What is the Correct Interpretation of
the words “natural born Citizen”
in Article II, Section 1, Paragraph 5 of the U. S. Constitution?
That question has possibly been around since the last of the U. S. Constitution Framers
died. James Madison’s notes taken during the Philadelphia Convention do not provide an
answer. Apparently no one at the time realized how vague was this aspect of who could
become the President of the United States, thus did not ask the Framers to elaborate on
the meaning. If they did the answer was never recorded.
The following is not meant to be an interpretation of the meaning. It is not meant to attack
Senator Cruz. It is an attempt to offer something that is in historical documents that may
add to understanding what, at one time in the distant past was the meaning of the words
“natural born”, that the meaning may well be changing with time, and the danger this
portends.
In the John Randolph Tucker and Henry St. George Tucker 1899 2 volumes entitled “The
Constitution of the United States, the title page of which is shown in the Appendix, are the
following words on page 711:

Though apparently they were not attempting to interpret the words “natural born” they did
so when they stated, “This latter clause was intended to make eligible one who, though not a
native, was a citizen …” (For the entire page see the Appendix.)
So what, in that period in time, did the word “native” mean? For that one must turn to a
dictionary of that period of time. The one I have available is by Samuel Johnson and John
Walker. This dictionary was published in 1852. (Again, for the cover page see the
Appendix.)

They provide the following. (A larger portion of the page is in the Appendix.)

By “One born in any place” they are referring to ‘the place the person is a native of.’ From
this meager amount of material I have to think that “natural born” means you are native,
and to be “native” you would have to have been born in the country to which “natural born”
makes reference.
What I am saying is that the question of the meaning of “natural born” does not have a firm
definition in spite of the rhetoric that it has been legally determined, at least not in terms of
that in historical documents written near the time the Constitution was drafted. In this case
the document is providing a meaning.
Perhaps there will never be a final determination, and therein lies a danger at some future
point in time. I say a danger because given what I cited above I do think that in the 1800’s,
particularly the first half of that century, “natural born” would have been interpreted as
requiring to have been born within the United States. Over time what qualifies one to be a
citizen has changed. For example, today a child born in the United States whose parents are
illegal aliens is said to be a citizen. Whether or not that interpretation is correct is still
another discussion but the point is that this interpretation would not have been accepted too
many years ago. Theoretically that child can one day become the President of the United
States and the acceptance of such will become more ready as time passes.
My concern is that with the passage of time We the People will accept simply being a citizen
as sufficient for an individual to be qualified to be President, no matter how and when that
individual became a citizen.
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