Reince Priebus

Chairman

Republican National Committee
310 First Street SE
Washington, D.C. 20003

Subject: Why Has The Republican Party Allowed Candidates Who Are Not “Natural Born Citizens” To
Run For The Office Of President?

Dear Mr. Reince Priebus,

Article II Section I Clause V states — No person except a natural born Citizen, or a Citizen of the United States, at
the time of the Adoption of this Constitution, shall be eligible to the Office of President; neither shall any person be

eligible to that Office who shall not have attained to the Age of thirty five Years, and been fourteen Years a Resident
within the United States.

Therefore, after the adoption of the Constitution, in order to hold the office of President, one shall be a natural born
Citizen. That is a citizen born on American soil to two American Parents.

However, why has the Republican Party submitted a handful of candidates to run for the office of President who do
not meet the established requirement of the United States Constitution.

Ted Cruz reportedly was born in 1970 in Calgary, Canada to a Cuban father and an American mother.
Bobby Jindal reportedly was born in Baton Rouge, Louisiana to two Indian citizens with green cards.
Marco Rubio reportedly was born in Miami, Florida to two Cuban parents.

Cruz, Jindal, and Rubio obviously do not meet the Constitutional requirements to run for Office of President.
Therefore, I as a natural born American Citizen ask again, why has the Republican Party endorsed these non-natural
born Citizens and allowed them to run as candidates for the office of the President of the United States? Has the
Constitution become a buffet that we pick and choose what looks and feels good at the time? What part of the
Constitution do we adhere to or avoid and circumvent?

Edwin Viera, Jr. PhD, JD has stated, The Constitution is the governing law of the United States. We amend it, or we
abide by it.

Sincerely,

Michadd D b Vel 320 152

W 3an 2006 AD.
Michael D. Jackson R.N.

Enclosure: Dr. Edwin Viera Jr., (Bio)

Enclosure: Historical Congressional Record of Truth and Facts about Article II Section I Clause V and Natural Born
Citizen JIwww. .com/i html



Tim Schneider

State Chairman

Illinois Republican Party
Post Office Box 64897
Chicago, Illinois 60664

Subject: Why Has The Republican Party Allowed Candidates Who Are Not “Natural Born Citizens” To
Run For The Office Of President?

Dear Chairman Schneider,

Article II Section I Clause V states - No person except a natural born Citizen, or a Citizen of the United States, at
the time of the Adoption of this Constitution, shall be eligible to the Office of President; neither shall any person be

eligible to that Office who shall not have attained to the Age of thirty five Years, and been fourteen Years a Resident
within the United States.

Therefore, after the adoption of the Constitution, in order to hold the office of President, one shall be a natural born
Citizen. That is a citizen born on American soil to two American Parents.

However, why has the Republican Party submitted a handful of candidates to run for the office of President who do
not meet the established requirement of the United States Constitution.

Ted Cruz reportedly was born in 1970 in Calgary, Canada to a Cuban father and an American mother.
Bobby Jindal reportedly was born in Baton Rouge, Louisiana to two Indian citizens with green cards.
Marco Rubio reportedly was born in Miami, Florida to two Cuban parents.

Cruz, Jindal, and Rubio obviously do not meet the Constitutional requirements to run for Office of President.
Therefore, I as a natural born American Citizen ask again, why has the Republican Party endorsed these non-natural
born Citizens and allowed them to run as candidates for the office of the President of the United States? Has the
Constitution become a buffet that we pick and choose what looks and feels good at the time? What part of the
Constitution do we adhere to or avoid and circumvent?

Edwin Viera, Jr. PhD, JD has stated, 7he Constitution is the governing law of the United States. We amend it, or we
abide by it.

Sincerely,
W bqﬁbb)v» Beslm 2 KIB
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Michael D. Jackson R.N.

Enclosure: Dr. Edwin Viera Jr., (Bio)

Enclosure: Historical Congressional Record of Truth and Facts about Article IT Section I Clause V and Natural Born
Citizen http://www.art2superpac.com/issues.html



Richard Porter

National Committee Member
Illinois Republican Party
Post Office Box 64897
Chicago, Illinois 60664

Subject: Why Has The Republican Party Allowed Candidates Who Are Not “Natural Born Citizens” To
Run For The Office Of President?

Dear Committeeman Porter,

Article II Section I Clause V states — No person except a natural born Citizen, or a Citizen of the United States, at
the time of the Adoption of this Constitution, shall be eligible to the Office of President; neither shall any person be

eligible to that Office who shall not have attained to the Age of thirty five Years, and been fourteen Years a Resident
within the United States.

Therefore, after the adoption of the Constitution, in order to hold the office of President, one shall be a natural born
Citizen. That is a citizen born on American soil to two American Parents.

However, why has the Republican Party submitted a handful of candidates to run for the office of President who do
not meet the established requirement of the United States Constitution.

Ted Cruz reportedly was born in 1970 in Calgary, Canada to a Cuban father and an American mother.
Bobby Jindal reportedly was born in Baton Rouge, Louisiana to two Indian citizens with green cards.
Marco Rubio reportedly was born in Miami, Florida to two Cuban parents.

