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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

1. This action challenges the failure of Respondent Debra Bowen, California Secretary of State
(hereinafier referred to as “"BOWEN™), to verify that all candidates for the office of President of the
United States seeking 10 be placed on the California Presidential primary ballot are eligible for that office
under the 1).S. Constitution, Atticle I, Section 1, Clause 5.

INTRODUCTION

2. This Complaint is brought by Petitioners: John Albert Dummett, Ir. (hereinafier referred
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to as “DUMMETT™), a writc-in Presidential candidate in the 2012 California Republican Presidential
primary; Markham Robinson, Chairman of the Executive Committee of the State Central Committee
of the American Independent Party of California (rereinafter referred to as “ROBINSON®); the
Constitution Party (hereinafler referred to as “CONSTITUTION PARTY™), a national political party;
Gil Houston (hereinalter referred to as “HOUSTON™), a registered Calilfornia voter; Larry Lakamp
(hereinafter referred to as “LAKAMP™), a registered California voter; Milo L. Jehnson (hereinafier
referred to as “FOHNSON™), a registered California voter; and Joe Ol (hereinalter referred to as
“OTT™), a registered California voter (collectively veferred 1o as “PETITIONERS™). PETITIONERS
seek a determination by this Court as to whether BOWEN has verified that all candidates for the 2012
California Presidential primary election have provided proof that they possess the minimum
qualifications for the Office of President of the United States, and, if not, PETITIONERS hereby ask
the Court to enjoin BOWEN from placing the names of such unverified candidates on the Califoinia
Presidential primary election ballot, unless and until such time as BOWEN can show that each of said
candidates have so verified their eligibility for the office.

3, An unprecedented and looming constitutional crisis is befare this court if BOWEN does
not require that Presidential candidates provide proof that they meet the Article 2 requirements lor the
office of President prior to candidate names being placed on the ballot, since the voters can, and will,
reasonably rely on the assumption that all names on the ballot have been verified as eligible for the
office, and that the only remaining task for the volers is to select a candidate to vote for.

4, Petitioner DUMMETT. a citizen of the State of California, is running for President of the
United States in the 2012 California Republican primary election (Federal Election Commission
registration # P20002499). As a Presidential candidate, DUMMETT has an interest in having a fair
competition for winning the Presidency. This interest is akin to the interest of an Olympic
competition, where one of the competitors in an athletic competition is found to be using performance
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enhancing drugs, but is not removed from the competition, despite a violation of the rules, and all of
the athletes who had trained for the event legitimately are harmed if that disqualified contestant
remains, as the contestants would not be competing on a level playing field. If BOWEN is not
required to verify the eligibility of all candidates who apply to be named on the Calilornia
Presidential primary ballot under U.S, Constitution Article 11, Section 1. Clause 5, and candidates
enter this rage without havingmet said eligibility requirements, then DUMMETT will be entnpelled
to campaign against unqualified candidates on the California Republican Presidential primary ballot,
and on the California Presidential general election ballot, and he will suffer irreparable harm due to
his being denied a fain- competition far the Presidential nomnitiation, and in the Presidential general
clection.

5. Petitioner ROBINSON is the Chairman of the Executive Commitiee of the State Central
Commitiee of the American Independem Party of California (hereinafter referred as to “AIP”), he is a
citizen of the State of California, and he resides in Solano County. As a result of his position with the
AIP, ROBINSON has an interest in ensuring that its candidales for President only have 1o compete
against candidates wha arc eligible, under the United States Constitution, to run for, and sarve as,
President of the United States. Hollander v. McCeain, 566 F.Supp.2d 63 (ID.N.H. 2008).

6. Petitioner CONSTITUTION PARTY is an FEC recognized national political party, and it
has candidates seeking election at all levels of state and national elections. The Constitution Party, as
a political party, has an interest in ensuring that its candidates for President only have to compele
against candidales who are eligible, under the United States Constitution, to run for, and serve as,
President of the United States. Hollander v. McCain, 566 F.Supp.2d 63 (D.N.H. 2008).

