
201 
 

The Eligibility 
Dialogue 
Is President Obama Eligible to serve as 
President? 
 
There is a purposeful effort to create a misconception that “Birthers” believe 
that the President is not a citizen of the United State.  This is not an accurate 
view of the Birther’s position.  Their question is, has President Obama 
provide sufficient evidence to prove that he is a natural born citizen as 
required by Article II Section 1 of the U.S. Constitution.  I argue that he has 
not.  I have attempted to provide an intelligent and comprehensive dialogue 
that illustrates my best arguments, counter views and rebuttals.  I hope you 
enjoy this work and that you are challenged by it. 
 
My views in no way represent the views of the Communication Studies 
Department, West Valley College or the West Valley Mission Community 
College District.  This document is intended for the use of my students for  
the facilitation and illustration of critical thinking, debate and dialogue.   
 
Hyperlinks to key ideas: 

�x Is the President Eligible? 
�x But, didn’t the President release his Long Form Birth Certificate? 
�x HI lawfully offers Birth Certificates (BC) for children born out of State 
�x Anyone could have legally initiate Obama’s BC at the time of birth 

 
�x The Burden of Proof is not on critics like me 
�x What about court cases? 
�x The Senate actually validated McCain’s eligibility but not Obama’s 
�x Presidential ballot errors of the past (felons on the ballot?) 
�x Motivated by RACISM? 
�x Why this is NOT a Conspiracy 
�x I’m not alone 
�x Does President have Dual Citizenship? 
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Is the President Eligible to Serve? 
The issue at hand is not whether President Obama is a US Citizen.  The fact that he carries a US 
Passport stating his citizenship cannot be questioned.  How he achieved his citizenship is certainly open 
to discussion.   The question is rather, does the evidence provided by the President; objectively establish 



Listed below are some links which are key sites used to defend the President’s position.  I encourage you 
to read these sites (and others) to get a feel for the conventional wisdom, before examining my view.  
 
www.obamaconspiracy.org 
www.Nativeborncitizen.wordpress.com 
http://fightthesmears.com/articles/5/birthcertificate.html 
http://www.factcheck.org/elections-2008/born_in_the_usa.html 

 
1. Whereas, current HI statue 338 -17.8 allows aliens to receive a COLB:  

 
 
“ [§338-17.8] Certificates for children born out of State.  Upon application of an adult or the 
legal parents of a minor child, the director of health shall issue a birth certificate for such adult or 
minor, provided that proof has been submitted to the director of health that the legal parents of 
such individual while living without  the Territory or State of Hawaii had declared the Territory 
or State of Hawaii as their legal residence for at least one year immediately preceding the birth or 
adoption of such child.” 

This law was established in 1982 and allows children or adults who are born 
outside Hawaii to obtain valid Hawaiian COLB.  The law is based on the lawful 
residency of the parents, NOT THE APLICANT. This law isn't restricted to those 
born in the other 49 states; a child could be born in a foreign country and still get 
a valid HI birth certificate so long as the parent(s) had been a Hawaiian citizen 
for at least one year before the birth of the applicant. President Obama’s history 
narrative meets these requirements.  

The Prima Facie statute here is clear; it is an established fact that the State of 
Hawaii allows a Certification of Live Birth (COLB) to be issued to a child born 
outside Hawaii.  So, children born outside of State of HI can, and do, have the 
exact same document to demonstrate their residency as that of President Obama.  
So, just like the college would need to see the details in a formal transcript to 
validate course GPA, we need to see the details in the President’s long form (also 
known as a Vault Copy) to confirm where he was actually born.    

http://www.capitol.hawaii.gov/hrscurrent/vol06_ch0321-0344/HRS0338/HRS_0338-
0017_0008.HTM 

http://hawaii.gov/health/vital-records/vital-records/hawnbirth.html 

   The Counter responses:  
Counter #1:   
The law cited above was codified in 1982 and is therefore irrelevant to the 
President's birth, because the President was born in 1961, which is obviously 
before this law was enacted.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Counter #2: 
Even if the 1982 law is relevant, the statement is misrepresenting the process. 
As Director of Communication for the Dept. of Health, Janice Okubo explained, 
“If you were born in Bali, for example, you could get a certificate from the state 
of Hawaii saying you were born in Bali. You could not get a certificate saying 
you were born in Honolulu. The state has to verify a fact like that for it to appear 
on the certificate.”  (Quoted from The Washington Independent, 7/17/09 
“’Birther’ Movement Dogs Republicans,” by David Weigel, 
http://washingtonindependent.com/51489/birther-movement-picks-up-steam).   
 

