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REPLY IN SUPPORT OF EMERGENCY MOTION TO EXPEDITE 

This morning, Respondents Guam Election Commission et al. 

("Respondents"), and Real Parties in Interest Calvo-Tenorio ("Real Parties in 

Interest") filed their oppositions to Petitioners Gutierrez-Aguon7s Emergency 

Motion to Expedite Writ Consideration, pursuant to the Court's December 22, 

2010 Order. Petitioners now file .their Reply to both oppositions, and again 

respecthlly ask that the Court expedite briefing and disposition of their 

Petition. 

It is curious that counsel for Real Parties in Interest, Mr. Phillips, stood 

before this very same Court four years ago in connection with a mandamus case 

resulting from the 2006 General Election, and argued that consideration of his 

writ Petition should be expedited - the exact opposite of what he argues now. 

In fact, in 2006 Mr. Phillips represented Frank B. Aguon, Jr., who is one of the 

Petitioners in this case. In 2006, Mr. Phillips presented a similar issue before 

the Court in his Petition seeking mandamus relief, arguing that it was an issue 

of great public importance. As stated by Mr. Phillips in 2006: "[Petitioners] are 

'contesting7 as candidates, the action of the Guam Election Commission to 

certify a winning team in contravention of the Organic Act requirement that a 

runoff election is required when neither Gubernatorial team has received a 

"majority of the votes cast." See Underwood v. Guam Election Commission, 



Supreme Ct. Case No. WRM 06-003 (Mem. In Opp. To Real Parties In 

Interest's Motion to Dismiss at p.9), attached hereto as Exhibit 1. The issue in 

this case is similar, if not more important. Here, the question Petitioners 

present is whether the Guam Election Commission ("GEC") had the authority 

to act at all in certifjmg the results of the gubernatorial race in the 2010 

General Election, on grounds that all of their members had either expired terms 

of office or invalid appointments that did not follow the requirements of law. 

Although Respondents and Real Parties in Interest purport to raise 

questions concerning so-called "evidentiary" issues, they do not dispute the 

verified allegation that GEC members Ruth, Mesa, and Cruz had expired terms 

of appointments prior to November 6, 2010. Indeed, Ruth, Mesa, and Cruz 

voted to certify on November 6,2010. Their expired terms meant that the GEC 

could not have had a quorum of members sufficient to even conduct the 

November 6, 2010 meeting, let alone certify .the results, as John Taitano was 

off-island and not present for the meeting. Furthermore, neither Respondents 

nor Real Parties in Interest dispute that the other GEC members were not 

properly appointed pursuant to a "duly passed resolution" of either the 

Democrat or Republican parties. 

Respondents and Real Parties in Interest's attempted assertion .that 

Petitioner's claims are meritless are belied by recent re-appointments of Mesa 



and Ruth by the Governor just yesterday. attached Supplemental 

Declaration of Carlo Branch, attached hereto as Exhibit 2. In those 

appointment letters by .the Governor dated December 22,2010, just yesterday, it 

is acknowledged that the terms of both Ruth and Mesa had expired. Moreover, 

additional documentary materials reveal that those appointments resulted from 

letters dated December 1 3, 20 10, from the Republican Party Chairman, but 

without "duly passed resolutions" as required by the relevant statute. Indeed 

the parties know what a "duly passed resolution" is, as such resolutions have 

been presented before in connection with previous appointment to office of 

certain GEC members, which appointments have since expired. It is 

interesting that Respondents' counsel chose not to candidly reveal these 

documents to either Petitioners or to this Court in their filing .this morning. 

In any event, this instant case invokes the original jurisdiction of this 

Court to issue an extraordinary writ. It undisputedly involves substantial issues 

of great public concern. See. e.g;., Thompson v. Mellon, 507 P.2d 628 (Cal. 

