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Introduction
Through comparisons, this paper will explore if statutory interpretation diminishes the status of legislation as the primary source of law in the United Kingdom (UK). Throughout this paper, there will be many arguments for and against the use of statutory interpretation. Due to the nature of the word interpretation, its primary definition is "explanation or opinion of what something means" (Dictionary, 2022). In the case of law, it can open many avenues and possible outcomes when applied in judgment within the legal system. Nevertheless, firstly, there must be a clear understanding of primary law and the process undertaken for an act to become the law. Furthermore, who makes the laws (the sources of law), including their understanding of statutory interpretation and its four rules and to whom it applies. 
The source of Law/Primary Law
The leading institutions that make law in the UK are the Parliament and the Government. The process of creating law as a basic overview is the introduction of a Bill to the House of Commons; then passed to the House of Lords; once both Parliamentary houses have agreed, it is given Royal assent by the Monarch, becoming an Act of Parliament (Parliament, 2022). 
These Acts are hereafter known as Statutes or primary law legislation because they do not depend on other legislative authority. While the UK has left the European Union (EU), the EU has had significant input and was a source of law in the UK and the Council of Europe and Courts. As one can imagine, it is virtually impossible to separate those laws from the UK and those from the EU due to the laws' complexity, as they are entwined and support one another. Even after Brexit, these laws will continue in the UK, but these specific laws fall under and are open to interpretation! Primary legislation is the framework of principles and the rule of law with no judicial review because it is the primary law enacted by Parliament, unlike secondary legislation, a biproduct of primary law, which is not immune from challenges in court (droit.net, 2022).
Statutory Interpretation
The process judges use to decide what the words in a Statute mean; Understanding the interpretation assists them in their decision making based upon the facts presented (Press, 2022). There are, by definition, Four Rules to Statutory Interpretation:
· The literal rule, 
· The golden rule, 
· The mischief rule and 
· The purposive approach.
The Literal rule
It is the first rule applied by judges. The Statute's words are taken at face value or ordinary meaning and applied without putting a gloss on the words or seeking to make sense of the Statute (E-lawresources, 2022).
The Golden rule
It is a modification of the literal rule. It states that if the literal rule produces an absurdity, the court should look for another meaning of the words to avoid that absurd result (University, 2022).
The Mischief rule
The Mischief rule asks what the law was before an Act and what defects were addressed by the legislation under construction (Dictionary, 2022).
Purposive approach
It is rule-based on civil codes, which consider the purpose of a provision and interprets the provision according to that purpose. (LexisPLS, 2015).
In effect, statutory interpretation is a way of making sense of what someone else has written; in this case, Parliament is the writer and judges the readers. For instance, a Draftsman's duty is the drawing of statutes; their task is to write and present the law so that it is clear and understandable, but that is not always the case because of the words used in its creation (LawTeacher, 2013). Many laws date back hundreds of years and may still be relevant today. For example, the Statute of Marlborough 1267, [Distress] (Legislation.gov.uk, 1267), is unintelligible but still law today. The reality is that times change; therefore, the language used would be very different and need interpretation when applied in a modern-day case. 
For this very reason, it raises whether lawmakers are clear in expressing their intentions via Statute? The possible answer is that it was clear in its intentions when writing that law. Does it also answer the question if statutory interpretation is necessary? It is fair to say that every case has its challenges and parameters, so generic judgement would indeed be unethical and unjust. However, with new social norms and the progression of civilization, instead of rewriting or amending the law, it becomes a necessary and more acceptable practice approach to interpret.
Statutory Interpretation applied
Court of Appeal (Civil Division) Chief Adjudication officer v Maguire
Maguire proclaimed to have contracted the industrial disease Vibration White Finger on April 1, 1985; he brought a claim in 1989 for disablement benefit and assessed at eight per cent from April 1, 1985, for life. 
Maquire had claimed Reduced Earnings Allowance (REA) from April 1985; however, on October 1, 1986, REA was replaced with the Special Hardship Allowance (SHA).
Maguire had been awarded REA, backdated to October 1, 1986, but claimed to be entitled to SHA between April 1, 1985, and October 1, 1986. The Chief Adjudication Officer and the Secretary of State for Social Security appealed against Maguire's appeal from an Adjudication Officer's decision that he was not so entitled. The Chief Adjudication Officer contended, in reliance on Abbott v Minister for Lands [1895] A.C. 425, [1895] 3 WLUK 122, that Maguire did not have an acquired or accrued right within the meaning of the Interpretation Act 1978 s.16(1)(c) as he had taken no steps relating to that right before section 60 of the 1975 Act was repealed. The issue was whether Maguire had established a right at the time of repeal. Whilst a mere expectation of acquiring a right would not suffice, Maguire satisfied the conditions of entitlement to the benefit except had not made the necessary claim, and that right accrued from the time of prescription of Vibration White Finger. An agreement was granted for the reservation of Maguires right under s.16(1)(c) of the 1978 Act, provided he claimed within the prescribed period (Westlaw, 1999).
In this case, applying the rules of statutory interpretation provided an answer; the prominent rule used in the defence was the Mischief rule. It highlighted that even with a change in the name of the benefit, his entitlement was still as just. Additionally, the purposive approach backs up the fact that the circumstance of entitlement did not change; due to the previous diagnosis, Maguire did, have the right at the time.
Advantages and Disadvantages
There are advantages and disadvantages as with any aspect of applied rules in law and life in general. For instance, the advantages of the literal rule are that it follows the exact word of Parliament without discretion and follows the context of its intent; therefore, it prevents the judges from creating their law interpretations. When applied, it also offers a constant, allowing the general public to understand how the law works and how judgment is applied. Regarding situational interpretation, several scholars voice their concerns and their praise for the rules. Nevertheless, it would be remiss to ignore the associated disadvantages; it often contains words with several meanings or descriptions, making wording ambiguous. It does not make concessions as Parliament intends the Act to cover all eventualities relating to the Statute it represents comprehensively. 
The Golden rule is a direct action to combat one of the above disadvantages of the literal rule. Where the literal rule produces an absurd outcome, the Golden rule can be applied as an alternative solution to prevent unjust outcomes. There are also many disadvantages associated with the Golden rule: the only time used is if the first rule fails and may produce an inconsistent judgment. 
The Mischief rule and Purposive approach both allow for a much broader overview when looking at the law's intent and purpose, allowing for more transparent and more refined justice in more individual cases.
Similarly, though, the disadvantages are not to be ignored. Mischief makes it hard for a lawyer to advise a client where the law has changed, especially as lawyers may be unaware of the statutory interpretation reasoning method.
The Purposive approach disadvantages directly contradict the literal rule allowing Judges' assumptions and opinions of the laws to use personal interpretations over the actual words of Parliament. (Press, 2015)
Conclusion
Throughout this paper, the question asked is whether statutory interpretation diminishes the status of legislation as a primary source? 
There are certainly cases for and against statutory interpretation but, it is a practice that is necessary for the law to be applied in judgment fairly. The United Kingdom has multifaceted systems to ensure the rule of law, especially when some are hundreds of years old or intrinsically entwined with previous European laws. Some laws are applied much broader and incorporate more or, in some cases, less than their original purpose; with new laws taking growth and development into consideration, providing less need for interpretation in an evolving modern society. However, due to the complexities of understanding the law, it remains today that statutory interpretation plays an important part in law proceedings. 
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