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Thirteenth Day September 27, 2006 

The House of Representatives of the Fifteenth Northern Marianas Commonwealth 
Legislature convened its Thirteenth Day, Second Regular Session on September 27, 2006, at 9:28 
a.m., in the House Chamber on Capitol Hill, Saipan, Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana 
Islands. 
  
 The Honorable Oscar M. Babauta, Speaker of the House, presided. 
 
 A moment of silence was observed. 
 
The Clerk called the roll and fourteen members were present.  Representatives Arnold I. Palacios 
and Absalon V. Waki, Jr. are excused. Representatives Martin B. Ada, Edwin P. Aldan, and Candido 
B. Taman came in late.   
 
Speaker Babauta:  Did we discuss HSE. COMM. NO. 15-17 yesterday, Chairwoman?  We did.  Okay.  
So there being none under item 10, we will go directly down to the Bill Calendar. 

ADOPTION OF JOURNALS 

None  

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 

None 

INTRODUCTION OF RESOLUTIONS 
None 

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR 
None 

SENATE COMMUNICATIONS 
None 

 
MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR 

None 
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HOUSE COMMUNICATIONS 

 HSE COMM. 15-17:  From Chairwoman Kaipat to the Speaker with regards to the 
Committee’s meeting with the Judicial Branch on the proposed fee changes. 
 
 There was no discussion. 
 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 
None 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE RESIDENT REPRESENTATIVE 
None 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM DEPARTMENTS & AGENCIES 

 
 DEPT. & AGENCY COMM. 15-38: (9/13/06) From Ms. Linda T. Cabrera (SAPLR) 
acknowledging receipt of H. J. R. NO. 15-10. 
 
 DEPT. & AGENCY COMM. 15-39 (9/13/06) From Ms. Linda T. Cabrera (SAPLR) 
acknowledging receipt of H. R. NO. 15-69, HD1 and H. R. NO. 15-70. 
 
 DEPT. & AGENCY COMM. 15-40: (9/13/06) From Ms. Linda T. Cabrera (SAPLR) 
acknowledging receipt of H. J. R. NO. 15-11. 
 
 There was no discussion. 

OTHER COMMUNICATIONS 
None 

REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES 

None 
 

REPORTS OF SPECIAL AND CONFERENCE COMMITTEES 
 

None 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS  

None 

RESOLUTION CALENDAR  
None 

 
BILL CALENDAR 

 
 The Chair recognized the Floor Leader. 
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Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  So moved, Mr. Speaker, for the passage on First and Final 
Reading, H. B. NO. 15-81. 
 
 The motion was seconded. 
 
H. B. NO. 15-81:  A BILL FOR AN ACT TO AMEND 4 CMC §§ 9503 and 9504. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Discussion.  Briefly, this is an enforcement of a prior law that was authored by 
Representative Tenorio in the 9th Legislature under Public Law 9-71.  I hope that this time around, 
enforcement should be in order with respect to having a leveled plain field for both our non-resident 
workers and our resident workers.  Ready for the question?  I recognize Representative Tenorio. 
 
Rep. Tenorio:  Thank you.  Mr. Chairman, just for the record, I wanted to ask the support of each 
and every member in support of this bill.  This is a Resident Worker Fair Compensation 
Enforcement Act.  This actually would enforce Public Law 9-71.  It does not increase the minimum 
wage.  What it does is it levels the plain field for our resident workers as in comparison to the 
benefits that currently the non-resident worker has been receiving.  So this is just to provide fair and 
quality to the workplace for our people who for the past 10 years have been denied the same 
privilege that would have been given them.  So with that, I wanted to ask the support of each 
member of the House.  Thank you. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Thank you.  Clerk, call the roll. 
 
The Clerk called the roll on the motion to pass H. B. NO. 15-81 on First and Final Reading: 
 

Rep. Martin B. Ada yes 
Rep. Edwin P. Aldan excused 
Rep. Francisco S. Dela Cruz yes 
Rep. Florencio T. Deleon Guerrero yes 
Rep. Joseph P. Deleon Guerrero yes 
Rep. Jacinta M. Kaipat yes 
Rep. Jesus SN. Lizama yes 
Rep. Crispin M. Ogo yes 
Rep. Arnold I. Palacios excused 
Rep. Justo S. Quitugua yes 
Rep. Benjamin B. Seman yes 
Rep. Candido B. Taman excused 
Rep. Ramon A. Tebuteb yes 
Rep. Manuel A. Tenorio yes 
Rep. Stanley T. Torres  yes 
Rep. Absalon V. Waki, Jr. excused 
Rep. Ray N. Yumul yes 
Rep. Oscar M. Babauta  yes 

 
Speaker Babauta:  By a vote of 14 “yes”, H. B. NO. 15-81 hereby passes the House on First and 
Final Reading.  Next bill, Floor Leader. 
 
Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  So moved for the passage on First and Final Reading, H. 
B. NO. 15-73. 
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 The motion was seconded. 
 
H. B. NO. 15-73, CD1:  A BILL FOR AN ACT TO DEFINE CONDUCT WHICH CONSTITUTES IDENTITY 
THEFT AND PROVIDE APPROPRIATE PUNISHMENT. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Discussion.  Clerk, call the roll. 
 
The Clerk called the roll on the motion to pass H. B. NO. 15-73, HD1 on First and Final Reading: 
 

Rep. Martin B. Ada yes 
Rep. Edwin P. Aldan excused 
Rep. Francisco S. Dela Cruz yes 
Rep. Florencio T. Deleon Guerrero yes 
Rep. Joseph P. Deleon Guerrero yes 
Rep. Jacinta M. Kaipat yes 
Rep. Jesus SN. Lizama yes 
Rep. Crispin M. Ogo yes 
Rep. Arnold I. Palacios excused 
Rep. Justo S. Quitugua absent during voting 
Rep. Benjamin B. Seman yes 
Rep. Candido B. Taman excused 
Rep. Ramon A. Tebuteb yes 
Rep. Manuel A. Tenorio yes 
Rep. Stanley T. Torres  yes 
Rep. Absalon V. Waki, Jr. excused 
Rep. Ray N. Yumul yes 
Rep. Oscar M. Babauta  yes 

 
Speaker Babauta:  Representative Quitugua is excused for few minutes.  By a vote of 13 “yes”, H. B. 
NO. 15-73, HD1passes the House on First and Final Reading.  Floor Leader, next bill. 
 
Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  So moved, Mr. Speaker, for passage on First and Final 
Reading, H. B. NO. 15-32. 
 
 The motion was seconded. 
 
H. B. NO. 15-32, CD1:  A BILL FOR AN ACT TO MANDATE A NEW SCHEDULE OF MONETARY 
ASSESSMENTS AGAINST INDIVIDUALS CONVICTED OF EITHER A MISDEMEANOR OR FELONY CHARGE(S) 
TO BE DEPOSITED IN A VICTIM OF CRIME ASSISTANCE REVOLVING FUND; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Discussion.  Clerk, call the roll. 
 
The Clerk called the roll on the motion to pass H. B. NO. 15-32, HD1 on First and Final Reading: 
 

Rep. Martin B. Ada yes 
Rep. Edwin P. Aldan yes 
Rep. Francisco S. Dela Cruz yes 
Rep. Florencio T. Deleon Guerrero yes 
Rep. Joseph P. Deleon Guerrero yes 
Rep. Jacinta M. Kaipat yes 
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Rep. Jesus SN. Lizama yes 
Rep. Crispin M. Ogo yes 
Rep. Arnold I. Palacios excused 
Rep. Justo S. Quitugua absent during voting 
Rep. Benjamin B. Seman yes 
Rep. Candido B. Taman excused 
Rep. Ramon A. Tebuteb yes 
Rep. Manuel A. Tenorio yes 
Rep. Stanley T. Torres  yes 
Rep. Absalon V. Waki, Jr. excused 
Rep. Ray N. Yumul yes 
Rep. Oscar M. Babauta  yes 

 
Speaker Babauta:  By a vote of 14 “yes”, H. B. NO. 15-32, HD1 hereby passes the House on First 
and Final Reading.  Floor Leader. 
 
Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  So moved, Mr. Speaker, for the passage on First and Final 
Reading, H. B. NO. 15-108, CD1. 
 
 The motion was seconded. 
 
H. B. NO. 15-108, CD1:  TO AMEND 1 CMC § 7402(A)(2); AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Discussion on the motion.  Ready.  Clerk, call the roll. 
 
The Clerk called the roll on the motion to pass H. B. NO. 15-108, HD1 on First and Final Reading: 
 

Rep. Martin B. Ada yes 
Rep. Edwin P. Aldan yes 
Rep. Francisco S. Dela Cruz yes 
Rep. Florencio T. Deleon Guerrero yes 
Rep. Joseph P. Deleon Guerrero yes 
Rep. Jacinta M. Kaipat yes 
Rep. Jesus SN. Lizama yes 
Rep. Crispin M. Ogo yes 
Rep. Arnold I. Palacios excused 
Rep. Justo S. Quitugua absent during voting 
Rep. Benjamin B. Seman yes 
Rep. Candido B. Taman excused 
Rep. Ramon A. Tebuteb yes 
Rep. Manuel A. Tenorio yes 
Rep. Stanley T. Torres  yes 
Rep. Absalon V. Waki, Jr. excused 
Rep. Ray N. Yumul yes 
Rep. Oscar M. Babauta  yes 

 
Speaker Babauta:  By a vote of 14 “yes”, H. B. NO. 15-108, HD1 passes the House on First and Final 
Reading.  Floor Leader, next bill. 
 
Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  So moved, Mr. Speaker, for the passage of H. B. NO. 15-
126. 
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H. B. NO. 15-126:  TO AMEND THE DEFINITION OF “ALIEN” UNDER TITLE 3 OF THE COMMONWEALTH 
CODE; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Discussion.   
 
 Several members voiced, “ready.” 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Clerk, call the roll. 
 
The Clerk called the roll on the motion to pass H. B. NO. 15-126 on First and Final Reading: 
 

Rep. Martin B. Ada yes 
Rep. Edwin P. Aldan yes 
Rep. Francisco S. Dela Cruz yes 
Rep. Florencio T. Deleon Guerrero yes 
Rep. Joseph P. Deleon Guerrero yes 
Rep. Jacinta M. Kaipat yes 
Rep. Jesus SN. Lizama yes 
Rep. Crispin M. Ogo yes 
Rep. Arnold I. Palacios excused 
Rep. Justo S. Quitugua absent during voting 
Rep. Benjamin B. Seman yes 
Rep. Candido B. Taman excused 
Rep. Ramon A. Tebuteb yes 
Rep. Manuel A. Tenorio yes 
Rep. Stanley T. Torres  yes 
Rep. Absalon V. Waki, Jr. excused 
Rep. Ray N. Yumul yes 
Rep. Oscar M. Babauta  yes 

 
Speaker Babauta:  By a vote of 14 “yes”, H. B. NO. 15-126 passes the House on First and Final 
Reading.  Floor Leader. 
 
Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  Mr. Speaker, I recommend that the House Bills that we 
have under the Bill Calendar should go back to the Committees. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  We have several here that wanted actions of the House.  I would recommend that 
you make a motion to refer H. B. NO. 15-159 back to the Committee.  I believe this is moot already. 
We have already enacted a budget. 
 
Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  So moved, Mr. Speaker, to refer H. B. NO. 15-159 back to 
the Committee. 
 
 The motion to refer H. B. NO. 15-159 back to the Committee was seconded and carried by 
voice vote. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  The motion carries.  Floor Leader, you may begin with H. B. NO. 15-183.   Just to 
inform you, this bill has been passed by the House in the 13th or the 14th Legislature.  More or less, it 
just authorizing the regulatory agency to remove certain number or rather certain part of fronting the 
hotels seaweed or sea grass, so that the environment for swimming both for the locals and the tourist 
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is environmentally clear.  That is the purpose of this bill.  Are you ready to take action?  I recognize 
Representative Tebuteb. 
 
Rep. Tebuteb:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Just additional information for others.  I think that the 
understanding was we were looking at 50x50 feet within the hotel areas and swimming areas.  So it 
does not matter how wide as long as you have the 50x50 square feet, I believe. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Kaipat. 
 
Rep. Kaipat:  I just wanted to ask the author… 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  Clarification, Mr. Speaker.  Has the motion been made yet? 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Not yet, this is just general comment that I authorized.  You may continue, 
Representative Kaipat. 
 
Rep. Kaipat:  I would like very clean beach and clean water myself for all of us, other than just the 
hotels, but I am also wondering if we are able to get some information from the appropriate agencies 
as to the impact of what this would mean to the rest of the waters and the ecology.  Obviously, when 
you do something in one area, it is not just an isolated area, it will affect the rest of the water just like 
what happened with Managaha when they decided to remove the barrier out there and it ended up 
having an unintended, unforeseen consequence.  I am just wondering if we have taken the time to 
consult with the appropriate agencies to find out what kind of future impact that this might have.  
Like I said, I am not against it, I just want us to be well informed and to consider all the 
consequences this bill might have, and I am all for improving our beaches and tourist sites.  Can the 
author answer my question? 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Okay.  Let us go back to the Bill Calendar.  Floor Leader, would you effectuate a 
proper motion under H. B. NO. 15-183 for passage so that we may indulge debate on the issue. 
 
Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  Mr. Speaker, can we call for a recess. 
 

The House recessed at 9:45 a.m. 
 
 RECESS 
 
 The House reconvened at 9:48 a.m. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  We are back to our plenary session, and I recognize the Floor Leader. 
 
Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  So moved, Mr. Speaker, for the passage on First and Final 
Reading, H. B. NO. 15-183. 
 
 The motion was seconded. 
 
H. B. NO. 15-183:  A BILL FOR AN ACT TO  AMEND 2 CMC § 5601; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 
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Speaker Babauta:  Now, I would officially recognize discussion and I recognize Representative 
Kaipat. 
 
Rep. Kaipat:  For the record, I am for clean beaches, but I also want us to be mindful of what 
consequences this might lead if we do not consult appropriate agencies, and I was wondering, if we 
had done that and had consulted the appropriate agencies to find out what the possible consequences 
of removing the seaweed that we are talking about, and I pointed out an example with what had 
happened with Managaha.  I supposed everyone thought it was a great idea to remove the ships or 
the wreck out there and ended up having an unfortunate unintended consequence on the island itself.  
So that is all I wanted to offer, and as much as I support the intent of this bill, I would like us to kind 
of slow down a bit and discuss it and consult the appropriate authorities before we take final action 
on this bill today.  Thank you. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Joseph Deleon Guerrero. 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  First of all, you can see from the findings 
that this bill was introduced I believe in the 13th Legislature the first time, and I do recall being apart 
of the Committee that met with the Division of Fish and Wildlife and Coastal Resource 
Management.  At the time, the question was that the parameters, the extent to which cleaning can be 
allowed.  Now one of the reasons why they did not object to having that area cleared of the seaweed 
and the sea grass, as you had mentioned, Representative Kaipat, they would normally be concern of 
– even the micro ecology of that area, however, this was prompted because of the unusual high 
amount of runoff that brought excessive amount of nutrients which spurred above normal growth of 
not only seaweed but algae into these areas.  A lot of that has grown to proportions that it is not even 
healthy for the beach environment.  The Environmental Agencies know that we need to work on 
controlling runoffs.  That is why when you look at Beach road now, especially when it is low tide 
that it is green.  That is not a healthy kind of green.  The algae are actually killing a lot of the plants 
and animals that are suppose to be growing in those areas.  So the hotel requested if they could be 
allowed to clean up just a specific limited area and I believe that at the time that we consulted with 
DFW, they had given a linear delineation of area to clear.  I believe 50x200 feet.  I noticed that this 
version just basically simplified it and said, just the swimming area limited within the safe 
swimming zone as established by CRM.  So this thing would really be developing consultation with 
both CRM and DFW.   
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Kaipat. 
 
Rep. Kaipat:  Thank you, Representative Deleon Guerrero for enlightening me.  As you said, this is a 
result of runoff that has led to the overgrowth of what we have now which is detrimental to, is it just 
that particular area or does this pollution affect any other areas?  And as the Speaker had said earlier, 
perhaps if this is true, this might also be applied to other beaches and other areas. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Tenorio. 
 
Rep. Tenorio:  I think Congresswoman, the main concern here are those areas confronting the hotels.  
If you noticed, sometimes you have change in wind and wave directions, and you see a lot of these 
seaweeds washed ashore including “Balati” so they stink around that area.  At the same time, if you 
really notice the green growth, that is the algae part, which in some areas like the Hafa Adai where 
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you have the big drainage, that area has this, and the whole concept is to be able to remove these.  I 
think the current statute prohibits some of these activities from happening.  I myself, I disagree of 
removing the weeds because those are part of the environment, and the people have to get use to 
stepping on those seaweeds because they are not harmful.  For new comers, maybe they look at it as 
ugly or dangerous, but they are absolutely harmless and it is part of the environment that makes our 
beaches what it is today.  I agree with you, but this is a control that we want to put in here to allow 
these activities to happen, and then you have a consultation provision here between the Coastal 
Resources and Fish and Wildlife to come up with their regulations.  Thank you. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Kaipat. 
 
Rep. Kaipat:  You have addressed my concern here as far as whether you are working in consultation 
with the appropriate agencies to make sure that we are not just passing laws without consulting the 
appropriate authorities to make sure that we educate ourselves on the possible consequences.   I 
appreciate your enlightening me on that fact.  Thank you. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Yumul. 
 
Rep. Yumul:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I would like to make an oral floor amendment to H. B. NO. 
15-183 starting on page 2, line 2.  After the word, “swimming zone” insert, “or other designated 
public beach areas” and continue with the sentence. 
 
 The oral floor amendment was seconded. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Discussion.  I recognize Representative Tebuteb. 
 
Rep. Tebuteb:  The amendment I believe would just do the reverse of some of the concerns also that 
was raised by Representative Kaipat.  That is addressed in the moratorium in Section A.  This would 
allow after ten years, we will look at this specific areas that these agencies would coordinate, and 
after ten years, it would allow if there is not much impact, it would allow just that other designated 
area if needed. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Yumul. 
 
