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Living a peaceful and ordinary life is the aim of every individual in a specific environment, which can be a particular country. However, maintaining peace and harmony in such an environment can be challenging, yet the government must keep it effectively and efficiently (Stahn, 2017). Hence, to remain successful with this objective, some legal organisations and circumstances are established by the governments, which are referred to as the law of a country. Law is important for different locations and can differ according to global sites. It serves justice and provides a legal way to live an everyday life for the citizens (Nollkaemper, 2014).
Similarly, one of the essential concepts related to the study of law and legal structure has been identified as the judiciary. Generally, a judiciary can be explained as a significant governmental branch essential for administering justice per the legal statements, rules and obligations. A country's judiciary has some critical powers exercised by the high courts and the supreme courts (Berger, 2012). The judges of these courts are responsible for deciding according to the proceedings of the previous cases. Other than judges, some critical elements of the judiciary include magistrates and adjudicators, yet the judges are considered superior and have sole powers. 
Additionally, specific concerns have been raised against a particular country's judicial system, which will be discussed extensively along with relevant support. A significant problem highlighted in this report is the inability of the judiciary to be diverse. The decisions in a legal case are based on the judges' expertise, knowledge and experience in making a good and relevant decision (Hunter, 2015). However, the judges have extra responsibility when sharing their decision, such as respecting the constitution of the location and benefiting the local population. Hence, an argument to justify this aspect is further provided in detail below. 
[bookmark: _Toc106305919]Detailed Discussion and Critical Evaluation
[bookmark: _Toc106305920]Role of the Supreme Court Justice
The legal hierarchy of a nation's judicial system includes a vital type of court called the Supreme Court. It is the highest among other courts within the court hierarchy and is responsible for hearing appeals on specific cases under dispute. Although, it must be acknowledged that case trials are not held at the Supreme Court. All the decisions a high court has taken are reviewed at the Supreme Court to ensure that they are relevant to the case before the legal structure and whether justice has been served appropriately (Beard, 2012). 
The context of justice can be connected and explained effectively under the settings of a supreme court. The responsibility of reviewing a particular court decision reflects the Supreme Court's superiority in analysing whether justice has been served efficiently. If necessary, the appeal of the accused or the claimant can be given a chance to be heard again. Within this aspect, it can be acknowledged that there remains sufficient diversity within the Supreme Court regarding serving justice, as the decisions are not left to prevail unless they have been reviewed entirely. Relevant changes have been communicated effectively (Robbins and Bannon, 2019). 
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In continuance with the discussion provided above, it must be understood that the Supreme Court being the highest amongst other courts in the court hierarchy of a country's legal structure, the Supreme Court has the superior power to change a particular decision upon the review of an appeal submitted or requesting the claimant or the accused to present their evidence accordingly. Although it has been included earlier that a Supreme Court is not entitled to conducting hearings, it has the power to postpone high court or other court's hearings until the required documents are submitted by the respective parties and reviewed by the judges accordingly. It has been understood that the high court judges have a responsibility to make sound decisions that are considered balanced for the external environment, including the constitution and the individuals. Still, there can be cases requiring diversity as well, which is when the Supreme Court interferes with assisting in serving justice accordingly (Leong, 2020). Legal circumstances that have been ignored or could not be catered to in the high courts are dealt with effectively by the Supreme Court under appropriate review. 
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Moving along with the following discussion, certain key factors can influence a court's decision, which can also be critical to understanding. Similarly, one of the influences which have been highlighted frequently is related to ethnicity or gender. These two aspects are and should never be involved in influencing the courts' decisions. The judges need to ensure that they act fairly when giving their judgements and regulating a decision, according to Article 6 of the Equality and Human Rights Act 1998. However, there might be certain situations in which the Supreme Court would need to act diversely in the light of considering the ethnicity/gender of the accused (Rackley, 2012). This can include scenarios in which an under-aged individual is involved in a significant crime or a woman who is pregnant and would not be able to serve her prison life upon being punished for her crime. Hence, the well-being of every individual, regardless of their accusation, is emphasised for justice by the Supreme Court, and it can act diversely in certain situations as well. 
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Referring to the discussion provided above, it is essential to understand that the aspect of reviewing a judicial decision by the Supreme Court requires the presence and the inclusion of certain nominees. These nominees are associated with the legal bar council, ensuring they can consider all sides of the decision and then retake the decision as per the general requirements. However, a nominee's recruitment and association require the Supreme Court to undertake a formal procedure. The President is responsible for consulting with the Senators before such a decision can be planned. The association can proceed accordingly if approval is obtained (Sen and Spaniel, 2017).
Furthermore, once the approval has been granted, the President can proceed with associating a nominee who is then sent for further consideration to the Senate Judiciary. This step is taken to ensure that a knowledgeable and experienced nominee is part of the legal structure, through whom benefits in legal decision-making in a diverse situation will be maximised. The Senate Judiciary hears the nominee, and the approval is then processed formally for successful retention of the nominee. 
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Concluding the discussion provided above, it can be evaluated that the decisions taken by a high court, considering its superiority amongst other courts, the decision is still reviewed by the Supreme Court to ensure whether the decision taken is according to the mere requirements of serving justice and unethical choices are eliminated. The Supreme Court is a court that has the highest ranking among all courts. Although it does not allow the hearing or conducting of trials, it has the authority to request the below courts, such as the high court, to change or amend its decision. In this aspect, decisional diversity in the legal circumstances is being practised extensively as there can be complex cases for the society. Serving the constitutional well-being is not the only focus of a nation's legal system. Still, the local population's well-being and prevailing justice are equally important. 
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