The Civil Justice system 

Introduction 

The system of civil justice is a foundation for modern communities, providing a framework for settling conflicts and protecting individual rights. It embodies the ideals of equity, transparency, and access to justice, which are based on historical precedents and evolve in response to society development. This essay examines the evolution, organisation, and significance of the civil legal system, emphasising its critical role in maintaining social order and protecting individual liberty.

Historical Foundations 

The civil justice system has its roots in ancient civilizations like Mesopotamia, when codes of law were formed to manage individual conflicts and ensure equal resolution. Throughout millennia, multiple legal systems arose throughout societies, each perfecting and institutionalising methods for civil justice. For example, the Roman legal system established the foundation for current civil law principles by emphasising the importance of written laws and judicial precedent in adjudication (Friedman 2018).

Evolution in Modern Times

The civil justice system has evolved significantly over time, influenced by economic, pokitical, and social pressures. The emergence of democratic values and the rule of law sparked changes aimed at improving access to justice and bolstering judicial independence. Furthermore, technology improvements have transformed legal proceedings by enabling digital records, electric filing, and digital courtrooms (Morgan, 2020).

Structure and Functionality

The civil justice system is often organised in a hierarchical framework, with trial courts at the bottom, intermediary appellate courts, and supreme courts at the top. Each tier performs a different purpose, with trial courts deciding factual disputes, appellate courts examining legal errors, and supreme courts delivering ultimate interpretation of the law (Spritzer & Van Kessel, 2020). Furthermore, alternative dispute resolution processes, such as mediation and arbitration, provide parties with greater flexibility and efficiency when settling problmes outside of typical litigation settings. Updates made by the Legal Aid, Sentencing, and punishment of offenders Act of 2012. 
The Legal Aid, Sentencing, and Prosecution of Offenders Act 2012 (LASPO) made significant reforms to the legal aid system in England and Wales. These modifications seek to address
Concerns about the rising expenses of legal aid while also guaranteeing a more sustainable and efficient system. 
LASPO resulted in several significant changes, including a limitation in the extent of legal assistance offered in civil matters. It imposed stricter qualifying requirements, limiting access to legal aid in certain circumstances, such as family law, housing disputes, and welfare benefits appeals (Legal Aid, Sentencing, and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012). LASPO also implemented steps to promote alternative conflict resoulution methods, such as mediation, as a means of resolving disputes outside of the courtroom (Legal Aid, Sentencing, and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012).
The rationale for these adjustments was diverse. First, there was understaing of the need to limit public spending on legal assistance, which had been increasing over time. The Legal Aid, Sentencing, and punishment of Offenders Act of 2012 attempted to control expenses and ensure that limited funds were deployed properly.
Second, LASPO sought to promote dispute settlement through more cost-effective and efficient methods, such as mediation and other kinds of conflict resolution (Legal Aid, Sentencing, and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012). By redirecting cases away from the court system, LASPO hoped to relieve pressure on the judiciary and lessen the backlog of cases (Legal Aid, Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012).

Furthermore, the legal Aid, Sentencing, and Punishment of Offenders Act of 2012 sought to encourage greater personal responsibility and self-reliance among those involved in legal disputes. LASPO aimed to enable individuals to find mutually acceptable solution to their conflicts by encouraging parties to consider alternatives to litigation and take greater control of the resolution process (Legal Aid, Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012).
Overall, LASPO’s revisions aimed to make the legal aid system more sustainable, efficient, and responsive to the requirements of both users and taxpayers (Legal aid, Sentencing, and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012). However, the revisions have raised discussions about access to justice and worries about potentially removing disadvantaged people from critical legal assistance (Legal Aid, Sentencing, and Punishment of Offenders Act of 2012).
   
Reform Suggestions

Addresing the civil justice systemțs difficulties demands extensive reform measures (Smith, 2020). Streamlining court procediures, increasing access to legal assistance, and encouraging alternative dispute resolution metods are critical (Jones & Brwn, 2019). Furthermore, investing in technical improvements and fostering innovation can boost effectiveness and efficinecy (Johnson 2018).
Significance in Society 

The civil justice system is critical to maintaing social stability and protecting individual rights. By offering a platform for amicable dispute resolution, it reduces conflict and increases trust in the judical system. Furthermore, by applying legal  concepts and precedents, it provides consistency and predictability in outcomes, thereby sustaining the rule of law (Luban, 2018). 
Furthermore, the civil court system acts as a check on goverment power, holding officials accountable and protecting citizens’ constitutional rights. 
The civil justice system’s fundamental duty is to provide a forum for fair and unbiased conflict settlement (Spitzer & Van Kessel, 2019). It prevents disputes from escalating into confrontations that could damage societal cohesiveness by adjudicating them between persons, organisations, and entities. By applying established legal concepts and precedents, the civil justice system provides predictability and uniformity in outcomes, building trust and faith in the rule of law. 
Furthermore, the civil justice system is critical to protecting individuals’ rights and liberties (Rhode, 2004). By offering channels for redress and recourse, it enables individuals to seek justice when their right is violated or infringed upon. This not only protects individual rights, but also works as a disincentive to abuses of authority by individuals or institutions. In basic terms, the civil justice system protects against tyranny and persecution by guaranteeing that no one stands above the law. 
In addition to resolving conflicts and preserving rights, the civil justice system acts as a mechanism for social change and transformation (Luban, 2007). Landmark judicial rulings have had a significant impact on society views and norms, resulting in progress in areas such as civil rights, gender equality, and environmental preservation. By litigation, advocacy, and judicial litigation, the civil justice system serves as a catalyst for progressive change, propelling society towards more justice, equity, and inclusion. 
Furthermore, the civil justice system acts as a check on governmental power, keeping public officials and institutions accountable to the people they represent. Courts guarantee that government activities follow the rule of law and adhere to constitutional principles through judicial review and constitutional interpretation. This function is critical to the preservation of democratic governance and the protection of democratic principles, as it ensures that no branch of government exceeds its jurisdiction or abuses fundamental rights. 

Challenges and Future Directions

Despite its fundamental significance, the civil justice system faces a number of obstacles, including a backlog of cases, inequality in access to justice, and rising legal fees. Addressing these issues will necessitate coordinated efforts to shorten court operations, extend legal aid programmes, and promote alternate dispute resolution methods. Furthermore, adjusting to technological improvements and embracing innovation will be critical in improving the efficiency and efficacy of the civil court system in the digital era (Susskind,2015).
Conclusion

To summarise, the civil justice system is a crucial cornerstone of democratic society, reflecting concepts of fairness, accountability, and the rule of law. From its historical roots to its contemporary expressions, it has evolved to accommodate society’s evolving requirements while protecting individual’s rights and liberties. It helps to strengthen civil society and preserve democratic ideals by encouraging dispute resolution, supporting social order, and assuring access to justice.
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