ANNUAIREPOR’

Court of Appeal for British Columtk
H J11T



¢! .H@hbc¢9b¢{

Jl MMESSAGE FROM CHI EF JUSTI CE BAUI
JOREGI STRAR' S REPORT
NNYTATI STI CS

HMPL ANNI NG, PRI ORI TIES, AND ACCE:
HRULES AND PRACTI CE COMMI TTEE
HGbOURT OF APPEAL TECHNOLOGY COMI
OMEDUCATI ON COMMI TTEE

O QOINT COURTS OMMMIHINICGHEOGY C
ONDuUDIClI AL ACCESS POLI CY WORKI NG
O CAW CLERK COMMI TTEE

OVYI BRARY COMMI TTEE

O(]*DEMBERS OF TABPEAURT OF

M CHANGESETOOURT'S COMPLEMENT

N GTAFF OF THE COURT OF APPEAL
ﬂqSPPENDOIXVIlL STAT2A®T4 CS 2002

P JAPPENBCRI NI NAL STAZOBS&L 1 CS 2002

P MPPENBCXMBI NED STATRIOSBI CS 2002

Annual Report 2014: Court of Appeal for British Columbjie? a g e



MESSAGEROMCHIEF JUSTICE BAUMAN

..the Col
role must also
encompass the
responsibility
to facilitate
access to

justiceand to
adapt to the
technological,
economic and
social changes
affecting the
Court and the
participants in
the justice
system

From exchanging knowledge with other judges internationally to speaking with high school students
locally, it is always great pleasur¢o communicatewith othersaboutthe Courtof Appeal s ongoi n
work andprojects This annual report provides a valuable opportunitgeaveyboth the

accomplishments of the Court and the challenges faced by the judiciary

The year 2014 was marked by the sad event of the passing of @ sittitice of the Couythe
Honourable Mr. Justice Richard T.A. Low. In September, the Court held a special sitting in honour of
Judge Low’ stotheCGourt andhisalisence gontinues to be mourned

By the endbf 2014, the Court had only 12 fdiine justices of the 15 positioreonstitutinga full Court
of Appeal complement The appointment othe HonourableMr. JusticelohnSavage in December
2014 improved circumstances, but the Court has since remained short twtinfeljudges.

| express my sincere gratitude to the Honourable Justices of the Cofipgpafal, who continuously

carry out their responsibilities with dedication and diligence. It is a testament to their preparation and
hard work that in 201420 percent of civijudgmentsand 59 percent of criminal judgments were given

on the day of hearig, and 91 percent of reserve judgments were released within six months of being
heard. The Court has also extended its outreach efforts, sitting several days in the int@&riisbf
Columbia in addition to the usual sittings in Victoria and, as theoruCourt of Appeal, in the Yukon.
Likewise, | extend my thanks to all of the Cou

collegial environment that the Court enjoys.

What is the role of the Court of Appeal for British Columbia? Of cotheeCourt is a forum for

l'itigants to appeal deci sions. Looking at the
must also encompass the responsibility to facilitate access to justice and to adapt to the technological,

economic and saal changes affecting the Court and the participants in the justystem.

Thejusticesystem is not controlled or determined by a single entity; it relies on a cooperative effort
betweenmany institutions and individuals. The Court values the collaborative relationships it has
developed with the Honourable Suzanne Anton and her Ministry staff, the Law Society of British
Columbia, the Canadian Bar Association, the Justice EducationySBaiei t i s h ti@eellaw mbi a’
schoolsthe Continuing Legal Educati@ociety of British Columbithe Courthouse Library Society, the
Law Foundation and many other provincial, national and international organizations, as well as the
many members of théegal profession and general public who contribute their knowledge and

resources to support and improve our justice system.
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| see 2015 and
the years to

| see 2015 and the years to follow as an important time to continue strengthening the justice system
through increased collaboratioand innovation

A number of public reports were issued in 2014 addressing the challenges confronting the justice

follow as an

important time system. The Canadian Bar Association releasédiftsesreport (Futures: Transforming the Delivery of
to continue Legal Services in Canddexamining innovations that may better accomplish the delivery of legal
strengthening services in Canad The Law Society of British Columbia releasgeport of the Legal Services

the justice Regulatory Framework Task Faroecommending new legal servia response to unnieeeds. Part
system through of the impetus behind both reports the concern that too many litigants are not able to access the
increased legal services they need, and end up representing themselves in their legal problems and court
collaboration proceedings.

and T h e Cs#aiigtids fors2014 indicate that the proportion of sefpresented litigants has remained
Innovation. generally consistent during the past five years. The Court saw an overall reductiomratetioéself

representation(that is,an appeal in which at least onegpty is selfrepresented)o 26 percent of all

civil appeals initiatedby Notice of Appeal oby Application forLeave to Appeal) in 20%dm 30
percent in 2013 However, for family law appeals, the rate increagedearly 44 percent in 2014 from
38 pecent in 2013 The Court is attempting to assist families via the Family LawRRibgeect which
offers case management tools to litigants who are disputing issues affecting children.

By the time civil matters reach the hearing stage, the rate ofreplfesentationis a bit lower, anddr
criminal appeals, the rate of sai#presentation has decreased somewlira2014. Howeversuch
advances should naive us solaceAs Chief Justice McLachlin andltiple other voicedave

observed barriers to obtaiing legal help can produdeavyburdens for Canadians, resulting in
individual and societal injustices, in additiondncumberingan alreadystrainedlegal systemkErom my
perspective as Chief Justice of British Columbiajntperativethat the legal profession, including, and

perhaps especially, judges, responithameaningful action resulting in improvextcess to justice.

The National Action Committee on Access to Justice in Civil and Family Matters has recognized that rul

refoomcan be an i mportant tool for improving acce

remar ks, t he Cour't has embarked on a rule refo

Guided in part by the recommendations made by the Committetsipublicatiors, Report of the Court

Processes Simplification Working Grauma Access to Civil & Family Justice: A Roadmap for Chtnege

project’s animating principles include consult't

The overarching purpose of reforming the Court
to the peoplewho participate in theCour $processes Throughout these endeavors, the Court will

ensure that it adopts a path that enhances and reinforces judicial independence.
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Since 2011, the number of new appeals filed in the Court of Appedidessiowly increasing

reversing thegradual downward trend since 2002. There were29/filings of new appeals in 2014, an
increasefrom the 995 new filingsn 2013, 952 in 2012and 933 in 2011.In 2014, the Court saan
increase irboth civil and aminal filings. Detailed statistics for criminal and civil caseloadhéolast

thirteen yearscan be foundn the three appendiceat the end of thisannualreport.

In 2014 the Court delivered written reserve judgments in 283 appealdérotambers applications. In
addition, the Court pronounced judgment with oral reasons in a further 153 appeals, and insthe va

majority of chambers applications.

Since 2011, the

number oM@W  gTTINGS OF THE COURT
appeals filed
in the Court of
Appeal has been
slowly

i ncreasi

The Court sat a total of 86 divisions in 2014, two more than in 2013. In 2014, division one sat for 38
weeks; division two sat for 37 weekand division three sat fdiour weeks. The Court also sat two
divisions during the summer month3he Court sat for seven weeks in Victoria, eight days in the Yukon
as the Yukon Court of Appeal, five days in Kamlcaps one day in Kelowna.

CHAMBERS WORK

Chambers motions are brght by litigantsseekingvarious forms of relief before an appeal is heard.
The Court has seen amcrease this year ithe number of chambers motions, particulatycivil
appeals.Some of the increase can be explained when litigants seek the saimfea@ioss multiple files

in large appeals, driving up the number of motions. In 2014, the Court received 260 more chambers

motions than 2013, a yeaver-year increase of 21%.

CRIMINAL SETENCE APPEALS

2014 saw an increase in the number of crimireitence appeals filed and allowedviuch of this
increasecan be explained by the Supreme Court of Canada decis®virbummer2014 SCC 2@

casediscussin@djustmentst o i n eastddial §meprior to sentencing. In 2014, there wer8 7
appeals filed where the grounds of appeal involg&dnmeradjustments. Approximately51reserve
decisiongnvolvingSummerdactors were issuedhe vast majority of which were allved, often with
the consent of the Crown. As the Court disposed of 203 total criminal appeals, thesesgasssnt
aboutone quarter of disgogtion€ioflatingthe gropartion ofrarimireall appeks

allowed by the Court in 201# an wunusually high 49%.
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The list of order:
requiring leave
replacedan
older and
more
confusing

legal test
requiring
litigants to
determine
whether the
order they
wished to appes
was final or
interlocutory.

LEAVE TO APPBAICIVIL CASES

Forthemi nority of appeals, |itigants musinamaek t h

knowna s | e av elnMayof 20i2a ecgulatioit was deposited amenditige Court of Appeal
Rulego simplifythe leave to appeal process by createghort list of orders requirinigave to appeal.
The listof orders requiring leaveeplacedan older and more confusing legal test requirlitigants to

determine whether the oder they wished to appeal was final or interlocutory.

Most of the objectives in creating this rule have been met. Court of Appeal registry staff report less
difficulty explaining to litigants how to commence their appeals, resulting in a saving ofydgiss

and effort. Lawyers also report less confusion and effort in determining whether to proceed by right or
to request leave. Less subjectivelyewer litigants ardiling bothtypes ofinitiating documentsa

process followed when litigants are wre whether to appeal by leave or by rigitince2012 such

“dual héave decreaged from 41 to an average of 25 per year.