7. Petitioner HOUSTON is a resident of Butte County, California, and is registered as no
party preference. HOUSTON, as a California elector, has an interest in all Presidential candidates
being verified as having the minimum requirements of eligibility prior to the placement of the
candidate’s name on the primary ballot. HOUSTON, under Senate Bill 28 (Chapter 898, Statules
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2000) has the option to vote for any Republican, Demacrat, or American Independent Presidentiat
primary candidate, and, for that reason, he has an interest in all candidates meeting the minimum
requirements for eligibility.

8. Petitioner LAKAMP is a resident of Riverside County, California, and is registered as a
Republican. LAKAMP, as a California elector, has an interest in all Presidential candidates being
verified as having the minimum requirements of eligibility prior to the placement of the candidate’s
name an the primary ballot.

9. Petitioner JOFINSON is a resident of Sacramento County, California, and is registered as
a Republican. JOFHINSON, as a Califernia elector, has an interest in afl Presidential candidates being
verified as having the minimum requirements of eligibility prior to the placement of the candidate’s
name on the primary ballot.

10, Petitioner OTT is a resident of Santa Clara County, California, and is registered as a
Republican. OTT, as a California elector, has an interest in all Presidentia! candidates being verified
as having the minimum requirements of eligibility prior to the placement of the candidale’s name on
the primary ballot.

11 Respondent BOWEN is the California Secretary of State, and, by virtue of her position, is
the Chief Elections Officer for the State of California, and she is responsible for enfor¢ing California
glection law, including veritying eligibility for office, and printing of the ballots for the 2012 primary
election.

VENUE
12, Venue for this wril is proper in the Sacrameinte County Superior Court under California

Elections Code § [3314(b), because the Secretary of State is named as a Respendent.

THIS COURT HAS JURISDICTION OVER THIS ACTION BY CONSTITUTIONAL AND

STATUORY LAW

3. Califernia Constitution, Article 6, § 10, authorizes the California Superior Courts 1o hear
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writs of mandate.

14, A writ of mandate may be issued by any court to any inferior tribunal, corporation, board,)
or person, 1o compel the performance of an act which the law specially enjoins, as a duty resulting from
an office, trust, or station, or (o compel the admission of a parly (o the use and enjoyment of a right or
office to which the party is entitled, and from which the party is unlawlully precluded by such inf':'-:rior
tribunal, corporation, board, or person (California Cede of Civil Procedure § 1085).

13. Although courts often deny relief far a writ of mandamus, a writ of mandate should not be
denied when the issues presented are of great public importance and must be resolved promptly, Corbeti
v. Superior Court (App. 1 Dist. 2002) 125 Cal.Rptr.2d 46. 101 Cal.App.4th 649, review denied.

16, A court is not bound by precedent in determining facts and circumstances compelling
issuance of writ of mandamus, and a writ will issue against a city or other public body or officer wherever
law and justice require. Banks v. Housing Authoritv of City and County of San Francisco (App. | Dist.
1953) 120 Cal.App.2d |, 260 P.2d 668, certiorari denied 74 §.C1. 784, 347 U.S. 974,98 L.Ed. 1114,

17. California State law provides that any voter in California may seek a writ of mandate for
errors in placing of' a nalne on the ballot: “An elector may seek a writ of mandate alleging that an error or
omission has occurred, or is about to occur, in the placing of a name on, or in the printing of, a ballot,
sample ballot, voter pamphlet, or other official maiter, or that any neglect of duty has occurred, or is abou
to occur.” California Elections Cooe § 133 14(a)(1).

L&. Further, the U. 8. District Court in Hollander v. McCain held, *a candidate or his political
party has standing to challenge the inclusion of an allegedly ineligibte rival on the ballot, on the theory
that doing so hurts the candidate's or parly's own chances of prevailing in the election.” Hollander v.
McCain, 566 F.Supp.2d 63 (D.N.H. 2008). Here, DUMMETT is a candidate for President and a
California voter, who is concerned that one or more unverified candidates for President of the United
States will be included on the California prithary ballot, and the Constitution Party has a legitimale
interest in ensuring that its candidates for President arc running only against Presidential candidates who
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are eligible to run for and serve as President.

LEGAL BASIS

a. The Secretary Of State Has Failed To Comiply With Her Duty To Enforee California Election

Law

19. The specifications of eligibility for the office ot President of the United States are listed
in Article [1, § 1, of the United States Constitution, which provides as follows:

"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 OfTice of President; neither shalf any Person be
eligible to that Otfice whe shall not have attained to the Age of thirty-five Years, and been fourteen
Years a Resident within the United States.”

