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In the case Marbury v. Madison, John Marshall the Chief Justice of the United States and former Secretary of State under President John Adams, gave the reason that;

“It is emphatically the province and duty of the Judicial Department to say what the law is. Those who apply the rule to particular cases must, of necessity, expound and interpret that rule. If two laws conflict with each other, the Courts must decide on the operation of each.”
We agree with the reasons and decisions that John Marshall’s gave in this decision (Marbury v. Madison) for many reasons. First of all, the fact the he was working for President Adams before he became the Chief Justice of the United States was already bias entering this matter and he still did not decide in favor of Marbury was impressive especially in that period of time. Secondly, But, more importantly, in Marshall's opinion, Congress could not give the Supreme Court the power to issue an order granting Marbury his commission. Only the Constitution could, and the document said nothing about the Supreme Court having the power to issue such an order. So, the Supreme Court could not force anyone to give Marbury, because it did not have the power to do so.
We believe that the Supreme Court should be the ultimate interpreter of the constitution because the court is the highest tribunal in the Nation for all cases and controversies arising under the Constitution or the laws of the United States.
As the final arbiter of the law, the Court is charged with ensuring the American people the promise of equal justice under law and, thereby, also functions as guardian and interpreter of the Constitution.
1. Judicial review. Article III, Section 2. U.S. courts have the power to rule legislative enactments or executive acts invalid on constitutional grounds. The Constitution is the supreme law of the land. Any court, state or federal, high or low, has the power to refuse to enforce any statute or executive order it deems repugnant to the U.S. Constitution. Two conflicting federal laws are under "pendent" jurisdiction if one presents a strict constitutional issue. Federal court jurisdiction is rare when a state legislature enacts something as under federal jurisdiction.[c] To establish a federal system of national law, considerable effort goes into developing a spirit of comity between federal government and states. By the doctrine of ‘Res Judicata’, federal courts give "full faith and credit" to State Courts.[d] The Supreme Court will decide Constitutional issues of state law only on a case by case basis, and only by strict Constitutional necessity, independent of state legislator’s motives, their policy outcomes or its national wisdom.[e]

1 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Constitution#Judiciary

Judicial review allows federal courts to review laws and to declare a law invalid if it is found to violate the Constitution. But, the Court may not overturn just any law because it violates the Constitution. Such a decision by the Court may be made only when a specific lawsuit is brought before the Court requiring a determination that a law is constitutional. 
We believe that it does raise questions because judges are usually not popularly elected how it can be democratic if the supreme judges are "calling the shots". We live in a democracy because we elect democrats to go and vote legitimately on decisions to be made for the entire nation or group of people that fall under their jurisdiction. 
 
Judicial review raises questions about democracy because it gives unelected members of a government body power over elected members of other government bodies. Additionally, judicial review allows federal courts to see that government officials, including the president, act in accordance with constitutional principles.
Supreme Court’s decision in Marbury v. Madison in which Chief Justice John Marshall claimed the court’s right to cancel legislation that, in the justices' considered opinion, violated the higher law of the U.S. Constitution.

The Constitution: Founding Fathers decided to make a Constitution, a document which outlines all the ideals and rules under which the entire nation is to be governed. In all of the decisions that we make, that Constitution shall not be usurped because it is the basis for which we even have a social order called a nation and a government.
Therefore all decisions must not violate that document. So the need for a third party whose job it is to interpret law and ensure that no law goes against this document.
