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II. Ngeribukel Clan

[!J 19] Appellant Ngeribukel Clan claims ownership of all lots at issue in
this appeal based on its historical status as one ofthe four saus ofNgerbeched
and the traditional story of how it and the other three saus were given

Ngerbeched by the Ibedul after defeating the people of Ngerkebesang.

However, it presented no evidence of any actions taken by Ngeribukel Clan

with regards to the lots at issue in this case between the clan's migration to
Ngerbeched and the retum of public lands claim filed by the c an on

December 12, i988. The Land Court found that Ngeribukel Clan likely
owned these lots at some point in the past, but that it had not met its burden

to show that it owned the lands at issue immediately prior to those lands

becoming Japanese property. Ngeribukel Clan now argues that this finding
by the Land Court was clearly erroneous, but does nothing more than

frivolously "re-state[] the facts in the light most favorable to the appellant

and contends that the Land Court weighed the evidence incorrectly."
Kebekol,22 ROP at 46.

A, No Error in ths Land Court's Factual Findings

[]J201 Ngeribukel Clan argues that the land court erred by failing to credit
the testimony of lyechadribukel Aitaro, Lucas, and Mobel, which they argue

shows that Ngeribukel Clan owned "the lands at issue in this appeal at all

tirnes relevant herein" and that the Japanese Government took this land
without just compensation. However, this testimony only concenu
Ngeribukel Clan's role in the conquering of Ngerkebesang and its position as

one of the four saus of Ngerbeched. lt does not address whether Ngeribukel
Clan owned the land immediately prior to the Japanese acquisition. "Where
evidence is subject to multiple reasonable interpretations, a court's choice

between them cannot be clearly erroneous even if this Court might have

arrived at a different result." Kebekol,22 ROP at 40. The Land Court's

interpretation of this testimony was reasonable, and so will not be disturbed

on appeal.

ftl 21] Ngeribukel Clan also argues that there was no evidence that it had

ever lost ownership of these lots, and therefore the Land Court erred in
finding that it did not own them. Howeveq evidence that Ngeribukel Clan

lost ownership is unnecessary. Under Palauan law "an unintemrpted chain of


























