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This essay will discuss whether the usage of statutory interpretation diminishes the status of legislation. It will begin by understanding key terms such as what statutory interpretation is, the rules that make up statutory interpretation, why it is necessary, does it cause problems and then finally followed by a conclusion that will summarise the points written.
Partington (2015) states that statutory interpretation is a strategy where courts with authority develop law. It is not as delved deep into as the development principles of common law, but the explanation process of statutory interpretation can create statutes to be more comprehendible and thus making statutes easier to use in court cases. It is furthermore an exercise that is carried out by the court itself to decipher ambiguous legislation. Ambiguous legislation/Law is legislation that has direct wording but may be interpreted in two or more ways. Such ambiguity is caused by the difficult wording of legislation. Therefore, statutory interpretation is used to eliminate the confusion behind the poor usage of Phonetics, Gramma, or punctuation. Furthermore, Darbyshire (2014) emphasises the fact that judges use a tactic for statutory interpretation. The tactic is found within the interpretation act 1978 and it tells how judges apply words to fit the case. For example, he, she, or they term. 
According to Allbon (2020) judges use the four rules of statutory interpretation in order to interpret the meaning statute in a case. The four rules are: The literal rule, The golden rule, The mischief rule, and the purposive approach. The literal rule is the process of judges with less authority to convert words into their ordinary or plain meaning. Less authority means that the authority is legislature or judges from courts that are higher than them. They do this by substituting old English terms and phrases with more commonly used ones to make the general meaning statute less confusing and allowing statute to not have any second meaning behind its words. A case that used the literal rule heavily was the Fisher v Bell (1961) case. Here the defendant is a salesperson who sold random items, one of which was flick knives. He was selling flick knives after the Restriction of Weapons Act (1959) which made his selling business illegal. The case was dismissed, and the defendant was not guilty as he had a sign that said offer to buy. Not offer to sell. Therefore, the literal meaning was, he was not selling, but someone else was willing to buy from him. Also, the Fisher v Bell case is a perfect example of how there could be potential loopholes within this rule and in general within statutory interpretation. The literal rule also states that no matter whether the outcome is “silly” or absurd. Interpretation and making statute in its original form/meaning is mandatory and that the usage is still in place since it respects parliamentary sovereignty by letting the court and judges have an exact role. 
 The golden rule is an add on to the literal rule, where the judges of the court believe that the result of the literal rule creates an absurd result. The courts will then proceed to look for more meanings/alternatives of the words used in the hearing to avoid an absurd result. The golden rule is effective in work but has no clear way of justifying what is and what is not absurd as it has no set test to prove it. Therefore, the golden rule is only used after the literal rule to if needed, make words clearer and more understandable The Open University (2022). A case that used the golden rule really well was Alder V George (1964) case. In this case, the defendant obstructed an armed force personnel in a restricted area. Alder defense was that the sign said no entering within the vicinity of the restricted area. The literal rule would mean that Alder would be not quilty. But as it was a military air force station, any reasonable person would assume to not enter. Therefore, he was guilty under s.3 of the Official Secrets Act 1920.
 The mischief rule according to Laver (2016) is a rule that is more narrowed down than the golden rule. It is used to close loopholes and then to develop law. It was created from the result of Heydon’s case in the sixteenth century. The rule provides the judges of the court to do three actions when the wording of a case is ambiguous. Ambiguity in common law is when a word or sentence has two or more meanings behind it. The rule was created so that judges can look for what the law was intended to do before it was passed as statute, then they will question it. Whether the law itself as statute carries out its job correctly and if not, what needs to be changed for it to do its job. It can be considered that the mischief rule is a remedy to failing statute. Through the processes that the judges must go through, they will find the ‘mischief’ and then get rid of it by replacing it with better wording within statute. Furthermore, the rule's function is to guide and help the interpreter to see if the statute is avoiding its original purpose and the mischief rule is effective through the fact that it focuses on the generating problem of such legislation. On the other hand, the mischief rule can be a failure as it was generated in the sixteenth century. Therefore, using procedures where the common law today is a lot more advanced could cause harm. Effectively, the procedures used back in the day might not work with the more advanced law we have now. A case that sees the mischief rule failing is the Smith v Hugh (1960). Where prostitutes were having sex in a public area was illegal under the Streets Offense Act (1959). As a fact, prostitutes in this case were soliciting in a private premises but can be seen from windows and balconies. As a result, they were prosecuted. 
The final rule of statutory interpretation is the purposive approach. The purposive approach according to LexisPSL (2015) is a more liberal approach of interpreting statute compared to the mischief rule. Judges throughout history have looked at European ways of interpreting statutes. They have been heavily influenced to interpret statute through the purpose of the actual legislation in comparison to the mischief rule. This rule believes that all legislation is correct as it went through the development principles of common law in the house of commons and lords. Therefore, if there is any confusion then the use of interpretation should come directly from statute as Lord Denning believed that the mischief rule is very broad, and that interpretation should directly come from the intended purpose of legislation. To summarise, statutory interpretation is underpinned by rules. These rules in some cases change law if such law is old and the use of such law has a different view today. This means that the status of legislation being the primary source of law is looked down on by judges. In a way the use of statutory legislation makes it out that judges have a second opinion on law when they should not.
Statutory interpretation is highly needed as of the change of language throughout the years. Meaning language used a few decades ago can have two or more meanings behind if used today, specifically in legislation. This means that statutory interpretation has an increase in usage as well as increase in difficulty because the more the language develops. The older the legislation might seem. Therefore, courts need a consistent method in order to interpret statutes. They do this by using the four rules obviously, but they also use their common knowledge through their wide range of vocabulary and to express hard terms in plain words. Judges today need to think critically in order to pinpoint any hidden meanings behind the words Sither (1948). It is necessary as people with less education or with a lower English language understanding can understand a court hearing using simpler terms. Furthermore, statutory interpretation can make the outcome of the court hearing more specific for the defendant as seen in Clarke v Kato (1998) where a car park did not cover parking on the road.
Statutory interpretation in some cases causes problems. According to Aroson (2013) had stated that statutory interpretation is considered as ‘judicial disobedience’. He considers that the use of statutory interpretation is unneeded as the main purpose of the legislature is to make the language of law as simple as possible and that statutory interpretation itself is a way in which to challenge law just on the fact that the judge does not think it is understandable, meaning a poor use of judicial discretion. 
Does the principle statutory interpretation diminish the status of legislation as a primary source of law in the UK? Statutory interpretation is the process of explaining and looking for hidden meanings behind statute. It is considered with the information about the topic that statutory interpretation is a second opinion given and law is looked over twice by the judges. If such law does not comply, then judges use their power of judicial discretion to make a step and create a remedy of such law. For example, in criminal cases, judges might exclude prosecution evidence as it may have an effect of the sitting Gooch & Williams (2007). So, does it diminish the status of legislation as a primary source of law? Yes, it does this by allowing judges to question statute even though the legislature creates it, and the legislature is above the judiciary. Hence why some people believe it to be judicial disobedience as the judiciary is not exactly following the law created by legislature and in the past has been used to disobey parliament's intentions of statute stated by Street (2013). 
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