There hasalso beera shift since 2012 in the number of overall cases that proceed by leave to appeal
and by right.In thestatistics sectiorof this report,Figure 4 below shows the increase in appeals by

right. In 2010 approximately 20% of civil appeals filed proceeded by leave to appeal, 19% in 2011, 20%
in 2012, 14% in 2013 and %3in 2014

EXTRAIUDICIAL APPOINTMENAND ACTIVITIES

I n addition to the justices wor kl oad in heari
activities in the legal profession, the judiciary, for local communities, the Province, aad&austices
also attend continuing education seminars, for lawyers and for judges, in Canada and abroad, as

participants and speakers. In 2Qjustices of the Court participated in activities with the following

bodies:
V  The Canadian Judicial Council
V  TheVancouver Foundation
V  TheBritish Columbidaw Institute
V' The Canadian Institute for Administration of Justice
V  The Woodward Foundation
V  The University of British ColumliteeterA. Allard School of Law
V  The University of Victorigaculty of Law
V  Thompson Rivergniversity Faculty of Law
V  Various moot court competitions
V  The Appellate Advocacy Section of the Canadian Bar Association
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V Canadian Superior Court Judges’ Associati ol
In the digital age V  The Continuing Legal Education Society of British Columbia
court records V  British Columbid&hodes Scholarship Selection Committee
and judicial V  The National Judicial Institute
administration V  Provincial Court of Britis@G ol umbi a Judges’ Conference
records . : :
th h i V Justice Education Society
rougnou . - .
h . |gf | V International Commission of Jurists
t EII'. I eCyC € V  The Commissioner for Federal Judicial Affairs
reqUIre V International Society for the Reform of Criminal Law
continuous V Lawyer’s | nn Programme
Improvements V  American College of Trial Lawyers
and changes to . . . L .
their V Association des Juri stes -Rlifamigyer essi on Fr anc¢
management. V  The Ride to Conquer Cancer

RECORDS AND INFORNINTMANAGEMENT

In the digital age,aurt records and judicial administration records throughout their lifecycle require
continuous improements and changes their managementT h e  C Beeards Officer develops,
delivers and maintains a records and information management program for the Court of Appeal. The
Records Officer also supervises the Records Techniciathaktsher team.

The daily receipt, processing, organization, delivery, storage and disposition of Court of Appeal court
records throughout the hearing process are managed bye  CRewnds Technician. Registry staff
manage the case files separately from the booKR$e daily processing, organization, photocopying

and distribution of files, maiknd ®urt recordsis managed byhe Usher team.

Projects
In 2014t h e CReoords Officeparticipated in and provided project management support for:

efiling enhancements to improve options for filing electronic records;
eAppeal pilots;

planning for the viewing of electronic transcripts in the courtroom;

< < < <

improvements to theRecord and CourtroorAccess Poligyn particular accegsrocedureso

Court of Appeal transcripts and audib proceedings
V developing information managemennd recordkeeping requirements for records published

on the Court of Appeal website.

Annual Report 2014: Court of Appeal for British ColumbigP a g e


http://www.courts.gov.bc.ca/Court_of_Appeal/practice_and_procedure/record_and_courtroom_access_policy/PDF/Court_of_Appeal_Record_and_Courtroom_Access_Policy.pdf
http://www.courts.gov.bc.ca/

There were
1,170 efiled
documents
in 2014 up
from 981 efilec
documents in
2013 and 667
efiled

documents in
2012.

Operatioral Highlights

V

The Records Technician and Records Officer promote the continuous improventeat to
Court’s el ect r on iWebCABInotuding pracedurestaentantiet e m (
managemenbf court records. For example in 201He creation of labelsfou d ge s’ s et
court records was automated. The Records Technician and Ushers can now easilicklyd qu
labelthese records to providaccess toysticesand staff This also increases the efficient
disposition of these recordshen their retention period has expired.

Book access requests are now trackedrinnvoicedatabase. The Records Technician and
Ushers can quickly create quotes and invoicesédgistry staff and the public. In 2014, 143

book requestsvere processedAll records requests are governedtyh e  CReoordtands

Courtroom AccesBolicy

The Court of Appeal and Supreme Court of British Coluareianteringtheir secondyear ofa
successful service model for the Records Technician and Usher team; théranosd Usher
team provides backup coverage for the Records TechniBecause we can provide
continuous service tustices, staff, the public arttie legal profession,aurt records are
effectivelymadeaccessibléor everyone throughout the hearing process

The team has continuously improved the organization and stord@g®urt records at the
courthouse.The annual shipment of court records to-sffe storage is nowuickerand easier
to complete. We have increasethe accuracy ofetention scheduldimelines

Registry andydicialstaff both participaten ongoing data managemenmrojectsto ensure

filing data is accurate fqustices, staff and the public.

WEBCATS AND ELECTRONLING

WebCATS, the wellased Court of Appeal tracking systeest he Court’ s el ectr oni
system. WebCAT %é& been available to the public throu@ourt Services Onli€SO0) since 2005,

allowing the public to search civil and criminal indices for free and to view individual files for a nominal

fee.

Cout of Appeal efiling was officially implemestt in October 2012. There wetel70 efiled documents
in 2014, up from 98%&filed documents in 201&nd 667 efiled documents in 2R1In addition to

efiling, scanning of initiating documents, orders and ordgjuents is adding further electronic

documents to WebCATS. These documents are accessible through CSO. There is a restriction on

viewing documents on family and criminal files (with publication bans) as wefl al$ affidavits.
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In 2014, the Registrar conducted 77 hearings out of a total of 119 scheduled, an increase in scheduled
hearings of about 12% fro@013 Of those 77 hearings, 26 were for the assessment of costs, 24 were
to settle orders, 14 wereombined settlement®f ordersandassessmentsand 12 were to settle the
contents of the transcript or appeal booRhere was also one ghearing conference held for a

complex costs matter.
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In 2014,93%
of civil
appealswere
disposed of as

percentage of
civil filings.

STATISTICS

Figures 1 4 belowshow the volume of litigation and compare the number of appeals filed, both civil
and criminal, and the number of appeals disposed of for the period 2Q014. Thethree appendices
at the end of this report providenore detailedcriminal and civil statistics over the last thirteen years.

AVILAPPEALS FILED ANBEODSED

Figurel shows the number ofivilappeals filed and disposdtbm 200 to 2009, with a drop in filings
between 2009 and 2011. Since 2011, the number of civil appeals filed has been slowly rising.

The Court measures the number of civil appeals disposed of as a percentage of the total number of civil
appeals filedn a given year In 2014 93% of civil appeals were disposed of aerentage of the civil

filings For greater clarity, anppeal thatis' d i s pmrs e“dd i s pearss ¢hdit hasfbéen
dismissedallowed or abandonech nd i s no | ong é&et Thoughtndt e co@peter t ' s
measure of t he h&€purpasd of thishavtasrtokshovhavdthe Court is keeping up with

the casesfilehy | ooki ng at filings as i nputs” and di

Figure 1

Civil Appeals Filed and Disposed 2014
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CRIMINAIAPPEALS FILED ANBEBODSED

90% Of In 2014, 90% of criminal appeals were disposed of as a percentage of criminal filings. There was a sligl
criminal increase ircriminalfilings, the first such incres since 202
appealswere .

PP Figure 2

disposed of as

a percentage ¢
criminal filings. Criminal Appeals Filed and Disposed 2060014

500
400
300
200
100

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

H Appeals Filed £ Appeals Disposed

TOTAL APPEALS FIARD DISPOSED

For a more complete picture of total activity, Fig@eombines the civil and criminal filings and
dispositions. The number of filings was slightly more than the number of disposit@verall 92% of
appeals were disposed as a percentage of filings.

Figure 3

Total Appeals Filed and Disposed 2002014
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52% of the

applications
for leave to
appeal were
granted

TYPES OF CIVIL APRERILED

Of the civil appeals initiated in 20144% were by applications for leayer permissionjo appealand
of those,52% were grantedThis statistic does not include rare cases whea initiating documents

are filedwhere an appellant is uncertain whether leave is required. Figsteows the comparison of

applications for lege to appeal wittappeals as of right

Figure 4

Civil Appeal Filings 20052014
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TYPES OF CRIMINAL ERPS FILED

In criminal matters, appeals from convictions and acquittals take up most of the hearing time of the

Court, with sentence appeals and summary conviction appeals requassdime. Figuré gives a
comparison of criminal appeals filed between 3Ghd 2014.

This year, the Court has seen an increase in sentence apésatgy from the Supreme Court of

Canada case iR v. Summer2014 SCC 26&vhichresulted in the Court allowingeveral appeals to

adjustprec ust ody credit in accordance with the
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As n years past
figures show
there were

more
appeals fron
chambers

mattersand
summary trials
combinedthan
appeals from
trials, although

in 2014the
number of
appeals fron
trials
increased.

Figure 5

Criminal Appeal Filings 20052014
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ORIGIN OF APPEALS

In most cases, the Court is able to measivetype of proceeding giving rise to an appeal. As in years
past, figures show there were more appeals from chambers matters and summarygtmalisnedthan
appeals from trialsalthough in 2014 the number appeals from trials increase&igureé shows the
types of appeals according to the underlying proceeditg 2014, approximately 61% of appeals were

from chambers matters and summary trials.

Figure 6

Origin of Appeals 20052014
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AVIL CASE CATEGORIES

When a civil case fded with the Court, litigants provide the subject of the appieathe document

initiating their appeal Figure 7 shows the top seven categoriesades before the Court between

2007 and 2014y number of cases.

Figure 7
Civil Case Categories 2002014
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= Constit/Admin ———Real Property  =—=Torts

* Correction made
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CRIMINAL CASE CATRES

The Court alstracksthe subject of the various criminal casebigure8 shows the top eight categories
of cases before the Court between 2007 and 206¥sumber of cases.” Ot her ” cover s Vv
offences such as arson, mischief, extradition, haleas corpusases.

Figure 8
Criminal Categories Appeals 2002014
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* These two years were revised
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In 2014 he

proportion of
civil appeals
allowed was

40% of the
total civil

appealsheard.