Dr. Hannigan’s Rebuttal: 
 
Counter# 1: 
The law is retroactive.  The language clearly refers to first, “…an adult or 
legal parents of a minor child…shall issue a birth certificate for such adult 
or minor.” If the law was for those born from 1982 onward, an adult could 
not be issued a COLB.  Second, the law also refers to the Territorial time 
period “…living without  the Territory or State of Hawaii…” So again, in 1982 
Hawaii was a state, and would not have referenced 



 
 

2. Whereas, the above law [§338-17.8] was established in 1982, The 1955 Revised Laws 
of Hawaii (The Territorial Statutes) were in effect when the President was born in 1961. 
 

While the above law [§338-17.8] was established in 1982, The 1955 Revised Laws of Hawaii (The 
Territorial Statues) were in effect when the President was born in 1961.  These laws established an even 
greater opportunity to register children than the current 1982 law.  Essentially, back then a child born 
outside a hospital, for example, in a private home, would have up to a full year after being born 
for the birth to be fully documented.  However, the law states that the local registrar could initiate the 
birth certificate process “from anyone having knowledge of the birth” (see below).  



 
http://www.scribd.com/doc/24948817/Joint-Motion-with-HI-Territorial-Law-57 

Dr. Hannigan’s rebuttal –  
In this argument, the actual pertinent section is ignored. While I concede that the 1955 
law did not make provision for those born out of state, as the current 1982 law does.  I 
argue this makes no difference.  In the 1955 law, a provision for unattended births 



Additionally, it is clear that an incomplete birth report can be filed without being considered 
"delayed" or "altered."  This means that the filing for a birth certificate would not be held up for 
the supplementary report, allowing the certificate would be initiated.  This is a critical point 
when considering the newspaper birth announcements as discussed in item #4. 
 
The laws listed above can be found at the link below.  The 1955 law is attached to a motion of 
judicial notice of this law, with a pending lawsuit in the District of Columbia Circuit Court of 
Appeals, filed on 1/7/2010.  Scroll to the bottom to see the attachment. 
http://www.scribd.com/doc/24948817/Joint-Motion-with-HI-Territorial-Law-57 

 
The Response:  
 Counter #1 
The following section of the 1955 law states the issuance procedure:  
“The secretary of the Territory may, whenever satisfied that any person was born within the 
Territory, cause to be issued to such person a certificate showing such fact; provided, that such 
person has attained the age of one year” (Sec. 57-40). 
 
Counter #2 
The law clearly states that this COLB should be fully trusted aned a Td
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born in a hospital as he claims, it would simply be a no brainer to release the Long 
Form.  These arguments are sufficient to deem the COLB rebutted, and Prima 
Facie acceptance must be dropped, and thus, rebuttals must now be answered.   

 
Consider the example of Sun Yat-sen.  “In March 1904, he obtained a 
Certificate of Hawaiian Birth, [9] issued by the Territory of Hawaii, stating 
he was born on November 24, 1870 in Kula, Maui” 
 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sun_Yat-sen 
http://www.scribd.com/doc/9830547/Sun-Yatsen-Certification-of-Live-Birth-
in-Hawaii    
 
However, it just so happens that Sun Yat-sen is an actual historical figure who 
was a Chinese political activist known as the “Founding Father of the 
Republic of China.  Most notably,  “Sun Yat-sen was born on 12 November 
1866 Guangzhou prefecture, Guangdong province (26 km or 16 miles north of 
Macau), in the Empire of the Great Qing of China.” He lived in exile in 
Hawaii.  
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sun_Yat-sen 
 
The Territorial laws of Hawaii (BC4) allowed for this fraud in 1909. The same 
opportunity for mistakes is present in the 1955 laws, which also allowed for 
unattended births (BC2-BC4). Additionally, it appears obvious that the laws 
enacted in 1911 were in use before 1911. 
 

