It Can Be Argued That Precedent Is No Longer Needed in the Current UK Legal System
                         Introductions
In this assignment, we will discuss the common law system's central idea of how legal precedent has significantly influenced the development of UK law. Nonetheless, discussions over its importance and applicability in the current legal system have surfaced recently. This assignment will examine the legal system's structure in the United Kingdom, the function and significance of precedent, significant case law, the benefits and drawbacks of following precedent, and possible improvements. Ultimately, it will assess the degree to which the present legal system in the United Kingdom satisfies the claim that precedent is no longer necessary.

What does Precedent mean?

According to Liddell and Schubert (2022), the legal principle known as precedent, or stare decisis, states that decisions made by judges in the past should serve as a guide for issues decided in the future. Precedent can be persuasive, meaning decisions from lower courts or other jurisdictions may have an impact but not binding authority, or binding, meaning lower courts must obey rulings from higher courts. By ensuring uniformity and predictability in the legal system, this system enables people and organisations to make plans for their future while having a realistic awareness of the potential legal ramifications of their choices.

Discussing the Need for Precedents in the Current Legal System of the United Kingdom
Examining multiple elements is crucial when determining if precedent is still required in the contemporary legal system of the United Kingdom.
Technological and societal Changes: The previous system is under threat from the quick speed at which technology is developing and from societal change. Artificial intelligence, privacy and security, and digital privacy are just a few examples of the legal concerns that arise from new technology and the frequent need for creative interpretations that precedents may not fully provide. A strict devotion to precedent can impede the law's ability to swiftly adjust to new developments.
Judicial Flexibility: While precedent offers consistency, it can also stifle the judges' ability to be innovative and adaptable. Even in situations when new facts demand a different course of action, judges could feel constrained by decisions made years before. More latitude for judges to depart from precedent in special circumstances may result in more just and equitable decisions.


UK Justice system’s organisation 

As defined by GOV.UK (2014), the Supreme Court sits at the top of the legal system in the United Kingdom, with the Court of Appeal, High Court, and other lower courts following it. This framework guarantees a well-defined course for appeals and the formation of case law. Interpreting and applying the law is the responsibility of the judiciary, with higher courts establishing precedents that lower courts must abide by. This hierarchy is essential for the legal system to remain coherent and consistent.



Important case Law 

Donoghue v. Stevenson (1932) AC 562 is one famous case that helped to define the contemporary meaning of carelessness. The duty of care idea was established by this decision, which had a significant impact on tort law and in particular, the doctrine of negligence (Sanojri, 2022). R v. Brown [1993] 2 All ER 75 is another significant case that established significant guidelines for consent in criminal law. These examples show how precedent develops and modifies legal ideas, indicating its continued importance in maintaining the consistency and clarity of the law (Giles, 1994). 

Extra Important Case Law
It is crucial to look at other notable decisions that have influenced different areas of law to understand better the function and significance of precedent in the UK legal system including cases such as: 

Queensland (No 2) v. Mabo (1992) HCA 23:

Mabo v. Queensland (No 2), an Australian case, is often mentioned when discussing Indigenous land rights and the terra nullius doctrine. Rejecting the idea that Australia was terra nullius (property belonging to no one) at the time of European arrival, the High Court of Australia acknowledged the customary land rights of the Meriam people. This historic case has impacted precedents and comparable legal arguments concerning Indigenous rights and acknowledging historical injustices in other common law jurisdictions, such as the UK.

 UKHL 12 [R v. R, 1991]
The House of Lords declared that a husband might be found guilty of raping his wife in this instance, eliminating the marital rape exemption. This ruling marked a dramatic departure from accepted criminal law and social mores, reflecting shifting views on women's autonomy and rights in marriage. It demonstrated how the court might modify rules of law to reflect modern norms, even when doing so required breaking with established precedents.

The precedent system offers a lot of advantages, such as consistency and predictability, but it also has a lot of disadvantages, including rigidity and complexity. Precedent is still an essential component of the legal system in the United Kingdom, despite some people's claims to the contrary. However, addressing the system's shortcomings could improve its efficacy and flexibility in a world that is changing quickly. Therefore, although precedent shouldn't be completely abandoned, careful revisions are required to guarantee its continuous applicability and relevance.
Advantages and Disadvantages of Precedent

Advantages: Consistency and Predictability: A stable and predictable legal environment is created by precedent, which guarantees that instances that are identical are handled similarly. The idea that everyone is treated equally under the law is upheld by this uniformity, which is essential to the rule of law.

Efficiency: Courts save time and money by adhering to established precedents. This effectiveness enables speedier case resolution and lessens the load on the legal system.

Stability and Continuity: The legal system is anchored by precedent, which keeps it continuous over time. Sustaining public trust in the legal system depends on this stability.

Disadvantaged:  Rigidity: Unwillingness to adapt the law to changing social conditions might result from a strict adherence to precedent. This intransigence may lead to the application of antiquated legal doctrines to contemporary problems.
Complexity: Navigating and applying pertinent precedents can be challenging for practitioners due to the large amount of case law. This intricacy may result in uneven legal applications and higher legal expenses.
Outdated Precedents: Sometimes precedents become old yet are still used, which might have unfair consequences. This problem underlines how the legal system must change and adapt.
Global Influences: International human rights norms and legal principles are increasingly impacting the UK. There may be situations where incorporating these larger viewpoints into domestic law conflicts with previously established cases. A legal system that is overly constrained by earlier rulings can find it difficult to successfully incorporate these international influences. Human rights and global influences.
Establish a group to evaluate and revise legal precedents regularly, discarding any that are out of date or incompatible with contemporary principles. This proactive stance guarantees that the legal system adjusts to reflect changes in society.
Also, Globalisation, such as the precedent system is under threat from the growing impact of human rights standards and international law on national legal systems. International treaties and conventions frequently call for legal interpretations that respect international norms, even when they diverge from previous national precedents.

Reform Recommendations 

Reforms that address these problems could include giving judges more latitude to depart from out-of-date precedents, streamlining the case reporting process, and placing more focus on legislative interpretation. Adding components from other legal systems, like civil law, could also result in a legal framework that is more adaptable and versatile. These changes would assist in striking a compromise between the requirement for legal growth and uniformity.

Reform Options
A few reforms that could solve these issues include granting courts more latitude to deviate from out-of-date precedents, expediting the case reporting procedure, and emphasising the interpretation of legislation more. Another way to develop a more flexible and adaptable legal framework would be to incorporate components from other legal systems, such as civil law. The requirement for expansion and consistency in the law would be better balanced by these adjustments.



Conclusion
In conclusion, while the precedent system has numerous benefits, including consistency and predictability, it also has significant drawbacks, such as rigidity and complexity. Although some argue that precedent is no longer needed, it remains a fundamental aspect of the UK legal system. However, reforming the system to address its limitations could enhance its effectiveness and adaptability in a rapidly changing world. while precedent should not be entirely abandoned, thoughtful reforms are necessary to ensure its continued relevance and utility. Although the UK legal system's precedent system has historically offered predictability and stability, its shortcomings are becoming more and more apparent in a world that is changing quickly. Through a reduction of precedent and the implementation of deliberate reforms, the legal system can be made more adaptable, efficient, and consistent with modern principles and international norms. Maintaining the law's flexibility and adaptability to new situations will increase its usefulness and relevance in enforcing justice in the contemporary day.
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