APPEALS ALLOWED/DISSED

The rate of civil and criminal appeals allowed over the past seven years has varied. In 2014 the
proportion of civil appeals allowed was 40% of the total civil appeals heard. For criminal appeals, 49%
wer e al | owe d .tatistids anclutlesappeatswwartally allewed (i.e. any variations in the order)

as well as appeals in which new trials were ordered.

Figure9 shows the number of civil appeals allowed and dismissed and Hifwsleows the number of
criminal appeals allowednd dismissedAs discussed above, the spike in allowed criminal apjeals

Figure 10s due to appeals allowed as a resulfofv. Summers.

Figure 9

Civil Appeals Allowed/Dismissed 20@32014
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Figure 10

Criminal Appeals Allowed/Dismissed 20@32014
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In2014, out of
720civil appeals
and applications
for leave to
appeal filed,

188 cases
(26%)
involved a
self-
represented
litigant.

SELIREPRESENTEDIGANTS

Figures 11 13 below showhe number of selfepresented litigants that were either appellards
respondents ira new appeal filethetween 2005 and 2014

In 2014, out of 7@ civil appeals and applications for leave to appeal filed, 188 cases (26%) involved a
selfrepresented litigant This is a decrease from 2013, where the figure was 309500fivil cases
disposed of by the Court in 2014, 52 (21%) involved at least oreepetfsented litigant. This is also a
decrease from 2013, where the figure was 24%.

There is a highgorevalence of selfepresented litigants in family appeals. In 20a#most 44% of the
family appeals heard involved seffpresented litigants. This is an increase from 2013, where the

figure wasalmost38%.

On the criminal side, there were 309 appeals or applications for leave to afipehlOf that total, 53
(17%)were appeals or applications involving sepresented litigants.This represents an increase
from 2013, where the figure was 14%Of the 203 criminal appeals disposed by the Court in 2014, 11
(5%) involved selfepresented litigants, a drop from 11%2013.

Figure 11

Civil Appeals FiledSelfRepresented Litigants 20052014
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Annual Report 2014: Court of Appeal for British Columbig P a g e



Figure 12

Criminal Appeals FiledSeltRepresented Litigants
2005- 2014
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Figure 13

Total Appeals Filed SelfRepresented Litigants 20052014
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The Cour
available dates
fluctuate, but
generally the
parties may
obtain a datefor
hearing the

appealwithin

three months
of a request.

TIME LAPSE STATISIRILING TO HEARING

Thefour charts below represeritwvo timeframes showing the progress of appeals through the Court.
The term “filing to perfect ifilmgpofthenidadirg daclenentd h e t
the time an appeais ready to be scheduled for hearinfheer m “per fecti on to he
the time in days fromwhen it is ready to be scheduled untilitisheamlh e Court ' s avai l
fluctuate, but generally the parties may obtain a date for hearing the appeal within three months of a
request. Wih certain limited exceptions, the parties choose the diwey want the appeal to be

heard.

Figure 14

Civil
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Figurel6

Conviction
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In 2014, the
Court reserved
judgment in
80% of civil
cases and
41%o0f
criminal
cases.

TIME LAPSETATISTICS: HEARINGGJUDGMENT

The Canadian Judicial Council provides-msinth guideline for the release of reserved judgments

which are judgments given orally or in writinffer the appealconcludes Figure 1&epresents the

percentage of Court oippeal reserve judgments released within thatsignth period sorted bycivil,
criminal and total reserve judgments$n 2014, the Court reserved judgment in 80% of civil cases and

41% of criminal cased his chart does not include those cases whedgjuent is given the day of the

hearing.

Figure 18

Percentage of Reserve Judgments Released

within Six Months Guideline
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APPEALS TO THE SWAREOURDF CANADA

Statistics from the Supreme Court of Canada show that the Court of Appeal is the Court of last resort

In 2014, there

were e'ght for most BritishColumbians In most cases, litigants must seek permission, or leave, to appeal a case
successful from the British Columbia Court of Appéalthe Supreme Court of Canada. In 2014, there were eight
app“cations successfuapplications to the Supreme Court of Candolaleave to appeabf 71total, with nine
to the Supreme remainingundecided as of31 Decembe014.
Court of Canad:
for leave to 2005 2006 2007
appeal of/1 B.CLeave
total Applications 64 75 105 61 70 66 34 67 76 80
. Considered
considered
with nine Granted 8 7 19 8 13 10 5 12 7 8
remaining _—
. Dismissed 45 56 65 46 51 49 27 46 59 63
undecided.
Pending 11 12 21 7 6 7 2 9 10 9
Percentage

from B.C 11% 16% 16% 12% 13%  15% 6% 13% 14%  10%

B.C.

Appeals 21 9 13 20 9 13 13 14 12 8
Heard

Allowed 6 1 2 7 5 4 3 3 3 2
Dismissed 8 2 3 4 0 2 4 5 3 2
Pending 7 6 8 9 4 7 6 6 6 4
Percentage

from B.C. 21% 11% 22% 25% 20% 14% 18% 18% 14% 13%
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Themandate of
the Plannngand
Priorities
Committee id40
consider
matters of
general
importanceto

the operation of
the Court,

includingcourt
reform, new
policies,
Initiatives,
and changes

to Court
administration

PLANNINGPRIORITIEBND ACCESS TO JUSTICE
COMMITTEE

MEMBERS

The Honourable Chief Justice Bauman (Chair)

The Honourable Madam Justice Saunders

The Honourablé/r. Justice Chiasson

The Honourable Mr. Justice Frankel

The Honourable Mr. Justice Tysoe

The Honourable Madam Justice Neilson

The Honourablé/r. Justice Groberman

Jennifer JordanRegistrar (until June 30, 2014)

Timothy Outerbridgel.egal Counselnd Registrar (from July 1, 2014)
Frank Kraemer, Q.@Executive Director and Senior Counsel
Sally Rudolf, Legal Coungfiebm July 14, 2014)

The mandate of the Planning, Priorities, and Access to Justice Committemissidermatters of
general importance to the operation of the Court, including court reform, new policies, initiatives, and
changes to Court administration. The Committ@ec t i ons as t he Court’'s EX

The following mattersvere considered in 2014:

JUSTICE AND PUBIAEETY COUNCIL STRATELAN

The Court received thennualstrategicplan from the Justice and Public SafeéBouncil as required by
the Justice Reform and Transparency@etd att ended fubtieesupmwits m Mayment ' s
November2014.

LOCAIAPPEALS, LOCAL HEA&FS

As reported last year, the Committee was explorghgnging the defaulbcationfor the hearings of
appeals originating in Kamloogselowna and the Okanagan Valley Kamloops or Kelowna rather
than Vancouver Tocompletethis change consultationwith the local bars as well as Crown Counsel
and Court Services staffasconducted After consulting with each of these groups, the Court decided
that appeals originating from Kamloops, Kelowna, Vernon, Pentjetoth Salmon Arm wille heard at
either Kamloops or Kelowna, unless the Registrar directs the appeal to be heard in Vancouver.
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In 2014, the
Cour t-help
website had

15,395
visitors with
51,355 page
viewsand an
average time or
the website of
two minutes ant
thirty seconds.

The Planning Committee approved a practioge, Court Sittings in Kamloops and Kelow@avil &

Qiminal Practice Note, 27 June 20%éjlecting thischange.

SETTLEMENT CONFERENC

In 2014the Court of Appeal successfully settled two appeals through its settlement conference
program. To make the process more accessible and understandable taglaytéifihe Court reissued
and clarified its practice directive on the topiuidicial Settlement @éerencegCivil Practice Directive,
27 June 2014)

FAMILY PILOT PROJECT

The Court has initiated a pilot project affecting family law files which involve the rights and interests of
children. Matters such as child custody or support and maintenanceevitiore actively case

managed when a filing deadline is missed. The Court intends to measure the effect of this case
management by comparing the outcomes of these cases before and after the pilot project commenced
in September 2014.

WEBCASTING

TheCourt did not conduct a webcast in 2014, but is actively looking for higher profile cases to webcast
as partof its pilot project in 2015.

SELHELP WEBSITE

T h e Ceelihelbwelsiteis a partnership baeteen the Court of Appeal and the Justice Education
Society. In 2014, there were sonmguiries from other Courts about the séielp websiteand the
Courtagreed to share some of its content with the Courts of Saskatchewan in an effort to facilitate
greater access to justice for all courts.2014, theselfhelp websitehad 15,395 visitors with 51,355
page views and an average time on the website of two minutes and thirty secdin@sCourt is
grateful for the relationship it has formed with the JustEducation Society and all of its work to

maintain this important resource.

LEGAL SERVICES RBGORY FRAMEWORK TASIRCE

A proposal by the Legal Services Regulatory Framework Task Force was considered by the committee.
The Law Society has been exploniveys to provide access to affordable, competent legal services.
The focus thus far has been on limited scope retainers and expanding the permitted roles of paralegals
andarticling students.The committee agreed that the Court should continue to monderelopments

in this area.
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PROPOSAL FERECTRONIC FILING-RETUMS

The results As discussed in | ast year 'lagerdoeynentstnthe Edureof Appealr t
showed that

-~ asakeypriority. El ectronic filings are currently proce:¢
somelmgants Court Services Online (CS®)esently, SQinfrastructure does not alloiactums or larger bookt® be
are electronically filed. The goal set in the lashualreport was to have mandatory electronic filing of
Concerned factums and statements by January 2016 following a consultation with the barC®he r t ' s
abOUt the consultation commenced on 3 Bielary 2014 and concluded with thelease of the results dhe
eflllng consultation in October

processnd in

particular with The resuk showed thatsomelitigantsare concerned about thefiling processnd in particular with

the service provided bthe currentefiling solution CSO. Sonfeelthat the CSO architectuiisnot in a

the service

provided by the sufficient state to aatSericesBranbheagréed that the esisting €30 s .
current efiling efiling solution needimprovementandhave commenced project to improve its function The

solution, CSO. projectto improveCSAs managed by the Court Services Branch fesdiback is providety the

Technology Comntiée and Court staff The projecttmploys modern project management andiser
experience desigprocess teenhancethe efiling system iiterations. A prototype is expected in April
2015.

