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I .rc>ad with gravc concern the provision contained i r i  the Nort:!iern !tarir:as 
d r n f  t cons t i  t t i t ion w i  t h  respect t o  providing for an appointc:? C;lrolir!izn 
Exccu ti vc O f f i ce r  i n  the  ?;orthan J:.:ari arias Con,~.o:l;:cal t h  Governi;lcnt. TL5e 
I-~?~-,..;OIIS for  the inclusion o f  such a provision al-e based on ailegations 
i r i  tlie consti  tg t ion  that the Carolinians ;Ire discri~ninated ay2irist. 

There are two fundamental qucs t ions  rvhich must be asked i l l  juciging t l ~ c  
correctness o f  t:lie proposed provision o f  thc  Co;~st i  t u  f i o : ~  . 

Ylie f i r s t  i s  : Do rc7e i n  fac t  experierice signific:ant discriri~ina$ion 
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gc!~cral? 

I 
I f  the answer i s  negative,  then there i s  no basis  for  the  pro2oscd 
Carolinian Executive O f f i c e r .  

l f ,  l~o!verrer, i t  can proven beyo~c-l rezsonable doi~ht b y  an inves t iga t io :~  
of ~2 study concr~ission that C n r o l i n i a : ~ ~  are beiny denieu' t he i r  r igh t s  by 
government or pl- i  vatc ac t ion ,  then the Cons ti t u  ti onal Con1.rer1tion clea?:l? 
has the respons ib i l i t y  t o  build provisi.o:~s i n t o  the Consti tr?t.ion r\rhic.6 1 i . i  2 1  
c f f e c t i v e l  y eliminate any possib.ili t y  o f  gaver~::nc~ital discrinii~:ation 
against Carol lnians and prevent f u turc abuse. 

In  the event that the  al legat ions  o f  d.iscrlnination against Carolinis12 
is proven, i t  i.s not clear that an appointed Carolinian Exccut-ive Ofi'iccr 
i s  the bes t  kOrny t o  attempt t o  solve the prol;lcm. 

There are o f  tell possible protections >.rl~ich could be bui 1 t i n t o  t t l e  
cons t i t~ l t i on  which do not structura.l ly perpetuate a Caroi in i s~!  second 
place mentali ty - as t h i s  propcsed pr-ovision 602s - cons.idc-r fo:- a mofil~nr: 
the d i f f i c u l t y  of elect ing a governor-, w h ~  i s  a Carolinian or iq in ,  and/o.r 
of Carolinian ancestry i f  the  populace 1cno;i.s he w i l l  have an ~ppointeci 
Carolinian Executive O f f i c e r  also.  I fear that t - l~ i s  proposcd ] J ~ o \ ~ ~ s ~ L ) R  

w i l l  e f f  e c t i  vcl y block t h e  yossi bl  e e l  cc t i  on o f  n:,y Carolinliln Governor 



and w i l l  i n  fac t  hurt the  cause o f  Carolinian involvement rather than 
help i t .  

I hope we harre not been subt ly  a f f ec t ed  b y  the  racial  hatreds o f  the  
u .S .  Those hatreds are based on a h i s tory  o f  slavery - o f  nlembers o f  
one race owning mel-nbers o f  another race. The s i tua t ion  i s  not a t  a l l  
t],e same here. Here we have trvo island peoples vho l i v e ,  h-ork, and 
!,lay together. C a r o l i n i a ~ ~ s  and Chanorro fani l i e s  are joined by marriage. 
T k r c  are no secret  quotas for  jobs. There are no cross burninys. I 
havc seen no pattern o f  discrimination. And t o  return t o  m y  ear l i e r  
fccloc.st for  proof o f  d i scr imi l~s t ion ,  I should cniphc7size that prosf o f  
discrjminatior? must shoi? a c l ear ,  persbstent,  and pervasive pat tern o f  
discr.inination t o  have t o  ~nake o f  t t ~ i s  i s sue  consti  tu t ional  question,  

feel  discriminated against (as sorne C z r o l i n i a ~ ~ s  apparently do f e e l )  
w.itl;out objec'iive proof i s  a s t a t e  o f  mind on.2~. I 'do J I O ~  ~:.isi? t o  deny, 
an!jone h i s  or hcr f ee l i r~gs .  B u t  I  do ?sk that c h a r ~ e s  be proi~ell bcfore 
b~i1)q clcted Upon. 

And I hope you k r i l l  not mind a relninder o f  the abvloi~s - our children 
a l l  go t o  the same schools and our socicty  i s  becor:~ing ir~cr.casingly 
honogenous and egali tar ian.  

Itle n;ust avoid t:hini:irig .in s t a t i c  terms or of the past. I:'c must not b u i l d  
i ~ ~ t  o our Consti tution provisions based upon the past. f eeljngs o f  a feh7 
pcopl e . 
I f  we look a t  our new pol.itica1 partner, we see that when A ~ e r i c a  was 
being orgal~i zed there rrrere strong e t l ~ n i c  r i v a l r i e s .  An Anicrican o f  
Ir ish descend could not get- a dece~?t  jcL a t  the turn o f  thc c e ~ j f u r y .  
iilnericans o f  Greek descend rr7ere 1ool:ed doyn u p n  b ~ j  other ctt ir~ic groups. 
TIE =me was true for  I t a l i z n  Americans and many o t l ~ e r  etl,r~ic groups. 

~ u t  i n  recent year2 we havc seer, an 1ris11-jlmerican President, Jo!ln F .  
Keljnedy, a Greek-American Vice President,  and nor?. the  Uni ted S ta tes  h a s  
a world famous Secretary o f  S ta t e  ~ h o  was not even borri i n  America 
who i s  o f  German Jewish descend. 

This d i d  not happen by freezing a special posit ion i c r  Greeks, or I talio'ns,  
or Irishmen or German Jews. I t  happened because the Unitctl S tates  
Constitution gives protection t o  a l l  c i t i z e n s  and leaves i t  u p  t o  the 
gorrer~?ment t o  enforce those gcneralizcd r igh ts  and p~:otection.s;. That i s  



; :, : . i d c n t  LOI'enzo I .  G u e r r e r o  
?.. jC 3 
J :c.r,r:~cr 3 ,  1976 

,.!:..t our C o n s t i t u t i o n  s h o u l d  d o  a l so . '  M r .  P r e s i d e n t ,  I refer you 
i ~ i l l  o f  R i g h t s  and  thc e q u a l  p r o t e c t i o n  c l a u s e  o f  the U.S. Consti t  
d.7 .;llr. m:>del for p r o t e c t i o n  o f  C a r o l i n i a n ,  C!~an;oz.ro or f u t u r e ,  ci ti 
fro.? ally o t h e r  ethnic g r o u p  here i n  . t h e  Nortljerl~ M a r i a n a s .  

~ j n c e r c l  y . y o u r s ,  
.- ..-. . . 
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