


This paper will be looking to consider statutory interpretation within the United Kingdom’s Courts and Law. The aim of this paper is to broadly highlight the purpose of statutory interpretation and the reasons why it is necessary for lawyers. As well as this, it will build upon and discuss any rules that underpin the statutory interpretation itself, such as the Golden Rule, the Mischief Rule, and the Literal Rule. In contrast to these ideas, this paper will feature if there are any issues surrounding this topic and the problems it may have caused and any suggestions for law makers in regard to expressing their intentions with statue.
Laws are always made through the United Kingdom’s parliament, however these statutes that are crated are left for the courts and lawyers to apply them to cases, this is where interpretation of these laws becomes apparent. Statute is written carefully by experts, but there are circumstances where the courts have identified issues and therefore the case may not be clear (Elliot and Quinn, 2021). The Macmillan Dictionary (2009) provides the definition that it is the process in which courts work out the meaning of different laws and attempt to apply them in court. 
Laws are interpreted by the courts, however there is guidance available to those who practice law in the form of the Interpretations Act 1978. This act provides definitions for common words and expressions, such definitions are found within schedule one of the act in question (Legislation.gov 2022). Discounting this support when interpreting statute, it is ultimately the court’s decision upon what method they decide to use, there are four inherent approaches to interpretation that have been assembled to aid those in practice of law, such approaches have been viewed as rules to follow when considering complex law (Elliot and Quinn, 2021).
Alison (2020) discusses that when individuals study and practice law, the statute that is read should be clear, however this is not always the case. Therefore, for this reason many cases have been disputed in court, possibly over the meaning of a word written in law. There are a few reasons as to why a word may be disputed, such as a broad term, therefore it is down to the user of that law to determine its meaning or even the use of the language apparent in law, this can be seen where the meaning of words have changed over the years, this would lead to lawyers interpreting its meaning and applying to modern circumstances. 
The importance of statutory interpretation is clear as it affects the use and application of law which can affect us directly.
Laver (2019) highlights that overtime a few rules have been underpinned in statutory interpretation. These are known as the Literal Rule, the Golden Rule, and the Mischief rule.
To begin, within the Literal Rule the words written in law are perceived as their natural meaning and will not require any analyses or scrutiny to find alternate meanings. Shekar (2017) supports this and further defines it as the Plain Meaning Rule, and highlights that this rule can only be applied when the meaning of words are clear so that only one meaning can be supplied when interpreted. Shekar also shows that this rule is an asset, the rationale being that this rule applies consistency in law everyone does not have access to secondary sources, shutting out external influences on the meanings of words and phrases. Misha (2021) presents a criticism for the rule that the meaning of words has changed over time therefore a literal interpretation of words may lead to injustice. She also displays that the use of the literal rule can lead to law practitioners not being able to use their “judicial mind” to diverge from the literal meaning of words.
Another rule that has been identified in the framework of statutory interpretation is the Golden Rule. This is an adaption of the Literal Rule, this rule is applied when the result of the Literal Rule produces an interpretation that is unreasonable will not stand in court, once the Golden Rule has been applicated, the user should research for another meaning. Even though the rule possesses the advantage that its avoids absurd results, however a direct contrast is that there is direct test for what an absurdity, leaving a possibility for heavy scrutiny (Open University, 2022a). Elliot and Quinn (2021) support this as they show that the Law Commission 1969 stated that the rule in question has no clear meaning of what an ‘absurd’ result is, they further suggest that it is a less developed and definitive version of the Mischief Rule.
Finally, the third rule is the Mischief rule. This allows judges to apply more of their own discretion in contrast to the other rules. This rule establishes the gap between what is laid out in statue and the interpretation of the practitioners, in order to identify this gap, the court must look to previous law that has been passed and consider what mischief was intended to be covered in said law (The Open University, 2022 b) Bray (2021) further defines that Mischief Rule in his journal. He explains this as it being instructive in regard to interpretation, telling the reader to consider in light of the mischief in question. This application allows for the reader to have a broader and narrower focus, as well as prevent any avoidances in statute, bridging the gap between “text and context”. Mathebel (2020) suggest a disadvantage for such a rule is that it carries a risk of judiciaries creating the law, this is formed by judges filling in the gaps between the law and their own views, therefore allocating too much power the judges, and tarnishing the relationship between the courts and democracy. The power was not in the statute but the interpretation of the judges themselves. Heydon’s case 1584 is a foundation in defining the mischief rule, it outlines all the steps, such as what was the common law before the making of the act and what was the mischief that the law did not provide etc (Payroll Heaven, 2022). However, as time has continued law has been reformed, therefore questions in regard to the relevance of this rule are formed, as it may not be appropriate (Elliot and Quinn 2021).
In the case of R v Harris (1836), the defendant bit off the victims nose. The statute that was used at the time stated that it was an offence to ‘to stab, cut or wound’, the court implied the literal rule, therefore the case was quashed as the law implied that there must be an instrument involved in the proceed of the crime (E-law Resources, 2012). This is a prevalent scenario where statue should be clearer and broader so that injustice does not take place, the need to apply rules is inapt. Diminishing the very statute that the UK courts follow. 
Other issues have been identified in regard to the literal rule. Judges have been seen to misjudge the literal meaning of words and statutory provisions without considering the weight of them and its context, in placing the literal meaning of words provides the assumption that it is not possible for perfect craftsmanship (Open University, 2022 c). This directly diminishes the strength of the law that has been written by UK Parliament. 
The House of Lords (2017) called for better changes to me made in the law-making process. Stating that it needs to be more accessible to everyone. They suggested that statute needs to be more understandable to practitioners and the public, they also suggest that proposals of law should be published so that the persons the laws effect are informed. Making improvements such as these would act as a catalyst for improving the relationship between the public and the understanding of law, subsequently battling the need for interpretation of law and therefore not diminishing the law itself. 
To conclude, Statutory interpretation has been foundational in the development of law. The application of its underlying rules has allowed practitioners to interpret law in order to achieve better results as the meanings of the words we sue has developed over time. However, some interpretations of law can be seen as diminishing to the law itself, as injustices have occurred due the absence of statue being clear. Tackling the complexity of some laws may battle the need for interpretation. 
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