Cruz, Jindal, and Rubio obviously do not meet the Constitutional requirements to run for Office of President.
Therefore, I as a natural born American Citizen ask again, why has the Republican Party endorsed these non-natural
born Citizens and allowed them to run as candidates for the office of the President of the United States? Has the
Constitution become a buffet that we pick and choose what looks and feels good at the time? What part of the
Constitution do we adhere to or avoid and circumvent?

Edwin Viera, Jr. PhD, JD has stated, The Constitution is the governing law of the United States. We amend it, or we
abide by it.

Sincerely,

Michal D Jickinn Peakw sy kT8
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Enclosure: Dr. Edwin Viera Jr., (Bio)

Enclosure: Historica oressi B
Citizen http:/ : issues.html




Demetra Demonte

National Committee Member
Illinois Republican Party
Post Office Box 64897
Chicago, Illinois 60664

Subject: Why Has The Republican Party Allowed Candidates Who Are Not “Natural Born Citizens” To
Run For The Office Of President?

Dear Committeewoman Demonte,

Article II Section I Clause V states - No person except a natural born Citizen, or a Citizen of the United States, at
the time of the Adoption of this Constitution, shall be eligible to the Office of President; neither shall any person be

eligible to that Office who shall not have attained to the Age of thirty five Years, and been fourteen Years a Resident
within the United States.

Therefore, after the adoption of the Constitution, in order to hold the office of President, one shall be a natural born
Citizen. That is a citizen born on American soil to two American Parents.

However, why has the Republican Party submitted a handful of candidates to run for the office of President who do
not meet the established requirement of the United States Constitution.

Ted Cruz reportedly was born in 1970 in Calgary, Canada to a Cuban father and an American mother.
Bobby Jindal reportedly was born in Baton Rouge, Louisiana to two Indian citizens with green cards.
Marco Rubio reportedly was born in Miami, Florida to two Cuban parents.

Cruz, Jindal, and Rubio obviously do not meet the Constitutional requirements to run for Office of President.
Therefore, I as a natural born American Citizen ask again, why has the Republican Party endorsed these non-natural
born Citizens and allowed them to run as candidates for the office of the President of the United States? Has the
Constitution become a buffet that we pick and choose what looks and feels good at the time? What part of the
Constitution do we adhere to or avoid and circumvent?

Edwin Viera, Jr. PhD, JD has stated, 7he Constitution is the governing law of the United States. We amend it, or we
abide by it.

Sincerely,

Wachae! b()kkw Balm 2z KIB
U3k, 2k A-D.

Michael D. Jackson R.N.

Enclosure: Dr. Edwin Viera Jr., (Bio)

Enclosure: Historical Congressional Record of Truth and Facts about Article IT Section I Clause V and Natural Born

Citizen http://www. m/is html




Nick Klitzing

Executive Director
Illinois Republican Party
Post Office Box 64897
Chicago, Illinois 60664

Subject: Why Has The Republican Party Allowed Candidates Who Are Not “Natural Born Citizens” To
Run For The Office Of President?

Dear Director Klitzing,

Article II Section I Clause V states — No person except a natural born Citizen, or a Citizen of the United States, at
the time of the Adoption of this Constitution, shall be eligible to the Office of President; neither shall any person be

eligible to that Office who shall not have attained to the Age of thirty five Years, and been fourteen Years a Resident
within the United States.

Therefore, after the adoption of the Constitution, in order to hold the office of President, one shall be a natural born
Citizen. That is a citizen born on American soil to two American Parents.

However, why has the Republican Party submitted a handful of candidates to run for the office of President who do
not meet the established requirement of the United States Constitution.

Ted Cruz reportedly was born in 1970 in Calgary, Canada to a Cuban father and an American mother.
Bobby Jindal reportedly was born in Baton Rouge, Louisiana to two Indian citizens with green cards.
Marco Rubio reportedly was born in Miami, Florida to two Cuban parents.

Cruz, Jindal, and Rubio obviously do not meet the Constitutional requirements to run for Office of President.
Therefore, I as a natural born American Citizen ask again, why has the Republican Party endorsed these non-natural
born Citizens and allowed them to run as candidates for the office of the President of the United States? Has the
Constitution become a buffet that we pick and choose what looks and feels good at the time? What part of the
Constitution do we adhere to or avoid and circumvent?

Edwin Viera, Jr. PhD, JD has stated, 7he Constitution is the governing law of the United States. We amend it, or we
abide by it.

Sincerely,

kel D/}ldl&—- Baln 30 KID

Y Tan. 2016 AD.
Michael D. Jackson R.N.

Enclosure: Dr. Edwin Viera Jr., (Bio)




Mary Burress

Chairman

Tazewell County Republican Central Committee
100 Court Street

Pekin, Illinois 61554

Subject: Why Has The Republican Party Allowed Candidates Who Are Not “Natural Born Citizens” To
Run For The Office Of President?

