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Throughout this essay, it will be discussed if statutory interpretation diminishes the status of legislation as the primary source of law within the United Kingdom. Statutory interpretation assists in concluding towards a definite meaning of a statute, with it only being rarely done. It helps establish whether a given statute has bearing on a certain case (M.Smits, 2012, p.826-838). English literature is sometimes proven to be complex as several words in legislation have different meanings, statutory interpretation can assist in justifying a suitable conclusion in court to avoid an outlandish outcome. Statutory interpretation over time has grown closer to a common law practice (Wilson et al. 2020, p.120). Legislation is the predominant set of rules that are followed within the United Kingdom. “Legislation is a law or a set of laws that have been passed by Parliament. The word is also used to describe the act of making a new law.” (UK Parliament, 2022). Courts are not able to revoke any primary legislation that parliament has passed (Hogarth, 2019). Unless excluded by a statute, judicial review can challenge secondary legislation. This shows how prestigious the legislation of the United Kingdom is and where the controversy of statutory interpretation comes from, as judges can alter and adjust words within statutes. 
Statutory interpretation is introduced when doubt and uncertainty are issued towards the way the law applies to certain situations, which leads to a new solution to be found with statutory interpretation (Wilson et al. 2020, p.120). Statutory interpretation is necessary where statutes are not specific to a certain case and the meaning of the statute is uncertain. Some examples can be that legislative loopholes can be created by the defendants’ lawyer, a change in the use of language in the present day or that some of the included words within the statute have various meanings. With the trouble and confusion of many statutes not entirely having a definitive meaning, statutory interpretation helps aid this issue (Rt Hon Lord Justice Sales, 2017, p.125-132). This shows how statutory interpretation can work alongside UK legislation, with it being able to stop numerous flaws and gaps in the current laws, with the confusion of many statutes literature. Statutory interpretation can be the difference between an individual being wrongly accused or charged with the correct sentence, allowing for the legal system to be far more functional than if just the legislation set out by parliament was final. Statutory interpretation has proven to be of great use rather than a hindrance to the legitimacy of the United Kingdom’s legislation, as shown in the case of Clotman v Bibby (1988). There are rules that have been created that allow for a basic but important outline of statutory interpretation. “The principles which have thus evolved are sometimes called rules, but it would be more accurate to describe them as different approaches to interpretation” (The Law Commission, 1969, p 77-78). The rules of English law can be defined as the Mischief Rule, the Literal Rule, and the Golden rule. 
Furthermore, the literal rule allows for all words in a statute to have their original meaning, with the intent that it will be more convenient to use the word’s natural meaning to carry out the Parliament’s will. This rule allows for the courts to have a designated role in the decision-making process of a case, allows for no bias of the judges to interfere and allows for the power of the parliament to be respected (Allbon and Dua, 2018, p.69-73). The court will always begin with the literal rule. However, if it is ineffective in making a clear judgment on the case, the golden rule would then be introduced. An example of the literal rule being used was in the Fisher v Bell case (1960), where the individual was able to avoid conviction due to the literal meaning of the statute used. If the golden rule approach was taken, then the outcome may have been very different.
The golden rule is for an instance where the literal rule concludes to an unusual result that the Parliament did not intend for. This rule was first applied by Lord Wensleydale in the case of Grey v Pearson (1857). It is used when “the literal interpretation of words would lead to a manifest absurdity” (Lowe and Potter, 2018, p.95). A notable feature of the golden rule is that it gives the specific authority to the interpreter to handle the boundaries on the appropriate and adequate outcomes of enforcing the legislation to a specific set of rules (Feldman, 2014, p. 473-497). An example of where the golden rule was used was in the case of Re Sigsworth (1935), where a son had killed their mother that had not made a will. The son then made the attempt to inherit her belongings. However, the court applied the golden rule to lead the son to be qualified for nothing of the mother’s belongings. The court applied the golden rule over the literal to avoid a result whereby the son would unfairly take claim to the property. The golden rule is an effective and sensible rule that allows for an absurd decision to be avoided. If the literal rule were to be used and the words were used in their original meaning in this case, an unjust decision would have been made. The positive outcome of this case shows that statutory interpretation does not diminish the status of legislation as the primary source of law in the UK, thus once again helping to conclude to a far more reasonable result.
The final of the three rules is the mischief rule. First introduced in Heydon’s case (1584), it provides judges with three separate factors to consider. The first being- what the previous law was before the statute was passed, what issue, or 'mischief,' the statute intended to address, and finally what solution parliament was putting forward (Allbon and Dua, 2018, p.69-73). An example of the mischief rule being used in court is in the case of Gorris v Scott (1874), where the defendant's sheep were to be transported by sea by the defendant per a contract between the parties. The sheep were swept overboard during the journey due to them not being not fenced up as specified by the Contagious Diseases (Animals) Act 1869. However, the claim was dismissed because the act was intended to prevent the spread of disease rather than the loss of animals overboard. If the rules of legislation were followed here and with no help from statutory interpretation, a possible incorrect decision would have been made here that would have left the defendant charged or worse. This once again proves that statutory interpretation is not diminishing any of the United Kingdom’s law, but helping by working alongside it to improve the outcome of numerous cases. 
There are numerous laws that are heavily outdated, with the oldest being The Statue of Marlborough which is a set of laws approved by Parliament in the year 1267 (legislation.gov.uk, 2022). This leaves the problem of various words being outdated, which could have developed multiple meanings as the English language has developed. Also, it is evident that currently, lawmakers will still have a problem regarding different words having a variety of different terms, that have been used in statutes. In addition, with the issue of wordings in statutes, judges are trained to take on these situations when interpreting statutes to find the most suitable outcome. With it not being an ideal solution to rewrite all laws to make the expressions clearer, statutory interpretation is not diminishing legislation but simply working with it so judges can make the most sensible decision. Judges still must use the texts given by parliament and work within the lines set out by parliament when interpreting statutes for given cases (Partington, 2016, p.55), showing respect to the foundations of parliament and keeping the integrity of the law in mind.
Statutory interpretation should be looked at positively and as an improvement to the justice system in the United Kingdom. The belief that statutory interpretation is diminishing the status of legislation as the primary set of laws within the United Kingdom is a narrow-minded view, where the bigger picture is not being looked upon. If the legislation of the United Kingdom was more in touch with modern society, then statutory interpretation wouldn’t be required. Statutory interpretation doesn’t completely disregard and dimmish the status of legislation, if anything it improves the United Kingdom’s legal system making it far more trusted and reliable. It is allowing for both victim’s and defendant’s chances in the courtroom to be far more equitable. Statutory interpretation allows the heavily outdated laws of the United Kingdom to be brought to the prevalent time. If statutory interpretation wasn’t being utilised within the courtroom, countless absurd and poor decisions would be made, leading to an immensely faulty legal system. 
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