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Judicial Review

The Marshall Court decision on the doctrine of the Judicial review impacts significantly on the understanding of separation of powers and the federal Judiciary. John Marshal refused to take legal action against the accused even though his written decision for the unanimous court found that the petitioners had the right to their commission
. The decision caused a limitation on the judicial powers, insisting that it had the authority to declare an Act of Congress void if it was found not to be in line with the constitution. Marshal explained that the judiciary had to stick to what the law is and not to do the work those other arms of the government were required to do. They were entitled to say what the law is and hence making the Supreme Court to be the final decision maker about the constitutionality of congressional legislation. 
He also established the rule of judicial review. It stated that executive action and the congressional laws are under the judgment of the Supreme Court as to whether they are within the limits laid down by the constitution
. In addition, he distinguished determination of procedural rules as a legislative function, noting the important subjects that needed to be tackled and mere details. He led to the later decision made by the Supreme Court for the Congress to set standards governing the actions of executive officers n 1930
. The case set and important precedent for the future of the American government establishing the system of balances and checks in between the government branches. John Marshall thought that the court did not have proper jurisdiction to resolve the case presented by Marbury since the administration had not fulfilled their legal obligation to deliver a valid commission. 
He argued that the constitution did not allow expansion of the court’s original jurisdiction and could therefore not follow a statute that was in conflict
. Some problems arose in Marshall’s court about the establishment of the judicial review. The law was however already in action when Marshall announced the tribunal's decision in Marbury. There had been debates over the constitution that referred to judicial review before Marshal had become the chief justice with almost each one voting in its favor
. Also, Marbury v. Madison was the only case he declared a federal law as unconstitutional in his 34 years in court thus he only strengthened the implementation of the judicial review.
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