20. These three requirements for holding the office of President, while clearly stated in the
U.8. Constitution, are not required by the California Secretary of State to be proven by candidates
seeking Lo be named on the Presidential primary ballot. For this reason, PETITIONERS, upon
information and belief, have reason to believe that BOWEN has not required candidates 1o prove their
eligibility for the office and, as a result, haye formally placed on the ballot, and will place on future
ballots, names of candidates who are ineligible to hold the office of President, and should have been
ineligible to run for said office.

21. PETITIONERS seek a determination as to whether BOWEN has required candidates to
so prave their eligibility, and, if not, to mandate that BOWEN require sufficient proof of eligibility
before approving said candidates® names for the ballot.

22, There is a reasenable and common expectation by the voters that, 1o qualify for the ballot,
the individuals running for office must meet minimum qualifications, as outlined in the federal and
state Constitutions and statutes, and that compliance with those minimum qualifications has been
confirmed by the officlals overseeing the election process. In same stales, & signed statement from the
Presidential candidate, attesting to his or her meeting those qualifications, is required. The California
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Secretary of State, requires no such verification. In 2008, the Democratic National Committee
submitted an Official Certification of Nomination to the Hawaiian Secretary of State signed by Nancy|
Pelosi and Alice Travis Germond, the Chair and Secretary of the Democratic National Committee, to
certify that Barack Hussein Obama, Ir. (hereinafier referred to as “OBAMA™), was legally qualified
under the U8, Constitution to run for and serve as President (attached as “EXHIBIT A™). No similar
documentation is required or requested by BOWEN. Even though the certification was not
accompanied by any documentation proving eligibility under Article [, Section 2, of the United Stateg
Constitution, and despite the fact that it was submitted without a signature from OBAMA, this shows
that Hawaii at least requares some affirmative intormation from a Presidential cannidaie. This praetice
represents a much lower standard than that demanded of a person when requesting a California
driver’s license. PETITIONERS seck a judicial determination as to whether BOWEN must require
proof of eligibility from the candidates prior to approving their names for ptinting on the
California Presidential primary ballot.

23. In a related case, Drake v. Obama (9‘h Circuit Court of Appeals No. 09-56827
(2010)), argued before the 9" Circuit on May 2, 2011, one of the Justices stated that this
question, of whether OBAMA is eligible to run for, and serve as, President was very
important, and that the proper time to bring suit on this question would be prior to a
Presidential election. 24. PETITIONERS’ concern about ineligible eandidates gaining
approval for placement on primary ballots is not limited to California, as questions concerning
the eligibility of OBAMA and Mitt Romney are currently being litigated in other states.

. Election Cade Section 6901 [s An Attempt to Avoid Complimsice

With Article H, Section 1 of the U. S. Constitution, Continued Adherence With Which Will

Likely Lead to Absurd Results, and, as a Result, the Law Should Be Declared Unconstitutional

25. BOWEN may attiempt to explain her failure to comply with her duty to verify the
eligibility of Presidential candidates on the grounds that California Elections Code § 6901 supersedes
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BOWEN’S duty, as to candidates selected by national political parties for the office of President and
Vice President. This argument should fail for the following reasons:

26. California Elections Code § 6901 is wholly thconsistent with Article 1l of the United
Stales Constitution, because this election code section places a mandatory duty on the Secretary of
State that could end up with absurd and ridiculous results.

27. For example, if the Repuhiican Party were to nominate Arnold Schwarzenegger, under
Section 6901, the California Secretary of State would be forced to put him on the batlot for the
general election, despite the fact that Arnold Schwarzenegger is well known as not being a natural
born citizen of the United States.

28. Another example would be if the Libertarian Patcty were to nominate Ayn Rand, as, then,
the Calilornia Secretary of State would be forced to put her on the ballot for the general election, even
though Ms. Rand died in 1982.

29, On, for even more ridiculous resulfs, if the Democratic Party were to nominate Gordon
Brown, the current Prime Minister of Great Britain, then the California Secretary of State would be
forced to put him on the bailot for the general election, despite the fact that he is a citizen of Great
Britain.

