.
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the judicial safeguards of federalism Resurrection of judicial review in federalism cases is supported by this Article's
analysis of the text, structure, and history of the Constitution.

Workshops and regular tests of continuity plans prepare court personnel for emergencies and disasters,
whether natural or man-made. Billings, Montana Courthouse Dedication. Construction of the Billings
courthouse was completed four months ahead of the original construction schedule. AO Director Thomas F.
Hogan speaks at the dedication of the new courthouse in Billings, Montana. Courthouse and Federal Building
in Yakima, Washington celebrated its th birthday on June 21, The courthouse is home to district, magistrate
and bankruptcy judges in the U. District Court for the Eastern District of Washington. Hurricane Sandy tested
the emergency preparedness of federal courts in its path. When all of lower Manhattan lost power, U.
Emergency generators provided some power but no heat. The Western District of Washington hosted a
multi-district, multi-agency emergency preparedness summit in The Probation Office in the Southern District
of Florida reached out to offer assistance to the victims of Hurricane Sandy, collecting non-perishable items to
be delivered to the New York area. Nationwide, the Judiciary provides public access to justice, whether in its
federal courthouses or in facilities housed in multi-tenant federal buildings. Access to justice goes
hand-in-hand with the protection of judges, court staff, and the public in these court facilities. In the event of a
natural or man-made disaster the Judiciary anticipates the continuation of court operations, through training at
circuit-wide workshops and regular tests of its own business continuity and emergency preparedness plans.
This delegation lets courts that have the necessary in-house expertise in construction, project management and
contracting manage and complete projects more efficiently, so that GSA can focus on the larger, more
complex Judiciary space projects. This also should result in lower costs, shorter time frames, and higher
quality products. In a pilot program in Des Moines, Iowa, and Washington, DC, the courts successfully
procured general contractors and completed construction in Fall and Spring , respectively. Capital Security
Improvement Funded: The review and implementation process includes stakeholders from the courts, GSA,
the U. Each study will identify, and estimate the cost of, three different design options addressing security
concerns. The projects will then be ready for implementation should funding be included in the enacted FY
appropriations bill. At its March session, the Judicial Conference approved several changes to the CSCs by
updating and expanding their membership, allowing the chair to adjust membership as needed, and adding
representatives from the bankruptcy court, among other changes. Since then the Conference has periodically
revisited the CSCs to help ensure that their membership is representative of all the court units within a district
and that their mission is current. The project, which is mandatory for all courts, will provide every Judiciary
employee with a secure, verifiable ID card. A longer-term goal is to use the FAC to log onto computer
systems and applications. The FAC will enhance security within the Judiciary by ensuring that the person
carrying and using a FAC is the correct person authorized for access to external and internal spaces and
eventually eliminate the need for individuals to carry multiple cards and remember multiple PINs. Hurricane
Sandy tested the emergency preparedness of the federal courts in its path. Lack of power and transportation to
court facilities hampered recovery, along with physical damage to some facilities. Those who could,
teleworked. Courthouses with power offered temporary workspace for displaced court employees and other
federal agencies. Courts, such as the Court of International Trade, continued to receive electronic case filings
and to handle all emergency matters. Broadband and hot spot devices were shipped to courts in the Second
Circuit that allowed court staff to access systems and function remotely in support of their courts. Thanks to
the Pretrial Services Automated Cases Tracking System PACTS mapping feature, probation and pretrial
services officers in the affected districts continued to track cases and access client information. Although
several of the east coast providers of telephone interpreter services were closed, court staff was able to
organize and redistribute the work so there were no service interruptions during the storm. Despite the
post-storm blackout, the Southern District of New York pressed on in a few emergency cases, with a hearing
in one case conducted by cell phone. Within days of the hurricane, the restoration of many court facilities was
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completed or projected within the shortterm. Court emergency preparedness teams and volunteer facilitators
from the courts collaborated on improvements to occupant emergency plans OEP and continuity of operations
plans COOP , and prepared for a June exercise that involved mock cascading cyber-related disruptions to key
infrastructure and resources. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit; U. Court of International Trade; U.
Court of Federal Claims; and the AO participated in the exercise. In a pilot workshop held in July , court
emergency preparedness teams from several district courts heard from judges and executives who had
experienced emergencies involving armed shooters, fires, bombings, terrorist attacks, hurricanes, floods, and
tornados. Participants from the Southern District of Iowa, Middle District of Louisiana, Eastern District of
Michigan, and Western District of Washington attended sessions on training and testing methods, emergency
communications, and telework, all designed to help them improve their occupant emergency plans and
continuity of operations plans. Marshals Service, and the Executive Office for U. Attorneys as a training
model for coordinated emergency preparedness planning among federal courts and complementary agencies.
In September , the Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals, in consultation with the AO and the Federal Judicial
Center, conducted a two-day emergency preparedness conference for its courts and court units. Chief judges,
court unit executives, and judicial employees met with federal and state emergency managers to consider
cross-sector emergency preparedness planning. They heard from panels on event prevention and mitigation;
preparedness, response, and recovery; situations involving an armed shooter; and communications in support
of court emergency preparedness planning. The conference also covered lessons learned from recent incidents,
and the roles and responsibilities of the U.
5: Bible Law vs. the United States Constitution
JUDICIAL SAFEGUARDS OF FEDERALISM AND THE ENVIRONMENT: YUCCA MOUNTAIN FROM A
CONSTITUTIONAL PERSPECTIVE JOHN C. YOO* JENNIFER L. KOESTER** Judicial review of federalism is here to
stay.

6: Constitutional and Judicial Safeguards for Environmental Protection
Factsheet on measures of national implementation regarding international criminal law judicial guarantees and
safeguards.

7: Judicial independence in Singapore - Wikipedia
Judicial guarantees and safeguards The repression of war crimes, crimes against humanity and genocide, whatever the
nationality of the offender and the place where they are committed, is crucial to ensuring respect for international law
and to the interests of justice.

8: United States Government - The Judicial Branch
JUDICIAL SAFEGUARDS OF THE RIGHTS OF INDIGENT DEFENDANTS I. Introduction With the decision in Brown v.
Board of Educ.,' the United States Supreme.

9: Judicial safeguards - www.enganchecubano.com
Judicial Safeguards â€¢ SC and HC have power to issue directions or writs to protect the environment â€¢ Across the
years, the SC has paid special attention to.
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