Rep. Yumul:  I know some of the questions here and I realize what is being transpired in terms of the 
debate with regard to the sea grass confronting hotels. It is obvious that the hotels are going to 
benefit economically and they can promote the beaches confronting them.  If no objection, we could 
also add in addition to line 22, that hotels that are going to remove sea grass has to relocate the grass 
somewhere that CRM can agree to maybe as a form of mitigation.  It is just an opportunity here to 
have a little reciprocity to the environment.  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Deleon Guerrero. 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  First of all, I would like to echo what 
Representative Teubteb stated about the actual moratorium preventing people or businesses from 
harvesting sea week from removing it.  At the request of the hotels, allowance was given not to 
allow for all beaches or any beaches but just a very restricted area.  Again it is for destination 
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enhancement, but to improve the beach area for tourist.  I go throw net fishing (Talaya) couple of 
times a week, and I go in the front side as well as the back, and in often times going in front of Hafa 
Adai or Dai Ichi, I rather not throw even if I see fish because I can see the runoff coming out.  I can 
see eyu i ma’alok “lebok” i lugat duranten i napu halom.  I do not think it is unreasonable for our 
government to grant this request for certain restricted areas provided that we do not remove the 
intent.  That is the moratorium.  Let Fish and Wildlife and CRM use these areas as a case study to 
see if more can be allowed in other places, but I think to allow your amendment, Representative 
Yumul, may be opening up the door to quickly before these agencies could have a sense to see if 
these pilot program works or does not work.  Now going back to the replanting of the seaweed or 
transplanting it, perhaps we should leave that to the agencies.   They have the latitude to impose 
conditional conditions on the permit when it is issued to the hotel to require those kinds of 
conditions.  Thank you. 
 
 The Chair recognized the Floor Leader. 
 
Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  Mr. Speaker, listening to all the comments and statements 
made, I realize that we really need that development, but the problem here is if you do clean up the 
beach or anywhere confronting the hotel, much of the problem is not only removing the grass.  You 
have to understand that it is very shallow.  You hardly can do anything unless you provide that they 
should make it a little deeper and that is the purpose of swimming.  Otherwise, if it is all the same 
and just remove it, forget it. 
 
Rep. Tebuteb:  Point of clarification, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  State your point. 
 
Rep. Tebuteb:  I am trying to get the gist of the amendment. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Let us dispose of the amendment first as offered by Representative Yumul.  
Under privilege, I would recognize Representative Taman. 
 
Rep. Taman:  I just want to report that I am here. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  You have been reported. 
 
Rep. Taman:  Thank you. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  I told the Clerk that you will be coming in late.  Any more discussion on the 
amendment? 
 
 The oral floor amendment offered by Representative Yumul was seconded and the Chair 
recognized a Division on the Floor. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  We have a Division on the Floor.  Clerk, call the roll on the amendment offered 
by Representative Yumul. 
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The Clerk called the roll on the oral floor amendment offered by Representative Yumul on H. B. NO. 
15-183: 
 

Rep. Martin B. Ada yes 
Rep. Edwin P. Aldan yes 
Rep. Francisco S. Dela Cruz yes 
Rep. Florencio T. Deleon Guerrero abstained 
Rep. Joseph P. Deleon Guerrero no 
Rep. Jacinta M. Kaipat no 
Rep. Jesus SN. Lizama yes 
Rep. Crispin M. Ogo yes 
Rep. Arnold I. Palacios excused 
Rep. Justo S. Quitugua absent during voting 
Rep. Benjamin B. Seman no 
Rep. Candido B. Taman abstained 
Mr. Speaker, due to my non-participation in the discussion on the motion, I hereby abstain 
from voting. 
Speaker Babauta:  Thank you for your keen observation. 
Rep. Ramon A. Tebuteb no 
Rep. Manuel A. Tenorio yes 
Just for clarification, can you repeat the amendment? 
Rep. Yumul:  “or other designated areas.” 
Rep. Stanley T. Torres  yes 
Rep. Absalon V. Waki, Jr. excused 
Rep. Ray N. Yumul yes 
Rep. Oscar M. Babauta  yes 

 
Speaker Babauta:  By a vote of 9 “yes”, the amendment offered by Representative Yumul is hereby 
adopted by the House.  We will continue to discuss, H. B. NO. 15-183, HD1.  I recognize 
Representative Torres. 
 
Rep. Torres:  May I ask the Chair…I would like to know where is the Vice Speaker at this moment?  
Is he still okay or because it bothers me to see that his place is empty. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  I understand your concern and that you love to participate in the session when the 
Vice Speaker is present.  I regret to inform you however that the Vice Speaker has a severe personal 
matter that needs to be intent to immediately.  Unless he is through with it in thirty minutes from 
now, he will be able to catch up with us.  He will return, Representative Torres.  I recognize 
Representative Tenorio.   
 
Rep. Tenorio:  Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer another floor amendment. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Proceed. 
 
Rep. Tenorio:  On the bottom line on first page after the word, “seaweed” put a comma “(,)” and 
cross out the word, “and” insert “sea grass and overgrown algae species.” 
 
 The oral floor amendment was seconded. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Is everyone clear with the oral amendment?  I recognize Representative Tebuteb. 
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Rep. Tebuteb:  On the amendment, Mr. Speaker, I just want to ask the mover what algae species are 
we talking about. 
 
Rep. Tenorio:  Because you do not know and that is why you put in here.  If we are going to be 
technical about it, seaweed is not a technical word and sea grass is not a technical word.  If you have 
to identify all of these, you will end up bringing here a marine biologist to do that.  What we are 
saying here is that we are putting in other growth and made it plural because there are several species 
of algae.  So I am sorry that I cannot technically give you the scientific name for the algae.  I think I 
will leave that to the biologist.  Thank you. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Thank you for being so un-technical.  I recognize Representative Tebuteb. 
 
Rep. Tebuteb:  I do understand what Representative Tenorio is alluding to.  My take was that there 
are different types of algae’s and I am not sure if we are talking about the algae’s that are floating 
out the deep water or under the big ships.  So there are overgrown algae’s all over and I am not sure 
but you have to be specific if we are talking about the beach front area.  Maybe we should be a little 
bit specific because now we have just passed the other amendment on the opening up to the other 
designated areas as established by CRM.   
 
Rep. Tenorio:  Mr. Speaker, common sense dictates that you do not talk about algae on the ships 
when you are talking about algae on the sand.  Number two, you want to get rid of the unwanted 
algae growth that is created by the pollution and makes the place look terrible.  That is exactly what 
we are referring to.  Again, I do not know if this legislation actually requires that we identify the 
scientific name of the algae.  It is just that you do not want an unwanted algae growth that makes the 
place look terrible.  That is all.  Of course, there are different types of algae and everybody knows 
that. 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  Can I clarify, Mr. Speaker? 
 
Speaker Babauta:  To further clarify, I recognize Representative Joseph Deleon Guerrero. 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  I think that is what we need here.  I can understand Representative 
Tebuteb saying that, be careful if you are too broad, you may allow for the removal of algae that is 
naturally occurring in the beach or the area, which is not an undesirable.  On the other hand, I think 
what Representative Tenorio is trying to say is the unwanted growth, the ones spurred by the run-off 
pollution and nutrient growth.  So perhaps to clarify this, can we ask that perhaps the Counsel can 
maybe get the right terminology from… 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Before I ask the counsel to respond, I want to recognize Representative Taman. 
 
Rep. Taman:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Now that I have the luxury of looking at this bill, I suppose 
this bill have just reached the floor this morning? 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Yesterday. 
 
Rep. Taman:  I have a question.  Has this bill been referred to a Committee? 
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Speaker Babauta:  It was unanimously consented to be calendared yesterday so as a result of that 
consent, it is now on the Calendar to which the members are pursuing discussion at this moment. 
 
Rep. Taman:  May I just make a short remark with regards to this bill? 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Yes, you may. 
 
Rep. Tebuteb:  Mr. Speaker, before you do that, we are deliberating on the amendment. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Yes.  You want to indulge on the amendment, Representative Taman or in 
general? 
 
Rep. Taman:  This is going to be a general comment so maybe I will wait until… 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Let me heed to the request of Representative Deleon Guerrero to engage the 
Counsel’s definition, unless otherwise, I would rule for a recess.  Okay.  Short recess. 
 

The House recessed at 10:14 a.m. 
 
 RECESS 
 
 The House reconvened at 10:24 a.m. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  We are back to our plenary session, and Representative Tenorio, you have the 
floor. 
 
Rep. Tenorio:  Mr. Speaker, if I am in order and after consulting with my consultants and my 
colleagues, they have convinced me that perhaps my amendment a little too advanced and the bill be 
probably be proper without it.  So in line with that, Mr. Speaker, I wish to withdraw my amendment. 
 
 The motion to withdraw the oral amendment offered by Representative Tenorio was 
seconded. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  So ordered.  Your amendment is hereby withdrawn.  I recognize now, 
Representative Taman. 
 
Rep. Taman:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I am just a little bit concern with the broad language in this 
bill.  It says seaweed and sea grass, and if I am not mistaken, we are talking about algae here… 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  Not anymore. 
 
