Jefferson and Jackson:  the supreme Court is not the final arbiter 

President Thomas Jefferson:

President Thomas Jefferson wrote to a friend in 1821:

“You seem … to consider the [federal] judges as the ultimate arbiters of all constitutional questions, a very dangerous doctrine indeed [emphasis added] and one which would place

us under the despotism of an oligarchy … [emphasis added]  The constitution has erected 

no such single tribunal, knowing that, to whatever hands confided, with the corruption of

time and party its members would become despots.” [emphasis added – how much more

succinctly prophetic can Thomas Jefferson’s words be to describe the federal judicial tyranny 

that exists in America today in 2005 ? !]

Source:  “An End to Judicial Tyranny ?” [note: an article on the Article III. Section 2. Power in the United States Constitution for the U.S. Congress to limit the appellate jurisdiction of the 

U.S. supreme Court], by Thomas R. Eddlem, The New American, October 18, 2004, p. 44.

http://www.thenewamerican.com/artman/publish/article_115.shtml  

_________________________________________________

President Andrew Jackson:

Excerpt from:

President Andrew Jackson veto message against the Second Bank of the United States, July 10, 1832:  

Source:  Andrew Jackson and the Bank War, by Robert V. Remini, 1967, pp.82-83

‘The Bank veto of July 10 [1832] is the most important presidential veto in American history… the 

President turned to the constitutional question involved in the recharter.  He noted that the Supreme Court in McCulloch v. Maryland had judged the Bank constitutional.  “To this conclusion I cannot assent,” he declared.  Elaborating, he announced that the Congress and the President as well as the Court “must each for itself be guided by its own opinion of the Constitution.  It is as much the duty of the House of Representatives, of the Senate, and of the President to decide upon the constitutionality of any bill or resolution which may be presented to them for passage or approval as it is of the supreme judges when it may be brought before them for judicial decision.  The opinion of the judges has no more authority over Congress than the opinion of Congress has over the judges, and on that point the President is independent of both.  The authority of the Supreme Court must not, therefore, be permitted to control the Congress or the Executive when acting in their legislative capacities, but to have only such influence as the force of their reasoning may deserve.”  Ever since the writing of this passage Jackson has been unfairly faulted for attempting to make himself co-equal with the courts in determining the constitutionality of Congressional legislation.  What he actually said was that no member of the tripartite government can escape his responsibility to consider the constitutionality of all bills and to vote or act as his good judgment dictates.  And, in the matter of the Bank now before him, Jackson did not agree with the Supreme Court.  Since the Bank recharter was subject to legislative and executive action, he simply claimed the right to think and act as an independent member of the government.’