1973) ("Cases affecting the right to vote and the method of conducting elections 

are obviously of great public importance."); Wencke v. Hitchcock, 493 P.2d 

1154 (Cal. 1972). "Mandamus is also appropriate for challenging ... the 

validity of statutes or official acts." Jolicoeur v. Mihali, 488 P.2d 1 (Cal. 197 1). 



This Court has previously considered and rejected the arguments raised 

by Respondents and Real Parties in Interest that expedited writ consideration 

should not be had since 3 G.C.A. Chapter 12 provides an expedited election 

contest scheme which is an exclusive remedy. In Underwood v. Guam Election 

Comm'n, 2006 Guam 19, the petitioners therein sought mandamus relief to 

order the GEC to count overvotes and to conduct a runoff election and moved 

to expedite the writ consideration pursuant to Guam Rule of Appellate 

Procedure 2. In opposition, the respondents argued that expedited process was 

not required for the reason that the Court lacked jurisdiction over the petition 

since 3 G.C.A. Chapter 12 provides an exclusive, expedited remedy for election 

contests. This Court disagreed with the respondents and instead adopted 

California authority which acts as an exception to the threshold requirement that 

petitioners demonstrate the lack of a plain, speedy, and adequate remedy at law. 

Underwood, 2006 Guam 19 7 17. The Court then determined that the exception 

applied since the issue of "whether CamachoICruz, who were certified as the 

winners of the 2006 gubernatorial election, received the requisite 'majority of 

votes cast,' . . . is of great public importance requiring prompt resolution." 7 

18. 

Here, even assuming that Petitioners have remedy under 3 G.C.A. 

Chapter 12 on the issue of the validity of the GEC's certifications, this matter is 



of great public importance which requires prompt resolution and therefore is 

exempt from the requirement that there exist no plain, speedy, and adequate 

remedy at law. As stated in the verified petition, an inauguration to office of 

Real Parties in Interest is set to occur on or about January 3, 201 1. This is a 

consequence of the GEC7s purported certification of the election result and 

issuance of certificates of election to Calvo-Tenorio. 

The Court determined four years ago that a writ petition presenting issues 

concerning the certification of results of general election is a matter of "great 

public importance requiring promptly resolution." Underwood v. Guam 

Election Commission, 2006 Guam 19. Having made such a finding, the Court 

granted a request for expedited disposition, briefing, and oral argument. u,y 
20. 

Here, Petitioners challenge the validity of the GEC's certification of the 

20 10 gubernatorial election results and also the certificates of election resulting 

therefrom, on grounds that the GEC was invalidly constituted. Although 

Petitioners have only requested in their case relief concerning the certification 

of results in the gubernatorial race, obviously a decision by the Court will have 

implications in all of the other elections resulting from the 2010 General 

Election. One way or another, such issues regarding the lawfulness of the 

GEC's action must be resolved expeditiously. 



For the reasons set forth above and in Petitioners' motion, Petitioners 

respectfully request that their motion to expedite be granted. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 23nd day of December, 2010. 

LUJAN AGUIGUI & PEREZ LLP npli#\- 
DAVI J. LUJAN, SQ. 
~t torne j s  for ~etitioders 



PROOF OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I caused or will cause a copy of the foregoing 

to be served on the following: 

Cabot Mantanona LLP 
Edge Building, 2nd Floor 
929 South Marine Corps Drive 
Tamuning, Guam 969 13 

Attorneys for Respondents 

Philips & Bordallo, P.C. 
4 10 West O'Brien Drive 
Hagitha, Guam 969 10 

Attorneys for Real Parties in Interest. 

Dated: December 23,2010. 

LUJAN AGUIGUI & PEREZ LLP 
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Petitioners, Robert A. Underwood and Frank B. Aguon, Jr., through 

undersigned counsel, submit this Memorandum in response and in 

opposition to the Real Parties in Interest, Felix P. Camacho and Michael 

Cruz's Emergency Motion to Dismiss and Opposition to Expedite Writ of 

Consideration filed on November 14,2006. 

