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Statutory Interpretation generally is the process that the courts work out the meaning of particularly specific laws and the way they for all intents and purposes are applying them. There actually are a lot of unwritten rules of statutory interpretation and some of them being the literal meaning rule, the golden rule and the mischief rule and the purposive approach in a subtle way. Interpretation definitely is necessary especially when a case involves a statute in a kind of major way. Statutory Interpretation will be required when complexity and uncertainty come in and there will be a what if in the whole scenario, so basically when there will be various questions asked on how the law applies in that given situation. As we all know the law is being written by people for people and us as humans can make different mistakes even when it comes to law, so for example if there is a back door in a certain law or the law isn’t very clear written that’s when Statutory Interpretation come in, and there will be different people to talk about it and explain it and apply as it should be applied. There can be typical problems in the law from not covering a specific point to drafting errors or when there are new laws that overlaps with an old one. “ Some statutes date back to the 18th century and use words which now have a very different meaning today. “. The Statutory Interpretation divides in three rules, The Literal Rule, The Golden Rule and The Mischief Rule. 
The Literal rule applies when the rule or the law is being read ordinary and by its natural meaning and there is no need for further analyzation for other meanings besides the words of the legislation. An example of a plain reading which comes out with a very harsh result is the Berriman Case, in 1946 when a railway worker was killed while oiling the railway line and on the work space was no look out point. The Judge did not grant Mrs. Berriman any compensation for her husband’s death because the relevant Act only stated that look our points had to be presented to workers that are relaying or repairing the lines, oiling the line wasn’t in any of those two categories. 
The Golden rule is used to avoid or to prevent the absurdity when interpreting an Act literally. “The court “can only choose between the possible meanings of a word…”, ie. if one meaning is apparent that meaning must be adopted. In Adler v George (1964)”. In the wider approach the court can modify or change the words to avoid different interpretations of the act or different meaning of the literal act and to avoid problems after the interpretation or hearing. 
The Mischief rule is applied to avoid different loopholes or ambiguity within the legislation that applies to the case and when it results in the Parliament not being able to honour their original intention within the legislation. The mischief rule is much narrow than the golden rule and it’s only applied to find and determine the mischief.
The Purposive approach which was implemented to ensure that the law is effective as the Parliament intended. So basically, it’s a rule that will make sure the law in applied correctly even though there will be arguments on the specific case and there will be different approaches to the situation due to the situation being different or a bit fragile to be argued about. This approach was used at Pickstone v Freemans plc (1989) AC 66. and if the literal rule had have been applied to the case, UK would have breached its treaty obligations to adopt an new effect to an EU directive (Slapper, G, p186 2009)



In my opinion the law makers should be much clearer in expressing their intension, this could be fixed very easily if the lawmakers offer a bit more time to the laws that get confirmed and are being written so the public can actually understand the certain meaning of it. When somebody that has no experience within the law and they will find themselves in a situation where they will need it and they will need a lot of information about it, there should be enough information released to public and written very clearly along with examples to different situations so everybody can understand. As I said before we are humans and we do make mistakes even though we writing the law, it’s human to make mistakes or to not think about a certain situation in that moment so the way I see it is to have somebody recalling the laws that have been written every few months and make sure it’s all good and maybe they will find another situation that can be added to one of the laws that have been written and confirmed already. Another solution is to have a public hearing about the laws that are already in place, and it gives the public, the citizens to offer their opinion about the legislation that has been adopted or will be adopted in the future and that could enlighten them into understanding the legislation or the law much better as well.
Statutory Interpretation is necessary because most of the cases that mostly get to court these days for the most part do literally have different loopholes, or the actual defendant is not in sync with the law which happens way to often and they actually think that what they did essentially is actually fairly okay in a subtle way. In conclusion the Statutory Interpretation literally is very necessary because people are trying to actually be very sneaky about what they did and they will generally be trying their literal hardest to particularly get away with what they did, the Statutory Interpretation is required where complexity and uncertainty basically comes in so when a lot of questions can mostly be literally asked about the actual case or situation in a generally major way. So yes, the Statutory Interpretation is very necessary even though there will be different arguments about how things are handled which means that even though the Statutory Interpretation is needed it means that it also needs to be very careful with their approach to problems.
Even though the whole point of the Statutory Interpretation literally is to actually essentially have a fair hearing about the argument, it still brings some problems to the front and to the public as well, some of them including the rules in a sort of major way. The Literal Rule can end absurdities but can particularly be very unjust like the Berriman case and it doesn’t definitely take into consideration the intensions of the Parliament in these really modern days the fact that us as humans definitely are evolving everyday will literally require new changes regularly. Along with the Literal rule there can actually be unelected judges to particularly make the law which lead to unclear results and ends up to finding the Parliament’s intension very hard or not even seeing their intension in a big way. The Golden Rule for the most part is sort of limited in use, in most of the cases if this rule essentially is approached, this rule gives a lot of power to the judges which can end up to a very bad or unfair solution, I literally am not saying that the judges aren’t generally fair and they for the most part have too definitely much power, it’s the fact that a problem can literally be seen from different perspectives and those perspectives won’t necessarily really be presented as they definitely are or the way they should specifically be presented. The Purposive Approach is underrated some literally times because the Judges become the Law Makers and they basically are overstepping the Separation of Powers Act, which actually is quite significant.
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