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Abstract: This paper explores the role of judicial precedent in the development of constitutional law across 

different legal systems. By examining case studies from the United States, the United Kingdom, and India, the 

paper highlights how precedents influence judicial decision-making and shape constitutional interpretation. 

The study identifies key similarities and differences in how various jurisdictions use precedents to uphold or 

reinterpret constitutional principles. The paper concludes that while the doctrine of stare decisis serves as a 

stabilizing force in constitutional law, its application varies significantly, reflecting diverse legal traditions and 

cultural contexts. 
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1. Introduction 

The doctrine of precedent, or stare decisis, is a fundamental principle in many legal systems, ensuring that 

judicial decisions are based on established rulings. This principle underpins the stability and predictability of 

the law, allowing individuals and entities to understand and anticipate the legal consequences of their actions. 

In the context of constitutional law, the role of precedent is particularly significant, as it shapes the 

interpretation and application of constitutional principles over time. 

1.1. The Concept of Precedent 

Precedent, derived from the Latin term praecedere meaning "to go before," refers to previous judicial decisions 

that serve as a guide for resolving current legal issues. The doctrine of stare decisis, which translates to "to 

stand by things decided," mandates that courts follow established rulings from higher courts within the same 

jurisdiction unless there is a compelling reason to deviate from them (Black, 1990). This ensures that legal 

principles are applied consistently, promoting fairness and legal certainty. 

In constitutional law, precedents play a crucial role in interpreting and applying constitutional provisions. The 

Constitution is often written in broad and general terms, leaving room for judicial interpretation. Precedents 

help in filling these gaps by providing a framework through which constitutional principles are understood and 

enforced (Stone, 2004). 

1.2. The Function of Precedent in Constitutional Interpretation 

Judicial precedents in constitutional law contribute to the evolution of constitutional doctrines and the 

protection of fundamental rights. When courts are faced with cases involving constitutional issues, they often 

rely on previous rulings to ensure consistency in the application of constitutional principles. This process helps 

in maintaining the integrity of the constitutional framework while allowing for adaptability in response to 

changing societal values and circumstances (Dworkin, 1986). 

http://www.jetir.org/


© 2024 JETIR August 2024, Volume 11, Issue 8                                                           www.jetir.org (ISSN-2349-5162) 

JETIR2408733 Journal of Emerging Technologies and Innovative Research (JETIR) www.jetir.org g315 

 

For instance, the United States Supreme Court's landmark decision in Brown v. Board of Education (1954) 

exemplifies how precedents can be revisited and overturned to address societal injustices. In this case, the 

Court overturned the earlier precedent set by Plessy v. Ferguson (1896), which had upheld racial segregation 

under the doctrine of "separate but equal." The decision in Brown marked a significant shift in constitutional 

interpretation, reflecting the evolving understanding of equality and civil rights (Kluger, 1975). 

1.3. Comparative Perspective 

The application and impact of precedents in constitutional law can vary significantly across different legal 

systems. In the United States, the doctrine of stare decisis is applied with a strong emphasis on maintaining 

continuity, but the Supreme Court retains the authority to overturn its own precedents when necessary. 

Conversely, in the United Kingdom, the principle of precedent is more flexible, and the House of Lords (now 

the Supreme Court) has the power to depart from its own decisions to reflect contemporary legal and societal 

contexts (Elliott & Thomas, 2022). 

In India, the role of precedent is influenced by the unique features of its legal system, which blends common 

law principles with constitutional provisions. The Indian Supreme Court has the authority to set binding 

precedents for lower courts, but it also possesses the flexibility to depart from precedents to uphold the 

Constitution’s basic structure and principles (Mishra, 2018). 

1.4. Purpose of the Study 

This paper aims to provide a comparative analysis of how precedents shape constitutional law in the United 

States, the United Kingdom, and India. By examining key case studies and judicial practices in these 

jurisdictions, the paper seeks to highlight the similarities and differences in the application of precedent and 

its impact on constitutional interpretation. Understanding these variations offers valuable insights into the 

broader implications of judicial decision-making and the development of constitutional doctrines. 