Real Parties in Interest contend this Court lacks jurisdiction over this 

mandamus proceeding, and there exists a plain, speedy adequate 

remedy in the trial courts of Guam. The legal issues before this Court are: 

(1) whether it has jurisdiction to hear the instant Petition, (2) whether the 

issues presented in the Petition are of great public importance that must be 

resolved promptly, and (3) whether Petitioners have satisfied the statutory 

requirements for the issuance of a writ. Petitioners do not seek the 

inadequate remedy provided for in an "election contest." Petitioners seek 

the Courf's assistance in providing all concerned with a plain, speedy, and 

adequate remedy which may only come from the Court maintaining its 

original jurisdiction over mandamus proceedings. 

The practical matter, however, is how long the people of Guam must 

wait before this Court decides the legal question of whether the Guam 

Election Commission properly determined the winners of the recent 

2 



General Election. The answer to this question will determine whether the 

Commission has a duty to call the runoff election mandated by the Organic 

Act of Guam. The substantive question before this Court is limited to 

whether the Organic Act excludes "over votes" in its mandate that the 

Governor and Lieutenant Governor of Guam be elected by a majority of the 

votes cast by people qualified to vote. 

Petitioners are not "contesting" the election as voters (provided for in 

3 G.C.A. § 121 02) as argued by Real Parties in Interest. Petitioners did not 

have to "vote" in order to have standing in the present proceedings before 

the Court. Petitioners have standing as beneficially interested parties (as 

candidates, individuals which Respondent would deny their rights to office, 

and individuals granted the rights mandated by 5 1422 of the Organic Act). 

The limited challenges provided in Chapter 12 of Title 3, Guam Code 

Annotated are not before the Court. 

1. THE SUPREME COURT OF GUAM IS VESTED WITH ORIGINAL 
JURISDICTION OVER MANDAMUS PROCEEDINGS. 

This Court is granted original jurisdiction over mandamus 

proceedings by both the Organic Act and the laws of Guam. The Organic 

Act grants the Supreme Court of Guam original jurisdiction over writs. it 

provides in relevant part: 



(a) The Supreme Court of Guam shall be the 
highest court of the judicial branch of Guam 
(excluding the District Court of Guam) and shall 

(1) have oriainal iurisdiction over proceedinas 
. . . as the laws of Guam mav provide; 
. . . 

(3) have jurisdiction to issue all orders and 
writs in aid of its amellate. su~ervisorv, and 
original iurisdiction, including those orders 
necessary for the supervision of the judicial 
branch of Guam; 

48 U.S.C. s1424-I (emphasis added). Guam law further provides support 

for the Court to assume jurisdiction over this matter. The Supreme Court of 

Guam is expressly conferred with original jurisdiction over mandamus 

proceedings. 7 G.C.A. §3107(b). Furthermore, 7 G.C.A. 931202 provides: 

931202. When and by What Court Issued. It may 
be issued by any court, [except a commissioner's 
court or police court,] to any inferior tribunal, 
corporation, board, or person to compel the 
performance of an act which the law specially 
enjoins, as a duty resulting from an office, trust, or 
station; or to compel the admission of a party to the 
use and enjoyment of a right or office to which he is 
entitled, and from which he is unlawfully precluded 
by such inferior tribunal, corporation, board, or 
person. 

(Emphasis added.) 



This statutory grant of authority is unambiguous: _any court, including 

this Coi~rt, may issue a writ of mandamus. See § 3.20 California Civil Writ 

Practice (2d ed. 1986). 

Despite the clear statutory and orgartic authority conferred upon the 

Court, the Real Parties in Interest challenge the authority of the Court to act 

in these proceedings. Ultimately, it is up to this Court, not the Real Parties 

in Interest, to decide how to exercise its discretion over jurisdiction in this 

matter. The legitimate question before the Court is not "if" this Court has 

jurisdiction but "whether" it chooses to maintain jurisdiction to expeditiously 

resolve this very important public concern. 