The Counter Response: 





If the Long Form were simply provided, and it corroborated the President‘s 
claim, the discussion about his birthplace would be over (though not the 
objection to his non-citizen father).  However, if the Long Form contained an 
extended supplementary report documenting extenuating birth circumstances, 
and/or affidavits supporting a Honolulu birthplace, then that would confirm that 
he is lying, and it would certainly mandate further investigation. Even Chris 
Mathews agrees that it is time to show the long form: 
http://www.realclearpolitics.com/video/2010/12/27/chris_matthews_why_doesnt
_obama_just_release_the_birth_certificate.html 
 
However, now that the new Governor of Hi (Abercrombie) is unable to find the 
President’s long form birth certificate, Chris Mathews has changed his tune and 
falsely states that it’s not needed because now we have “new” birth certificates. 
 
http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=258637 
 
The media is now getting desperate.  Obviously, the 1961 Birth Certificate is not 
a new one.  It needed to exist in 1961 if Obama was born in HI.  If it can’t be 
found, the correct question is why not.  Mathews blows of this little issue by say 
“now they have new ones.” 
 
If the long form does not exist, or if it generates more questions, even ardent 
Obama supporters will want to know the answers as well. The “It won‘t make 
any difference” argument, is as intellectually unsatisfying, as it is non-
sequitur. It is a classic flaw in reasoning known as Avoiding the Question. 
The question is, "Why not release the vault copy long form that will 
objectively support the President‘s claim that he was born in Kapi‘olani 
Hospital in Honolulu?" 
 
The actual answer the counter is looking for �L�V���Šwe don‘t know, because 
they (we) really don‘t. This simple question challenges the coherency and 
validity of the President‘s claim, and in light of the complete inadequacy of 
providing a COLB as proof of a natural birth location, and thus eligibility, the 
question deserves a more thorough response than “it won‘t make any 
difference.”And, according to the newly elected Gov. Abercombie, the COLB 
issue “has a political implication for 2012 that we simply cannot have. This 
issue could cost him the Presidency.”   
 
http://www.staradvertiser.com/editorials/20110118_This_is_a_collaborative_
endeavor.html  
 
I cannot speak for others; however, my case is resolved with the Long Form, 
because it, and it alone, can legally affirm if the President was born at 
Kapioliani 



 
The fact that Hawaii issues a passport from the COLB confuses the issue, so I address this 
below as well.  Please note that having a passport in no way affirms that one has Natural 
Born status.  
http://www.sccgov.org/portal/site/rec/agencyarticle?path=%2Fv7%2FCounty%20Clerk-
Recorder%20%28DEP%29%2FPassports&contentId=5cf1bb3166b34010VgnVCMP2200049dc4a92 

 

The Counter response: 
The State Department lists specific requirements for the contents of a birth certificate, as 
stated on page two of the Application for a Passport:  
 



 

President Obama’s Birth announcement 

 
I hesitate to bring forward the following point challenging the credibility of the COLB, 
because the State of Hawaii website which supported the point was originally grounded 
has since been removed or modified. I used these links in the past, but the Homeland 

http://servv89pn0aj.sn.sourcedns.com/~gbpprorg/obama/Loaa_Ka_Aina_Hoopulapula.pdf
http://servv89pn0aj.sn.sourcedns.com/~gbpprorg/obama/Loaa_Ka_Aina_Hoopulapula.pdf
http://www.free-books.us/Diverse/917843/With-Highlights-Loaa-Ka-Aina-Hoopulapula-Hawaiian-Lands-Program


official registrar's office, so the constraints of traveling to Honolulu from the remaining islands, 
along with Hawaii's Territorial Transition to Statehood, made this law necessary. 
 
The Counter response:  
In 1960, Stanley Ann Dunham reached 18 years of age. The earliest evidence of a 
passport is 1965.”  This is 4 years after Obama’s birth. 

The record starts with an amendment of a passport filed on July 19, 1965 followed by a 
renewal application in 1968 of a passport granted on July 19, 1965. Even though the 
passport appears to have been requested after she was married, she kept her name until 
she filed an amendment. The amendment does not appear to be dated other than with a 
reference to 6/29/1967.  There are several minor discrepancies… 1. New Passport 
Application (inferred). 

(http://nativeborncitizen.wordpress.com/2010/08/01/stanley-ann-dunham-passport-expiration/).   

Dr. Hannigan’s rebuttal: 

The implication that the counter is trying to establish is that Ann Dunham got her 
Passport in 1965, which is after the President was born, thus suggesting  that there is no 
way for Obama to have been born outside of the country. This is a nice try, but the actual 
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) passport record’s Cover Letter explains that while 
the documents therein reference Stanley Ann Dunham’s 1965 passport application, the 
original application document could not be found as “it was destroyed in the 1980s.” 