2. The Doctrine of Precedent 

2.1 Definition and Historical Background 

The doctrine of precedent, or stare decisis, is a cornerstone of common law systems. It ensures that decisions 

made by higher courts are binding on lower courts within the same jurisdiction. This principle promotes 

consistency and stability in the law by requiring that similar cases be decided in a similar manner. The term 

stare decisis comes from the Latin phrase "to stand by things decided," reflecting the idea that legal decisions 

should adhere to previously established rulings (Black, 1990). 

Historically, the doctrine emerged from the development of common law in England. The early common law 

system relied heavily on judicial decisions as a source of law, given the absence of comprehensive written 

statutes. Over time, as courts began to recognize the need for consistency and predictability, the principle of 

precedent was formalized. In the 17th century, the decisions of the Court of Common Pleas and the Court of 

King's Bench became increasingly influential, setting precedents that would guide future cases (Hall, 2000). 

2.2 Types of Precedent 

Precedents can be categorized into two main types: binding and persuasive. 

 Binding Precedent: A binding precedent is a decision made by a higher court that must be followed 

by lower courts within the same jurisdiction. For example, in the United States, decisions by the 

Supreme Court are binding on all lower federal courts and, in some cases, state courts. This ensures 

uniformity in the interpretation of constitutional and federal law (Ely, 1980). 

 Persuasive Precedent: A persuasive precedent, on the other hand, is not obligatory but may influence 

the court’s decision. Persuasive precedents come from decisions made by courts in other jurisdictions 

or from lower courts within the same jurisdiction. For instance, decisions from foreign courts or obiter 

http://www.jetir.org/


© 2024 JETIR August 2024, Volume 11, Issue 8                                                           www.jetir.org (ISSN-2349-5162) 

JETIR2408733 Journal of Emerging Technologies and Innovative Research (JETIR) www.jetir.org g316 

 

dicta (remarks made in a judgment that are not central to the decision) may be considered persuasive 

but are not binding (Smith, 1999). 

2.3 The Role of Precedent in Constitutional Law 

In constitutional law, precedents play a critical role in interpreting and applying constitutional provisions. 

Constitutions often contain broad and general principles that require judicial interpretation. Precedents help in 

shaping these interpretations by providing a framework through which constitutional issues are addressed. This 

process ensures that constitutional principles are applied consistently while allowing for adaptability in 

response to evolving societal values (Stone, 2004). 

For example, in the United States, the principle of judicial review established in Marbury v. Madison (1803) 

has guided the Court's approach to constitutional interpretation. The decision in Marbury not only established 

the authority of the judiciary to review legislative acts but also set a precedent for how courts evaluate the 

constitutionality of laws (Ackerman, 1997). 

Similarly, in the United Kingdom, the doctrine of parliamentary sovereignty and the role of the judiciary in 

interpreting statutes have been shaped by precedents set by the House of Lords and the Supreme Court. For 

instance, the decision in R v. R (1991) demonstrated the court’s willingness to depart from previous precedents 

in response to changing societal attitudes towards marital rape (Elliott & Thomas, 2022). 

In India, the role of precedent is also significant, especially given the country's dual legal system combining 

common law principles with constitutional mandates. The Indian Supreme Court’s decisions, such as those in 

Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala (1973), establish binding precedents that shape the interpretation of 

constitutional provisions and influence the development of constitutional law (Mishra, 2018). 

2.4 The Impact of Precedent on Legal Development 

The impact of precedent on legal development is multifaceted. Precedents contribute to the stability of the legal 

system by ensuring that similar cases are treated similarly. However, they also allow for legal evolution by 

providing a mechanism for revisiting and potentially overturning outdated or unjust decisions. This dynamic 

interplay between stability and adaptability is crucial for the progressive development of constitutional law 

(Dworkin, 1986). 

The doctrine of precedent thus balances the need for legal consistency with the flexibility required to address 

new legal and societal challenges. Through its application, the law evolves while maintaining continuity, 

reflecting the changing norms and values of society. 

3. The Role of Precedent in the United States 

3.1 Historical Overview 

In the United States, the role of precedent is deeply embedded in the judicial system, particularly within the 

framework of constitutional interpretation. The principle of stare decisis has been instrumental in shaping 

American legal doctrine and ensuring consistency in the application of the law. The concept of judicial review, 

established in the landmark case Marbury v. Madison (1803), set the foundation for the role of precedents in 

the U.S. legal system (Ackerman, 1997). 