ACCESS TO JUSTTOMMITTEE

In June the Chief Justice met with Dean Crawford, President oBtlitish Columbid@ranch of the

Canadian Bar Association and Professor Jerry McHalepfQt@. University of Victorigo discuss their
proposal t o cr eatCemnattee “ IA slt@lsrisbia.t Tive ainuosthei meeting was

to gauge the Court’s i nt er & propbsal whule bersignilar tmeess | v e
to justicecommissionsysed primarily in the United States as a method to bring together the courts,

bar, civil legal aid providers, and other users of the justice system to coordinate their work o

improving access to justicéd.he Court is dedicated to pursuing initiatives which enhawmss to
justiceand this proposalks one means that cafacilitate mordinated planning among the various

justice partners

ACCESS PRO BONO

The Court continued to involve Access Pro Bono in addressing the needsrepsediented litigants.
Access Pro Bono is an organization where pro bono lawyers provide free legal adldi
representation to lowand modestincome individuals on a wide range of legal issues, including family,

immigration, criminal, and civil law (such as debt, employment, welfare, and housorghe Court of
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Theservices
of all these
lawyers,

without fee,
are of great
assistance to the
Court, and are
very much
appreciated

Appeal, Access Pro Bono provides basglsistance in Chambers through its civil duty counsel project
and assistance with full appeals through its Court of Appeal Roster progtaawyers in the Roster

Program who provided pro bono services on Court of Appeal cases4rag€1

Greg Allen Georgialee ALang Michelle A. Quigg

Todd S. Brayer Jamie F. Maclaren Taymaz Rastin

Heather Cochran Brent B. Olthuis Clara A.K. Richardson
Simon R. Coval Mark S. Oulton Rebecca Robb

Mathew Good Ryan W. Parsons Priyan M. B. Samarakoon
Angus M. Gunn, Q.C. Richard C.C. Peck, Q.C. Jennifer M. Spencer
David A. Hainey Dana G. Quantz Jonathan J. Weisman

Claire E. Hunter

The Courbf Appeal Roster Program coordinators also put in many volunteer hours reviewing cases for
merit. These coordinators are Angus Gunn, Q.C. and Simon R. Coval (civil), Richard C.C. Peck, Q.C.
(criminal) and Georgialee A. Lang (familyhe services of athese lawyers, without fee, are of great
assistance to the Court, and are very much appreciated.
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The mandate of
the Rules and
Practice
Committee is to

review,
enhance and
simplify the
practice and

procedure of the
Court

RULEAND PRACTICBMMITTEE

MEMBERS

The Honourabl€hief Justice Bauman

The Honourabléladam Justice Newbury

The Honourabléladam Justice Bennett

The Honourable Madam Justice Garson (Ghair

The Honourabléladam Justice MacKenzie

The Honourablé/r. Justice Harris

JenniferJordan Registrar (until June 30, 2014)

Timothy Outerbridgel.egal Counselnd Registrar (from July 1, 2014)
Sally Rudolf, Legal Coungfebm July 14, 2014)

The mandate of the Court of Appeal Rules and Practice Committeeasiéav, enhance and simplify
the practice and procedure of the Courthe Committee meets regularly throughout the year to
discuss proposals by thesticesof the Court, the Registralawyers,and the publidor amendments to

the Court of Appeal Aand theCourt of Appeal Ruleand theCourt of Appeal Criminal Appeal Rules

1986( t h e “ e Committeiconsults with members of the band other organizations, such as
the Canadian Bar Associatiamhen there is a proposal that significantly changes@Ghe ur t © s pr a
andprocedure

CIVIL APPEARULESREFORM PROJECT

Beginning in January 2014, the Court of Appeal began to review its civil procedure by proposing a
project to amend theCourt of Appeal Aand theCourt of Appeal Rules

TheCourt of Appeal Acnd Court of Appeal Rulegere last revised in 1995. Since then, this Court has

added many new rules and issued many new practice directives and practice notes. Amendments have
been made to various civil court forms, encodagpects of appellate practice in different places.
Simplification of process through rule reform has been recogriizedveral recent reports as a way for

courts to modernize.

The National Action Committee on Access to Justice in Civil and Famigrdvfatbduced d&eport on
the Court Processes Simplification Working Ginuyay, 2012 and the find&oadmap for Change

report in October2013. Thdroadmapeport stresses the need to achieve simplification as a guiding
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In early 2015,
the Court will

begin itspublic
consultation,
asking
litigants and
members of
the public

about their
experiences witl
t he ChAcu i
andRules

principle: “ Ov e reaant processes shauld besimplified ta granete and halance

the principles of proportionality, simplificat

view, theSimplificatorRe port st ates that “no newedthatldenst of

contribute to the simplification of court proc

Throughout 2014, the Court of Appeal consulted internally on areas where the Court felt that rule
reform practices should focugrming sub-committees. The Court also began an informal exdkrn
consultation, meeting with the Appellate Advocacy Section of the Canadian Bar Association to discuss
areas where reform was required. In early 2015, the Court will begin its public consultation, asking

w ActandRulds dn 201&,u r t ’ S

the Court hopes to release a series of consultatiapgrs, outlining the priorities identified by both the

litigants and members of the public about theiper r i ences

Court and its many users.

CRIMINAL PILOT PROJEAND CRIMINAL RULE AMBMENTS

The Pilot Project to reduce delay in the prosecution of criminal conviction and acquittal appeats end
December 31,2018 n d
including afour-month reduction in the average time it takes an appeal to be heard. A public copy of

|l ast year’'s annual report discusse

the final reportevaluating the criminal pilovas r el eased on the Court’'s

Presently, the timelines set by that pilot program are still in force by operation of the practice directive,
CriminalConviction/Acquittal Appeals Timelif@riminal Practice Directive, 13 Janud014). Untila

new set of criminal rules developed reflecting these timelines, this practice directive will remain in

force ensuring that all parties continue to se

The Court continues to rely on &he advisorygroup of defence and Crowoounsel who have been
available to meet to discuss the Pilot Project and to make suggestions as the Pilot Project progressed.

Appreciation is expressed to the following members of the Criminal Advisory Group:

lan Don&dson, Q.C.
Richard Fowler, Q.C.
John Gordon, Q.C.
Gil McKinnon, Q.C.

Paul Riley, Q.C.

Michael Tammen, Q.C.

Greg DelBigio, Q.C.

Rod Holloway, Q.C.

Jim Blazina
Ursula Botz

Valerie Hartney

Jeff Ray

Marilyn Sandford
Deborah Strachan
Shelley Sugarman

BrockMartland
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AMENDMENTS TOIVILRULE 2.1 ANRULE 20
N _0 wor ealt On 11 April 2014, a regulation was depositedending theCourt of Appeal Rulde include, as limited
parties, except

for when it is a

appeal orders, certain activities of the Supreme Court Registrar assdaevith foreclosure
proceedings to ensure such proceedings would require leave to appeal. This set of amendments also

demonstrated , S o .
hardship for a fixed a problem identified where a limited appeal order was heard by a Supreme jGdget where
self—represented such an appeatould progress in th Court of Appeal by right rather than by leave. This round of
Iitigant to delivel amendments also gave a justice in chambers the ability to exclude testimony from the transcript of an
electronic appeal.
versions

- DELIVERY OF FACTUMWI® STATEMENTS EIBKONICALLY
when filing

The Committee approved amendmisrto Submission of Electronic Factums and Statemé@isil &

existing pape

CriminalPractice Direfive, 27 June 2014whichnow requiresall parties, except for when it is a
faCtumS and demonstrated hardship for a salépresented litigant, to deliver electronic versiowben filingexisting
statements paper factums and statementgith the Court.

with the Court

ACCESS TQREIO RECORDINGS &ADRREASONS FOR JUEBGW

In an effort to centralize the location of information around the process for accessing audio recordings

and oral reasons of the Couthe repeal of two pacticedirectives and ongracticenote was

approved

V Digital Recording Policy in the Court of App&ilil & Criminal Rctice Note, 19
September 2011)

V  Obtaining Oral Reasons for Judgm@@ivil & Criminal Rctice Note, 19 September 2011)
V  Oral Reasons for Judgmedivil and Criminal Practice Directive,3é&ptember 2011)

Access to audio recordings and or al red&secorch s of

and Courtroom Access Policy.
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...d appeals
originating from
Kamloops,
Kelowna,
Vernon,
Penticton and
Salmon Arm

will be heard
at either
Kamloops or

Kelowna,
unless the
Registrar directs
the appeal to be
heard in
Vancouver

PRACTICE DIRECTIVDANOTESSUED OR UPDATER014

Atable of concordancéor both civil and criminal practice directives and notes may be found on the

Court s website.

Timeline for Criminal Conviction / Acquittal Appeals

As discussed abovehe Pilot Project for Criminal Appeals concluded December 31, 20d®hinal
Conviction/Acquittal Appeals Timeli(@riminal Practice Directive, 13 January£(jireserves the

timelines set out in the Pilot Project and introduces some minor changes to the way criminal

conviction/acquittal appeals are monitored by the Court.

Extradition Model Order for Bail Pending Committal

Extradition AppealéCivil & Criminal Practice Note, March 21, 20dréptes a model order to reduce

the number of appearances required in extradition procegdinThe model order allowgidicial
interim release (bailpending an appeal from committal to continue without a further application in
chambers, should the Minister of Justice order the person sought surrendered.