30. Such nominations are absurd, as these individuals clearly do not meet the eligibility
requirements under the United States Constitution, and, therefore, ought 10 be excluded from the
ballot, but the Secretary of State, under California Elections Code § 6901, would have no discretion to
exclude these obviously ineligible candidates from the ballot.

31. The California Secretary of Stale website (http://www.sos.ca.gov/admin/about-the-

agency m) lists the duties ol that oftice, including the duty of the chief elections ofTicer for
California, o ensure that California election laws are followed (California Government Code §
[2172), the duty to investigate election fraud (California Government Code § 12172), and the duty to
advise candidates and local elections officials on the qualifications and requirements for running for
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office (California Governmient Code § 12172).

32, In order to fulfill the duty to advise candidates, the Secretary of State provides several
documents with information conceming the qualifications and requirements for each elected position.
Documents listing the qualifications and requirements are provided for all state and Federal olfices,
including the offices of Governor and Lieutenant Governor; Secretary of State, Controller, and
Treasurer; Attorney General; Insurance Commissioner; Member of the State Board of Equalization;
State Senator and Member of the Assembly; United States Senator; United States Representative in
Congress; and President of the United States.

33 The Secretary of State is required to verify that every candidate far these positions is
eligible for the sought position, with one exception: those candidates that have been selected Tor the
office of President of the United States by a national political party are nol required to present to the
California Secretary of State any documentation proving their eligibility for the office of President,

34, In effect, Elections Code § 6901 forces the Secrelary of State to disregard the duties of
her office as chief elections official in the State of California with regard to the most important
clected office in the United States. Politicdl parties are not, and should not be, responsible for
ensuring that Elections Laws are complied with, as the primary goal of the various parties is 1o
promote and elect their candidates.

3s5. For this reason, there are no Federal or State requirements compelfing political parties to
provide proof that their respective candidates are eligible for the offices sought. Contrary to the
interests of the political parties, the duty of the Calitornia Secretary of State is to verify that all
candidates are eligible for the offices sought.

36. This duty should properly extend to all candidates listed on the ballot, and not exempt a
candidate simply because a national political party selects a particular candidate for President, and,
{or the Court to find otherwise would be to substitute the choice of unelected political party officials
for the duty that the Secretary of State owes 1o the citizens of the State of California, to ensure that thej
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state’s election laws are fully complied with.

37. Finally, the language of California Elections Code § 6901, compelling the Secretary of
State 10 place any candidate nominated by a political party on the ballot, without verifying that the
candidate is eligible for the office, is in direct conflict with the requirements for Presidential
eligibility in Article 1T of the United Srates Constitution.

8. This is no trivial matter, as the California Constitution provides; "The State of Cafifornia
is an inseparable part of the United States of America, and the United States Constitution is the
supreme law of the land." {California Constitution, Article [11, § 1).

39. Since the United States Constitution is the supreme law of the land, under both the United
States and the California Constitutions (U.S. Constitution, Article V1, Clause 2; California
Constitution, Article 11, § 1), any statute which conflicts with the United States Constitution is an
unconstitutional variance, and is, thercfore, void and unenforceable.

40, California Secretaries of State have historically exercised their due diligence by
reviewing nccessary background documents, verifying that the candidates that were submitied by the
respective political parties as eligible for the balet were, indeed, cligible. In 1968, the Peace and
Freedom Pany submilted the name of Eldridge Cleaver as a qualified candidate for President of the
United States. The then Secretary ol State, Mr. Frank Jordan, found that, according to Mr. Cleaver’s
birth certificate, he would be only 34 years old at the time of the general election, one year shy of the
35 years of age needed to be on the ballol as a candidate for President. Using his administrative
powers, Mr. Jordan removed Mr. Cleaver from the ballot. Mr, Cleaver, unsuccessfully, challenged
this decision to the Supreme Court of the State of California, and, later, to the Supreme Court of the
United States, which affirmed the actions of the California Secretary of State by denying review of
Cleaver’s removal from the ballot. Cleaver v. Jordan (1968) 393 11.S. 810, 89 S.Ct. 43. Similarly, in
1984, the Peace and Freedom Party listed Mr. Larry Holmes as an eligible candidate in the
Presidential primary. When the then California Secretary of State, Daniel M. Burns, checked Mr.
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Holmes' eligibility, it was found that Mr. Holmes was, similarly, not eligible, and Mr. Holmes was
removed from the ballot.

