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Marbury v. Madison
Case background:

Year: 1803
Chief Justice: John Marshall
Associate Justices: William Cushing, William Paterson, Samuel Chase, Bushrod Washington, Alfred Moore

In 1800, before Thomas Jefferson was sworn into office but already elected, President John Adams decided to fill the Judiciary with 59 loyal Federalist. He did this in fear that Jefferson would grant states more rights or form an alliance with France to name a couple possibilities that Adams wanted to prevent from occurring. John Marshall, Adam’s secretary of state, was in charge of delivering all the commissions to the Federalists so they could begin work as a Justice. Because of the end of Adam’s term in office, Marshall delivered 42 of the 59 commissions to the Federalists. He left the remaining 17 to James Madison, the new secretary of state, to distribute, though, Madison refused. William Marbury and several others who had been promised commissions sued Madison in the Supreme Court.
Issues: 

Whether or not Marbury had the right to his appointed position.
Whether or not the laws of the country afford Marbury a legal remedy.
Whether or not the correct legal remedy would be to issue a writ of mandamus.
Decision:


The justices unanimously decided that Marbury had the right to the commission, that he had the right to a legal remedy, and that the legal remedy issued would not be a writ of mandamus. The court found that Marbury was already technically appointed because the commission was complete with the seal of the United States and was signed by the President. The appointment gave him the legal right to the office for 5 years. It is then illegal to withhold the commission from Marbury because he has a right to it by the appointment. Marshall found that the Supreme Court did not have original jurisdiction over writs of mandamus.
Majority Opinion:

Marshall answered the first two issues rather quickly and took more time to examine the third. From the Judiciary Act of 1789, he determined that the Act does not give the Supreme Court original jurisdiction over writs of mandamus. Marshall then found that the Supreme Court did not exercise original jurisdiction and that Congress could not change it. Marshall argued that Congress does not possess the power to modify the Supreme Court’s original Jurisdiction. In addition, when an Act of Congress conflicts with the Constitution, the Act in question is not law and the courts are bound to follow the Constitution, bringing to light judicial review.
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