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QUESTIONS PRESENTED FOR REVIEW 

 
 

 1. Whether a citizen of the United States has  

 standing to challenge the Constitutional qualifications 

 of a Presidential Nominee under the “Natural Born 

 Citizen Clause” when deprivation of  the right to such 

 a challenge would result in the infringement on a 

 citizen’s Constitutional right to vote? 

 

 2. Isn’t it true that no one has the responsibility 

 to ensure a United States Presidential Candidate is 

 eligible to serve as President of the United States? 

 

 3. Are there proper steps for a voter to ensure a 

 Presidential Candidate is qualified and eligible to 

 serve as President of the United States? 

 

 4. Isn’t it true there are not any checks and 

 balances to ensure the qualifications and eligibility of 

 a Presidential candidate to serve as President of the 

 United States?   
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