Court Sittinggn Kamloops and Kelowan
Court Sittings in Kamloops and Kelow@avil &Criminal Practice Note, 27 June 2Dfgquiresthat all

appeals originating from Kamloops, Kelowna, Vernon, Penticton and Salmon Arm will be heard at either

Kamloops or Kelowna, unless the Registrar directs the appeal to be heard in Vancouver.

Judicial 8ttlement Conferences

Judicial Settlement Conferend€3vil Practice Directive, 27 June 20prgvides a more clearly worded

update to the practice directive governing the settlement conference program in the Court of Appeal.

Submission of Electronic Factums and Statements

Submission of Electronic Factums and Statem@itsl & Criminal Practice Directive, 27 June 2%
updated to require parties to deliver elgohic copies of their factums and statements to the Court

when they are filed in paper.

Addressing the Court
Addressing the Couf€ivil & Criminal Practice Note, 24 Octoli14)was issued by the Registrar for

the benefit of more recently called members of the legal profession who are, or will be, making their

first appearances before the Court, histalso oluse to those who are sefepresented.
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On April 2830,
2014 the Court
conducted the
appeal fromR. v
Kembg 2010

BCSC 96N
electronic
format.

COURT OF APPEIICHNOLOGY COMMITTEE

MEMBERS

The Honourable Chief Justice Baumex dfficig

The Honourable Mr. Justice Tysoe

The Honourable Mr. Justice Groberman

The Honourable Madam Justice Benn@hair)

The Honourable Mr. Justice Willcock

Jennifer JordanRegistrar (until June 30, 2014)

Timothy Outerbridgel.egal Counselnd Registrar (from July 1, 2014)
Frank KraemelQ.C, Executive Director and SeniGounsel

Sally RudolfLegal Counséirom July 14, 2014)

The Court of Appeal Technology Committee wdginallycreated to deal with issues arising from the
use of computers in the courtroonbut has expanded beyond that to encompass a supervisory role
over projects meant to enhance the use of technology in the Court of Appeal.

FILLABLE PORTABLEEDMENT FORMAT (PBERMS

Many of the old Microsoft Word formis civil casefave beerupdatedwith fillable Portable
Document Format (PDF) forrasailableort h e Co ur t The Coud las alsb grovided some

limited instructionsto assist the completion of thederms, which it hopes témprovein 2015

ELECTRONIC FILINGQFECT

As discussed above in the Planning, Priorities, and Access to Justice Committeghepooyrt of

Appeal conducted a consultation on the electronic filing of factums and stateme®14 The

results of hat consultation made it clear that the Court Services Brg@3Bglectronic filing system

was in need of some improvement. In late 2014, the Technology Committee met and discussed a CSB
led project that will follow a useexperience design model and modern project management approach

to the development of future electmic filing.

PAPERLESS APPEALRNRGER CASES

On April 2830, 2014, the Court conducted the appeal fréimv. Kembd2010 BCSC 9@Y electronic
format. A PDF “ bi eatke (eAppeal hirsdder)ccontaining all of the appgatuments in
electronic form. All documents were made available to counsel and the juglgesonically, and the
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The greatest
efficiency
anticipated is
the ability to

search the
electronic
record much
faster than
with paper.

courtroom was equipped for the electronic presentation and viewing of tlimaiments dumg the
hearing. The Court of Appeal conducted a similar electronic appeal (eApp€afjober 2012 for the
Federation of Law Societies v. Canada (A281)3 BCCA 14&ase Overall, theKemboeAppeal was a

success. The hearing ran smoothly, with no significant delaygesruptions caused by technical
issues. All participants were satisfied with the experience, antbalisel indicated that they would

recommend an eAppe&b their clients.

Although their experience with the technology was not always perfect, judges and counsel from both
eAppeals wer@ptimistic that once participants have more experience with the technology, electronic
appeals will facilitate their work. The greatest efficiency anticipated is the ability to search the
electronic record much faster than with pape€ounsebre also optmistic that access to justice may

be improved through a reduction in paper usage which would in turn lead to a reduction in litigation

costs.

Each electronic appeal conducted by the Court is independently evalaattdheasured through a set
of qualitative interviews with all participants in an effort to improve, through an iterative process, the
experience for each successive electronic appéalraft protocol for electronic appeals, which helps
to guide the process for all involved, is constantly bemproved as a result of the feedback in each
electronic appeal. In 2015, the Court hopes to conduct another large criminal appeal in a fully
paperless environment or, alternatively, experiment with some smaller cases to determine whether

they are costeffective.

COMPUTER USE ANDHNOLOGY UPGRADES

As many justices are now beginning to use computers in the courtroom to accassetmet and the
Court’s case mana g e the@ourtisrgsgohdeigy addivyeebhGotody3o the

various courooms.As di scussed in | ast year’s report, b c
for the judges so they may hear a fully electronic appeal. Approval was granted to upgrade Courtroom
70 to ensure power and internet would be availablatte presding judge in Chambers, which should
provideintranet and power to the justices in the first quarter of 2015.

JUDICIAL ACCESS RANSCRIPTS IN CAMAPEALS PILOT PROJEC

For some time, the Court has accepted electronic versions of transcripts in both civil and criminal
appeals, which are available electronically in WebCATS. For several months, the Court has had screen
installed in Courtrooms 60 and 61 to provide accasslemand to the electronic versions of transcripts
when requested by a justice. When the request is made, the Court Clerk pulls up the refevkiote,

is displayed on the screens for both the justices and counsel toHas.process is currently avdila

to the Court in civil appeals where references are made outside of the transcript extract books.
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Law at Lunch is
an informal
lunch meeting ¢
the judges, helc
about once a
month, at which

a speaker
presents a

topic that
relates generall
to the work of
judges and its
impact on
others.

EDUCATION COMMITTEE

MEMBERS

The Honourable Mr. Justice Chiasson
The Honourable Mr. Justice Groberman (Chair)
The Honourable Madam Justice Bennett

The Honourable Mr. Justice Harris

The Education Committee is responsible for presenting education programs for the judge<lotithe

Law at Lunch is an informal lunch meeting of the judges, held about once a month, at which a speaker
presents a topic that relates generally to the worfljudges and its impact on others. Programs of

greater length are presented twice a year, usually at@heu r t ’-annusl eneetings. Judges also

have the opportunity to attend educational programs offered by various organizations, including the
NationalJudicial Institute, the Canadian Institute for the Administration of Justice, the Federation of
Law Societies, the Continuing Legal Education Society of British Columbia, the Canadian Bar
Association, and university law schools. All of these educatiotialtes are designed to assist judges

to remain current in the understanding of substantive and procedural legal developments, as well as in

some of the broader issues that form the background to judicial work.

This year, in addition to sessions devotedie workings of the Court itself, our invited speakers for

Law at Lunch sessions included:
V  Mary E. MouatQ.C and Morag M.J. MacLeod, who spoke on Eeenily Law Act

V  Registar Jennifer Jordan aricegal Counsel TimotlQuterbridge, who gave a

presentation on Court technology

V  Hon. Thomas Cromwell of the Supreme Court of Canada and Mark Bén@of the
Legal Services Society, who presented a session on access to justice

V  Hon Wally OppalQ.C, who gave a session about his work and experiences in leading the

Mi ssing Women’s Inquiry

V  Brent MerchantBritish ColumbigAssistant Deputy Minister of Corrections, who gave a
presentation on the role oBritish Columbiaorrections irthe justice system, together
with Bill Small (Provincial Director, Community CorrectioRe)e Coulson (Provincial
Director, Adult Custody), and Elenore Clark (Provincial Director, Strategic Operations)
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V  Gib van Ert, who spoke about the usargernational law in appeals.

At its spring meeting, the court heard a presentation from Tamara Levy, Director binikiersity of
British Columbidnnocence Project dealing with wrongful convictions and the work of the Project.

TheCGourt usually has an education presentation at its fall meeting. This year, instea@tineheld a

one-day education conference in November, in conjunction withBnigish Columbigupreme Court

and the National Judicial Institute. Dr. Keith AhamachefBritish Columbi&entre for Excellence in
HIV/AIDS addressed the causes and context of substance addiction and the role the justice system
plays in helping and inhibiting treatment and recovery. Professor Kent McNeil of Osgoode Hall Law
SchoolandMr.Wsti ce Harry Sl ade addressed issues ari:
decisionint A A f KIj 23 QAY bl (i A2B1yf SCHA paNdl distussion dn udibihids ivas

also included in the program. Panelists includieel HonourableJustice C. Adéle Kerihe Honourable

Richard J. Scott, Professor Richard Devlin, and Professor Stephen G.A. Pitel.
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In 2014 the
Committee

focussed on
the
development
of a moble
device policy
for both courts.