11. THE ISSUES PRESENTED BY THE PETITION ARE OF 
GREAT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE AND MUST BE RESOLVED 
PROMPTLY. 

This Court and should exercise its original jurisdiction and hear 

this matter. It is a proper exercise of the Court's original jurisdiction to 

issue a writ of mandamus where "the issues presented are of great 

importance and must be resolved promptly." In ,County of Sacramento v. 

Hickman, 428 P.2d 593, 595 (Cal., 1967); in accord State Bd. of 

Equalization v. Watson, 437 P.2d 761 (Cal., 1968). Nowhere in the 

California Supreme Court's opinions does the court limit its holdings to tax 



assessment cases.' Factually distinguishing Hickman does not make the 

holding in that case any less applicable: this Court has jurisdiction and 

discretion to exercise original jurisdiction over petitions for writs of 

mandamus that present issues of great public importance which must be 

resolved promptly. 

Whether a runoff election is required because neither ~ I J  bernatorial 

team has received "a majority of votes cast" as required by -the Organic Act 

is of great public importance and requires a prompt reso~ution.~ Notably, 

despite the significant amount of effort proffered by the Real Parties in 

Interest to distinguish these cases, they do not and cannot dispute these 

important facts. "It is emphatically the province and duty of the judicial 

department to say what the law is." Marburv v. Madison, 5 U.S. 137, 778 

(q803). Just as the California Supreme Court found it had jurisdiction to 

hear issues of great public importance which must be resolved promptly by 

' To the contrary, there are myriad cases applying this reasoning under various circumstances. See e.a. a, 981 P.2d 998, 995 {Cal. 1999); 
Leaislature v. Eu, 816 P.2d 1309, 1312 (Cal. 1991); Curtis v. Ed. of Su~ervisors, 104 Cal. Rptr. 297 (Ct. 
App. 1972) (holding that the California Court of Appeals may exercise original jurisdiction over matters 
that present issues of great public importance that must be resolved promptly). Even the case relied 
upon by Real Parties in Interest, d, 219 Cal. 435 (1933), 
recognized that while generally applications for writs should be made to the Superior Court, "as an 
exception to the general rule, it has been the practice for the District Court of Appeals and this court to 
exercise jurisdiction where some emergency exists or the public welfare is involved." Id. at 437. 
2 Petitioners would also point out that, notably, Govemor Camacho himself has on 
several occasions recognized the benefit of an expeditious handling of important 
matters and by-passed the ordinary course of law by directly filing in this Court. See 

In re Request of Govemor Camacho, 2006 Guam 5, In re Request of Govemor 
Camacho, 2004 Guam 10, In re Request of Govemor Camacho, 2003 Guam 16. 



that State, this Court, as the highest Court of this territory, has the authority 

to declare what the laws of Guam provide. 

Ill. PETITIONERS HAVE SATISFIED THE REQUIREMENTS FOR 
ISSUANCE OF A WRIT. 

Petitioners have demonstrated that a writ of mandamus should issue 

in this case. "A writ of mandate is used to compel performance of a legal 

duty, and must be issued whenever a beneficially interested petitioner has 

no plain, speedy, and adequate remedy available at law." Sorenson, 

sums.; People v. Superior Court (Laxamanal, 2001 Guam 26 (citing 7 

GCA 99 31202,31203 (2005)). 

