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Wales. Each district has its court systems, judges, lawyers, and laws and further compares these laws. This assessment will further highlight the history of common law as well as provide relevant examples of common law working in practice. This assessment will explain and provide reasoning for proving if the English legal system is grounded on the values of common law. In the UK, there are three primary authorities which are considered the English Legal System. These legal systems are Scotland, Northern Ireland, and England and
[bookmark: _Toc146365117]Critical Analysis of Common Law and Civil Law
(Feeley, 2019). This assessment will highlight the common law and civil law in the UK 
In the view of Nelson (2015), common law is regarded as legislation that is acknowledged by magistrates and derived from standards and customs. These laws were created with the lawful reforms provided by King Henry II in the 12th era and were named common as they function across the UK. The principle of compulsory precedent, whereby law courts apply and follow the guidelines that have been declared by previous cases which have been decided by senior courts called courts of record or stare decisis. The common law involves substantive rules like murder offences and procedural ones involving the procedural rules of the court, which have been derived from inherent court districts. Management of common law may be substituted or outdated by legislation that takes superiority over this law. Burglary offences, for instances based on traditional common law, are considered larceny offences, which are governed by Theft Acts 1968, 1978 and many others (CPS, 2022). Common law concepts have evolved significantly since the seminal decision of O’Donoghue v. Stevenson in the year 1932. The precedent for negligence claims based on a duty of care was established by this decision. It is possible to link several subsequent tort law rulings to Lord Atkin's well-known neighbour principle in this instance. In comparison, Donoghue v. Stevenson has nothing to do with criminal law or the common law murder offence (V Penny et al., 2022). It is a notable illustration of how common law concepts and precedent-setting decisions have impacted several areas of law in the UK.
According to Christie (2017), civil law includes conflicts between organizations or individuals. This law is related to the offence that harms another individual and their property or rights. In civil case laws, the plaintiff brings the statement while the suspect is the defendant. Cases of civil law seek to settle conflicts and institute whether the suspect had a duty of care or accountability towards the plaintiff. Activities or offences in violation of civil law in the UK involve family conflicts, employment law, personal injury, and breach of the agreement. After a civil case, mostly no party is sent to prison. But if the accused is found accountable, then the court can order them to pay compensation in damages form. This law promotes collaboration between society members, deterring unethical practices of business and exploitative behaviours. The case of Donoghue v. Stevenson in 1932 serves as an example of civil law principles since it deals with the defence of an individual's rights against harm. Mrs Donoghue believes that she consumed a Stevenson ginger beer bottle that contained a dead snail, which is why she felt ill. She filed a negligence lawsuit, claiming the company had violated its duty of care to its clients. This decision established a duty of care between manufacturers and their consumers, advancing the notion of product responsibility in civil law (Scottish Council of Law Reporting, 2023). This case demonstrates the objectives of civil law, dispute settlement, duty determination, and liability in the context of harm to an individual's rights or property. 
Liang and Renneberg (2017) described that civil law and common law are two varied legal systems that exist in the UK. Some differences are found between these two legal systems. Most international legal frameworks are based on common law or civil law. Both aim to achieve justice and resolve conflicts, but they are based on quite different principles and work in vastly diverse ways. Countries such as France, Germany, and Japan have a legal system based on codified regulations and laws called civil law. It functions following complex legal laws that outline the rights and obligations of every individual and company. The function of a civil law system is mostly restricted to applying and interpreting pre-existing laws, as opposed to creating new legal conceptions via precedent (Carozza, 2023). Civil law offers clarity but is reluctant to adapt to shifting societal mores because of its more restrictive structure. In common law in the UK, the primary sources of legislation are decrees and judicial decisions that have been made by judges in old cases and are considered as precedent or case law. Common law is mostly reliant on earlier decisions and is used in districts such as the US, the UK, and other former colonies of the UK. This suggests that the foundation for resolving new matters in court is precedent. Common law system judges interpret and develop the law by their judgments, producing a strong and constantly changing body of case law (Franklin, 2023). Common law is adaptable and changes to meet complex issues and newly developing cultural norms as they emerge. In civil law in the UK, the primary sources of legislation are statutes and codes that have been developed by the parliament and writings of legal scholars. In common law, courts play an active role in applying and interpreting the regulations to the case facts. In civil law, courts play a reflexive role as they are anticipated to strictly apply the legislation that has been written in the statutes and codes. They rely on past decisions and precedents to guide the decision-making. Common law relies on an adversarial lawful system where two parties demonstrate the evidence and arguments to a jury or judge. In civil law, the lawful system is analytical, where courts play an active role in gathering evidence and questioning witnesses. In common law, lawyers have a fundamental role in the legal system, which represents clients and demonstrates arguments in court. In civil law, lawyers are shown as consultants and legal advisers who offer information to clients outside the courtroom (Myers, 2015). Common law is adaptable and changes to meet complex issues and newly developing cultural norms as they emerge. In civil law in the UK, the primary sources of legislation are statutes and codes that have been developed by the parliament and writings of legal scholars. In common law, courts play an active role in applying and interpreting the regulations to the case facts. In civil law, courts play a reflexive role as they are anticipated to strictly apply the legislation that has been written in the statutes and codes. They rely on past decisions and precedents to guide the decision-making. Common law relies on an adversarial lawful system where two parties demonstrate the evidence and arguments to a jury or judge. In civil law, the lawful system is analytical, where courts play an active role in gathering evidence and questioning witnesses. In common law, lawyers have a fundamental role in the legal system, which represents clients and demonstrates arguments in court. In civil law, lawyers are shown as consultants and legal advisers who offer information to clients outside the courtroom (Myers, 2015). 
