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1. Chief Justice Sundaresh Menon delivered a speech at the inaugural Supreme Court of India Day Lecture, discussing the role of the judiciary in a changing world.
2. He proposed a vision for a future-ready judiciary, emphasizing that judiciaries must refine and modernize their understanding of the judicial role to remain able to administer justice effectively.
3. He outlined four parts to his vision: reiterating what is demanded of judges in their judicial role; describing the “perfect long storm” facing judiciaries around the world; explaining why judges must respond urgently to these challenges; and sketching out ways in which the functioning of the judiciary could evolve to meet these challenges.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
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The article is written by Chief Justice Sundaresh Menon, who is an authoritative figure in Indian law and has been invited to address this topic as part of the first Supreme Court of India Day Celebrations. The article is therefore reliable in terms of its source and content, as it provides an insight into how judiciaries should respond to changes in society. However, there are some potential biases present in the article due to its one-sided nature – it only presents one perspective on how judiciaries should respond to changes, without exploring any counterarguments or alternative solutions. Additionally, there are some unsupported claims made throughout the article which could be further explored with evidence or research. Furthermore, there is no mention of possible risks associated with implementing such changes or any discussion about presenting both sides equally when making decisions. All in all, while this article provides an interesting insight into how judiciaries should respond to changes in society, it could benefit from further exploration into counterarguments and evidence for its claims as well as more discussion about potential risks associated with implementing such changes.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Judicial decision-making and societal change
· Counterarguments to judicial responses to societal change
· Evidence-based approaches to judicial decision-making
· Risks associated with judicial responses to societal change
· Balancing both sides in judicial decision-making
· Impact of judicial decisions on society
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