The Supreme Court of the United States holds the highest authority in interpreting the Constitution, and its 

decisions are binding on all lower federal courts and, in many cases, on state courts. The adherence to 

precedents by the Supreme Court reflects a commitment to maintaining legal stability while allowing for 

evolution in constitutional interpretation as societal values and norms change (Sunstein, 1999). 
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3.2 Case Study: Brown v. Board of Education (1954) 

A pivotal example of how precedents shape constitutional law in the U.S. is the Supreme Court decision in 

Brown v. Board of Education (1954). This case addressed the constitutionality of racial segregation in public 

schools, challenging the precedent set by Plessy v. Ferguson (1896), which upheld the doctrine of "separate 

but equal" (Kluger, 1975). 

In Brown v. Board of Education, the Supreme Court unanimously overturned Plessy v. Ferguson, declaring 

that racial segregation in public education violated the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment. 

The Court's decision was based on a re-evaluation of the social and psychological impacts of segregation, 

acknowledging that "separate" was inherently unequal (Brown v. Board of Education, 1954). 

The overturning of Plessy by Brown exemplifies the Supreme Court’s role in revisiting and revising precedents 

when they no longer align with contemporary understandings of justice and equality. This decision marked a 

significant shift in constitutional law, influencing the broader civil rights movement and reinforcing the 

principle that precedents must be scrutinized and possibly overturned if they perpetuate injustice (Kluger, 

1975). 

3.3 The Doctrine of Stare Decisis in U.S. Constitutional Law 

In U.S. constitutional law, the doctrine of stare decisis is applied with a balance between respect for established 

precedents and the need for legal adaptation. The Supreme Court’s adherence to precedents provides stability 

and continuity, yet the Court has also demonstrated a willingness to overturn previous decisions when they are 

deemed to be in conflict with constitutional principles or evolving societal values (Ely, 1980). 

For instance, the decision in Roe v. Wade (1973) established a constitutional right to privacy that encompassed 

a woman’s right to choose to have an abortion. This decision was grounded in precedents related to privacy 

and liberty, but it has also faced substantial debate and challenges, illustrating the dynamic nature of 

constitutional interpretation (Mayer, 1995). 

3.4 The Impact of Precedent on Lower Courts 

The impact of Supreme Court precedents extends beyond the highest court and significantly influences lower 

federal courts and state courts. Lower courts are required to follow the precedents set by the Supreme Court, 

ensuring uniform application of constitutional principles across different jurisdictions (Sunstein, 1999). 

In cases where the Supreme Court has not addressed specific constitutional issues, lower courts often look to 

precedents from other federal courts or related legal principles to guide their decisions. This system of 

hierarchical precedent contributes to a coherent and consistent legal framework, although it also allows for 

some degree of interpretative flexibility within lower courts (Schauer, 2004). 

4. The Role of Precedent in the United Kingdom 

4.1 Historical Overview 

The doctrine of precedent in the United Kingdom, often referred to as the doctrine of stare decisis, has a long 

history rooted in the development of common law. Unlike many other legal systems, the UK follows a system 

where the decisions of higher courts, particularly the House of Lords (now the Supreme Court), are binding on 

lower courts. This principle ensures consistency and stability in the application of the law across different cases 

and legal contexts (Wade & Phillips, 1999). 

Historically, the development of judicial precedents in the UK can be traced back to the medieval period, where 

the establishment of common law principles by the King's Bench and other courts laid the foundation for 

modern precedential doctrine. The doctrine evolved over time, with significant developments such as the 

creation of the rule in Donoghue v. Stevenson (1932) expanding the concept of duty of care in negligence law 

(Lord Atkin, 1932). 
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4.2 Case Study: R v. R (1991) 

One of the most notable examples of the role of precedent in the UK is the case of R v. R (1991). This case 

involved the issue of marital rape, challenging the long-standing precedent established by earlier cases which 

had effectively excluded marital rape from prosecution (R v. Clarence, 1888). 

