
SECOND NORTHERN MARIANAS CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION 
HOUSE OF TAGA 

SAIPAN, CM 96950 

Date: June 25, 1985 

MEMORANDUM LEGAL OPINION NO. 

TO - : Eittorney General 

FROM : Chairman, Committee on ~overnment'al Investigations 

SUBJECT: Delegate Proposal No. 49-85 

1ssue raised is whether the requirement should be by the ' . 
majority of both houses, or by the majority of each house. . 

please provide your recommendation and rationale. . . . . I  



r> -, . To a x n d  Section IS of A r t i - c l ?  ,111 0: Chz NorLllzrr~ X a r i -  7s C n r r s t i L u ' . i ~ n .  
.. *%. 

1 i n  1. Sec t i o r i  1 5  of A r t i c l e  1I.I' of t !~e  N o r t l ~ e r n  M a r i a t ~ s s  . -  

2 C o ~ i s t - i t t i t i o n  is a~nendcJ  t o  reacl as " u l - 1 . 0 ~ s :  

5 ment and t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  L u n c t i o n s  arid d ~ c t i c s  s h a l l  I>e a.lic>catetl 

6 by law among and w i t h i n  r ~ ; t  more tha:i  fifteen p r i n c i p a l  depar tmcnks  

7 s o  a s  to g roup  them s o  far as p r a c t i c a b l e  a c c o r d i ~ c g  t o  major  pu r -  

8 p o s e s .  Regu l a to ry ,  q u a s i - j u d i c i a l  an$ t en tporary  acjencies  cecd l i ~ t  

9 to be  p a r t  o f  a .  p r i n c i p a l  ifcp:~rtitrel~ t . l 'he f u n c t i o ~ ~ s  and dut ier; of 

: 0 t h e  p r i r ~ c i p a l  d e p a r t m e n t s  a n J  of other agencies of t h e  CornnionvealLh 

11 s l ~ a l l  -LC p r o v i d e d  by law. The legislature may reallocate off ices, 

'1 2 a g e n c i e s  and  i n s t : r u m e n t a l i t i e s  among t h e  p r i n c i p a l  r l e p a r t n ~ c n t s  and 

1 3  may change  t h e i r  f u n c t i o n s  a n d  d u t i e s .  Tli-? #.-ty make 

1 4  cl ianges i n  t h e  a l l o c a t i o n  o f  o f f i c e s ,  n c z e s a a r y  f o r  e f f i c i e n t .  

1 5  a d n l i n i s t r q t i o n .  If t h e s e  c h a l ~ y e s  a f f e c t  e x i s t i i r y  l a w ,  t l lcy s t ~ a l l  bi 

1 6  set f o r t h  i n  e x e c u t i v e  o r d e r s  which s l ~ a l l  b e  s u L ~ n i t t e d  to t h e  

17 .  l e y i s l a t u r e  apt1 s h a l l  ' become e L E e c t i v e  s i x t y  d a y s  aPt.er suheiss j .on ,  

18 u n l e s s  s p e c i f i c a l l y  modified or d i s a p p r o v e d  by a r n a j o r i t y  o f  t h e  

19 members o f  p!Z(p!H both h o u s e s  o f  t h e  l eg i s ? . hLure . "  



@ 
, L NORTHERN MARIANAS COMMONWEALTH LEGISLATURE 

P.O. Box 586 
4,: - Saipan, Mariana Islands 96950 

<%- .lsL*Tu*+ 

Phone: 6195/62Wm&18 

TO: . Juan T. Lizama 

. Chairman, Committee on Governmental I ns t  i tut ions  
FRO[ : Legal Counse l 
SUBJECT: Legal Opinion No. 20 r e :  De lega te  Proposal 49-85 
DRTE : June 28, 1965 

You have asked f o r  a lega l  op in ion  on Delegate Proposal.49-85. Hy 
rev iew o f  t he  proposal  leads me t o  conc lude . i t  i s  l e g a l l y  . . .  

s u f f i c i e n t ,  

The governor has no t  made use o f  Flrt i c l e 3, sect  i on  15 i n  t he  l a s t  
four  years. Therefore t h e  issue r a i s e d  by Del . Proposal 49-85 does 

not  appear t o  be a mat ter  o f  compe l l i ng pub1 i c concern at  t he  
moment. Essent i a l l y, t h e  proposal uou l d chan'gk*: t h e  l e g  i s l a t  i ve  

ve to  over execut i v e  reo rgan i za t i on  p l a n s -  from a one house veto t o  a 
two house veto.  A tmo house'uetb eou ld  eakel:it more d i f f i c u l t  f o r  
t h e  l eg i s  l a t  u re  t o  oppose a n  exc iu t  i ve reorgani  r a t  ion p l a n  
submit ted by t he  goverrior. 

Rather than deal with t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  v e t o  i n  a piecepeal fashion, 

I suggest t h e  commit t e e  discuss proposing an amendment t h a t  mould 
g i v e  t he  l e g i s l a t u r e  t h e  r i g h t  t o  ve to  execut ive a c t i o n ~ r e g u l a t i o n s ~  , 

by a s i n g l e  house o r  j o i n t  r e s o l u t i o n .  Th is  i s  a p o l i c y  issue f o r  

each s t a t e  t o  decide.  The US Supreme Court has recent f y found tha t  

s ince t he  l e g i s l a t i v e  ve to  i s  not express ly  recognized i n  the US 
const i t u t  ion, the US Congress may not  v e t o  act  i ons/regu l a t  ions o f  
the  US Pres iden t ,  I b e l i e v e  tha t  most o f  the members o f  the  

l e g i s l a t u r e  would p r e f e r  t o  see a l e g i s l a t i v e  check upon the power 
o f  t he  execut i ue through a const i t u t  i ona l l y recogn i zed genera I 
r i gh t . - t o  enact leg i s  l o t  i ue  veto p r o u i s i  ons. 



I f you desire any fur ther  i nformat i on, p l ease contact ~;e. 

. - p p J ,  
oel J .  ergsn! 

- .  

Chief Legal Counsel 
House of  Represent a t  i ues 

cc :. * Conuent ion Pres i dent 