Petitioners have no plain, speedy and adequate remedy at law. To 

be clear, this is not an election challenge as contemplated by the Election 

Petitioners are bringing this case, not as voters as set forth in 3 

G.C.A. 912102, but as gubernatorial candidates who have been injured by 

the Guam Election Commission's ("GEC) decision to follow the purported 

direction of a local statute over the Organic Act. Petitioners seek a writ of 

mandamus directing the GEC to hold a run-off election as required by the 

Organic Act, since neither team attained "a majority of votes cast.') GEC, 

Ada v. Gutierrez, No. CV2765-98 can be distinguished because the plaintiffs in 
that case did request relief provided for under the Election Code. See Ada v. Gutierrez, 
2000 Guam 22 (noting that the Plaintiffs appealed the denial of a recount of ballots 
which is provided for under 3 GCA 5 121 13 (2005)). 



relying on its interpretation of the Guam Legislature's improper, 

unconstitutional and inorganic definition of what constitutes "votes cast," 

has simply failed to fulfill its duty under the Organic Act to hold a run-off 

election. 

Real Parties in Interests' assertion that a speedy remedy is available 

in the trial co~~rts of Guam lacks sincerity. As the parties are fully aware, in 

the writ proceeding involving the Organic Act and the 1998 gubernatorial 

election, the resolution was neither plain, speedy nor adequate. Rather, 

the writ proceeding involved protracted litigation lasting approximately a 

year and a half, and was litigated before five different courts. See Ada v. 

Gutierrez, CV2765-98; Ada v. Gutierrez, 2000 Guam 22 (Sup. Ct. Guam 

2000), Ada v. Government of Guam, 1998 WL I 11 8593 (0. Guam 1998); 

Ada v. Government of Guam, 179 F.3d 672 (9th Cir., 1999); Gutierrez v. 

Ada, 528 U.S. 250 (2000). 

Furthermore, the remedy envisioned by the Real Parties in Interest, 

that the Petitioners should contest the election results in the Superior Court 

of Guam pursuant to 3 G.C.A. s12105, is inadequate. The Petitioners in 

the present case, unlike those in Ada v. Gutierrez, No. CV2765-98 (Guam 

Super. Ct. February 16, 1999), are not "contesting" the election based upon 

any of the election irregularities set forth by 3 G.C.A. §I2102 as proper 
8 



causes for contest. Additionally, the recount at trial provided for by 3 G.C.A. 

5121 13 is unlikely to lead to the remedy sought by Petitioners. 

Merely recounting the votes will not resolve the question at issue in 

this case, that is, whether the Organic Act definition of "a majority of votes 

cast" excludes overvotes for purposes of determining whether a 

gubernatorial slate has received the "50% + 1" required by the Organic 

Act. Sirr~ply put, Petitioners are not "contesting" the election as voters on 

the basis of election irregularities that would change the outcome of the 

election, as outlined in Title 3, Chapter 12 of the Guam Code Annotated. 

Rather, they are "contesting" as candidates, the actions of the Guam 

Election Commission to certify a winning team in contravention of the 

Organic Act requirement that a runoff election is required when neither 

Gubernatorial team has received a "majority of the votes cast." Other than 

a Court order requiring that the GEC comply with its non-discretionary duty 

to conduct a runoff election as mandated by the Organic Act, there is no 

adequate remedy for the Petitioners. 

It is readily apparent that time is of the essence in an election dispute. 