In R v. R, the House of Lords (now the Supreme Court) overturned the outdated precedent, ruling that marital 

rape was indeed a crime. This landmark decision demonstrated the UK's willingness to depart from previous 

precedents in response to evolving social norms and legal understandings. The court’s decision reflected a shift 

in societal attitudes towards gender equality and the recognition of marital rape as a serious criminal offense 

(Elliott & Thomas, 2022). 

4.3 The Doctrine of Stare Decisis in UK Constitutional Law 

In UK constitutional law, the principle of stare decisis is applied within the framework of judicial hierarchy. 

The decisions of the Supreme Court are binding on all lower courts, ensuring a uniform application of legal 

principles. However, the UK system allows for a degree of flexibility in the application of precedent. The 

Supreme Court has the authority to depart from its own previous decisions if it deems it necessary to reflect 

changes in the law or societal values (Smith, 2012). 

This flexibility is exemplified by the Supreme Court's decision in R v. R (1991), where the court recognized 

the need to update legal precedents to align with contemporary understandings of justice and equality. This 

approach contrasts with the more rigid application of precedent found in some other jurisdictions, reflecting 

the UK’s commitment to both legal consistency and adaptability (Wade & Phillips, 1999). 

4.4 The Impact of Precedent on Legal Development 

The impact of precedent in the UK is profound, influencing both the stability and evolution of the law. By 

adhering to established precedents, the legal system provides predictability and consistency, which are essential 

for maintaining public confidence in the law. At the same time, the ability to depart from precedents allows 

for legal development and adaptation in response to new social and legal challenges (Elliott & Thomas, 2022). 

The UK’s approach to precedent balances respect for historical decisions with the need for progressive change, 

ensuring that the law evolves in line with contemporary values and circumstances while maintaining continuity 

and stability (Smith, 2012). 

5. The Role of Precedent in India 

5.1 Historical Overview 

India’s legal system is a hybrid of common law and statutory law, reflecting its historical evolution under 

British colonial rule and its subsequent independence. The doctrine of precedent in India has been significantly 

influenced by English common law principles, but it has also adapted to fit the unique constitutional framework 

of the Indian Republic. The Supreme Court of India plays a central role in shaping Indian constitutional law 

through its decisions, which establish binding precedents for lower courts across the country (Mishra, 2018). 

The Indian judiciary’s commitment to the doctrine of precedent ensures that legal decisions are consistent and 

predictable. This adherence is essential for maintaining legal stability and upholding the rule of law in a diverse 

and complex society. At the same time, Indian courts have demonstrated flexibility in departing from 

precedents to address evolving social and constitutional issues (Sivakumar, 2012). 

5.2 Case Study: Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala (1973) 

A seminal example of how precedents shape constitutional law in India is the Supreme Court’s decision in 

Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala (1973). This landmark case addressed the issue of the constitutional 
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amendment power and the basic structure doctrine, which asserts that certain fundamental principles of the 

Constitution cannot be altered by amendments (Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala, 1973). 

The case involved a challenge to the Constitution’s 24th Amendment, which aimed to expand the scope of 

Parliament’s power to amend the Constitution. The Supreme Court, in a historic ruling, upheld the validity of 

the amendment but established that Parliament could not alter the Constitution’s basic structure. This decision 

set a significant precedent, establishing the basic structure doctrine as a fundamental principle of Indian 

constitutional law and influencing subsequent judicial decisions and constitutional amendments (Mishra, 

2018). 

5.3 The Doctrine of Stare Decisis in Indian Constitutional Law 

In Indian constitutional law, the principle of stare decisis is applied with a strong emphasis on maintaining 

legal consistency while accommodating the need for progressive change. The Supreme Court’s decisions are 

binding on all lower courts, and the doctrine of precedent ensures that similar cases are decided in a consistent 

manner (Sivakumar, 2012). 

However, the Indian legal system allows for some flexibility in the application of precedents. The Supreme 

Court has the authority to overturn its own precedents if it finds them to be inconsistent with constitutional 

principles or societal needs. This flexibility is evident in cases where the Court has revisited and revised 

previous decisions to reflect changes in societal attitudes or legal understanding (Mishra, 2018). 

