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Although it was first asserted in
Marbury v. Madison to strike down

an act of Congress as inconsistent with the Constitution, judicial review did not spring full-blown from the brain of
Chief Justice Marshall. The concept had been long known, having been utilized in a much more limited form by Privy
Council review of colonial legislation and its validity under the colonial charters, and there were several instances
known to the Framers of state court invalidation of state legislation as inconsistent with state constitutions.
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