Common laws vs Civil laws
Common laws are uncodified laws based on decision. Civil laws or private laws that govern the interactions between private people or companies. The common laws are still placed in the civil court system. 
Common law originates from the henry the second. The name was used as common law was applied to the whole country. During the reign of Henry the second, which was in the 12th century, there were no judges. The crown and specific members of his court acted as judges, but the title was different (Incorporated Council of Law Reporting, 2020).  This means that common law held an effect over the entire country but, the people judging on the cases were members of the higher classes of society. This would affect their perspectives and other obligations would affect their decisions. This would make the decision biased.
In the modern-day common law is a set of laws that have not been codified and therefore go through a different set of rules to create. Common laws that has already been created are used as precedent. This means that a judge is deferring to a previous decision to make their judgment. This means that the case that they are judging for are near identical in specific details. The details would need to follow the same Ratio decidendi (Lexis, 2018). The Ratio decidendi means the reason for a decision. This is where they look at the case they have decided on and create a legal document that explains their decision. This means that this is where they reference previous cases. The document may later go on to form new precedents depending on the details of the case. There is also the Obiter dictum. These are notes that a judge will make regarding a case (Lexis, 2020). Orbiter dictum means things that are said in passing. The orbiter dictum are notes and are therefore not legally binding and do not create precedence. They are observation or thoughts made by a judge, so the orbiter dictum allows for another judge or civilian to understand what a judge was thinking at the time. 
This means that the details of the decision must match. Precedent can also be overruled. This occurs when a judge of a higher court creates contradictory case law. This new precedent is then used instead of the old president (Law Teacher, 2013). If a case is similar, but it has a slight but significant difference in the points of law, then the judge will not be able to use that specific precedence. The Ratio decidendi means the reason for a decision. This is where they look at the case they have decided on and create a legal document that explains their decision. This means that this is where they reference previous cases. The document may later go on to form new precedents depending on the details of the case. 
Civil law is found within the civil court. The civil court system exists to settle disagreements between two private organisations or people (Courts and Tribunals Judiciary, 2020). The civil courts system only uses a jury when a trial in court involves actions that affect the wider population. For example, a case where someone tries to ruin someone reputation or if one person’s actions could put other in the same situation. The civil court judges will look at a case and decide if an event statistic did happen or not (Lexis, 2020).  This is known as the balance of probability.  This means that the judge will look at all the presented facts and internally calculate if an event occurred.  The civil court system involves private organisations and people disputing cases that do not involve public safety.  

Common law and civil law were both created to solve the same issue. They were both created to solve disputes between two parties. Common law was used to settle disputes between two people. The king was the ruler of the land. This gave them multiple duties from managing the members of their court to controlling the land and resources. This means that kings would have a number of roles which would affect their judgment. The king could be biased, for or against one of the parties. This means that a judgment would be unfair. There was no balance of probability. This is different from the modern civil law. The judges are purely judges which will allow the judge to stay impartial. The judges also go through training which requires a qualification to be legal personnel such as a barrister. This requires an undergrad degree. They must then work in that field for a minimum of 5 years (The University of Law, 2020). In the modern-day common law is precedence. This means that it has become a component of the civil system. During the common law era. The king and specifically selected members of their court acted as judges. This is different from modern judges. They are employed to work within the judiciary. Depending on the court they work in, they have different requirements to be fired. In the higher courts, only the monarch can remove. This requires parliament to petition the king or queen to remove them. The common laws are uncodified. This is due to the way they were created. Common laws were developed by the decision and were not written down. They are then used in the justification of civil court decisions. 

Common law is still use in the modern day. This takes the form of precedence. Some common law has existed for over 100 years. An example of this is the Carlill v Carbolic Smoke Ball Company case. This case involved a smoke ball company. This smoke ball was supposedly a medicine that prevented and cured influenza and other cold like diseases. The company the produced them claimed that they would pay anyone £100 if they used the smoke balls in the prescribed manor (Lexis, 2013). The £100 offer also included a show of faith by claiming to put £1000 in the bank.  A female who believed in the advert, that was taken out in the newspaper, bought the smoke ball and used the smoke ball. She later developed influenza. Her husband then wrote to the producers of the smoke ball requesting the promised £100. The company refused to pay. The company was then taken to court. The courts eventually decided that the smokeball company was not required to pay the £100. This was due to a number of factors. The advert did not say that it would cure or treat the listed diseases but, instead it was a promise to treat. There was no legal requirement to keep a promise.  The contract was also not legally binding. The lack of specific details such as a time needed to contract influenza after use, the people who used the smoke balls before the contract was also not included. The use of the contract to the world also added to lack of this not being a legal contract. The judges deemed that the contract was a sales tactic and never intended as a contract (Lexis, 2013). This case occurred between 1891-1894. This case has been used in various parts of the world. In the Caribbean a case that had a non-legal binding contract that required the individual to preform certain actions to meet the requirements. The judges used the Carlill v Carbolic Smoke Ball Co in their decision (Lexis, 2014). In the UK a case were a Welsh non profit that aims to assist with mental health issues and drug misuse issues. The health board did not believe that the charity would be successful. The Carlill v Carbolic Smoke Ball Co case was involved used in the case as the fact were different but the documentation had similar issues (Lexis, 2021).  This shows that the influence of the Carlill v Carbolic Smoke Ball Co case. 
Overall, common law has deep roots in England and Wales. The effects are still present in the modern day. Common law is still used but, in a different form. This used to be the only form of judgment that was available for the public to resolve disputes. New judicial precedence can be created and can be valid for over one hundred years. 
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