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Common Law
Common law is the type of legal system which finds its roots from the precedents of courts rather than written laws and statutes. The judges while presiding the courts get help from the common law where they cannot reach to a conclusion through the written laws. The judgments of the superior courts have binding effect on the lower courts. The principles of common law provide individual and social rights which can be found in the constitutions of other jurisdictions and in this way, England had gradually become the country where no written constitution is codified but such fundamental and constitutional rights are provided in the common law (Pikis, 2017). The common law can simply be understood as “tradition of applying judicial experience to the decision of controversies” (Roscoe, 1937). The common law provides the superiority to the law made by the judicial decisions over the statute laws because in the common law system, the judges can easily ignore the codified statutory law and adopt a previous precedent to reach a better conclusion without any need of making reference to the statutory law (Roscoe, 1937). This is the basic principle of common law that the matter involving similar and identical facts should be decided according to the continuous precedents of the courts on the subject matter (Karl, 1960). The courts are bound under the common law to follow the previous precedents on the same subject matter but however if the court becomes of the opinion that the matter in hand is distinguishable from the precedent on the subject matter and the relevant statutory laws are also of no help being unclear or ambiguous then the judge can set a new precedent for the future disputes of the same nature.
The common law system emerged in the England. The England monarchy established the King’s court which issued the writs to ensure the ends of justice (George, 1921). Initially the cases were independently decided on the local level. The rights and duties of the people we, re determined according to their status in their system. When the king decided to impose his sovereign authority through judicial system, although he had to fight the concerned local authorities but he established the circuit courts. Although these courts did not enjoy the jurisdiction over all the matters but were competent to only entertain certain types of cases but initially these courts were not welcomed. The principles established through the decisions of king’s court were followed by the circuit courts. This practice made the king’s court a source of creating uniform rules and resulted in the uniformity in the legal system and with continuous practice it developed as a general or common law in the all part of the kingdom and was gradually named as “common law”. All this started to develop in the England even before the development of parliament and when after the development of parliament and enactment of laws, the courts started to apply the relevant provisions of law but where any ambiguity regarding application of law arose, the courts interpreted the law in such a way that it narrowly affected the common law and maximized the authority of courts (Joseph, 1966-67).
Civil Law:
Civil law finds its roots from the Roman law and this word is also derived from the Latin words “jus civile”. This law was only designated for the citizens of Rome and it was their exclusive honor to enjoy the said law and for the other people of the empire the separate law by the name of “jus gentium” (AJGM, 1981). The civil law system also has long history and it developed in almost thousand years ranging from the proper written law in “Twelve Table” to the “Justinian’s codifications”. Being a strict legal system with limited and restricted procedural methods, initially it resulted in the hardships for the people and the office of “Practor” was created. With the passage of time the strict Roman law, the “jus civile” got tempered and the practors at the same created remedies of equity and procedures. At the same time the juristic work of the renowned scholars started to be considered as guiding principles and gradually due to quality of their work, the recognition of such jurist also increased. The juristic work of these scholars not only interpreted the written laws but also they got recognition from the emperors and magistrates who started to consult them and generally followed their opinions. This development of Roman law took centuries and the emperor Justinian gathered the prominent jurist of him time to compile the law. The Roman law was interpreted in many parts of Europe by their jurists and had wide application and acceptance in the European countries (Joseph, 1966-67). 
It is a legal system where the courts base their judgments on the codified statutory laws instead of previous precedents of the courts. In this system of law, the primary source for the decision makers is the codified written law which is enacted by the legislature and courts are bound to follow the specific written provisions of the law. The purpose for this kind of legal system is to ensure that everyone knows their rights and obligations through a specific written law which the courts have to follow in deciding the cases put before them. Unlike the common law, the value of previous decisions of the courts in this legal system is not that of binding precedents and they only have to look into the relevant law therefore the courts unlike common law jurisdictions pass the concise judgments without a well detailed explanation and legal reasoning.
Differences between the Common law and Civil Law:
Common law and civil law are the two main legal systems which are currently operating in the world and both the systems cover almost same subjects but in diverse methods (Peter, 1922). The common law is the system in which the judges develop the laws by their decisions whereas in civil law system the fundamental codified principles are followed to make the law. The role of judges in the common law is to establish precedents, give rulings, decide the questions of law and, in the absence of jury, also deals with question of facts and the judges mostly depend on the arguments of the parties or their lawyers instead of extensively inquiring the issues at hand but in civil law the judge is chief investigator and give rulings which are not binding on the other parties. More so, the role of a judge in this legal system is to apply the codified concerned law upon the facts of the case. Another difference between these two legal systems is that it is not necessary for the common law countries to always have a constitution but for the civil law countries, having a constitution is always necessary. The precedents in common law have binding nature but in civil law they are not binding. The role of jury in common law is to find the facts of the case and judges apply the relevant provisions of law. The judge presides the proceedings of the jury and makes sure that rules are followed by the jury in its proceedings. The civil law system does not have jury in the proceedings and it’s only the judge who engages in facts finding as well as application of relevant provisions of law. The common law grew basically in England and was adopted by the its colonies whereas civil law evolved at the same time in the mainland Europe and the European imperialist applied this legal system in their colonies. The difference between the both legal systems also lies with respect to the sources of law. The sources of common law are constitution (except in United Kingdom), statues and delegated legislations, court precedents, Customs, conventions and international law but in the civil law these sources are constitution, legislation including delegated legislation, customs and international law. Another difference between these two legal systems is regarding the role of lawyers. The common law system provides adversarial system where the lawyers cross examine the witnesses and put questions to the witnesses and argue the case before the judge relying upon the evidence of the case whereas the civil law is system inquisitorial system in which it’s the duty of judges to put questions to the witnesses and demand their evidence and the lawyers do not participate in evidence gathering instead they only argue the case on the evidence collected and gathered by the court itself. (onlinelaw, 2021)

Conclusion:
	When we the legal system of United Kingdom, we find that all the characteristics of common law are present in the UK. In UK, the find the same sources of law as of common law and the practice of court in decision making is same as in common law. For example, the courts in UK follow the precedents having binding force and have same jury system as in common law. More so, the role of lawyers regarding evidence and presenting the case is same as in the common law.
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