Legal Process
Common law is defined by judges and is based on court decisions rather than rules or laws. Judges create common law by studying findings of previous cases which have already been determined and then developing concepts from them that will be applied by other judges in the future. When making their own decisions, judges must consider the decisions of previous courts (precedents) on similar cases. Because the decisions are based on previous judgements, it is more practical to follow this procedure through because people will know what to expect, providing predictability and consistency. The process is simpler and much more useful because true circumstances have been previously resolved, examined, and concluded. Even so, in the absence of precedents, persons will be unable to accurately estimate because once they encounter a circumstance that calls for legal action. So, in cases without precedents, supreme court justices make choices according to the proof and try to reach a fair decision as much as possible, but there is a chance that the judge's interpretation of the proof will result in a wrong decision. Because the rule is dependent on the context, situation, judge, or community in which it is critiqued, common law can sometimes be irrational. A common law is different in that it signifies the law of the judges as demonstrated in court decisions. In rare circumstances where the result cannot be ascertained by current law or written statutes, common law also influences the decision-making system. However, some common laws are being modified and more equal and fair consequences are being applied. 
[bookmark: _Int_ZrU86Gan]Civil laws deal with private relationships among people in a neighbourhood, and it is significant because it is concerned with resolving conflict, make sure that disagreements between individuals do not elevate into a violent confrontation. Civil law, as opposed to criminal law, addresses private issues like marriage and property or business contracts between individual citizens. There is an intention in civil law to make things right and honour an agreement. A main aspect of this legal law is that it ultimately aims to support offended individuals in receiving compensation or an interfere as a consequence of events that happened in a place, such as when a worker faced injuries as a result of unlawfully put in place safety requirements in the workplace. The person who is the cause of the issue and is responsible expects to pay. Civil law is the area of rules and fairness that affects individuals' legal position. As an outcome, they receive compensation for damages for the injury caused to them.
[bookmark: _Int_dv3WPCXV][bookmark: _Int_TIabuESk][bookmark: _Int_eDVHC8Fl]In contrast to the civil law system, which is constructed around present laws and recommended texts, common law is presented by previous decision and conclusions. Civil law is generally broad and includes the wide range of legal issues, both civil and criminal, which might require being approved by a judge and resolved in trial. Before enforcing punishments and making choices, judges investigate and set up the details of the case. Whereas common law is based on past decisions and does not take into consideration by not fully evaluating or investigating the information and evidence. In comparison to the civil law system, which is based on current laws and suggested texts, the common law relies on previous decisions and conclusions. Civil law is generally broad and covers a wide variety of legal issues, both civil and criminal, that may require the approval by a judge and response in court. Judges investigate and establish the circumstances surrounding the offense before enforcing punishments and making decisions. Whereas common law is based on previous decisions and does not take into account by not fully explore or examining the facts and proof. Because of the emphasis on structured, written, and fixed rules in civil law, states decide arguments based on relevant standards, and juries are not always, in general, involved. Prior court decisions may be related to by judges, but only to maintain consistency. In contrast to common law, the judges question witnesses and are much more involved in the development of evidence. In the common law system, trials may involve both judges and juries. The judges decide on the purpose and effect of the laws as a whole, which then becomes the law. As a result, the common law is able to adapt to shifting circumstances and cases. When both a judge and a jury participate in a common law trial, they each have their own significance in the common law trial. Judges serve as legal advisors, directing the jury on relevant laws and makes sure that the trial is done fairly. They also recommend the jury on the laws it must keep in mind and how to treat the evidence it has received. The jury's role is to assess the evidence and arguments, make decisions about the circumstances of the case, and deliver a judgement of guilty or not guilty. In contrast, in the civil law procedures, the judge is expected to arrive at conclusions by constructing the define reality and therefore making fair and equal decision. In both court systems, the role of laws differs in civil law, it is based on the theory of powers being separated, whereas in common law, the courts are supposed to develop the laws.
[bookmark: _Int_tH2KHsML][bookmark: _Int_8eY8wzC6][bookmark: _Int_wmj2i4qz]The common law is one of the most effective legal systems evolved in Western Europe, with a rich history that attributed to its growth. It originally came with King Henry's twelfth century court decisions and was titled "common" because it considered equal across the entire country (England) and originated in the processes of the English kings court system in the centuries following the Norman Conquest in 1066. Afterward, the British Empire distributed the English legal system to its belongings, many of which are still using common law today. Following the Norman Conquest in 1066, the development of common law began. Previous to this, the island accompanied Anglo-Saxon law, which was established after the arrival of Alfred the Great in 871 AD and consisted of an advanced set of laws equivalent to those used by the Germanic peoples of Northern Europe. Local traditions controlled most issues under Anglo Saxon law, while the church had an important part in government. Crimes, which were regularly based on family feuds, were handled as wrongdoings for which the victim was rewarded. The Anglo Saxon law was entirely free of the Roman influence found in global laws, and its impact was only imposed coincidently and mainly through the church, and it was only with the Norman Conquest that Roman law made its impact on the evolution of the laws of England, and therefore with the Norman Conquest began the development of the common law system. The Norman Conquest of 1066 was a watershed moment in the history of English common law. The Duke of Normandy successfully invaded and killed Harold II, King of England at that point, and hence William became King of England by the power of conquest. The Norman Conquest led to enormous adjustments to the country's political, financial, cultural, and legal institutions. In Normandy, the Normans established law. They did not have specialist lawyers or judges; instead, clergy members served as administrators. Some clergy were knowledgeable with Roman Law and the Canon Law of the Christian Church, which was developed in 12th-century academic institutions, and therefore Canon Law was applied in English church courts. Because of cultural influences, Roman Law, that was previously well looked after in Canon Law, had an effect on the growth of the English Common Law method. Although this Norman Conquest managed to bring about difference at multiple moments, it did not bring an end to Anglo Saxon law rapidly. Some elements of the Anglo-Saxon system, such as juries and criminality, lived.
Common law marriage is one illustration of common law in use. A common law marriage is one that is not lawfully recorded as a civil or religious marriage but provides relationships the same privileges as married couples. All prior judicial decisions handed down by judges in a common law court constitute the foundation of common law. Unmarried couples choosing to live together, on the other hand, have separate legal rights than married couples. Unmarried couples do not have the same legal protection as married couples, and they have no legal duties to each other if they divorce. This means that if the couples are not married, the divorce rules are not applicable.
[bookmark: _Int_a87nDgUo]At common law, a crime is considered to be a criminal offence if the supreme court justices have always treated it that way. Murder, manslaughter, and assault are a few cases. This is because the judges decide the consequences based on previous judgements and punishments for murder, manslaughter, and assault and therefore  made a clear decision and punishments from the past.
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