JOINT COURTS TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEE

MEMBERS

The HonourabléMadam Justice Levine

The Honourablér. Justice Groberman

The Honourablé/r. Justice Masuhara (Chair)

The Honourablé/r. Justice Myers

The HonourabléMadam Justice Adair

The Honourablé/r. Justice Punnett

The Honourabl&lasterD.Baker

Jennifer JordanRegistrar (until June 30, 2014)

Timothy OuterbridgelLegal CounsegCourt of Appeahnd Registrar (from July 1, 2014)
Frank KraemeQ.C. ExecutiveDirector and Senior Counsel

Kevin ArengDirector,Information Technology and Finance

Cindy FrieserDirector, Supreme Court Scheduling

Sally Rudolf, Legal Counsel, Court of Appeal (from July 14, 2014)
Heidi McBridel.egal CounsegBupreme Court

In 2014the Committee focussed on the development of a mobile device policy for both courts.
Committee members also participated in various other technology initiatives for the courts. The
Committee continues to review developments in technology and their coomding impact on the
work of the courts.
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During the year
the Committee
considered and
recommended

approvalof a
number of
applications
from a variety
of government
agenciesnd
departments for
access to court
records in order to
fulfill their
statutory mandate:
or to improve the

efficiency of their
operations

JUDICIAL ACCESS POLICY WORKING GROUP

MEMBERS

Dominique Bohn, Executive Director, Service Reform, Court Services Branch

Dan Chiddell, Director Strategic InformatiorB&siness Applications, Court Services Branch
Janet Donald, Director of Policy, Legislation and Issue Management, Court Services Branch
Gene JamiesqiQ.C., Legal Officer, Provincial Court

Jennifer Jordan, Registrar, Court of Appeal (to July 1, 2014)

Frank KraemerQ.C. Executive Director and Senior Counsel

Karen Leung, Legal Officer, Provincial Court

Grant Marchand, Manager, Judicial Resource Analysis & Management Information Systems,
Provincial Court

Heidi McBride, Legal Counsel, Supreme C(@tingir)

Timothy Outerbridge, Legal Counsel, Court of Appeal and Registrar (from July 1, 2014)
Sally Rudolf, Legal Counsel, Court of Appeal (fhoi;w14, 2014

Kathryn Thomson, Legal Policy Advisor

TheJudicial Access Policy Working Gr@aig joint committeeconsisting of representatives from all

three courts and Court Services Branch employees. The Committee develops draft policies and
interacts with the various court committees, seeking guidance and approval for draft policies relating

to access to court rexds, particularly those in electronic format. The Chief Justices and Chief Judge
give approval before a policy is adopted. In addition to policy work, the Committee also reviews access

applications for those seeking bulk access to court record information
WORK OF THE COMMIETE

In 2014, the work of the committee included the following:

Access Applications

During the year the Committee considered and recommended approval of a number of applications
from a variety of government agencies and departments fareas to court records in order to fulfill

their statutory mandates or to improve the efficiency of their operations. The Committee also
considered and recommended approval of access applications from universities and other academic
organizations for reseah purposes.
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Government Reorganization

Following upon work that began in 2013, the Committee continued to work on developing a long term
solution to access to court record information by government employees employed outside of the
Court Services BrancfThis work involved considering the opportunities and risks presented by non
Court Services Branch employees having electronic access to court record information under different

management structures.

Government Data Modeling Project

The Committee apprad a request to use anonymous information for data models to assist Court
Services Branch in assessing the impact of changes in legislation and other system changes.

Membership of the Committee

In 2014, Jennifer Jordan retired as Registrar of the Coktpfp e al and as t he Comnm
Registrar Jordan had served as the Committee’s
instrumental in establishing its policies and procedures. Registrar Jordan lead the Committee and its
members as it ad they developed and implemented principled and practical approaches to access to
court records. The Committee is grateful for the innumerable contributions that Registrar Jordan made
to its work.
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In January 201
the judicial law
clerk program

recaved 148
applications
for the 30
law clerk
positions
available in the
two courts for

the 2015-2016
term.

LAW CLERK COMMITTEE

MEMBERS

The Honourable Madam Justice Newbury

The Honourablé/r. Justice TysofChair)

The HonourabléMadam Justic®. Smith

The Honourable Madam Justice Bennett

Timothy Outerbridge, Legal Counsel (to June 30, 2014)
Sally Rudolf, Legal Coundfiebm July 14, 2014)

The Law Clerk Committee provides general super
program.The Legal Counsel provides dayday supervision of the law clerks. One of the major tasks of
the Committee is to interview the short list of candidates, following the first round of interviews
conducted by the Legal Counsel of the Supreme Court and Goppeal. Law clerks in the Court of
Appeal commence their terms in the first week of September each year and finish variously after 10,
11, or 12 months (i.e. at the end of June, July, or August).

In January 2014, the judicial law clerk program reseit48 applications for the 30 law clerk positions
available in the two courts for the 20352016 term (12 at the Court of Appeal and 18 at the Supreme
Court). Most applicants were students from the University of British Columbia or the University of
Victoria law schools and the remainder were from other Canadian and foreign law schools.

In February 2014, the Legal Counsel interviewed 103 of the applicants. Subsequently, the judges of the
Court of Appeal Law Clerk Committee interviewed 26 applicants and selected 12 for the positions at
the Court of Appeal.

In September 2014, 12 clerks laggtheir clerkships at the Court of Appeal for the 2642D15 term.
Six clerks are from the University of British Columbia, three from the University of Victoria, two from

the University of Toronto and one from Thompson Rivers University.

In Octoberanddvember 2014, judges from the two court
and some former and current clerks, attended recruitment information sessions at the University of
British Columbia, the University of Victoria and Thompson Rivers Unyknsitschools. The Legal
Counsel and the members of the Law Clerk Committees continue to refine the recruitment and
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application process. In 2014, the Committee conducted interviews with applicants residing east of
Manitoba through the use of Skype to gck any financial hardship to students.

The Committee expresses its thanks to Jill Leacock and Heidi McBride, the Legal Counsel to the
Supreme Court; to Timothy Outerbridge and Sally Rudolf; and to Alix Going and Andrea Baedak for

their assistance.
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In 2014, the
library
published on
the court

website2 79
civil
judgments
190 criminal
judgments,
and 34
family
judgments
arising from
proceedings in

the Court of
Appeal

LIBRARY COMMITTEE

MEMBERS

The Honourablé/r. Justice Goepel

The HonourabléladamJustice Humphries

The Honourabléladam Justice Kloegman

The Honourablé/r. Justice Skolrood

The HonourabléMadam Justice Griffin (Chair)

Frank Kraemer, Q.C., Executive Director & Senior Counsel
Ms. Diane Lemieux, Librarian

The Library continues to findays to balance its budget and provide current resources to its users. The
total amount spent for the year was $409,850.02, an increase of approximately $12,000(8%).

majority of funds have gone towards lockmaf services, law reports and standing ersl (annuals).

The cancellation or reduction of 38 loekmf services (the majority coming from Carswell and
Thomsen Reuters businesses which include Canada Law Book, Canvasback, Sweet & Maxwell and
Editions Yvon Blais) and a reduction in print law repartate in 2013 was instrumental in the library
staying close to the amount spent in | ast year
down was a forced spending freeze for new acquisitions for most of the year with only a few

have” Sulivanlortee Constaudtionafi StatytssRuth SullivanThe

Law of Evidence in Canablg Sopinka, Lederman & Bryaahd the new McGill Guide.

exceptions fof mu s t

As in previous years, all efforts are made to recycle items replaced annudilps@riminal Codes,
Annual Practice volumes and bankruptcy materials. Replaced editions are forwarded to outside
locations, and out of date or cancelled lodsafs are given labels that indicate currency and whether
the updated item is available in Vanocer.

In 2014, the Library published on the court website 1466 jcidijments 468 criminajJudgmentsand
365 familyjudgmentsarising from proceedings in the Supreme Court and 279jedgiments 190
criminaljudgments and 34 familjjudgmentsarisingfrom proceedings in the Court of Appeal.

The judicial members of the Committee express their thanks to staff for their work over the past year.
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MEMBERS OF THE COURT OF APPEAL

CHIEF JUSTICE

Chief Justice Robert James Bauman

June 20, 1996 (Supreme Court)

February 20, 2008 (Court of Appeal)

September 9, 2009 (Chief Justice Supreme Court)
June 16, 2013 (Chief Justice of British Columbia)

=A =4 -4 =4

JUSTICES OF THREIRD OF APPEAL

Mr. Justice lan T. Donald

9 June 30, 1989 (Supreme Court)
1 January 28, 1994 (Court of Appeal)
1 January 1, 2008 (Supernumerary)

Madam Justice Mary V. Newbury

T July 9, 1991 (Supreme Court)
1 September 26, 1995 (Court of Appeal)

Mr. Justice John E. Hall

T July 11, 1991 (Supreme Court)

1 December 19, 1996 (Court of Appeal)
1 August 1, 2006 (Supernumerary)

1 Mayl15, 2014 (Retired)

Madam Justice Mary E. Saunders

1 December 23, 1991 (Supreme Court)
1 July 2, 1999 (Court of Appeal)

Mr. Justice Richard T. Low

1 March 31,1977 (County Court)
T July 11990 (Supreme Court)
9 July 282000 (Court of Appeal)
1 August 15, 2014 (Died office)

Madam Justice Risa E. Levine

September 26, 1995 (Supreme Court)
February 6, 2001 (Court of Appeal)
January 1, 2012 (Supernumerary)

il
il
il
1 December 31, 2014 (Retired)
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Mr. Justice Peter D. Lowry

1 October 11, 1991 (Supreme Court)
1 June 30, 2003 (Court of Appeal)
1 January 1, 2011 (Supernumerary)

Madam Justice Pamela A. Kirkpatrick

1 November 20, 1989 (Supreme Court Master)
1 November 27, 1992 (Supreme Court)

1 June 2, 2005 (Court of Appeal)

1 January 1, 2012 (Supernumerary)

Mr. JusticeEdward C. Chiasson
1 September 14, 2006 (Court of Appeal)

Mr. Justice S. David Frankel

1 March 2, 2007 (Supreme Court)
1 May 10, 2007 (Court of Appeal)

Mr. Justice David F. Tysoe

1 June 24, 1992 (Supreme Court)
1 June 22, 2007 (Court of Appeal)
1 January 1, 2012 (Barnumerary)

Madam Justice Daphne M. Smith

9 December 19, 1996 (Supreme Court)
1 May 8, 2008 (Court of Appeal)

Madam Justice Kathryn E. Neilson

T July 1, 1999 (Supreme Court)
1 May 8, 2008 (Court of Appeal)
1 July 1, 2014 (Supernumerary)