While Petitioners agree with the Real Parties in Interest's position that this 

Court may continue to exercise jurisdiction beyond the fourteen (14) day 

reference in the Organic Act, there are other compelling reasons why this 
9 



Court should consider this matter on an expedited basis. Cor~rts have 

recognized that the very nature of the election process, be it imminently 

forthcoming or just completed, implicates grave concerns over 'the 

adequacy of available remedies. See, e.aL State ex rel. Evans v. Blackwell, 

11 1 Ohio St. 3d I (Ohio 2006) (''We have often held in election cases that 

'given the closeness of the election date, realtors lack an adequate remedy 

in .the ordinary course of law' because alternate remedies are not 

sufficiently speedy"). In Rossello-Gonzalez v. Calderon-Serra, the First 

Circuit considered an equal protection dispute involving a recount of 

overvotes in a contested election. 398 F.3d 1 (1st Cir. 2004). The District 

Court initially determined that an inherent federal question implicated 

therein required exhaustive hearings. However, a resultant delay on the 

District Court's part in issuing a decision regarding whether removal was 

appropriate or whether the case should be remanded to Puerto Rico 

Courts, led the First Circuit to consider the time-sensitive nature of the 

matter. !&. at 10. Finding the District Court's determination erroneous, and 

"because every additional day spent adjudicating this issue before the 

District Court or on appeal before this court increases the risk of irreparable 

harm," the Court remanded the matter to the Supreme Court of Puerto 

Rico. Id. 
10 



Similarly, the instant matter is properly before the Court, and the Real 

Parties in Interest's attempts at shuffling this matter between the multiple 

courts amount to no more than a thinly veiled attempt at dragging these 

issues through the bureaucratic drudgery of a lengthy and costly appeals 

process and delaying a final and just determination that this Court is 

capable of issuing now. As in Rossello-Gonzalez, such a process would 

undermine the clear need for a speedy remedy in this matter, and 

underscores the propriety of issuing a writ of mandate in this case. Further 

delays would result in daily compounded irreparable injury not only to 

Petitioners as candidates in the recent election, but also to the people of 

Guam who are still awaiting the true results of the election. Additionally, 

since this case turns on contested issues of law, not contested issues of 

fact, it is not clear what advantage lengthy proceedings in the Superior 

Court would have for this Court. Since it does not seem that Petitioners 

and the Real Parties in Interest disagree on the facts of this case, there is 

no need for the Superior Court to build a factual record before the important 

issues of law in this case can be reached. 

Petitioners submit that the ordinary course of law does not provide a 

speedy or adequate remedy for compelling the Guam Election Commission 

to comply with the requirements of the Organic Act. 
11 



IV. CONCLUSION 

The remedies contained in the Election Code regarding election 

challenges are inadequate because they do not provide the remedy which 

Petitioners are seeking, namely, a means of ensuring that GEC complies 

with the Organic Act. The Election Code does not provide Petitioners with 

a s~eedy remedy of obtaining the relief sought. 

BASED ON THE FOREGOING, Petitioners submit that the Organic 

Act of Guam and the laws of Guam grant this Court original jurisdiction over 

mandamus proceedings, and as such the Court should maintain its 

jurisdiction over this urgent matter. While exercising its proper jurisdiction, 

the Court should grant the writ of mandamus as no plain, speedy, or 

adequate remedy is available to Petitioners. 

Respectfully submitted this 1 5th day of November 2006. 

PHILLIPS & BORDALLO, P.C. 
Attorneys for Petitioners 

By: -x<y MICHAEL F. IL PS 



SLPPLEMENTAL DECLARATION 

I, CARL0 BRANCH, do hereby declare and state as follows: 

1) On December 21,2010, I submitted a Declaration attached as an Exhibit in the 

Petition for Writ of Mandamus, Prohibition, andlor Other Appropriate Relief. 

I) 
2) During the morning hours of December 23,2010, I went to the Office of the 

Governor's Legal Counsel at Adelup and spoke to Ms. Jennifer Santos wherein I requested a 

copy of a nomination letter andlor resolution from the Republican Party in regards to Mr. Joseph 

Mesa and Ms. Martha Ruth. Ms. Santos graciously provided me with a copy of the following 

materials attached as exhibits marked sequentially from my previous Declaration: 

i) Letters of December 13, 2010 from Chairman Jess Q. Torres nominating 

Mr. Mesa and Ms. Ruth marked, respectively, as Exhibit Nos. 10 and 11. 

ii) Governor Camacho's letters dated December 22, 2010, appointing Mr. 

Mesa and Ms. Ruth as Members, marked, respectively, as Exhibits 12 and 

13. 

iii) Four (4) Democratic Party of Guam Resolutions set forth below: 

a) Resolution No. 2006-01, dated June 27, 2006, nominating Ms. Alice 

Taijeron, marked as Exhibit 14. 

b) Resolution Nos. 2007-01, 2007-02, and 2007-03, dated February 16, 

2007, nominating Ms. Taijeron, Mr. Florencio T. Ramirez, Jr., and Mr. 