41, The removal of ineligible candidates is net a retic of historical actions by Califarnia
Secretaries of State, as BOWEN too exercises this power to remove ineligible candidates from the
ballot. Just this year, one Peta Lindsay was selected by the Peace and Freedom Party (o be their
Presidential candidate on the 2012 California printary ballot. BOWEN, however, rejected Ms.
Lindsay, and refused 1o place her name on the ballot, because she is 27 years old, when the U.S.
Constitution, Article 2, § 1, requires that candidates for President to be at least 35 years of age. There
now exists a similar sitvation to that in which California Sccretaries of State have removed
Presidential candidates from the ballot in the past, namely that the Democratic Party has submitted
Barack Hussein Obama, Jr., as a Democratic Party candidate for President, when he is arguably
ineligible for the office. Further, a similar situation may exist concerning the Republican Party
candidacy ol Mitt Romney. Since BOWEN has demonstrated by her actions that she can and does
remove ineligible presidential candidates from the ballot, she should be required to make such
verification of eligibility [or all presidential candidates, and not just verify the eligibility of candidates
from third parties.

42, As discussed above, BOWEN is required by California statute to oversee California
elections, and to enforce Califbrnia election law. This requirement cannot be satisfied by aitempting
to transfer the duty to enforce election law to any other entity, such as to political parties, or even 1o
the California electorate.

43. Petitioners HOUSTON, LAKAMP, JOHNSON, and OTT, as California alectors, heitlier
have the responsibility, nor are they in a position to be able, to require Presidential candidates to
provide sufficient proof that said candidates are eligible for the office. The only responsibility for a
California elector is 10 vote for the candidate that the clector believes to be best abte to govern the
country, and they all have a reasonable belief that any presidential candidate approved by BOWEN
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for name placement on the primary ballot has been properly verified by BOWEN, as possessing the
minimum requirements of eligibility for the office. I BOWEN is not required to verify the eligibifity
ol Presidential candidates, then that responsibility will improperly be transferred 1o the electorate,
which cannot, despite the possibility of a majorily vate Tor a parcticular candidale, overcome the
Article [1, Section 1, requirements by voting.

44, For these reasons, Califorhia Eleciions Code § 6901 should be held to be unconstitutional
and the Secretary of State should be required to verify the eligibility of all candidates for the offices
that they seck, without any exception.

WHEREFORLE, PETITIONERS respectfully pray that this Court:

& Determine whether BOWEN has requircd all candidates for President of the United
States to provide proof that they are, in Fact, eligible to serve in the olfice of President of the United
States under the United States Constitution, Artlcle I, Section {;

2. Enjoin BOWEN from placing the names of candidates who have failed to so prove their
eligibility on the 2012 California Presidential primary election ballot;

3. Mandate that BOWEN require atl candidates Tor the office of President of:the United

States provide sufficient proof of eligibility prior to approving their names for the ballot

4. Find California Elections Code § 6901 to be unconstitutional and unenforceable,;
5. For attorney’s fees under CCP § 1021.3, and;
6. Grant PETITIONERS such other and further relicf as the Courl deems just and proper.

Dated: February 23, 2012.

Respectfully Submitted,

GARY G. KREEP
NATHANIEL J. OLESON
UNITED STATES JUSTICE FOUNDATION
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Attorneys tor PETITIONERS, John Albert
Dummett, Jr., Gil Houston, Larry Lakamp,
Milo L. Johnson, Joe Ou, Markham Robinson
and the Constitution Party.
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for name placentent on the primary ballot has been properly verified by BOWEN, as possessing the

minimum requirentents of eligibility for the office. If BOWEN is not required 1o verify the eligibility
of Presidential candidates, then that responsibility will improperly be transferred 1o the electorate,
which cannot, despite the pessibility of a majority vote for a particular candidate, overcome the
Article [T, Section |, requirements by voting,.

44, For these reasons, California Elections Code § 6901 should be held to be unconstitutional
and the Secretary of State should be required to verify the eligibility of all candidates for the offices
that they seck, without any excéption.

