


STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION

This 1s a Qui Tam (False Claims) Action wherein the U.S. District
Court had original jurisdiction pursuant to 31 U.S.C. §§ 3729 through 3733.
This is an appeal from a final judgment of the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia, entered on June 9, 2009 and September 21,
2009. Notice of Appeal was timely filed on October 21, 2009. Accordingly,

this Court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §1291.

STATEMENT OF ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

The government filed a Motion to Dismiss Appellant’s Qui Tam
(False Claims) action against Barack Hussein Obama for his term as United
States Senator for the State of Illinois, who now happens to be the President
of the United States. The Court held a Hearing under Seal. The government
claimed they had an unfettered discretion to dismiss the case and the Court
did not have any say in the matter. The Court complied with the
Government and Dismissed the Relator’s Action against Barack Hussein
Obama on June 9, 2009. Appellant filed a Motion for Reconsideration of the
Dismissal on the basis of the law discovered regarding the Government’s

Conflict-of-Interest as Barack Hussein Obama was the sitting President and



their boss. Appellant was not afforded a hearing or chance to be heard,
although he requested such, and Appellant’s Motion was Denied on

September 21, 2009. This timely appeal was filed on October 21, 2009.

1. Whether the U.S. District Court for the District of
Columbia erred and/or abused its discretion by granting the
Governments Motion to Dismiss and Dismissing Relator’s Qui Tam

(False Claims) Action?

2. Whether the U.S. District Court for the District of
Columbia erred as a matter of law and/or abused its discretion in
failing to address the issues regarding the Government’s Conflict-of-
Interest in representing President Barack Hussein Obama in the
Court’s Order Dismissing the Relator’s Qui Tam (False Claims)

Action?

3. Whether the U.S. District Court for the District of
Columbia erred as a matter of law and/or abused its discretion by
Denying Appellant’s Request for Discovery of the Evidence and/or
Documents used by the Government in their determination to seek

Dismissal of the Relator’s Qui Tam (False Claims) Action? and

4. Whether the U.S. District Court for the District of
Columbia erred as a matter of law and/or abused its discretion by

Denying Appellant’s Motion for Reconsideration based on the new



law discovered regarding the Government’s Conflict-of-Interest in

representing our now President, Barack Hussein Obama?

STATEMENT OF RELATED CASES

To Counsel’s knowledge there are no other related cases or
proceedings pending in this Court or any other Court pertaining to the

Appellant and his Qui Tam (False Claims) Action.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This case is a Qui Tam (False Claims) Action which raises very
important questions.

Appellant has serious questions into the citizenship status of Barack
Hussein Obama, the Appellee herein and the fact the Appellee obtained
monies from the Federal Government based on false claims that he was a
United States citizen eligible to hold the Office of a United States Senator
for Illinois.

Evidence points to the facts that Appellee was born in Mombassa,
Kenya on August 4, 1961 and his mother, Stanley Ann Dunham, was not old
enough to confer U.S. natural born citizenship onto Appellee. Appellee’s

father was a foreign citizen and never a citizen of the United States.