Rep. Taman:  Come again? 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  It has been withdrawn. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  The algae had already been withdrawn, but the seaweed and sea grass is still 
under discussion. 
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Rep. Taman:  Well, that is even better for me.  I wish to caution everyone here because these 
seaweeds have a purpose in our marine environment, and the protection of these seaweeds is just as 
important as protecting coral reef.  These are marine habitants that we need to be very careful when 
we…I suppose that our – marine resources have been at this point in time, very much damage.  So I 
do not know if we are looking at the importance of tourism while we destroy our marine habitation.  
That is all I have to say, Mr. Speaker.  Thank you. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Thank you for your eloquent comment.  As we all know, both the land and sea 
creatures as we understand nowadays is more important also than the living creatures on this earth, 
which is the human beings.  So we just have to find a palatable and compromising method of 
protecting this and at the same time, protecting ourselves because we are beginning to be extinct also 
primarily in the jungles of the CNMI.  It is also positive to note that as earlier, I jokingly put out a 
comment and said that one of my fisherman told me that when we authorized the drag net fishing, 
the “chenchulu” not only that they caught the small fish but including the food that the fish eat.  So 
everything is fished, both the sea grass and seaweeds and the small fish.  Any more comment?  I 
recognize Representative Ada. 
 
Rep. Ada:  I would like to just applaud the efforts of the author for exempting the hotels and making 
our beaches confronting the hotels clean, which means tourists will be returning and more revenues, 
which means better livelihood for our people.  Thank you. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  It would be nice on next trip to address that on the Tourism forum.  I recognize 
the Floor Leader. 
 
Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  Congressman Taman here mentioned that it is an essential 
substance in the world.  Cleaning the beach without proper development or guidance will not correct 
the problem, Mr. Speaker.  So unless there is a proper amendment in this bill, where it says that in 
order to clean the beach as mentioned in the legislation, that the CRM would be there to monitor and 
it has to be respondent in a way that other means can be achieved rather than just cleaning up.  I 
believe I have been going fishing a million years ago and until now I still go on that concept that 
fishing is the best thing that we can live on this island.  Thank you. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Aldan. 
 
Rep. Aldan:  Mr. Speaker and members, when I saw this bill, it brought a lot of concern to my mind 
especially when they are saying to remove these seaweed and sea grass, like what Representative 
Taman and Representative Kaipat were saying, these creatures and plants are there for a purpose, but 
after talking with Representative Deleon Guerrero, I learned a lot.  But still my concern here is…let 
me put it this way, I trust that with proper communications between the hotels and our agencies, I 
know that this could be worked out.  With all the regulations that we have now, even for us going 
out there to harvest, it is very hard.  I know that the enforcement is there.  It is just communication 
between the agencies and the hotels.   
 
Speaker Babauta:  Before I close the debate on this issue, let me recognize Representative Yumul to 
read out the minutes of those meetings. 
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Rep. Yumul:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  During a meeting Friday, August 11, 2006, representatives 
from CRM, DEQ and Fish and Wildlife had a meeting and came up with a general consensus in 
allowing the removal of sea grass and seaweed within the safe swimming zones fronting the hotels.  
Basically, there is a consensus that has been reached.  The concerned agencies are meeting, this is 
not a bill that will be determined by the HANMI or individual hotels to go out and hacking the 
seaweeds, and basically it answers some of the concerns of the members that there is basically this 
meeting of the minds.  Thank you. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  To close out the debate, I recognize Representative Joseph Deleon Guerrero. 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  First of all, I want to say that I commend 
our Floor Leader, Representative Taman, and everybody here who has registered their concerns for 
the environment.  I too, I am very concern about it, but please, if you look at the bill, you will see 
that on page 1, it says that, CRM Office in consultation with Fish and Wildlife shall promulgate 
rules governing the allowance of the removal of seaweed.  So they will have to promulgate rules and 
this would have to be done, it would be a permitted activity in which the hotels would have to 
comply with conditions that are imposed by CRM and Fish and Wildlife.  So I hope all of us can rest 
assure that there is guidance, that there is regulatory oversight, and controls that are going to be put 
in place to protect the environment, and I hope that would put us at ease that it is not only allowed 
but controlled and regulated by these Environmental Agencies.  I ask for your support for this.  It is a 
very good bill, and it is controlled.  Thank you. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Dela Cruz. 
 
Rep. Dela Cruz:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I just want to make a clarification.  I also am totally in 
support of the bill.  I believe earlier there was an amendment in which to include other designated 
areas as per the Coastal Resources, and… 
 
Speaker Babauta:  And other areas designated by the Coastal Resources. 
 
Rep. Dela Cruz:  Yes and I am very happy to hear that the amendment was also included.  As you 
know, our own public beaches such as Beach Road are filled with seaweed and sea grass, and the sea 
cucumbers, and I think it would also be nice to have these areas maybe not to remove these seaweed 
and sea grasses totally, but rather relocate them further out probably a hundred or two hundred feet 
from the shoreline so that our own kids can swim in clear waters.  I know that the hotel association 
came up with this request and I believe that they know something that we probably do not as to why 
do they want to have this done because they are going to attract more tourist, and why not do it also 
for our own people of the CNMI.  That is all, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Taman. 
 
Rep. Taman:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Hearing what Representative Deleon Guerrero have stated 
with regards to some provisions in the bill, and hearing the concurrence between CRM and Fish and 
Wildlife, I am convinced that maybe we should end debate and go to the question.  Thank you. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Before I recognize that, let me recognize Representative Ogo. 
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Rep. Ogo:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I pray that the First Senatorial District does not have this issue.  
However, I acknowledge Representatives Taman and Deleon Guerrero of their keen thought of the 
environment.  However, if I am a visitor that is staying in a hotel that has all those seaweeds that are 
growing and I will be swimming in front of that nice beach, however, swimming in that area would 
be kind of disturbing.  So I agree and I strongly support especially having that word of CRM and 
Fish and Wildlife that they will be promulgating rules, I strongly feel that… 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Do you have seaweed in Rota? 
 
Rep. Ogo:  But not in front of the beaches, Mr. Speaker.  Hardly and I pray that we do not have the 
same problem, but I support this bill. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  I understand also that you are harvesting coral or rather the limestone for lime? 
 
Rep. Ogo:  No, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  You do not use those? 
 
Rep. Ogo:  No. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Torres. 
 
Rep. Torres:  Mr. Speaker, just a word of cautioned that when we are talking beach that we should 
not say beaches.  It is just a word of cautioned. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Beach as with the sand.  I recognize Chairwoman Kaipat. 
 
Rep. Kaipat:  Very funny.  I was just wondering if Representative Dela Cruz is going to make an 
amendment as he had suggested as far as the hundred feet.  He was talking about pushing the 
seaweed out from the rest of the beaches. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  He was more or less clarifying his concern by allowing the regulatory agencies to 
perform such relocation, but he is not merely…he expressed his views if it can be done that way.  
But that is up to the regulatory agency.  At any rate, public beach or beaches would be requested by 
the appropriate agency which is Parks and Recreation in this case. 
 
Rep. Dela Cruz:  Mr. Speaker, if I may? 
 
Speaker Babauta:  You may continue. 
 
Rep. Dela Cruz:  I just wanted to acknowledge Congresswoman Kaipat.  As I mentioned earlier, I do 
agree with that amendment to include other designated by the government departments.  Although, 
somebody had mentioned that there was a safe swimming zone area.  Now that is a question that I 
would like to also find out what is a safe swimming zone and how big does this encompass? 
 
Speaker Babauta:  In general terms, I guess it is within the three mile EEZ that belongs to the CNMI.  
So that is a safe swimming zone for us.  But in all respect, and in a more serious note, there is no 
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official designation of a safe swimming zone other than what is fronting the hotel area strictly for 
their tenants. 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  I think it is referring to almost every hotel.  You have these ropes 
with the buoys that kind of delineate swimming area and that is for two parts.  One is a safe 
swimming zone not too deep and the other is it also keeps jet ski’s and other water activities from 
hitting tourists.  So that is the designated safe swimming zone.  It is a very limited area just fronting 
the hotel. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  But I guess, Representative Dela Cruz’s question was, do we have a swimming 
zone like the 13th Fisherman and… 
 
Rep. Dela Cruz:  Yes, that was what… 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  The language of the bill refers to just the hotels safe swimming zone. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  We will take that note as an official record of the House and probably request the 
Division of Parks and Recreation to come up with something that would establish other areas and 
requests to the designated regulatory agencies in this case, CRM and Fish and Wildlife.  Ready for 
the vote?  We are now voting on H. B. NO. 15-183, HD1.   Clerk, call the roll. 
 
The Clerk called the roll on the motion to pass H. B. NO. 15-183, HD1 on First and Final Reading: 
 

Rep. Martin B. Ada yes 
Rep. Edwin P. Aldan yes 
Rep. Francisco S. Dela Cruz yes 
Rep. Florencio T. Deleon Guerrero yes 
Rep. Joseph P. Deleon Guerrero yes 
Rep. Jacinta M. Kaipat yes 
Rep. Jesus SN. Lizama yes 
Rep. Crispin M. Ogo yes 
Rep. Arnold I. Palacios excused 
Rep. Justo S. Quitugua yes 
Rep. Benjamin B. Seman yes 
Rep. Candido B. Taman yes 
Rep. Ramon A. Tebuteb yes 
Rep. Manuel A. Tenorio yes 
Rep. Stanley T. Torres  yes 
Rep. Absalon V. Waki, Jr. excused 
Rep. Ray N. Yumul yes 
Rep. Oscar M. Babauta  yes 

 
Speaker Babauta:  With a vote of 16 “yes”, H. B. NO. 15-183, HD1, hereby passes the House on First 
and Final Reading.  Floor Leader, we can have two more and we will break for lunch. 
 
Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker, but I think we only need one.   
 
Speaker Babauta:  Okay.  Continue with the last one. 
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Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  So moved, Mr. Speaker, for the passage on First and Final 
Reading, H. B. NO. 15-175, HD1. 
 
 The motion was seconded. 
 
H. B. NO. 15-175, HD1:  A BILL FOR AN ACT TO PROHIBIT THE CRUEL TREATMENT AND THEFT OF 
ANIMALS; TO PROVIDE FOR PENALTIES; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  I assume that H. B. NO. 15-175 has been substituted already?  Okay.  Discussion.  
Clerk, call the roll. 
 
The Clerk called the roll on the motion to pass H. B. NO. 15-175, HD1 on First and Final Reading: 
 

Rep. Martin B. Ada yes 
Rep. Edwin P. Aldan yes 
Rep. Francisco S. Dela Cruz yes 
Rep. Florencio T. Deleon Guerrero yes 
Rep. Joseph P. Deleon Guerrero yes 
Rep. Jacinta M. Kaipat yes 
Rep. Jesus SN. Lizama yes 
Rep. Crispin M. Ogo yes 
Rep. Arnold I. Palacios excused 
Rep. Justo S. Quitugua yes 
Rep. Benjamin B. Seman yes 
Rep. Candido B. Taman yes 
Rep. Ramon A. Tebuteb yes 
Rep. Manuel A. Tenorio yes 
Rep. Stanley T. Torres yes 
Point of information, Mr. Speaker. 
Speaker Babauta:  You may continue. 
Rep. Torres:  If I remember correctly, we will invite the group for the passage of this bill for 
their final input? 
Speaker Babauta:  This is the final input that you offered, am I correct? 
Rep. Torres:  I am voting yes, but I remembered that the discussion was made to call the 
group here… 
Speaker Babauta:  That was a request. 
Rep. Torres:  Okay.  My vote is, yes.  
Rep. Absalon V. Waki, Jr. excused 
Rep. Ray N. Yumul yes 
Mr. Speaker, it is funny that we are voting for this bill to prevent cruelty to animals but yet we 
have certain activities that were condoning in certain jurisdiction, it is considered cruelty.  For 
example, hunting and cockfighting. 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  Do not mess with culture. 
Rep. Yumul:  However, I would vote, yes, with reservation. 
Speaker Babauta:  To certain extent, it also prohibits to eat them. 
Rep. Oscar M. Babauta  yes 

 
Speaker Babauta:  With a vote of 16 “yes”, H. B. NO. 15-175, HD1 passes the House on First and 
Final Reading.  You want to go one more, Floor Leader? 
 
Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  Roger that, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker, so moved for 
passage on First and Final Reading, H. B. NO. 15-179. 
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 The motion was seconded. 
 
H. B. NO. 15-179:  A BILL FOR AN ACT TO ESTABLISH STATUTORY LIENS BY ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 
17 TO TITLE 4, DIVISION 5 OF THE COMMONWEALTH CODE; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Discussion.  I recognize Representative Joseph Deleon Guerrero. 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  If there is no objection from the members, 
I would like to offer a Substitute. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Proceed.   
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  Copies have been passed out since yesterday, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Rep. Yumul:  Privilege, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  State your privilege. 
 
Rep. Yumul:  Can I just ask the mover to sight the specific changes?   
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  Everybody should have copies.  He authorized the withdrawal of the 
bill from his Committee. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Unless you want Representative Deleon Guerrero to enlighten the members on the 
basic changes of the bill…you may continue Representative Guerrero. 
 
Rep. Yumul:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  Mr. Speaker, I got a call from the author yesterday asking if I 
can…on his behalf or actually from the acting Minority Leader… 
 
Speaker Babauta:  If you confirm who is the real acting Minority Leader… 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  We have a letter already. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Okay.  Thank you, you may proceed. 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  Needless to say, I offered to introduce the Substitute, but I cannot go 
into detail about the difference.  I do know that it is intended to be more comprehensive in terms of 
protection for the various businesses who are often left victimized by people who do not pay the 
services and they leave.  For example, an auto shop…they leave their car and sometimes they do not 
pay for the service and the owner of the shop has left with the expenses but cannot even resale the 
vehicle to cover his lost.  So what this does is it just incorporates other forms of businesses to 
include construction and auto.  It is on page 33.  Other than that, I am not as verse as the author of 
the bill. 
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Speaker Babauta:  The general basic idea of this legislation is similarly to the Pawn Brokers Act.  
The gist of this legislation is to allow commercial owners like maintenance shop as stated earlier by 
Representative Joe Guerrero, electronic shops that do services.  If you bring in your T.V. and you do 
not claim it and after certain number of days, it continues to stay.  So if you venture into any shops 
like in the likes of Sam’s, you see all these bunches of television sets stacked up and what have they, 
so this would allow operators to dispose of these items to recover their labor and material cost for an 
owner that abandons it.  It is similar to the Pawn Brokers Act where if you do not repay what you 
pawned, then the pawnshop sells it after certain number of days, but it has to have an agreement. 
 
Rep. Joseph Deleon Guerrero:  Mr. Speaker, I cannot respond to Representative Yumul.  The 
difference between House Substitute One on the original bill is basically on page 33.  There is a 
sentence there that was included in there and says, provided that the owner has not paid in full the 
cost of the construction material of the improvement of real property.  That was inserted to protect 
the homeowner in the event that he has paid the contractor in full, he will not be subjected to the 
lien.  Correct me if I am wrong, counsel.  So that is basically the gist of the difference between 
House Substitute One and the original House Bill.  Thank you. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Everybody has the general idea of the legislation?  This is a good bill.  I recognize 
Representative Yumul. 
 
Rep. Yumul:  Mr. Speaker, I believe the counsel that helped Representative Palacios is in the 
building that can answer that question.  In the State of California, I can tell you that it is a fact that in 
regardless even if the homeowner pays in full the contractor, if the contractor has subcontractors that 
have not been paid, the homeowner technically is still liable.  Even if in the event that the contractor 
departs because the property that is now residing that has been affixed to the building is technically 
the property of the subcontractors.  I just want to make sure that subcontractors are protected 
because if a subcontractor wants to go in and reclaim the property, the homeowner might obviously 
have a different intent or intentions on that matter.  So I just want to make sure that not just the 
homeowners but also subcontractors.  Another example is, if a T.V. where to be turned in to Joeten 
because the T.V. was purchased there, but Joeten turns around and gives it to Sam’s electronics 
because they have the technical know-how, if the owner does not show up or pays a fee, but then can 
claim, likewise if the subcontractor wants to sell the property, he might not be allowed to because 
the property does not even belong to the store that sent them the product.  So these are just some 
minor technicalities that we need to make sure we have included or at least provided for their 
protection.  If that is provided for in the legislation then I think this legislation is ready to move. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Normally, when a vendor issues a merchandise in lieu of cash, in this case, as you 
mentioned earlier like Joeten, it has a warranty.  So if there is something wrong or goes wrong with 
the T.V. within that period of warranty, then the vendor is liable to absorb that warranty.  Now, if 
that is absorb then that is a different story because it would now belong back to the vendor.  So the 
vendor would have to negotiate for a repair in Sam’s electronic.  It is between the vendor now and 
Sam’s.   
 
Rep. Yumul:  That is true, Mr. Speaker, for warranty items, but there are a lot of items that have 
gone passed the warranty period, but the good patriots that they are will still return back to the place 
of purchase and ask for help. 
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Speaker Babauta:  A refund… 
 
Rep. Yumul:  No, not refund, but to ask to have the equipment repaired anyway.  It is very difficult 
to imagine because the CNMI operates a little bit different, but California, I went to school out there 
so I know how these stuff works.  If I buy a merchandise from Best Buy and even though the 
warranty expires, I will still bring it back to Best Buy because I know that they sold it to me to begin 
with, and regardless even though the warranty has expired, they know how to get it repaired or 
where to send it and so forth.   
 
Speaker Babauta:  Now, I see your concern, but would it be a prudent policy for any vendor to 
impose something on the merchandise that this vendor sells to a costumer and after so many months 
he brings it back because something is wrong with it, but…I am pretty sure the vendor would have 
to advise the customer that we will have two weeks to have this fixed or we will replace it.  If not, 
we will issue you another one.  This would lift out the original supplier or vendor from… 
 
Rep. Yumul:  Yes.  Those are within the provisions of warranty items.  The major intent of this bill 
basically is to give recourse to the vendor should a customer turn over a T.V. or a V.C.R. for repair 
and then fails to show up.  Even in the seamstress businesses, a customer would pay for materials 
and then have labor sew the clothing, and then never shows up for whatever reason.  So my original 
question really is with regards to subcontractors that they are protected.   
 
