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Constitutional Law I

THE JUSTICIABILITY DOCTRINES
(Barriers to Constitutional Adjudication)
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The S.Ct. determines who is 
protected by const'l rights; 

congress determines scope of 
protection for statutory rights

Congress can solve jus tertii 
problem by expanding zone 
of interest of statutory rights

But Congress cannot create 
Art. III standing.  What 

constitutes cognizable injury 
remains a judicial question

Jusiticiability must 
be determined 

separately for each 
claim and claimant

See also Standing, Adequate & Independent, 
and Political Question flowcharts