Mr. Justice Harvey MGroberman

9 December 14, 2001 (Supreme Court)

1 May 8, 2008 (Court of Appeal)
Madam Justice Elizabeth A. Bennett

1 August 27, 1997 (Supreme Court)

1 May 14, 2009 (Court of Appeal)
Madam Justice Nicole J. Garson

1 March 21, 2001 (Supreme Court)
1 May 14, 2009 (Coudf Appeal)
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Madam Justice Anne W. MacKenzie

1 July 5, 1990 (Provincial Court)

June 20, 1996 (Supreme Court)

April 23, 2010 (Associate Chief Justice Supreme Court)
December 31, 2011 (Court of Appeal)

November 30, 2014 (Supernumerary)

=A =4 =4 =4

Mr. Justice David C.aris
1 March 19, 2010 (Supreme Court)
1 April 10, 2012 (Court of Appeal)
Madam Justice Sunni Strombei$tein

1 December 4, 1989 (Provincial Court)
1 February 16, 1996 (Supreme Court)
1 June 7, 2013 (Court of Appeal)

1 September 1, 2014Supernumerary)

Mr. JusticePeter M. Willcock
9 June 19, 2009 (Supreme Court)
9 June 7, 2013 (Court of Appeal)

Mr. Justice Richard B.TGoepel

1 September 27, 2001 (Supreme Court)
1 November 7, 2013 (Court of Appeal)

Mr. Justice John E.D. Savage

1 May 8, 2008 (Supreme Court)
1 December 112014 (Court of Appeal)
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CHANGES TOTHHB ; we¢ Q{ [/ hat [ 9a¢

INTRODUCTION

2014 was marked by the passing in office of the Honourable Mr. Justice Low. A tribute to his legacy as
a judge in British Columbia was marked by a special sitting of the Court of Appédovember 2014.

The Court also marked the passing this year of two former justices: The Honourable Josiah Wood and
the Honourable Brian Carrothers. The Honourable Josiah Wood was honoured with a special sitting on
26 September 2014.

During 2014 thee were three vacancies in the Court arising from the election to supernumerary status
of three justices: The Honourable Justices Neilson, MacKexmzieStrombergStein. One of those
vacancies was filled by the appointment of Mr. Justice Savage on Embec2014. There were two
retirements in 2014: the Honourable Mr. Justice Hall on 15 May 2014 and the Honourable Madam

Justice Levine on 31 December 2014.

APPOINTMENTS TO TE{BURT

TheHonourableMr. Justice Savage

The Honourable Mr. Justice JoBavage was appointed a judge of the Court of Appeal for British
Columbia on December 12, 2014. He was previously appointed a judge of the Supreme Court of British
Columbia in 2008.

Justice Savage received a Bachelor of Laws from the University of Boltisfib@ in 1977 and a

Bachelor of Arts from Simon Fraser University in 1972. He was admitted to the Bar of British Columbia
in 1978. From 1978 to his appointment to the Supreme Court of British Columhiaatitced

administrative law and real property ssssment at Crease Harman & Company.

Prior to his appointment to the bench, Justice Savage served as Honourary SoliciteutsrGamada

in British ColumbiaHe ceauthored the originaB.C. Real Property Assessment Maianal sat on the

CLE Editorial Bod, which annually updates the publicatidn.addition, hewass me mber of v &
admi ni strative tribunals incl udi ngStandarels TRhumala n c i
the Forest Appeals Commission and the Environmental Appeal Béar2003, he was awarded the

Queen’ s Golden Jubilee Medal for service to th

Annual Report 2014: Court of Appeal for British Columbiz P a g e



RETIREMENTS FROM TGdBJRT

The Honourable Mr. Justice Hall

The Honourable Mr. Justice John Hall retired from the British Columbia Court of Appeal on May 15,
2014. He was appointed to the Court of Appeal in 1996, and had previously served on the Supreme
Court of British Columbia from 1991996.

Justice Hall received his Bachelor of Laws from the University of Western Ontario in 1963 and was
called to the Bar oBritish Columbia in 1964ustice Halpracticedwith DuMoulinThorsteinsson8lack

in Vancouver. Throughout his years of practice, Justice Hall often served as special counsel to the
Crown, prosecuting many higirofile prosecutions. He was appointed @ua° s Couns el in

Prior to his appointment to the bench, Justice Hall served as President of the VVancouver Bar
Association through 19778. While in private practice, he served as counsel toRtish Columbia
Commission of Inquiry on Female Offensler 1978, and as a federal commissioner of the Westbank
Indian Band Inquiry in 1988. He has also acted as counsel ®ritigh Columbidduman Rights
Commission and lectured at numerous Continuing Legal Education colms&31213 he chaired

the federal Electoral Boundaries Commission for British Columbia

The Honourable Madam Justice Levine

The Honourable Madam Justice Risa Levine retired from the British Columbia Court of Appeal on
December 31, 2014. She served as a judge of the Court of Appeabre than 13 years, having been
appointed in 2001. She previously served as a judge of the Supreme Court of British Columbia from
1995-2001.

Justice Levineompleted both a Bachelors and a Masters degree at the University of Toronto in
sociology in 198 and 1970, respectively. Stezeived her Bachelor of Laws from the University of
British Columbia in 1977, where she was the Qdétlalistand an Associate Editor of théniversity of
British Columbid.aw Review. After being called to the bar, ghadiced at Thorsteinssons LLP for 17
years in the area of taxation.

Prior to her appointment to the bench, Justice Levine taught corporate taxation as an adjunct professor
at the University of British Columbleacul ty of Law,; was sory@emmiteer of
of the University of British Columbfaculty of Lapandwas a member of the board of directors and
executive committee of thdewish Federation of Greater VancouvBefore and while serving as a
judge,Justice Levinwas a director and enember of the Honourary Advisory Committee of the

Vancouver Foundatian
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IN MEMORIAM

The Honourable Richard Low
On August 15, 2014he Honourable Mr. Justice Richard T. A. lpassed away in hisdth year.

Justice Low will be remembered for his quieiod humour and ultimate gentleness of spirit, as well as
his unparalleled breadth of experience as a judlysstice Low was born in Rock Bay, British Columbia

on July 30, 1940 and received his law degree from the University of British Columbia in 4864. H
articled with Crease & Company in Victoria, he was called to the bar in 1965. He then moved to Prince
George, where he practiced withA. HowareGibbon and therCashman, Hope, Heinrich & Co and

finally Wilson, King & Companylustice Low was appdad to the County Court of Prince Rupert in

1977, to the Supreme Court of British Columbia in 1990, and finally to the Court of Appeal in 2000. At
the time of his passing, he was the longsstving federallappointed judge sitting in Canada.

On his passaig, Chief Justice Bauman stated, "I have known Dick Low since | was a young articled law
student in Prince George. He mentored me and numerous young lawyers and judges over his long
judicial career. For a man appointed at a very young age to the bencteuves lost his ability to relate

to his greater community nor his empathy for the people who appeared before birdge Low was
assuredly learned in the law but above all he was rich in common sense and an appreciation for simple

justice.”

He brought to he ourts of British Columbia the perspective of a lawyer who had lived and practiced in
the north and a strong understanding and knowledge of the criminal lawthe Court of Appeal,

Judge Low sabn significant cases suchRsy. HenrandR v. Pickto. Judge Low is survived by his wife,
three children and four grandchildren.

The Honourable Josiah Wood
On June 9, 2014, the Honourable Judge Josiah Wood passed away in his 74th year.

He was born in Riverbend, Quebec, on April 22, 1941, and was raised in Montreal and Ontario before
moving to British Columbia when he was 14. He received his Bachelor of Laws from the University of
British Columbia in 1967. Following his call to the bd9ié8, the Honourable Judge Wood began
practicing criminal law in an office near the Provincial Courts in Vancouver, an area of thre \vich

he would leave a lasting impression in the years ahead.

As a criminal defence lawyer, he was remembered assaipaate advocate for his clients, just as he
would later be known as a passionate advocate for criminal reform. He served for many years on the

faculty of the Criminal Law Program for the Federation of Law Societies; he was a founder of the
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InternationalSociety for the Reform of the Criminal Law; and he was regarded from early in his career

as a leading jurist in criminal law.

He served on the Supreme Court of British Columbia from 1983 to 1989, and on the British Columbia
Court of Appeal from 1989 to 189Following his retirement from the Court of Appeal, he joined the

| aw of fices of Blake, Cassels & Graydon LLP in
Most notably, after such a storied and successful career, the Honourable Judge Woindiedrib

heed the call of service by accepting an appointment to the Provincial Court of British Columbia in
2007. As a Provincial Court judge, he continue
First Nations court, which is described gadge-initiated sentencing project, designed to address the
overrepresentation of aboriginal people in the criminal justice systéta.is survived by his wife of 42
years, two sons, three granddaughters, awk grandson.

The Honourable Brian Carroéhns

On December 4, 2014, the Honourable A. Brian B. Carrothers passed away in his 92nd year.

The Honourable Brian Carrothers, Q.C. was born in Saskatoon in 1923. He attended school in Saskatoc
and England before his family moved to Vancouver in 193theAénd of his third year in law school at

the University of British Columbia, he enlisted in the Canadian Scottish Regiment to fight in World War
[I. As an infantryman, the Honourable Brian Carrothers landed on Juno Beaecbay Df all the

infantry batalions of the assaulting brigades in the British Second Army landing on that day, his
battalion went farthest through the enemy’ s de
he served the remainder of tmueiwarnds Camaidn atnr

England.