Therefore, there is no ground for the statement “The record starts…” or New passport 
Application (inferred). You see, if the original 1965 application was available, we could 
ascertain for what purpose the application had been made.  A passport application could 
mean an application for Amendment, such as name change, for Renewal or Extension.  
The destroyed 1965 passport application could have just as easily been one of several 
amendments or renewals of her original passport.  Because the cover letter also states that 
“many passport applications...from that time period were destroyed,” this could also 
include any 1960-1965 applications, renewals or extensions she might have had, but are 
now not available. Since this information is missing, the argument that she never 
travelled prior to moving to Indonesia, cannot be supported. 

We do know that the 1965 application was not to change her name to Soetoro, as she did 
that in July 1967.  The above referenced website suggests that she “kept her name until 
she filed the amendment” in 1967. Well, how would they know that?    

 It is not likely that the July 1965 Application was for an original Passport.  The Passport 
was issued four months after she was married Soetoro. If  it were for a new application, 
her name would have been Soetoro, but that can’t be because she amended the 1965 
passport 

http://www.scribd.com/doc/35161730/Stanley-Ann-Dunham-Obama-Soetoro-Passport-Application-File-Strunk-v-Dept-of-State-FOIA-Release-FINAL-7-29-10
http://nativeborncitizen.wordpress.com/2010/08/01/stanley-ann-dunham-passport-expiration/
http://www.scribd.com/doc/35163631/Stanley-Ann-Dunham-Obama-Soetoro-Passport-Application-File-Strunk-v-Dept-of-State-FOIA-Release-7-29-10
http://www.scribd.com/doc/35163631/Stanley-Ann-Dunham-Obama-Soetoro-Passport-Application-File-Strunk-v-Dept-of-State-FOIA-Release-7-29-10


http://www.state.gov/documents/organization/96122.pdf
http://patdollard.com/2010/08/cnn-poll-only-42-of-americans-believe-obama-is-a-citizen-only-23-of-republicans/
http://patdollard.com/2010/08/cnn-poll-only-42-of-americans-believe-obama-is-a-citizen-only-23-of-republicans/
http://hawaii.gov/health/about/pr/2008/08-93.pdf


Counter #2: 
Dr. Chiyome Fukino, Director of the Hawaii State Department of Health (and a political 
appointee by Republican Governor Linda Lingle), verified that the original birth certificate 
was on file: 
“There have been numerous requests for Sen. Barack Hussein Obama’s official birth certificate. 
State law (Hawai‘i Revised Statutes §338-18) prohibits the release of a certified birth certificate to 
persons who do not have a tangible interest in the vital record. 
  
“Therefore, I as Director of Health for the State of Hawai‘i, along with the Registrar of Vital 
Statistics who has statutory authority to oversee and maintain these type of vital records, have 
personally seen and verified that the Hawai‘i State Department of Health has Sen. Obama’s 
original birth certificate on record in accordance with state policies and procedures. 
 

http://www.kitv.com/r/17860890/detail.html
http://www.obamaconspiracy.org/2010/08/government-investigation-into-barack-obamas-citizenship/
http://www.obamaconspiracy.org/2010/08/government-investigation-into-barack-obamas-citizenship/


http://www.staradvertiser.com/editorials/20110118_This_is_a_collaborative_endeavor.html
http://www.staradvertiser.com/editorials/20110118_This_is_a_collaborative_endeavor.html
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hvrb7YqdvxE
http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2011/01/26/celebrity-journalist-says-he-never-talked-hawaii-governor-obama-birth/
http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2011/01/26/celebrity-journalist-says-he-never-talked-hawaii-governor-obama-birth/




Supreme Court who had disbarred him for 5 years based on his perjury conviction.   
 
So, perhaps one should not be so quick here to claim another “vast (tea-party) 
conspiracy.” �-  
 
The President’s birth certificate concern arose in June 2008 BEFORE the November 
Presidential election which is why the COLB was released in July of 2008. Also, note, 
before Tea Party activism. 
http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=66787 
 
 
 

 
7. Whereas, No standing in courts: 

However, all of the courts have ruled exclusively on the basis of "Standing" alone. All of 
the judges have ruled that the plaintiffs do not have the right to ask this question because 
they have not been "harmed, personally," more than the public in general has been 
harmed. Not one court has ruled based on the merits of the case. Some courts have 
thrown the cases out as frivolous rather than rule on the arguments; other courts refused 
to hear the cases at all. I simply ask, if “We the People” do not have Standing to question 
whether the Constitution has been upheld, who does? 