5.4 The Impact of Precedent on Legal Development 

The impact of precedent on legal development in India is significant. The Supreme Court’s decisions shape 

the interpretation and application of constitutional provisions, influencing the development of legal doctrines 

and principles. By adhering to and occasionally revisiting precedents, the Court ensures that the law evolves 

in response to new challenges and changing societal values (Sivakumar, 2012). 

The Indian judiciary’s approach to precedent balances respect for established decisions with the need for legal 

adaptation. This approach contributes to the stability of the legal system while allowing for the progressive 

development of constitutional law. The Court’s ability to depart from precedents when necessary reflects its 

role in addressing complex legal and social issues within a dynamic constitutional framework (Mishra, 2018). 

6. Comparative Analysis 

6.1 Similarities in the Use of Precedent 

Across the United States, the United Kingdom, and India, the doctrine of precedent plays a crucial role in 

shaping constitutional law. In all three jurisdictions, the principle of stare decisis ensures that judicial decisions 

are grounded in established legal principles, providing stability and predictability in the law. This adherence 

to precedent helps maintain consistency in the interpretation and application of constitutional provisions. 

6.1.1 Judicial Hierarchy and Binding Precedents 

In each of these jurisdictions, higher courts' decisions are binding on lower courts. In the United States, the 

Supreme Court's decisions are authoritative for all lower federal and, in many cases, state courts (Ely, 1980). 

Similarly, in the UK, decisions made by the Supreme Court are binding on all lower courts, ensuring uniform 

application of the law (Smith, 2012). In India, the Supreme Court's rulings are binding on all subordinate 

courts, reinforcing the principle of legal consistency (Mishra, 2018). 

6.1.2 Role of Precedent in Constitutional Interpretation 

The role of precedent in interpreting constitutional provisions is evident in all three legal systems. In the United 

States, precedents like Marbury v. Madison (1803) and Brown v. Board of Education (1954) have significantly 

influenced constitutional interpretation and development (Ackerman, 1997; Kluger, 1975). The UK’s 
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approach, as demonstrated in cases like R v. R (1991), shows how the courts can adapt precedents to reflect 

evolving social norms (Elliott & Thomas, 2022). In India, decisions such as Kesavananda Bharati v. State of 

Kerala (1973) illustrate how precedents can shape and refine constitutional doctrines (Mishra, 2018). 

6.2 Differences in the Application of Precedent 

Despite these similarities, there are notable differences in how precedents are applied and revised in these 

jurisdictions, reflecting each system’s unique legal and cultural contexts. 

6.2.1 Flexibility in Overturning Precedents 

The flexibility to overturn precedents varies among these jurisdictions. In the United States, the Supreme Court 

can and does overturn its precedents when necessary, as seen in Brown v. Board of Education (1954), which 

overturned Plessy v. Ferguson (1896) (Kluger, 1975). The UK’s Supreme Court, while also able to depart from 

previous decisions, follows a more cautious approach and only does so when it believes it is necessary to 

correct an error or reflect significant legal or societal changes (Smith, 2012). In India, the Supreme Court has 

demonstrated a similar approach to flexibility, often revisiting and revising precedents to address changing 

societal needs, as evidenced by its decision in Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala (1973) (Mishra, 2018). 

6.2.2 Impact of Precedent on Lower Courts 

The influence of precedents on lower courts also differs. In the United States, lower federal courts must adhere 

strictly to the precedents set by the Supreme Court, although they may consider persuasive precedents from 

other jurisdictions (Schauer, 2004). In the UK, while lower courts are bound by the decisions of the Supreme 

Court, they have some flexibility in interpreting and applying precedents based on evolving legal principles 

(Elliott & Thomas, 2022). In India, lower courts are required to follow the Supreme Court’s rulings, but there 

is a degree of flexibility in how precedents are applied in light of evolving interpretations and the need to 

address new legal issues (Sivakumar, 2012). 