John C .  Terlaje, marked respectively as Exhibit Nos. 15, 16 and 17. 

EXHIBIT 2 



3) Attached as Exhibit 18 is an e-mail chain between myself and Ms. Santos evidencing 

further inquiries into whether any resolution preceded the new appointments for Ms. Ruth or Mr. 

Mesa. 

I declare under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Dated this 23rd day of December, 2010. 
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REPUBLICAN PARTY OF' GUAM 
Post Office Box 1846 
Hagatna, Guam 96910 

December 13,2010 

Honorable Felix P. Camacho 
Governor of Guam 
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR OF GUAM 
Ricardo J. Bordallo Governofs Complex, Adelup 
P.O. Box 2950 Hag6t5aJ GU 96910 

Hdfa Adai Governor Camacho: 

I have been verbally Informed by the Guam Election Commission that the term of Mr. Joseph Mesa, the 
Republican Party of Guam's representative to the Guam Election Commission has expired. 

The following individuals are hereby nominated for consideration as the Republican Party of Guam 
representative to the Guam Election Commission - Mr. Joseph Mesa, Mr. Ray C. Benavente, and Mr. 
Rudy Mantanane. 

The Republican Party of Guam respectfully requests the reappointment of Mr. Joseph Mesa to the Guam 
Election Commission for another term. He continues to  serve the people of Guam and the Republican 
Party of Guam with integrity and professionalism. 

Republican Party of Guam 

EXHIBIT 10 



REPUBLICAN PARTY OF GUAM 
Post Office Box 1846 
Hagatna, Guam 96910 

December 13,2010 

Honorable Felix P. Camacho 
Governor of  Guam 
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR OF GUAM 
Ricardo J. Bordallo Governor's Complex, Adelup 
P.O. Box 2950 Hagdtiia, GU 96910 

Hdfa Adai Governor Camacho: 

I have been verbally informed by the Guam Election Commission that the term of Ms. Martha C. Ruth, 
the Republican Party of  Guam's representative to  the Guam Election Commission has expired. 

The following individuals are hereby nominated for consideration as the Republican Party of Guam 
representative to  the Guam Election Commission - Ms. Martha C. Ruth, Ms. Elaine P. Gogue, and Ms. 
Cecilia S. Delgado. 

'The Republican Party of Guam respectfully requests the reappointment of Ms. Martha C. Ruth to the 
Guam Election Commission for another term. She continues to serve the people of Guam and the 
Republican Party of Guam with integrity and professionalism. 

Mairrnan 
Republican Party of Guam 

EXHIBIT 1 1  



- . ' P.O. Box 2950 HagBtiia, GU 76932 
,,' 

Tel: (671) 4 72-8931 Fax: (671) 17  7-4826 Email: governor@guam.gov -- 

Felix F! Camacho 
Governor 

Michael W. Cruz. AI.I,. 
Lielrte~zmt Goaernor 

DEC 2 2 2010 
Joseph Mesa 
P.O. Box 1232 
HagAtfia, Guam 96932 

Dear Mr. Mesa: 

On June 18,2007, you were previously appointed to serve on the Guahan Election Commission. 
The term has since expired. Now, therefore, by virtue of the authority vested in me pursuant to 
the Organic Act of Guahan and the laws of Guahan applicable to this position, I hereby reappoint 
you to serve as a Member of the Guahan Election Commission for a new tenn of two (2) years. 

dent yan Magiihet, 

FELIX P. CAMACHO 
I Maga'liihen Gzcahan 
Governor of Guahan 

EXHIBIT '2 



, & PO. Box 2950 HagHtfia, GU 96932 
- -:- : Tel: (671) 4 7 2 - 8 ~ 3 1  Fax: (671) 477-4826 Email: governorQprn.gov 

Felix F? Camacho 
Govemor 

Michael W. Cruz. if.11. 

