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Common Law
	
          The English legal system is a common law system, which relies heavily on case law and judicial precedent to guide and shape legal decisions. The legal system in England is hierarchical, with the Supreme Court at the top. Below the Supreme Court are the Court of Appeal, the High Court, and the Crown Court (Partington, 2021, p.9). Magistrates' Courts deal with less serious criminal offenses and civil cases of limited value. The judiciary in England is independent and impartial, and judges are appointed based on merit and experience. The legal system in England also incorporates the principle of parliamentary sovereignty, which means that the UK Parliament is the ultimate legal authority in the country (Gillespie, 2013, p.1). Therefore, Parliament has the power to create, amend, or repeal laws, and no other body, including the judiciary, can override the will of Parliament. The English legal system is complex and highly structured, but it is designed to provide fair and impartial justice to all who come before it. It is divided into two main branches: criminal law and civil law.
Civil Law
  	Civil law in the English legal system deals with disputes between individuals, companies, or organizations. Civil law covers many legal issues, including contract disputes, negligence claims, property disputes, and family law matters (Teasdale, 2017, p.247). Unlike criminal law, where the state prosecutes the case, civil law cases are initiated by the parties involved, either through a legal representative or by representing themselves. The burden of proof in civil cases is on the claimant, who must prove their case on a balance of probabilities, meaning that it is more likely than not that their version of events is true. The civil justice system in England operates through a network of courts, including the County Court and the High Court, which deal with civil cases of varying value and complexity. Civil cases can be heard by a judge alone, or by a judge and a jury, depending on the nature of the case.

	In civil cases, the court will typically award damages to the successful claimant, a financial payment designed to compensate them for any loss or harm suffered. The number of damages awarded will depend on the nature and severity of the harm and any other factors that the court considers relevant (Teasdale, 2017, p.247). Overall, the civil law system in England is designed to provide individuals and organizations with a means of resolving disputes fairly and impartially without resorting to self-help or vigilante justice. The civil law system is also designed to be accessible to all, regardless of their wealth or status, through the provision of legal aid and other forms of support.
Common Law 
	 The English legal system is based upon common law principles, which means that it is built upon the accumulation of legal precedents, or case law, that has been developed over time through the decisions of judges in the courts. In the common law system, legal decisions made in previous cases are binding on all lower courts in the hierarchy, creating a system of legal certainty (Kovacs, 2019, p.1207). This means that once a court has decided on a particular legal issue, that decision becomes a precedent that all lower courts must follow in future cases involving similar issues Tebbit, 2017, p.9). This creates a body of legal precedents that have evolved over time and is relied upon by judges when making decisions on new and complex legal issues; unlike the civil law system, which relies heavily on written statutes and codes, the common law system emphasizes legal precedent and judicial decision-making (Epstein, 2018, p.1). Common law is grounded in the principle of stare decisis, which means that courts are required to follow established legal precedents unless there is a compelling reason to depart from them. This creates a system of legal stability and predictability, where individuals and businesses can have confidence in the legal system and its ability to resolve disputes fairly and consistently. 
Differences between Common Law and Civil Law 
	The differences between civil law and common law are rooted in their historical origins and how they have evolved. Common law is based on legal precedents established by judges, while civil law is based on written statutes and codes created by legislative bodies. In common law systems, judges play a significant role in interpreting and developing legal principles. In contrast, in civil law systems, judges are primarily responsible for applying the law to specific cases (Salhi etal., 2020, p.1148). Common law is more flexible than civil law, as it allows judges to interpret and apply legal principles in a way sensitive to the specific circumstances of individual cases (Issacharoff & Marotta-Wurgler, 2020, p.600). Civil law, on the other hand, is more rigid and less open to interpretation.
Additionally, common law is an adversarial system where lawyers argue for their clients. In contrast, civil law is inquisitorial, in which the judge actively questions witnesses and gathers evidence (Elsing &Townsend, 2014, p.59). While both systems have advantages and disadvantages, the key differences between common law and civil law reflect their distinct approaches to the law and legal process.

The history of Common Law
	Common law's history started in medieval England when judges began to develop a system of law based on custom and precedent. Over time, this system evolved into the common law system we know today (Burset, 2019, p.483). England was divided into numerous small kingdoms during the early middle ages, each with its legal system. There was no central authority, and laws were largely based on local customs and traditions. In 1066, William the Conqueror invaded England and established the Norman dynasty. Under Norman rule, a centralized legal system began to emerge, with royal courts established to enforce the king's law. In the 12th century, King Henry II took steps to strengthen the royal courts and create a unified system of law throughout England. He appointed traveling judges to hear cases and established a system of legal precedent, where decisions made in one court were binding on all other courts in the country.

	Between the 13th - 16th centuries, the Year Books were formed. They were a series of reports on legal cases that lawyers and judges compiled during the 13th to 16th centuries. They provided a record of legal precedents and helped to standardize the common law system. In the 16th century, The English Reformation began. It had a significant impact on the development of the common law system (Baker, 2019, p.72). It led to the dissolution of the monasteries and the transfer of much of their property to the Crown, which led to increased land disputes and a growing need for legal resolution. During the same century, a separate system of law called equity emerged alongside the common law. Equity was based on principles of fairness and justice and was used to remedy cases where the common law was inadequate (Rudolph, 2013, p.93). Over time, the common law and equity systems were merged, and courts began to apply both legal systems in their decision-making. The common law system continued to evolve and develop in the 20th century, with a growing emphasis on individual rights and civil liberties. The common law system remains an important part of the English legal system. Its principles and precedents continue to shape how the law is practiced and administered worldwide in England and other common-law countries. 

Examples of Common Law working in practice
 A common law system relies heavily on legal precedents, so earlier court decisions can establish legal principles that guide future cases. For example, the landmark case Brown v. Board of Education established the principle that segregation in public schools was unconstitutional( Adomako, 2020, p.125). This principle was then relied on by future courts to strike down other forms of discrimination. In a common law system, the terms of a contract are largely determined by the intentions of the parties involved, as expressed in their agreements and through past practices. For example, if two parties agree to a specific term in a contract and that term has been enforced in past disputes, it is likely to be enforced in future disputes.
 	Common law is also used in criminal law, with judges relying on previous cases to establish a crime’s elements and determine appropriate penalties (Allan, 2013, p. 25). For example, the principles of intent and mens rea, or the mental state necessary to commit a crime, are established through previous court decisions. Courts can review government bodies' actions in a common law system and strike down unconstitutional laws. This is often done by relying on past court decisions to interpret constitutional provisions’ meaning and determine whether a law violates those provisions.

	The English legal system is mainly based on common law principles, which rely on the decisions of judges and legal precedents to make decisions in cases. This system has evolved to reflect societal changes and respond to new challenges and legal questions. Common law provides a flexible and adaptable framework for addressing legal issues, as judges can draw on past decisions to guide their thinking and establish new legal principles. At the same time, common law allows for discretion by judges, who can apply legal principles sensitive to the particular circumstances of individual cases. Overall, the common law system has been a central feature of the English legal system for centuries and remains a key element of the country's legal tradition.
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