 
The Counter response: 
The courts have no obligation to try frivolous cases that waste the court’s time and the 
taxpayer’s money.    

 
Dr. Hannigan’s rebuttal: Few cases have been ruled as frivolous.  One such was 
Cook v. Goode et al, in which U.S. District Judge Clay Land sanctioned Atty. Orly 
Taitz $20,000 and ordered her not to bring any more such cases into his courtroom.  
Kerchner vs. Obama was tossed out for lack of standing by Judge Dolores Sloviter. 
Interestingly enough, when Atty. Mario Apuzzo appealed the ruling:  
 
For WorldNetDaily, Bob Unruh reported: "But Apuzzo had explained to the court 



The 3rd Circuit Court of Appeals suddenly dropped the demand to show cause and 
did not assess Apuzzo for the defense's fees as in a frivolous appeal.  This is also a 
legal statement confirming that the release of the long form would at least partially 
resolve this issue.    �-   This also, is a legal statement confirming that by providing the 
long form, this issue would be resolved. 
http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=182881 
 
 

8. Whereas, The Senate [capitalized] never verified Obama's birth in HI. Because of the 
ambiguity of Hawaii's birth certification process, an investigation of Barack Obama II's 
birth would have been as justified as the investigation of John McCain‘s birth. 

http://www.nytimes.com/2008/04/18/us/politics/18web-hulse.html?_r=1   

The Counter Response: 
#1 The Senate’s resolution was non-binding  
 
#2 Because McCain was born in the Panama Canal Zone, which was an unincorporated territory, 

there was greater legitimacy in investigating those concerns.   
 

Dr. Hannigan’s Rebuttal: 
I have laid out above sufficient ground to counter the Prima Facie claim.   
 
According the NY Times author above, the McCain investigation was launched because 
several court cases were filed to challenge McCain’s status, and Congress wished to put 
the issue to rest.  There were also several court cases pending regarding Obama’s status 
during the same period, but no similar action was taken.  Frankly, I simply believe that 
Congress was ignorant of problems associated with the territorial nature the Hawaiian 
law. 
 

#3  FOIA documents from his mother’s passport files contain the following document: 
 
Memo to file 
A 14 128 294 
Sept. 14, 1967 
 
Pursuant to inquiry from Central office regarding the status of the applicants’ [Lolo Soetoro] 
spouses’ child by a former marriage. 
 
The person in question is a united states citizen by virtue of his birth in Honolulu, Hawaii Aug. 4, 
1961. He is living with the applicants’ spouse in Honolulu, Hawaii. He is considered the 
applicants step-child, within the meaning of Sec. 101(b)(1)(B), of the act, by virtue of the 
marriage of the applicant to the childs’ mother on March 15, 1965. 
 
W. L. Mix  (Citation:  http://www.scribd.com/doc/35161730/Stanley-Ann-Dunham-Obama-
Soetoro-Passport-Application-File-Strunk-v-Dept-of-State-FOIA-Release-



 
 

9. 



certificate The President’s lack of action leaves the question open. Frankly, I find it appalling that the 
States’ and Federal legislature did not do their due diligence to prove out Sen. Obama’s eligibility as was 
requested in June  

Minor Additional Comments: 
 
Citizenship 
 
In the late 1960's, under military dictator Suharto, every student in Indonesia had to carry a 

government ID card, a Kartu Tanda Penduduk or KTP, which to obtain, one had to officially 
establish to the military government one's nationality and religion. One could not simply claim to 
be whatever nationality or religion was convenient at the moment. The AP secured and published 
a copy of Barack II's registration for school at Fransiskus Assisi Catholic (Elementary) School in 
Jakarta. It had "Indonesian" for nationality and "Is|am" for religion. Had he been any other 
nationality besides Indonesian, he could only have attended school in Indonesia at the 



have posters.  However, is it tolerant to point this out while ignoring and excusing the 
racists among the liberal wing of the Democratic Party, NAACP and The New Black 
Panthers?   
 