Licntet~unt Got~ernor 

Martha Ruth 
P.O. Box EA 
Hagitiia, Guam 96932 

Dear Ms. Ruth: 

On October 29, 2008, you were previously appointed to serve on the Guahan Election 
Commission. The term has since expired. Now, therefore, by virtue of the authority vested in 
me pursuant to the Organic Act of Guahan and the laws of Guahan applicable to this position, I 
hereby reappoint you to serve as a Member of the Guahan Election Commission for a new terrn 
of two (2) years. 

Sinsevu yan Magihet, 

1 Maga 'Iihen Guahan 
Governor of Guahan 

EXHIBIT 13 





DEMOCRATIC PARTY OF GUAM 

MEMBER GUAM ELECTION COMMISSION 

WHEREAS, three (3) members of the Guam Election 

Commission are from the Democratic Party of Guam; 

WHEREAS, the three (3) members' term expires on February 23, 

2007; 

WHEREAS, the expiration of the three (3) members does not 

provide an adequate representative for the Democratic Party; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Central 

Executive Committee of the Democratic Party of Guam, do hereby 

nominate Ms. Alice M. Taijeron, as the Democratic Party Representative 

to the Guam Election. 

THlS RESOLUTION WAS DULY PASSED, THlS 16TH DAY OF 

FEBRUARY, 2007. 

CERTIFIED: ATTESTED: 

Chairperson 
w 

Secretary 



DEMOCRA'TIC PARTY OF GUAM 

RESOLUTION NO. 2007 - 02 

MEMBER GUAM ELECTION COMMISSION 

WHEREAS, three (3) members of the Guam Election 

Commission are from the Democratic Party of Guam; 

WHEREAS, the three (3) members' term expires on February 23, 

2007; 

WHEREAS, the expiration of the three (3) members does not 

provide an adequate representative for the Democratic Party; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Central 

Executive Committee of the Democratic Party of Guam, do hereby 

nominate Mr. Florencio T. Ramirez Jr., as the Democratic Party 

Representative to the Guani Election. 

THIS RESOLUTION WAS DULY PASSED, THlS 16TH DAY OF 

FEBRUARY, 2007. 

CERTIFIED: ATTESTED: 

Chairperson Secretary 

XHIBIT 16 
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Carlo Branch <carlo.branch@guam.gov> 

Gec Apointments 
3 messages 

Carlo Branch <carlo.branch@guam.gov> Thu, Dec 23,2010 at 9:47 AM 
To: Jennifer Santos <jennifer.santos@guam.gov> 
Bcc: carlo.branch@gmail.com 

Jenn: 

d Thanks so much for all the help this morning. 1 understand that no resolutions preceeded the new 
appointments for Martha Ruth or Joe Mesa(12/22/10). Should any be forwarded to our Office at a later date 
please let me know. 

Thanks so much as always, 

Jennifer Santos <jennifer.santos@guam.gov> Thu, Dec 23,2010 at 954 AM 
To: Carlo Branch <carlo.branch@guam.gov> 

No problem. We called and requested copies, so if and when they come in I'll let you know. 

From: Carlo Branch [mailto:carlo.branch~~uam.aov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 23,2010 9:48 AM 
To: Jennifer Santos 
Subject: Gec Apointments 

[Quoted text hidden] 

-~ -" - - . - . ---- --.- - 

Jennifer Santos <jennifer.santos@guam.gov> Thu, Dec 23,2010 at 10:18 AM 
To: Carlo Branch ~carlo.branch@guam.gov~ 

From: Carlo Branch [maiIto:carlo.branch@~nuam.aov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 23,2010 9:48 AM 
To: Jennifer Santos 
Subject: Gec Apointments 

Jenn: EXHIBIT I8 