Speaker Babauta:  But then again, Representative Yumul, every vendor has its own sets of corporate 
policy whether to set limitation on whether or not that particular merchandise is returnable if it does 
not have a warranty.  If it does then it should work with the warranty.  That would lift them 
independently out of any legal ramifications that would otherwise apply in the future.  What do you 
think? 
 
Rep. Yumul:  That is fine, Mr. Speaker.  It is just that we have this one provision in here that talks 
about construction supplier and contractor.  It is on page 33.  The prior 32 pages talks about small 
merchandise, but this one because it is also included in the bill, that is what concerns me at this 
point. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Are you concern on the amendment as offered on the House Substitute? 
 
Rep. Yumul:  Yes.  I think maybe even Representative Tenorio since he has a construction company 
would probably… 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Let me request the counsel to clarify this particular provision, Section 4.  Counsel, 
on page 33. 
 
Legal Counsel Antonette R. Villgomez:  Yes, Mr. Speaker, Section 4 amendment, that is the new 
Section that was added to the Substitute.  Basically, 4 CMC 5802, that refers to the mechanics lien.  
Mechanics lien only refers to construction projects.  This provision amends the existing mechanics 
lien to say that basically, a construction contractor or a supplier of construction materials can 
impose a lien on improvement of real property, but in the case where the owner has already paid in 
full for those construction materials, the contractor or material supplier cannot put a lien on the 
property.  They can still go after the subcontractor who owes them money basically on breach of 
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contract, but this provision would prohibit the contractor or the construction material supplier from 
putting a lien on the improvement of the real property only if the owner pays for the construction 
materials in full.  It is to protect basically the owners from lawsuits where contractor going after the 
subcontractor or vendors going after a contractor.  A lot of the times, the owners get stock in the 
middle even though they had already paid in full for the construction materials.  They should not 
have to be subject to civil liability.  So this provision only pertains to the mechanics lien.  It does not 
pertain to the other parts of the bill which are new liens, and in those provisions, those are for cars 
and boat repairs and appliances.  So the amendment does not apply to those provisions.  It only 
applies to the existing mechanics lien that we have now. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Yumul. 
 
Rep. Yumul:  So if a home improvement, an expansion of one room cost $13,000.00 which includes 
materials, the owner did not go directly to the hardware store to pay for the materials but instead 
turns over the full amount to the contractor, the contractor obviously is obligated to secure the 
materials plus labor to either a direct work or through a subcontractor, if in the event the contractor 
completes the project maybe 50% then takes the remaining balance and flees, can the homeowner 
still attempt to say, I paid the full amount and technically therefore, the materials was paid? 
 
Legal Counsel Antonette R. Villgomez:  The full amount of the...? 
 
Rep. Yumul:  The construction cost for the project. 
 
Legal Counsel Antonette R. Villgomez:  Technically if the owner has paid the full amount of the 
construction cost, then that should cover the construction material. 
 
Rep. Yumul:  But the contractor had never turned over the money. 
 
Legal Counsel Antonette R. Villgomez:  That is the point.  That is what we are trying to do.  We are 
trying to protect the owner from that situation where they have already paid the contractor in full for 
labor and construction materials, so they are covered.  It is the contractor that did not pay the 
vendor.  So in that case, what Congressman Palacios wanted was to protect the owner from liability 
in such a case.  And you are right, in most jurisdictions whether or not the owner has paid in full for 
the construction materials, the contractor still can impose a lien on the property, but in this case, 
Congressman Palacios wanted to protect the owners to make sure that it does not happen to them 
here because he said that there are several cases here where that had actually happen and it seems 
unfair to the owner to have to hire an attorney to defend him or herself against the lien on the 
property even though they had already paid for the construction work that was done.  So that was 
Congressman Palacios’ concern. 
 
Rep. Yumul:  Right, but where is the fairness for the subcontractor? 
 
Legal Counsel Antonette R. Villgomez:  The vendor would still have a claim.  The claim does not go 
away.  It is one less remedy which is to take the owners property and sell it and get his money back, 
but he could still go after the subcontractor to collect the money.  It does not take away their right to 
suit for the unpaid construction materials or whatever they collected or purchased from the vendor.  
That claim is still there.  It just does not extend their claim… 
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Rep. Yumul:  I just hate to see a scam unfold where the owner of the property – with the contractor 
for the sole purpose of benefiting because the contractor is probably getting ready to leave the CNMI 
for example, and there might be a scam perpetrated because he would say, well, I am leaving 
anyway and I would not be back, so I will right you up a contract and just give me the money and I 
order the materials and have the work done, but then the contractor flees, and now the vendor is left 
holding the bag.  If we were to allow this type of amendment then we need to seriously consider the 
performance bonds on the projects to make sure that everybody is satisfied because again we will 
have a big situation and we are seeing it now.  We are seeing a lot of movement in businesses where 
there are fly by night operators and if they see this, they will realize that there is an opportunity to be 
gained.  I hate for this entire bill to be delayed because of this amendment.  So this amendment 
needs to be refined.  Maybe we should remove it and allow the rest of the bill to continue and then 
come back and work with Section 4. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Torres. 
 
Rep. Torres:  I just want to be clear, Mr. Speaker.  This would protect me as the land owner from 
YCO coming to take my property because the contractor or subcontractor took the material and did 
not pay? 
 
Speaker Babauta:  That purchased material or credit material from YCO… 
 
Rep. Torres:  Because in the finding of this bill, it mentioned also the collection of CHC bill, 
medical bill and so forth.  I just want it to be cleared that this bill becomes public law that it would 
not be used to take your property and house because CHC would become the owner in the future.  It 
is happening now in probate cases. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  The Commonwealth has several lien laws.  One of them is the Tax Law that puts 
a lien to certain extent. 
 
Rep. Torres:  I just want to be clear and I do not have to worry. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  The other one is the Mechanics Lien which was authored by Congressman Karl 
Reyes along with Representative Manny Tenorio and myself.  That is the first Mechanic Lien in the 
books of the Commonwealth.  Unless there is a compelling interest that we need to further clarify 
this particular provision, we will call for a vote on the bill. 
 
Rep. Torres:  I appreciate a delay on this one so that we all have the time to review it again. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Okay.  So you want to make a subsidiary motion for First Reading only on the 
House Substitute? 
 
Rep. Torres:  I so moved. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Just so that we may pass it on the next session. 
 
Rep. Yumul:  Agupa ha esta enao, Mr. Speaker. 
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Speaker Babauta:  No.  I understand your concerns.  It is just that we want to make sure that if this 
becomes law that it does not put a lien on Congressman Tebuteb’s truck just to pay for a $36.00 
lumber.  Counsel, would you prepare an analysis of this particular section?  Is this the only section 
that most of you are concerned of?  This is a rider on this bill. 
 
Rep. Torres:  Mr. Speaker, what do you mean by rider? 
 
Speaker Babauta:  This last section is a rider on this bill.  It is amending the Mechanics Lien in a 
small part by hitch a riding on this bill.  As you can see the other sections are purely new numbers. 
 
Rep. Yumul:  I think, Mr. Speaker, Congressman Torres’ question is on page 33, subsection 501463.  
It has to do with the Department of Public Health and forclosures. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Tebuteb. 
 
Rep. Tebuteb:  Mr. Speaker, that is in line with what Representative Yumul.  I think it is also on 
page 28, just so that we more specific on the real properties that Representative Torres alluded to. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  So a subsidiary motion is in order for First Reading on the House Substitute. 
 
 Several members voiced, “ready.” 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Who is making that motion? 
 
Rep. Torres:  I did. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Okay.  There is a subsidiary motion offered by Representative Torres for First 
Reading only. 
 
 The subsidiary motion was carried by voice vote. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  The motion carries.  H. B. N. 15-179, HS1 is on First Reading only.  Floor 
Leader, can you effectuate a motion for lunch until tomorrow morning at 8:30 a.m., and before you 
make that motion, I would like to recognize Representative Torres under item number 7. 
 

HOUSE COMMUNICATIONS 
 
Rep. Torres:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  With the indulgence of the majority, I would like to bring 
this up as a House Communication, my letter to the Attorney General requesting information on 
Emergency Immigration Regulation.  Mr. Speaker and members, it is troubling that emergency 
regulation are now being promulgated and going into force that we are not aware of.  I read this 
emergency regulation in the newspaper on September 15, 2006 in the Marianas Variety, as 
nonresident of exceptional merit now allowed to operate a business in NMI.  I mean, they are free to 
come in and operate a business without going through the normal process?   
 
Speaker Babauta:  What was that?  Can you repeat that statement again? 
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Rep. Torres:  I read the emergency regulation in the newspaper on September 15, 2006 that 
nonresidents of exceptional merit now allowed to operate a business in the NMI.  What is 
exceptional merit?  We have people coming in to do business in the NMI and they have to go 
through the red tape?  Is this a special group that we are bringing in or just for special interest group?  
What bothers me, Mr. Speaker, is that there are three amendments amending Section 706(h) of the 
Immigration Regulation on foreign students entry permit.  They will be allowed to come in on 
Elementary and Secondary level and making it too easy.  On amendment two, Section 706(r), this is 
a new amendment to allow an alien student attendance permit meaning that they can stay with their 
Uncles other than natural parents.  I believe this is a circumvention of allowing legal nonresident 
alien in the CNMI to bring in their relatives or minors.  
 