WHEREFORE, PETITIONERS respectfully pray that this Court:

1, Determine whether BOWEN has reguired all candidates Tor President of the United
States to provide proof that they are, in fact, eligible 1o serve in the office of President of the United
States under the United States Constituticn, Arlicle I1, Section I

2 Enjoin BOWEN [rom placing the names of candidates who have failed 10 so prove their
eligibility on the 2012 California Presidential primary election ballat;

3 Mandate that BOWIEN require all candidates for the office of President of the Uniled

States provide sufticient proof of eligibility prior to approving their names for the ballot

4. Find California Elections Code § 6901 1o be unconstitutional and unenforceable,;
5 For atterney’s fees under CCP § 1021.5, and;
6. Grant PETITIONERS such other and further refief as the Court deems just and proper.

Dated: February 23, 2042,

Respectfully Submitted, / [

GARYC KI{FEP ‘\
NATHANIEL J. OLESON
UNITED STATES NS TICE FOUNDATION
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VERIFICATION

L, JAMES CLYMER, am Chairman of the Constitution Party, a party in this matter. 1 declare that
have read the foregoing PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE and kno\;v the contents thereof, and |
certify that the S;i'ld contents are true of my own knowledge, except for those matters stated en my
information and belicf, and as to those matters I believe them to be true,

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the Statc. of California that the foregoing is true

and correct. Executed this 19" day of March, 2012, at JA 2 C-as?f-.-u: Pennsylvania,

,_

VERIFICATION
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YERIFICATION

[, MARKHAM ROBINSON, am a party in this matter. | declare that | have read the foregoing
PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE and know the contents thereof, and [ certify thar the said
contenls are true of my own knowledge, except for those matters staled on my information and beliet, and
as 10 those matters | believe them 1o be true.

! declare under penally of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true

and correet. Executed this 19" day of March., 2012, al\/:‘t arvx”cg . California,

MARKHAM ROBINSON

VERIFICATION
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YERIFICATION

L JOE O, am a party in this matier. | declare that 1 have read the foregoing PETITION FOR
WRET OF MANDATE and know the contents thereoll and ! certify that the said contents are true of my
own knowledge, except for those matters stated on my information and beliel, and as 1o those matiers |
believe them 1o be true.

t declare under penaliy of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregeing is true

and correct. Executed this 19" day of March, 2012, at 5&‘1 \ToSE. . California.

AN T

VERIFICATION




EXHIBIT A
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DIMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMIVILE

QEFICIAL CERTIFICATION OF NOMINATION

THIS 15 TO CERTIFY thet vt the Netional Convention of tae Democrolfe Pty
of tha United States of Aitierica, held ia Denver, Colorado on August 25 though 28,
2008, ihe foliowing were duly nominaicd as candidates of said Perty for Pres'dent and
Vice Prealdont of the Unlted States respecifvely und that 1he following candldwses for
President and Vico Dresident of the Unrited Statos aze Iegally qualified w serve uider the
provisions of the United States Constifution:

For Presiden! of the 1nited Staten
. . Barack Ohnmn
5046 Souih Oreeinwaod Avenve
Chicago, Winols 60615
For Viee V'restdent of the United Sﬁlts
Joc Blden

1209 Borley Mill Road
Wilinington, Delaware 19807

ﬁ{ ) Alice Travis Gerinon

Chelr, Demoeraiic Matlonut Seerclary, Demmooratie Nations! -
Convention Convention

-

City and Courty of Denver )
; Y oss
Stite of Colorado )

Subscilbed end swoin to before me in the City and County of Denver, Staie of Colorado,
this ZAMday of August, 2008, _ ’ '

. ZZZ 2{52}0819@ -
Notary Pubilc J

Slote.of Colorad b :
=3 '?' Of‘ Q_!_O_ A C ..{ll:‘??{&nlbi" (s Vi /).
Mr Commiiaon Beiel larambe: €4, 2011 Commisslon expiration dsle

SHALIFA A. WILLIAMSON

Demdcrane Party Headquarters o 430 South Caglic? Savet, 53 w0 Wiadngion, DS, 1703 a0 (032 8536000 m iz §02) E‘Gb&:ﬂ
Pkt for by ibo Dprzciraidy Ncliensl Gomem tin Qorinbinions 13 o Demncri s Aabcalal Comuiievd arg 1ot b dislictiali

Vil guraiiale M wadonsi 0l