Following his return to Canada after the war, the Honourable Brian Carrothers graduated from law
school in 1949. He joined Douglas Symes & Brissenden as a partner in 1956, whexetibedin the

area of buidlers liens until he was appointed directly to the British Columbia Court of Appeal in 1973.
Prior to his appointment to the bench, he served 18 years on the councils of the Canadian Bar
Association, serving as Vibeesident for British Columbia from 1968. In 1959, he was elected the

first Chairman of the Fellows die¢ Foundation for Legal Research in Canada. He served 10 years as a
Bencher of the Law Society, where he was elected Treasurer in 1972, and was instrumental in
establishing the Continuing gal Education Society of British Columbia. He was also a governor of the
Law FoundationHe is survived by his wife, brother, three children, four grandchildren, and one-great

grandchild.
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The Court of
Appeal is
fortunate to have
such committed
staff servingthe

public and the
judgeswith
enthusiasm
anddedication.

STAFF BTHE COURT OF APPEAL

CHANGES TO STAFFON@GPLEMENT

The Court of Appeal is fortunate to have such committed s&ffingthe public and the judges with
enthusiasm and dedication. In times of budget restraint and staff shortages, it is a credit to the staff

that the level of service remains high.

I n 2014, the Court wel comed Ti avwRedisyrafoQowingetheb r i d g
retirement of Registrar Jennifer Jordan 30June 2014 To replace the vacancy left in the office of the
Legal Counsel, the CowrelcomedSally Rudolivho had worked previously in the Federal Department

of Justice The Couralso welcomedrelicity Leesa court clerk. Felicity started with the Registry in

March replacing Diane Schwab who retired at the end of Februd@ihe Courtlso welcomed

Khrystyna Mushkevych as court clerk replacing Susan Lang who relocated™imtfirecial Court in Port
Coquitlam.Court clerk Shayna Irvine went on maternity leave in August and Teresa Pol took a
temporary appointment to fill in for Shayna. Teresturnsto us from the Provincial Court in Surrey
having served in the Court of Apglefrom 1990 to 1999.

STAFF & POSITIONS

Jennifer Jordan Registrar (until June 30, 2014)

Timothy Outerbridge Registrar (from July 1, 2014)

Sally Rudolf Legal Coured (from July 14, 2014)

Linda Rainaldi Legal Counsel

Maria Littlejohn Associate/Deputy Registr

Vicki Jang Manager/Deputy Registrar

Alix Going Administrdive Associate

Gail Woods Judicial Coordinator to Chief Justice Bauman
Christine Gergich Supervisor and Appellate Court Records Officer
Wayne Ziants Records Technician
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Judicial Law Clerk&014- 2015

Trevor Bant

Robyn Gifford

Glynnis Morgan

Vlad Calina Andrew Guaglio Tim Pritchard

Ashley Caron Savannah Hamilton Noah Stewart

Shawn Erker Aria Laskin Xiaoshan Zheng
Judicial Staff

Adrien AmadeeéVittone Cathy Clough Bonnie Marcaccini

Val Belina Susan Devenish Cherry Mills

Tina Cheung Bonnie Healy Victoria OsborneHughes
Registry Staff

Torri Enderton Michelle Mailhot Erin Smith

Shayna Irvine Christina McKenzie Moira Syring

Susan Lang
Feligty Lee

Robert Loy
Daniela Macdonald

Michael Magone

Michelle McPhee
Khrystyna Mushkevych
Teresa Pol

Jennifer Rahiman

Diane Schwab

Jennifer Unwin
Kim Wilson
Jacqueline Windsor

Marilyn Yuckin

Ushers

Gerry Cumming

Ryan Going

Heather Kelly

Chantelle Sanderson

Darren Scherck

Alex Smolen
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Judicial Administration
Frank Kraemer, Q.C.
Michelle McConnachie
Kevin Arens
TammyMcCullough
Cheryl Steele

Michelle Sam

Diane Lemieux
Connie Kang

Cynthia Dale

Tannes Gentner

Samantha Servis

Senior Counsel and Executive Director

Director of Human Resources and Support Services
Director of Information Technology and Finance
Assistant to Senior Counsel and Executive Director
Finance and Administration Clerk

Judicial Assistant

Judges Librarian

Library Technician

Website Support & Business Informatiénalyst
Judicial Administrative Practice Advigtor May 2014)

Judicial Administrative Practice Advisor (from Nov. 2014)

IT Srvices(provided by Microserve Business Computer Services)

Mark Hujanen
David Chow
Andre Drewitt
Eddie Chan
William Huang
Michael Le

Jimmy Wu

Annual Report 2014: Court of Appeal for British Columb& P a g e

Service Delivery Manager
Infrastructure Project Analyst
Infrastructure Project Analyst
Helpdesk Operations Analyst
Helpdesk Operations Analyst
Helpdesk Technician

HelpdeskTechnician



APPENDIXACIVIL STATISTICS 20P214

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

APPEALS FILED:

Notice of Appeal 582 532 468
Leave to Appeal 236 204 171
Notice of Appeal and Leav 54
TOTAL FILED 818 736 693
COURT DISPOSITIONS:

Appeals Allowed 137 121 112
Appeals Allowed % 42% 38% 40%
Appeals Dismissed 189 199 168
Appeals Dismissed % 58% 62% 60%
TOTAL COURT 326 320 280
DISPOSITIONS

Appeals Concluded in 492 455 498
Chambers or Abandoned

TOTAL DISPOSITIONS 818 775 778

Dispositions as % of Filing 100% 105% 112% 102%

Judgments Reserved 193 181 210
(Court)

Judgments Reserved n/a n/a 99
(Chanbers)

Appeals with 5 Judges 10 16 4
Court Motions: Reviews 17 13 15
Granted 2 7 3
Refused 15 6 12
Chambers Motions 427 451 494
LEAVE TO APPEAL

Granted 65 56 60
Refused 26 30 56
Total 91 86 116

550
154
69
773

137
46%
160
54%
297

492

789

197

66

1
13
5
8
435

62
42
104

104

494 498 530 538 519 480 497
170 144 172 175 131 114 122
76 55 59 65 55 55 44
740 697 761 778 705 649 663
108 117 100 135 130 116 119
38% 42% 42% 43% 45% 42%  49%
174 164 138 180 159 159 125
62% 58% 58% 57% 55% 58% 51%
282 281 238 315 289 275 244
419 455 449 441 419 436 414
701 736 687 756 708 711 658
95% 106% 90% 97% 100% 110% 100%
221 197 192 245 233 241 176

79 88 87 63 62 83 80

1 3 2 7 1 3 2
19 13 14 20 25 28 19
5 2 2 4 3 8 3
14 11 12 16 22 20 16
426 423 423 539 503 537 533

66 58 66 65 a7 51 37
38 42 47 51 30 55 34
100 113 116 77 106 71

587
100
28
715

101
37%
169
63%
270

379

649

91%

201

70

18

17
536

37
24
61

607
88
25

720

101
40%
149
60%
250

420

670

93%

199

52

16

14
788

36
19
55
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APPENDIX 2CRIMINAL STATISTICS 26@P14

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

APPEALS FILED:

Sentence 133 126 162 176 157 149 163 140 114 109 119 108 174
Conviction 128 130 137 142 147 116 123 115 99 112 116 117 87
Summary Conviction 47 33 41 18 15 17 23 12 16 24 14 9 18
Acquittal & Other 64 57 69 60 50 61 50 44 28 39 40 46 30
TOTAL FILED 372 346 409 396 369 343 359 311 257 284 289 280 309

COURT DISPOSITION

Appeals Allowed 70 72 82 66 76 77 82 69 52 41 35 62 101
Appeals Allowed % 31% 27% 40% 33% 37% 35% 41% 41% 28% 31% 21% 34% 49%
Appeals Dismissed 159 193 124 132 132 140 120 100 137 91 129 121 102
Appeals Dismissed % 69% 73% 60% 67% 63% 65% 59% 59% 72% 69% 79% 66% 51%
TOTAL 229 265 206 198 208 217 202 169 189 132 164 183 203

Summary Dismissals 137 105 140 161 149 160 139 149 121 99 123 129 76
Abandonments in
Court/Chambers

TOTAL DISPOSITIONS 366 370 346 359 357 377 341 318 310 231 287 312 279

Appeals Disposed % 98% 107% 85% 91% 97% 110% 95% 102% 121% 82% 99% 111% 90%
of Filings

Judgments Reserved 86 109 84 85 85 81 76 88 88 82 102 97 84
(Court)

Judgments Reserved n/a n/a 21 10 10 28 11 11 13 22 28 25 4
(Chamber}

Appealswith 5 Judges 0 1 0 1 0 0 2 0 1 1 2 0 0

Chambers Motions 230 219 244 275 298 248 242 265 272 210 295 430 438
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APPENDIX 3COMBINED STATISTICS 20004

2005

2006

2011 2012

APPEALS FILED:

COURT DISPOSITIONSE

Appeals Allowed
Appeals Allowed %
Appeals Dismissed
Appeals Dismissed %

TOTAL

Appeals Concluded
in Chambers or
Abandoned

TOTAL DISPOSITIONS

Dispositions as % of
Filings

Judgments Reserved
Appeals with 5 Judges

Chambers Motions

1190

555

207
37%
348
63%
555

629

1184

99%

279
10
657

1082

585

179
32%
383
68%
562

560

1145

106%

290
17

670

1102

486

194
40%
292
60%
486

638

1124

102%

414

738

1169

495

203
41%
292
59%
495

653

1148

98%

358

710

1109

490

184
38%
306
62%
490

568

1058

95%

395

724

1040

498

194
39%
304
61%
498

615

1113

107%

394

671

1120

440

182
41%
258
59%
440

588

1028

92%

366

665

1089

484

204
42%
280
58%
484

590

1074

99%

407
7
804

962

478

182
38%
296
62%
478

540

1018

106%

396
2

775

933

407

157
39%
250
61%
407

535

942

101%

426
4
747

952

408

154
38%
254
62%
408

537

945

99%

386

828

995

453

163
36%
290
64%
453

508

961

97%

393

966

1029

453

202
45%
251
55%
453

496

949

92%

339

1226

1 .
Correction made

2 .
Correction made
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