Rep. Tenorio:  Privilege, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Rep. Torres:  Can I finish my… 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Can we allow Representative Torres to finish first? 
 
Rep. Torres:  There is one more section here that I need to bring up, Mr. Speaker.  
 
Speaker Babauta:  Proceed. 
 
Rep. Torres:  A section that allows people with exceptional merit to operate their business.  This 
emergency regulation is to become permanent.  I think unless we put a break and find out what 
makes the A.G. to come up with the emergency without providing a courtesy copy to our House and 
members.  It is suspicious.  I am suspicious on this regulation, unless we are accord a copy or just a 
clarification as to what makes it a special or compelling interest to the people of the CNMI.  Thank 
you. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Thank you, Representative Torres.  Can I ask Chairwoman Kaipat to engage with 
the Attorney General’s Office to get a copy of that emergency regulation and so as you, Chairman 
Ada since you are heading the business portion of the Committee?  Please work with Chairwoman 
Kaipat to see if we can have that reviewed and also include as to whether or not those regulations or 
part of those regulations are within the scope of Public Law 5-85 that allows foreign nationals to 
own a business prior to July 19, 1987 whom are presently here. 
 
Rep. Torres:  I now submit my document for House document. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  You should have submitted that long time ago so that I do not have to make a 
request.  Thank you very much for making the work of the Chairwoman lighter.  Clerk, take note of 
that and circulate that for the members.  I recognize the Vice Speaker. 
 
Vice Speaker Quitugua:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I suggest that the two Chairpersons of the 
Committees take note on the impact of this proposed legislation for Elementary and High School 
students.  The present infrastructure with the Public School System is experiencing over 
crowdedness of students at the schools, and if this regulation is going to take effect and allow more 
students from outside when funding is very limited, will cause serious shortage of classrooms, not to 
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mention impact on other social programs.  Unless the regulation is tailored to enrolling these 
students in the private schools, but then, there is nothing to prevent these students from transferring 
to the public schools, because the Constitution says that, each student shall enroll at the public 
schools without any charge.  So I suggest that the two Committees take a look at the great impact 
this will create. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Representative Torres, could you please provide those copies in advance so that 
we do not have to jingle bell in the Chamber. 
 
Rep. Torres:  Mr. Speaker, the Bureau was provided a set of… 
 
Speaker Babauta:  The office is normally provided a copy of what has been produced, but what is 
pending to be produced, or otherwise to effectuate as a regulation have not.  The Office of the 
Speaker is normally provided of what regulations that have been proposed and become an official… 
 
Rep. Torres:  Mr. Speaker, did the Attorney General forwarded a copy to the Speaker on all 
regulations? 
 
Speaker Babauta:  The one that have been already officially transmitted, yes, but not the pending 
regulations that awaits its time. 
 
Rep. Torres:  Because that regulation was promulgated on August 24th, and according to the 
language that it would become effective in 30 days and it is already done.  It is effective now. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  We will have our Chairperson to look into that matter immediately.  I recognize 
Chairwoman Kaipat. 
 
Rep. Kaipat:  I know that this is generating a lot of discussion in here and questions.  I think it would 
be better if we just invite the Attorney General over and have him give some explanations to the 
members.  So I was wondering if you would like to extend the invitation to the Attorney General? 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Definitely.   
 
Rep. Kaipat:  I mean, just simplify it.  Invite them over and ask them the questions. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  We will see if we can get him here tomorrow morning at 8:30 a.m., and before I 
recognize the motion to recess, I would like to inform you that we will be returning tomorrow 
morning.  The Representative from the First Senatorial District have requested my office if we can 
accommodate him for a session tomorrow morning so that his Local Bill meets the three days 
appearance as required by Law.  However, without objection from all of you, we will waive the rules 
on the shirt and tie.   
 
 There was no objection. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  So that we may also ask the Attorney General, if he is available tomorrow to 
answer some of our concerns.  Representative Torres. 
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Rep. Torres:  So that the Attorney General would not make an excuse that he does not know what to 
bring, just tell him to bring in detail an explanation why the promulgation of emergency regulation 
take place.  Thank you. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Tenorio, under Miscellaneous.  

MISCELLANEOUS BUSINESS  

 
Rep. Tenorio:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I made some notation on what is happening on the island 
and to find out that CPA is actually getting up their act to do some construction work on a $6 Million 
dollar project.  That is very positive and I wish other projects would take place.  What I am concern 
is, I believe there is another $12 Million dollar project on the Talafofo.  I do not know what is 
happening to that, but that would inject a lot of money into the system.  I wish the Administration 
would be more proactive in the CIP and start things rolling.  I was reading the paper the other day 
that construction to date has decrease by $78 Million dollars and that is a lot of donut.  That would 
create a lot of employment and taxes that would be generated.  At time like this, you would think 
that they would jump into the opportunity and try to get things going.  I wish maybe tomorrow we 
would bring this up to the Attorney General.  Another issue, recently I read in the newspaper or radio 
that the price of fuel has been going down almost on a daily basis and the barrel now is about $60.00 
a barrel.  I am just wondering what is happening to the prices of our fuel whether it is going to be 
rolled back? 
 
Speaker Babauta:  For all I know, Shell is been rolling back almost on a daily basis. 
 
Rep. Tenorio:  Of course, we should be monitoring those things, but what about the prices that other 
people that are paying like the electricity?  Is there any indication that it is going to be rolled back 
from CUC?  Maybe we should start bringing these issues out. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Mobil should also roll that back. 
 
Rep. Tenorio:  I think Shell went down .10 cents the other night, but that is a good move.  Yet, I 
think CUC should look and address this problem because our constituents and our people out there 
are suffering along with the 10% cut.  We see positive steps taken by other industry and I just want 
to point this out and perhaps my good colleague, the Chairman of PUTC would do some monitoring 
with the agency.  Thank you. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Torres. 
 
Rep. Torres:  Just to apprise the members that in the case of my “disputing power bill”, CUC came 
to my house and changed the meter to a new meter.  I have been asking them to replace or realign 
the meter, but they also say that I have to pay $30.00 in order for them to come and change the meter 
or recalibrate it.  You know, meters should be calibrated every two years and I am sure because they 
become “Malafunkshun” in time because of the heat.  It becomes loose and when it does that, it 
would spin faster and you pay more.  So I am kind of relieved that they changed my power meter 
and we will see how much power I would pay. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  I am glad that they did not find any penny on it that reduces the rotation. 
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Rep. Torres:  It is a good news that they took the first step in answering my dispute. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Yumul. 
 
Rep. Yumul:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I am kind of surprise that three airlines would oppose our 
request to have a open-sky troubling most especially to have a dissention from United Airlines 
which other than I believe co-sharing does not service us at all, and then with regards to Continental 
and Northwest, it is troubling.  While in Japan, we had a special meeting with some of the top 
executives of the travel companies for example, Mr. Kobayashi from JTB who is the President and 
CEO of that organization and Mr. Yagima from R&C Tours who was also President of that 
organization and handful of other travel agencies that packages tours to the CNMI among others.  
For the most part all expressed a report that they have seen a decrease in the tourist numbers 
traveling to the CNMI from last year’s numbers about 20%.  It is interesting though that HIS as 
reported by Mr. Yamada, was the only one that posted an increase.  It might be due to the fact that 
they are more aggressive in advertising campaigns in Japan.  So that is very noteworthy.  Also 
present in the meeting was Mr. Charles Duncan, Managing Director for Continental Airlines, Japan 
and Mr. Okazaki an account manager for Eastern Sales, Japan from Northwest Airlines.  What was 
troubling to me was Mr. Duncan’s comments that flights into Rota, they posed about 20 seat average 
capacity – the way their scheduled flights is from Japan via Guam to Rota and 20 seats is very 
promising.  In fact, they considered it at par with their forecast.  The only problem is that Cape Air 
which has a 45 seats capacity does not provide for the difference through domestic or in our case, the 
local travelers do provide for the difference.  That in part explains why they are losing sales.  It is 
very noteworthy to hear that Rota Resort had actually guaranteed the flights into Rota in part and 
this is why flights were extended, but only for six months.  So I think maybe if Representative Ogo 
has the time, maybe a Resolution is in order.  It was not put out to the public that Rota Resort 
actually put out themselves in a financial bind to guarantee the flights, if the numbers are not there, 
they would pay.  So they are taking a big financial risk. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  It was only announced that an agreement was effectuated between both parties, 
Continental Micronesia and subsidiary Cape Air with Rota Resort, but there is no mentioned about a 
financial arrangement.  Continue, Representative Yumul. 
 