Dear Chairman Burress,

Article II Section I Clause V states - No person exceplt a natural born Citizen, or a Citizen of the United States, at
the time of the Adoption of this Constitution, shall be eligible to the Office of President; neither shall any person be

eligible to that Office who shall not have attained to the Age of thirty five Years, and been fourteen Years a Resident
within the United States.

Therefore, after the adoption of the Constitution, in order to hold the office of President, one shall be a natural born
Citizen. That is a citizen born on American soil to two American Parents.

However, why has the Republican Party submitted a handful of candidates to run for the office of President who do
not meet the established requirement of the United States Constitution.

Ted Cruz reportedly was born in 1970 in Calgary, Canada to a Cuban father and an American mother.
Bobby Jindal reportedly was born in Baton Rouge, Louisiana to two Indian citizens with green cards.
Marco Rubio reportedly was born in Miami, Florida to two Cuban parents.

Cruz, Jindal, and Rubio obviously do not meet the Constitutional requirements to run for Office of President.
Therefore, I as a natural born American Citizen ask again, why has the Republican Party endorsed these non-natural
born Citizens and allowed them to run as candidates for the office of the President of the United States? Has the
Constitution become a buffet that we pick and choose what looks and feels good at the time? What part of the
Constitution do we adhere to or avoid and circumvent?

Edwin Viera, Jr. PhD, JD has stated, The Constitution is the governing law of the United States. We amend it, or we
abide by it.

Sincerely,
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Enclosure: Dr. Edwin Viera Jr., (Bio)

Enclosure: Histo



Dr. Edwin Viera, Jr., Ph.D., J.D.

Edwin Vieira, Jr., holds four degrees from Harvard: A.B. (Harvard College), A.M. and Ph.D. (Harvard
Graduate School of Arts and Sciences), and J.D. (Harvard Law School).

For more than thirty years he has practiced law, with emphasis on constitutional issues. He is also one of
our country’s most eminent constitutional attorneys, having brought four cases that were accepted by the
supreme Court and having won three of them. In the supreme Court of the United States he successfully
argued or briefed the cases leading to the landmark decisions Abood v. Detroit Board of Education,
Chicago Teachers Union v. Hudson, and Communications Workers of America v. Beck, which established
constitutional and statutory limitations on the uses to which labor unions, in both the private and the
public sectors, may apply fees extracted from nonunion workers as a condition of their employment.

He is the world’s most foremost authority about the role of our Constitution as it relates to money and has
written numerous monographs and articles in scholarly journals, and lectured throughout the county. His
most recent work on money and banking is the two-volume Pieces of Eight: The Monetary Powers and
Disabilities of the United States Constitution (2002), the most comprehensive study in existence of
American monetary law and history viewed from a constitutional perspective, available from
www.piecesofeight.us

He is also the co-author (under a nom de plume) of the political novel CRASHMAKER: A Federal Affaire
(2000), a not-so-fictional story of an engineered crash of the Federal Reserve System, and the political
upheaval it causes. www.crashmaker.com His latest book is: How To Dethrone the Imperial Judiciary

Dr. Vieira may be reached at:
P.O. Box 3634
Manassas, Virginia 20108.



When developing a new U.S. Constitution for the United States of America, Alexander Hamilton submitted a suggested draft on 18 June 1787:
No person shall be eligible to the office of President of the United States unless he be now a Citizen of one of the States, or hereafier be born a
Citizen of the United States.

Here is the relevant change to Hamilton’s proposed language detailed in Jay’s letter written to George Washington dated 25 July 1787: Permit me
to hint, whether it would be wise and seasonable to provide a strong check to the admission of Foreigners into the administration of our national
Government; and to declare expressly that the Command in C, ‘hief of the American army shall not be given to nor devolye on, any but a natural
born Citizen.

Aticle II, Section 1, Clause 5 of U.S. Constitution as adopted 17 September 1787: No Person except a natural born Citizen, or a Citizen of the
United States, at the time of the Adoption of this Constitution, shall be eligible to the Office of President; neither shall any person be eligible to
that Office who shall not have attained to the Age of thirty five Years, and been fourteen Years a Resident within the United States.

John Bingham, aka “father of the 14th Amendment”, was an abolitionist congressman from Ohio who prosecuted Lincoln’s assassins. Ten years
earlier, he stated on the House floor;

All from other lands, who by the terms of [congressional] laws and a compliance with their provisions become naturalized, are adopted citizens
of the United States; all other persons born within the Republic, of parents owing allegiance to no other sovereignty, are natural born citizens.
Gentleman can find no exception to this statement touching natural-born citizens except what is said in the Constitution relating to Indians. -
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Then in 1866, Bingham also stated on the House floor:

Every human being born within the jurisdiction of the United States of parents not owing allegiance to any foreign sovereignty is, in the
language of your Constitution itself, a natural born citizen.... - (Cong. Glol 1 L1291 (1
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Sponsor J. Conyers (D)
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S.B. 2678 - Children of Military Families Natural Born Citizen Act110th Congress (2007-2008) Sponsor C. McCaskill (D) Co-Sponsors Obama, Clinton,
Menendez, Coburn