As you know, the NAACP recently passed a motion to charge the Tea Party with 
racism (without proof) and to demand that they remove racist from their movement. 
http://www.azcentral.com/news/articles/2010/07/13/20100713naacp0713.html 
 
However, they failed to make any motion regarding the New Black Panther 
movement (specifically party leader King Samir Shabazz) who, not only was found 
guilty of voter intimidation: 
(http://www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2010/07/12/team_obama_turns_blind_eye_
to_voter_intimidation_106267.html)  
 
Additionally, Shabazz called on black men to get rid of their white women and begin 
the “killing of White Crackers and their babies.”   
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=neGbKHyGuHU&feature=pyv&ad=3265020430
&kw=black%20panther 
 
Somehow, in the same motion, the NAACP also failed to censure the Democratic 
Party and ask for their racists.  It is a point of fact that in America, the charge of racist 
only goes one way.  Some recent examples: 
 
"He [Reid] was wowed by Obama's oratorical gifts and believed that the country was 
ready to embrace a black presidential candidate, especially one such as Obama -- a 
'light-skinned' African American 'with no Negro dialect, unless he wanted to have 
one,' " Halperin and Heilemann said. 
 
http://articles.cnn.com/2010-01-09/politics/obama.reid_1_john-



Finally, you just might see left liberal operatives begin infiltrating the Tea Party 
movement with racists signs to help cast the Tea Party as a racist group. 
http:// www.examiner.com/tea-party -in-new-york/crash-the-tea-party -founder-
outwitted-by-foes 
 
I did a YouTube search on Tea Party Racism, which revealed nothing except people (African, 
and Anglo Americans) speaking, singing and supporting one another in their views.  I 
believe, this 



investigations which released reports and findings.  A  Conspiracy 
Theorist must argue against “institutional analysis.”  The Birth Certificate 
issu has not been institutionally investigated.  There are no findings and  
additionally, it has ignored by the courts and the media (including Fox 
News), ergo, no conspiracy theory. 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Conspiracy_theory 
 
Finally, true conspiracy theories can never be proven because the institution is in 
the position of having to prove a negative.  If you do not have the alien bodies, 
how can you prove that you do not have alien bodies?  Since such a fallacy 
cannot be resol

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Conspiracy_theory
http://www.usatoday.com/news/opinion/columnist/benedetto/2005-06-10-benedetto_x.htm
http://www.usatoday.com/news/opinion/columnist/benedetto/2005-06-10-benedetto_x.htm
http://www.factcheck.org/new_evidence_supports_bush_military_service_mostly.html


 

I am not the only one… 

There are 11 states that are in various stages of amending their election laws to include 
requirements that all presidential candidates proved affidavits of their meeting the eligibility 
requirements and provided an original birth certificate or other vital records to support their 
eligibility.  If only one of these states (Arizona) passes this change into law, it is my opinion that 
the President will NOT run for a second term to avoid the release of whatever he is hiding. 

http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=261901 

A CNN Poll released August 4th 2010 (Pres. Obama’s B-Day), shows that only 42% of 
Americans think the President was definitely born in the U.S. 
http://instruct.westvalley.edu/hannigan/CNN_Poll.pdf 

The Counter response: 
It is a rather pathetic commentary on the American consciousness. The reality is that 27% 
of those Americans polled believe that Obama was probably or definitely born in another 
country.  See what Fox News is doing to the public. 

Dr. Hannigan’s reply: 
I’m not sure what to say to this.  If weren’t for those darn  “We the People…people”  

Not even four in 10 people across America believe President Obama's narrative about being born 
in Hawaii, according to a new poll.  A new 60 Minutes/Vanity Fair poll shows that only 39 
percent of respondents believe Obama was born in Hawaii as he wrote in his book.  The 
magazine boasted, "A whopping 63 percent – very nearly two-thirds of us – went out on a limb 
and stated for the record that we believe our President was born in the United States. It's enough 
to make you proud to be an American – or 63 percent proud, at any rate."  But that included 
those who say they believe he was born in Kansas or some other unknown state, which still 
would conflict with Obama's narrative.  

The Counter Response: 
I have found no substantive response 

http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=261901
http://instruct.westvalley.edu/hannigan/CNN_Poll.pdf
http://www.vanityfair.com/magazine/2010/08/60-minutes-poll-201008?currentPage=1
http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=165225
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Connecticut.http://www.obamaconspiracy.org/2010/02/obamas-social-security-number/).  

Dr. Hannigan’s rebuttal: 
This issue adds to the mystery of who this President is.  He has never been fully 
vetted and that his objective history is hidden from view.   