Rep. Yumul:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Duncan went on to say that the frequencies is the issue here 
for flights on transits, but why did they decide on three flights a week to Rota, I do not have an idea.  
When Mr. Duncan even mentioned that trying to schedule a return flight on three flights a week is 
very difficult especially if a passenger or a tourist wants to spend two nights, they would have to be 
forced to wait an extra day or so.  This was also brought up by HIS, the most aggressive promoter of 
tour packages in the CNMI.  Every time that they try to book 45 seats or greater, they always get a 
response that the airlines or the seating is not capable of providing that arrangement, but it is no 
secret that Cape Air only offers I think a maximum of 45 seats anyway.  All the tour operators are 
really in a bind when they try to book large groups because they are limited by seating capacity by 
the regional, Cape Air, and setting aside the fact that there are local travelers on it that would 
basically drop down their group packages to maybe 20 to 30 seats.  Northwest Airlines is basically 
the only one that offers the direct flights.  Even on my return trip there were three flights that came 
in from Japan and they were all full.  So the demand contrary to what the airlines are saying, the 
demand is there.  The travel agents are aggressively promoting us, going back to Mr. Duncan’s 
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comments also, it did not mention that when he travels through the Tokyo Subways, -- the local 
papers, he does read and recognizes the CNMI’s advertisements and he calls it a success.  So I think 
that is noteworthy on that part.  Mr. Speaker, I think we need to further move with our request for 
exemptions on open skies, it is very critical.  These airlines are operating on financial formula’s and 
profit  models.  It is very easy for them to remove flights when they do not see the margins, but we 
as a Commonwealth, cannot just say that next month we are going to close three hotels because the 
numbers are not here and the following month we will reopen them as the demand sees fit.  We 
cannot do that.  So we really need to continue to push for these flights.  I have been informed also 
that there are some foreign carriers that have agreements in Japan to have their planes sit overnight 
at a very costly rate.  They are more than willing to use those available seats for the planes 
themselves to pick up passengers from the Japan and come into the CNMI and return the following 
day.  There are a lot of carriers that have planes sitting on tarmacs overnight that we can utilize for 
this purpose.  Also, it is troubling in terms of fares that the red-eyes or the night flights are very 
prevalent for the Commonwealth.  In the marketing tourism segment of tourist travel, night flights 
are considered the cheapest because of the time of arrivals and of course the following morning’s 
departure.  Some tourist are even willing to pay a premium to come in, in more convenient hours.  
Why the airlines are not coming up with normalize flight schedules, that is another thing that we 
need to continue to further look into, but I think right now, we need to entrenched ourselves and 
continue marketing our cash --, which is Japan.  I think we need to ask MVA to slow down in their 
speculations for tourist from other countries such as Russia.  Right now, we need to concentrate with 
the market and the Japanese are more than willing to come down as long as there are flights or seats 
available.  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Thank you.  That was a very nice trip report.  Any how, welcome to the corporate 
world of the regulations.  I recognize Representative Tenorio. 
 
Rep. Tenorio:  I share the same concern with Representative Yumul on the response from the three 
airlines with regards to the petition to the open-sky policy.  When Continental was here and was 
establishing bid, I think we had some kind of arrangement with them to consider them the flag 
carrier for the CNMI, we do not have one right now and perhaps we should because I think they can 
make all types of excuses, because they got the numbers.  We are pretty much at the mercy of the 
carriers on whether they want to increase the flight or want to cut it, and obviously, it has to be a 
collaboration of everybody that are concern such as the government, the travel agencies, the carriers 
and even with the hotels here to be able to entice more people to come in.  We do not have a flag 
carrier for the CNMI.  Secondly, what I am saying here is that we are concern of this as this is a very 
serious business because if you do not have the airlines, you are out of business, and they are saying 
that you do not have the numbers, but what Congressman Yumul revealed to us this morning is that 
there are flights are often full.  At one time there are more seats and better frequencies than what we 
are having today, and that is why we went up to almost 800,000 tourist population in one year.  
Now, they have cut back everything, they cut down seats, they change planes and even frequencies.  
Going back to Rota, I just have one question about the service to Rota because at one time the Feds 
provided for the essential air service compensation that Continental got paid for their loses.  I do not 
know if that is a must or an obligation by the Federal Government, but I remembered one time that 
Continental had to come in and they get reimbursed for some of their expenses to bring them up to 
profitable level.  So these are the types of issues that maybe we should be dealing with.   Thank you. 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Ada. 
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Rep. Ada:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  For the past years that I have been involved with the Tourism 
Committee and the travels that I have made, the bottom line is to always support MVA and give 
them more money.  When you see MVA, they are like hard dealers out there.  They have to expand 
their promotions and in expanding it, it is costly.  I have seen JATA last year where Guam for 
example, had rented a space as big as this Chamber, and our booth was just like 10X10.  I mean, 
how do you really promote our islands that way.  This past trip, I have learned that we should work 
with the hotel, carriers and MVA and put out an incentive package that they did four years ago 
where they have programs like for the newlyweds, they have a package for office ladies or OL’s, and 
they have packages for all other tourist.  So if we have these categories and packages together and 
give incentives to the airlines, I think this is where we are missing it.  Thank you, Vice Chairman for 
carrying out my instruction to appropriate $2 Million dollars for MVA from the Managaha Landing 
Fee.  Committee member Tebuteb was with me last time at JATA and we did conduct those 
meetings with JTB along with the Japan Marianas Tourism Club.  The bottom line is we really need 
to infuse more money to tourism if we are going to have more tourists coming here which translates 
to more revenues.  Thank you. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  The Speaker is running late already on his schedule.  I would recognize one more 
person under Miscellaneous, and I recognize Representative Taman. 
 
Rep. Taman:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I would like to thank Chairman Ada for the very 
enlightening remarks regarding tourism.  However, I would like to defer with all the observations 
that he made.  Mr. Speaker, I strongly believe that when the tourism industry starts going downward, 
we started looking at the airlines, and we seem to attributed that the reason why the airline have cut 
some of the flights that it has been providing to the CNMI was because we have problems on our 
islands.  We have not attracted our tourists as much as we should, but actually, in my understanding, 
I would rather say that the reduced in flights from these Asian Countries to our islands is basically a 
global problem and not necessarily the CNMI.  It bothers me every time I hear that the Marianas 
Visitors Authority is actually thinking that we have a lack of promotion in all those Asian Countries.  
I totally disagree with that because every time MVA goes on a promotional tour, they bring along 
with them traditional entertainers from our islands, and whenever the tourists come to this island, the 
only thing they find at the hotels or any other tourist oriented establishments are foreigners 
performing.  I strongly believe that we need to take care of our island because we are lacking the 
attraction here on this island.  We have a lot of crimes against tourists committed in our islands, the 
prostitutions in Garapan, the Zoning Board had just proposed a regulation which a lot of the 
businesses opposed.  I think that we need to start looking into our problems here and fix them before 
we allow MVA to go and spend some more of our public money here.  I would just say this, there 
was a $2 Million Local Bill introduced yesterday for some more promotional tours for MVA and I 
will strongly opposed that.  Thank you.  
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Aldan. 
 
Rep. Aldan:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Just to inform the members that there is a situation in my 
Senatorial District.  As you know that for three years already, Southern China Air has been bringing 
in tourist packages twice a week of full 190 passengers.  What I heard is that they had suspended one 
flight.  So they are bringing in only one flight a week now.  When we inquired as to why they 
reduced the flights, they told us that there was a program created by CPA Board, I believe it was 



 

-31- 

exempted and out of no where, they just came out and removed the exemption.  So they could not 
continue because the owner of Tinian Dynasty charters these flights, and when prior to finalizing the 
charter agreements between Southern China Air, he was guaranteed certain amount based on the 
exemptions.  Now they removed it from Southern China Air, not just Southern China Air, but all the 
airlines.  I believe the program was for six months, you bring in this amount of passengers and pay 
50%.  That was what enticed Mr. Kwan to bring in those direct flights.  Now he cannot afford to pay 
the full fare with CPA.  That is all, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Floor Leader, motion to recess. 
 
Rep. Ogo:  Mr. Speaker, can we go to item 18, under Announcement. 
 
 

ANNOUNCEMENT 
 
 The Chair recognized Representative Ogo. 
 
Rep. Ogo:  Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Ways and Means will be holding a hearing on October 
12.  Therefore, I am announcing that the members be present at today’s regular meeting at 1:15 p.m. 
to finalize the hearing schedule and the bills that we will be having a hearing on.  I encouraged the 
author of the Minimum Wage Bill, Congressman Deleon Guerrero to please participate on this 
meeting today.  Thank you. 
 
Speaker Babauta:  Thank you, motion to recess. 
 
Floor Leader Florencio Deleon Guerrero:  So moved, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 
 The House adjourned at 12:48 p.m. 
 
 Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 Vicky T. Guerrero, Journal Clerk 
 House of Representatives 
 

APPEARANCE OF LOCAL BILLS 

First Appearance of a local bill is the day of introduction 
SECOND APPEARANCE 

 
H. L. B. NO. 15-47: To rename San Ignacio Drive road in Talafofo, Saipan, to Herman Drive; and for other purposes. 

(Rep. Justo S. Quitugua) 
 
H. L. B. NO. 15-48: To appropriate $2,000,000.00 to the Marianas Visitors Authority from the fees generated under Public 

Law 11-64, as amended by Public Law 13-16 (Rep. Ray N. Yumul) 
 
H. L. B. NO. 15-49: To appropriate $60,000.00 from the First Senatorial District Poker Fees for a passenger van for the Rota 

Liaison Office and subsistence for Rota patients; and for other purposes. (Rep. Crispin M. Ogo) 
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THIRD APPEARANCE: 
None 
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