6.3 Comparative Insights 

The comparative analysis of these legal systems reveals that while the doctrine of precedent is a common 

feature, its application and impact are shaped by each system’s specific legal culture and historical context. In 

the United States, the proactive role of the Supreme Court in revisiting and overturning precedents reflects its 

dynamic approach to constitutional interpretation. The UK’s cautious approach to departing from precedents 

ensures continuity while allowing for gradual evolution. In India, the Supreme Court’s flexibility in revisiting 

precedents underscores its role in addressing the country’s diverse and evolving legal landscape. 

Understanding these differences and similarities provides valuable insights into how judicial precedents shape 

constitutional law in various jurisdictions, highlighting the balance between legal stability and the need for 

adaptability in addressing contemporary issues. 

7. Conclusion 

The doctrine of precedent, or stare decisis, is a fundamental principle across various legal systems, providing 

a framework for judicial decision-making and ensuring consistency in the application of the law. Through a 

comparative analysis of the United States, the United Kingdom, and India, this research highlights both the 

commonalities and distinctions in how precedent shapes constitutional law in these jurisdictions. 

7.1 Summary of Findings 

In the United States, precedent plays a crucial role in constitutional interpretation and legal development. The 

Supreme Court’s decisions, such as those in Marbury v. Madison (1803) and Brown v. Board of Education 

(1954), demonstrate the Court’s authority to shape constitutional doctrine through its rulings. The ability of 

the Supreme Court to overturn its own precedents, as seen in Brown v. Board of Education, reflects a dynamic 

approach to legal interpretation that accommodates evolving societal values (Ackerman, 1997; Kluger, 1975). 

http://www.jetir.org/


© 2024 JETIR August 2024, Volume 11, Issue 8                                                           www.jetir.org (ISSN-2349-5162) 

JETIR2408733 Journal of Emerging Technologies and Innovative Research (JETIR) www.jetir.org g321 

 

In the United Kingdom, the doctrine of precedent ensures that decisions of the Supreme Court are binding on 

lower courts, fostering legal stability and consistency. The Supreme Court’s ability to depart from previous 

decisions, as exemplified by R v. R (1991), illustrates the UK’s approach to balancing adherence to precedent 

with the need for legal evolution in response to changing social norms (Elliott & Thomas, 2022). This cautious 

flexibility allows for gradual development while maintaining continuity in the law (Smith, 2012). 

India’s legal system, influenced by both common law principles and its unique constitutional framework, 

demonstrates the role of precedent in shaping constitutional law. The Supreme Court’s landmark decision in 

Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala (1973) established the basic structure doctrine, illustrating the Court’s 

ability to refine and develop constitutional principles through its rulings. The Indian approach to precedent, 

which includes flexibility to address evolving legal and social issues, underscores the Court’s role in adapting 

the law to the country’s diverse and dynamic context (Mishra, 2018; Sivakumar, 2012). 

7.2 Reflections on the Comparative Analysis 

The comparative analysis of precedent in these three jurisdictions reveals a shared commitment to legal 

consistency and stability, as well as a recognition of the need for flexibility to address changing societal 

conditions. While the fundamental principles of precedent are consistent across the United States, the United 

Kingdom, and India, each system applies these principles within its unique legal and cultural context. 

In the United States, the proactive role of the Supreme Court in revisiting and overturning precedents reflects 

a judicial philosophy that emphasizes the adaptability of constitutional interpretation to new societal realities. 

The UK’s approach, characterized by a more cautious departure from precedents, ensures a balance between 

legal continuity and gradual change. India’s hybrid legal system, with its combination of common law 

principles and constitutional mandates, highlights the role of precedent in both maintaining stability and 

facilitating progressive legal development. 

7.3 Implications for Legal Systems 

The findings of this research have significant implications for understanding the role of precedent in different 

legal systems. They underscore the importance of balancing respect for established precedents with the need 

for legal adaptation. As legal systems navigate complex and evolving issues, the ability to revisit and refine 

precedents becomes crucial for ensuring that the law remains relevant and effective. 

In conclusion, the doctrine of precedent remains a vital aspect of constitutional law across various jurisdictions. 

Its application ensures that legal decisions are grounded in established principles while allowing for the 

evolution of the law in response to societal changes. The comparative analysis highlights both the 

commonalities and unique approaches of different legal systems, providing valuable insights into how 

precedent shapes and influences constitutional law worldwide. 
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