A US Senator and over 3 dozen state lawmakers want proof of Obama eligibility 
Proposal would demand state officials independently verify information. 
http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=178321 
 

The Counter response: 
They are a bunch of kooks. 
 

Dr. Hannigan’s rebuttal: Okay, but I predict that either the actual Long Form 
will be released or the President will not run for a second term.   

 

President Obama’s Grandmother affirms that she was present in Kenya at Obama’s birth – 
see affidavit. 
http://www.scribd.com/doc/18010847/Berg-v-Obama-Kweli-Shuhubia-Affidavit  

The Counter response: 
The Affidavit is a total misrepresentation of the interview conducted by McRae through a 
translator.  In fact, both the translator and Obama’s step-grandmother, after realizing that 
McRae has misunderstood her to say that she was present at Obama II’s birth, try 
repeatedly to correct McRae’s misunderstanding.  A COMPLETE transcript of the 
exchange can be found here beginning on page 17. 
http://www.obamaconspiracy.org/wpcontent/uploads/2009/03/obamatranscriptlulu109.pd
f  

Dr. Hannigan’s rbuttal: 

The link I used is a legal affidavit from the translator who was present with Sarah 
Obama at the time of the interview.  This transcription provided by the counter 
response is translated after the fact and in a private context.   In the affidavit I 
linked to, the translator insists that Sarah Obama confirmed twice that she was 
present when the President was born:  

“Bi shop McRae asked Ms. Obama specifically, ‘Were you present when your 
grandson Barack Obama was born in Kenya?’ This was asked to her in translation 
twice, and both times she specifically replied, ‘Yes’ . It appeared Ms. Obama’s 
relatives and her grandson, handling the translating, had obviously been versed to 
counter such facts with the purported information from the American news media 
that Obama was born in Hawaii.

http://www.obamaconspiracy.org/2010/02/obamas-social-security-number/
http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=178321
http://www.scribd.com/doc/18010847/Berg-v-Obama-Kweli-Shuhubia-Affidavit
http://www.obamaconspiracy.org/wpcontent/uploads/2009/03/obamatranscriptlulu109.pdf
http://www.obamaconspiracy.org/wpcontent/uploads/2009/03/obamatranscriptlulu109.pdf


http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zH4GX3Otf14


The Washington Post and Wikipedia (presumably at the suggestion or with the approval of 
people associated with Barack Obama) now claim that he was born in Kapiolani Hospital, even 
though Kapiolani Hospital refuses to confirm or deny the truth of this statement or to provide a 
copy of a hospital birth certificate or record.  See the two identical news reports screen shots 
except that the 2nd one has the name of hospital changed.” (quotes added �- ) 
http://www.safeguardourconstitution.com/the-hard-facts.html 
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http://www.safeguardourconstitution.com/the-hard-facts.html
http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2008/Nov/09/ln/hawaii811090361.html
http://www.kapiolanigift.org/doc/centennial-magazine.pdf
http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=104146


of our military as a “strong check” against foreign influences on the person in this office.” 

http://puzo1.blogspot.com/2010/03/obama-maybe-citizen-of-united-states.html
http://www.opsi.gov.uk/acts/acts1963/pdf/ukpga_19630054_en.pdf


http://nativeborncitizen.wordpress.com/2009/11/09/lynch-v-clarke-ruling/
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Natural_born_citizen_of_the_United_States


Citizen, civilian Obama could have secured a British Passport, with the nationality of 
Commonwealth Citizen.  

a. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Commonwealth_citizen#Commonwealth_citizen_tra
vel_documents 

 
b. The KC article 95 confirms the status of Commonwealth status to its Kenyan 

citizens.  No Act, law or decree therefore removed Barak’s Commonwealth 
Citizenship status as received when he received Kenyan Citizenship. 

 
 
Well there you have it.  If you actually read all the way through this document, you are no longer 
ignorant.  You may disagree, but you at least have a strong foundation on the issue.  There are a lot of 
distracting birther ideas, but I still contend that the President simply needs to show his original long form 
if he has one.  If he dose not have one, then he need to provide sufficient evidence to support that he is 
indeed a Natural Born Citizen.   
 
Finally, I do not like being ignorant!  If you find an alternative counter view to my arguments, let me 
know!  I would research and include them.  
 
John Hannigan, Ph.D. 
 
 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Commonwealth_citizen#Commonwealth_citizen_travel_documents
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Commonwealth_citizen#Commonwealth_citizen_travel_documents
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