Charlotte Halls
This essay will outline the meaning and purpose of statutory interpretation, whilst also discussing whether or not it can be argued that the principle of statutory interpretation diminishes the status of legislation as the primary source of the law in the UK. It will outline different perspectives and opinions of people who have experience of courts whilst using credible sources.
Statutory interpretation is as an exercise which necessitates the court to recognise the meaning of the words in a statute and then apply them to a case in order to reach a decision. If a law is deemed as difficult to interpret then it is merely down to the judge to create their own interpretation of the law and apply it to the situation in question. (supreme court). There are three rules which underpin statutory interpretation; the literal rule, the golden rule and the mischief rule. The purpose behind the literal rule is to prevent courts from making their own law when it comes to the interpretation of the laws already in place. It implements the rule that the legislature should be interpreted exactly as it is written. However, this rule is sometimes at fault; often there are varying interpretations of the statute given.(Palsikar, A 2020). There have been times when courts have had to be called upon to given an interpretation of a statute. There are often many different reasons for why there are over clashed regarding the meaning of a word or phrase mentioned in a statute. It has been held for a long duration of time that words are an “imperfect means of communication”. There may have been a failure to familiarise with the new developments in legislation. (lawteacher.net) The Interpretation Act 1978 provides limited possibility to help judges with statutory interpretation – It only supplies the normal meaning to ‘common provisions’. (Hart,H,L,A).
The second rule of statutory interpretation is the golden rule. This is a modification of the literal rule, stating that if the literal rule creates an absurdity, then the court are required to look for a different meaning to avoid the absurdity. (Lord Wensleydale in Grey v Pearson (1857)). 
The final rule is the mischief rule. This rule provides the judge with more discretion than the first two rules as it allows them to decide on the Parliament’s intent of the law. However, some may argue that this undermines Parliament’s supremacy because it entirely eliminates the ‘law-making decisions’ from the legislature. (Rao, S). One might think that rules like statutory interpretation are necessary in court because without them there would be no form or order, statutory interpretation can be seen as unconstrained, thereby overruling and diminishing legislation as the primary source of law in the UK. 
It has been stated that it is recommended that “the presumption should take the first form… unless a contrary intention is expressly stated”. This puts trust on the court to interpret the statute as fairly as possible. Regularly, a lawyer will make an attempt to dispute a literal interpretation, usually saying something like “the words say this and nothing more”, whereas a different lawyer will see it in a different light. For example “the words might say this but they cannot be taken so literally”. (Holland, J, Webb, J)
Statutory interpretation can be considered as necessary because on the occasion that the law is not comprehendible, it cannot be dismissed and the court case has to continue, therefore it is open to interpretation. It can be argued that the meaning of statutory interpretation lessens the status of legislation as the primary source of law in the UK. This is because it can be perceived that the law should be understood by everyone working within a court, this would get rid of any confusion surrounding the law when it comes to a trial in court. The courts aim should be to give effect to the meaning of legislation by understanding the language used, as best as possible.  There has to be an alternative to ensure the court case is fair and properly executed.  Allen Lane (2010) when speaking about the law said “The Law must be accessible and so far as possible intelligible, clear and predictable”. This backs up the point that legislation should be accessible to all. 
Whatever reason there is for interpretation, whether or no the wording is unclear on unable to understand then the meaning of the statute will need to be interpreted. It is argued that whilst the normal meaning of any word in regular English language is factual, the legal meaning is a matter of law. (Farrel v Alexander [1977]).  Lord Diplock said that parliament are in charge of making the laws and it is down to the judiciary to interpret them and parliament are in charge of making any changes to the law, not the judiciary. 
It can be thought that problems can easily arise when the language used in statutes fail to be applied to a court case and in an unclear and indirect manner. Following on from this, laws should be made and created with the intention for citizen to be able to understand the content given to them. Also, they should be provided with the ability to predict how the statute and legislation will be applied in court.  Lord Simon in the Black Cawson case highlights that “…also concerned with the reasonable expectation of those citizens who are affected by the statute”, pointing out that statutory interpretation can have a major impact on those who are in court. Sir John Laws (2017) stated that “there is no such thing as the intention of parliament”. This supports the idea that of legislation being a tool to help understand the legislation, rather than it simply diminishing the purpose of UK law. This can create the argument that statutory interpretation is simply there as a tool to help understand the legislation. Without statutory interpretation it could be deemed as unfair and ridiculous. This is because if there is not an alternative for when the statute cannot be understood, then how can there be a way to make it fair for those who have to attend court? Furthermore, one might believe that the courts should be less inclined to cover expressed meanings if it is clear to see that the Act in question has been designed to be restrictive.
However, it may be seen that the idea of statutory interpretation entirely diminishes the status of legislation being the primary source of legislation in the UK. This is because statutory interpretation allows the chance for the law to be interpreted in a different way to how it was intended. Elaborating on this, it can be seen as diminishing because it disposes of the law. It can be seen as an excuse to side step the law entirely and create a different meaning. This can be seen as unfair because it could give an unfair advantage or disadvantage to someone who has to appear in court. 
Following on from this, one might argue that it is entirely fair because without a piece of legislation which can be easily understood, how is anyone supposed to have a fair trial?
One might hold the opinion that each person who will find themselves in court, for example a Judge, should be taught how to interpret laws in a more effective manner. This way it allows more judges to avoid misinterpretation of the statute. Houses of Parliament held that it is rare that a statute can be fully understood and interpreted without being aware of the legislative object. (Lord Simon of Glaisdale).
To conclude, it could be argued that statutory interpretation diminishes the legislation as the primary source of law in the UK because it is allowing the court to put the legislation aside, and come up with a different meaning for the law. However, there are mixed views in the sense that statutory interpretation can be seen as a tool there to help understand the law, rather than override and lessen the meaning and purpose of it. It is important to remember that the parliament are in charge of making any amendments to the legislation.
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