The role of a lawyer is indeed different in both laws. In common law systems, lawyers play a vital role as advocates to carry out inquiries, provide evidence, and cross-examine witnesses. Meanwhile, in civil law systems, the main duty of a lawyer is to provide arguments and legal interpretations, whereas the role of a judge is more investigative (Holste and Sparmann, 2023). The English common law advanced in the premature Middle Ages in the Curia Regis is considered the King's Law court, which is a distinct royal law court that has been set up in the country. Like other legal systems, it has yet to consider functional privileges but practical solutions. The working of these solutions has developed a contemporary method in which privileges are considered primary over process. Till the late 19th era, common law was created by magistrates rather than representatives. The English common law was established in the age after the Norman Conquest. The Anglo-Saxons, after the Alfred the Great accession, generated a group of regulations approaching those being utilized by the Germanic individuals of northern Europe. Native duties have been ruled matters while the church played a vital role in the administration. Crimes were preserved as wrongdoings for which payment was made by the victim (Heffner and Feldman Hall, 2019). Many contemporary legal systems are hybrids that include ideas and procedures from both common law and civil law traditions despite these basic differences. The effectiveness of each system is dependent on the cultural, historical, and social context in which it operates; thus, it is critical to keep in mind that none is inherently superior (Casey and Vermelle, 2022). The analysis and evaluation of these systems is a continuous process for academics and legal professionals to better meet the dynamic demands of modern society.
In the UK, common law is regarded as a legal system that relies on past precedents to guide cases. Common law can be better understood by assessing the examples of the working of law in practice. Donoghue v Stevenson [1932] is considered a landmark case in which Mrs Donoghue consumed a ginger beer bottle in a café and found a bottle in the decomposed snail (Khan and Fatima, 2020). She then suffered from gastroenteritis and shock. She charged the manufacturer with negligence. The House of Lords detained that the manufacturers owed accountability for a duty of care to customers and established the negligence concept. This case developed the neighbour principle, which forms the negligence law foundation. Carlill v Carbolic Smoke Ball Company [1892] is a case in which the company advertised a product and set a reward for individuals who had flu after using the ball (Agarwal, 2022). Mrs. Carlill bought and utilized the products as directed and caught them. The court held that the advertisement consisted of a unilateral offer, and Mrs. Carlill used the product, which is an acceptance of the offer. This case developed the principle of the unilateral contract. 
The UK is regarded as a statutory monarchy. The state head is the sovereign whose functions, powers and duties are recruited by agreement. One convention is that the sovereign is diplomatically neutral. Wales and England function as a method of common law that syndicates the acceptance of regulations but also the development of standards through cases. The rules are developed by the acceptance of ordinances by the Assembly, which consists of the House of Commons, House of Lords, and Monarch. The House of Commons is chosen by the individual and Prime Minister, who is also considered a member of the House. The case law and Court system are managed by the magistrates, which is distinct from Parliament (Bishop, 2018). The English legal system is divided into three areas in which principles of common law are utilized. These legal systems are Scotland, Northern Ireland, England, and Wales, and they have their own lawyers, regulations, and court systems. 
As per the ruling of the House of Lords in the UK case R v. Brown from 1993, malice behaviours between consenting adults are legal under common law. This case demonstrates the use of precedent in common law systems. In determining whether these acts qualified as crimes, the House of Lords referred to earlier rulings and accepted legal theories. The ruling established a new benchmark for how judges would handle cases involving individual liberty and free choice going forward (UK Parliament, 2023). On the other hand, the Cassation Civile, 17 Avril 1979 case in French civil law looked at the value of integrity in contracts. In this case, one party claimed the other had not bargained in good faith; thus, they sought to withdraw from the agreement. The French Court of Cassation's ruling highlighted the need to abide by codified legal ideas and established civil laws (Ref World, 2023). The court was required to read and apply the relevant portions of the civil code as written rather than consulting earlier instances for help. This case demonstrates the significance of statutory interpretation and codified law compliance under the civil law system. Consequently, the basic difference between common law and civil law is the reliance of the former on precedent. While civil law is founded on comprehensive legal regulations, common law develops via court decisions. Both systems aim to uphold justice, but they do it in diverse ways. These differences highlight the diverse variety of legal perspectives that exist worldwide and have a significant impact on how each system practices law and makes judgments. Based on the research of Jia (2016), the English law system is grounded on principles of common law, which means that lawful decisions are derived from judicial precedents rather than legislative statutes. The essence of the system of common law lies in the judicial precedent doctrine. Decisions that have been made in previous cases become persuasive or binding authority in future matters that have similar issues. Judges, when they decide on new cases, consider the decisions that have been taken in past precedents and strive to apply the principles to maintain predictability and consistency in the regulation. Moreover, principles of common law are based on notions that lawful rules need to develop gradually through a procedure of interpretation and reasoning rather than imposed abruptly through regulations. This allows for the legislation to adapt and evolve to changing technological and social situations. The systems of common law are considered the legal systems that provide weight to judicial case laws as well as to the reasoning style, which is inherited from the English legal system (McCormick, 2018). 
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Briefly, it can be summarized that the English legal system is grounded on principles of common law. The common law that has emerged in England is based on precedent and case law rather than on codified legislation. Common law has been developed by magistrates through court decisions that have been taken on case laws. It can further be concluded that common and civil laws are two legal systems. Common law utilizes legal rulings or authorized precedents that are utilized to decide case laws at hand, while civil law, decrees and codified laws rule the land. A system of civil law is more prescriptive than a system of common law. 
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