This essay shall be discussing whether it may be argued that the principle of statutory interpretation diminishes the status of legislation as the primary source of law in the UK. To achieve this, this essay will be trying to include opinions as well as factual information found through case law and research online to gather sources that will provide answer and context to points and questions so that this question can be answered to as best as possible.
Statutory interpretation is involved in a large proportion of the cases which are considered by the courts involve legislation, Acts of Parliament, and secondary legislation such as regulations. In a lot of the cases the wording of the legislation is clear and the arguments between the parties can be the result from the facts and conflicting evidence. However sometimes in cases the wording of the Act or regulations may be vague or unclear and the judge will have to make a decision on its meaning which will affect the decision in the case itself, this process is as mentioned earlier called statutory interpretation. However, a number of “rules” and “approaches” have been developed to help them in this process. These rules and approaches are used with varying degrees of flexibility by judges and are used to help them come to a decision which seems fair. These “rules and “approaches” are the literal rule which is defined as in the absence of any ambiguity, words in a statute should be given their literal meaning, an example of a case that used the literal rule was “Fisher v Bell”, within this case the shopkeeper had a “flick knife” displayed in the front window and behind was a “price tag” due to this “he was charged with offering for sale a flick knife, contrary to s. 1 (1) of the Restriction of Offensive Weapons Act 1959”. However, it was argued that the knife was there to be sold but was an “invitation to treat”, it was decided that “it is well established in contract law that the display of an item in a shop window is an invitation to potential customers to treat. The defendant was therefore not guilty of the offence with which he had been charged”. Then there’s the golden rule which is defined as where the ordinary sense of words leads to an apparent absurdity, the natural meaning of the word may be modified, or an alternative definition selected in order to avoid that absurdity and it is used because they have the view that parliament wouldn’t want this “absurd result”, the golden rule is seen as close to the literal rule however with the golden rule there can be room for interpretation when needed. An example of the golden rule being used is in the case of R v Allen (1872), in this case the court the charged him with Bigamy under “s. 57 of offences against the person act 1861” which states that “whosoever being married shall marry any other person during the lifetime of the former husband or wife is guilty of an offence” they charged him interpretating the specific word ‘marry’ as someone who holds a ‘marriage ceremony’. The mischief rule requires judges to consider what Parliament was trying to achieve by enacting the legislation and if there was any confusion, they will always make sure that parliament’s intentions were achieved, and it was established in the Heydon’s case (1584). Lastly the purposive approach otherwise know as the contextual approach is said to require judges to consider the nature and purpose of the legislation, an example of this is the case of “Pepper v Hart” (1993) who “overturned the rule against consulting Hansard when there is an ambiguity in the legislation. The Hansard is the official daily report of parliamentary debates, and therefore a record of what was said during the introduction of legislation”, however with this case a man named “Lord Steyn” later opposed this after in the past he had given the decision his support, he said that “it gives pre-eminence to the Government Minister’s interpretation of the statute and ignore dissenting voices of opposition MPs”. This shows that interpretation has to be done correctly because there are those that can oppose it. These are the main methods used, however there is also 3 sub-methods which are tools to help interpretation, firstly is presumptions which are against a change in common law unless it’s the intent of parliament and these presumptions are applied the most in criminal law cases but not entirely, secondly is the rules of language and these help to understand drafting conventions, lastly is interpretive aids which is made up of intrinsic aids and extrinsic aids and an example of an extrinsic aid is that of a dictionary. (LawTeacher, 2013)
The importance of statutory interpretation plays a massive part in upholding legislation and allows courts to retroactively update law to fit the current society and allows for change and interpretation of previous legislation. As well as apart from just updating the law it’s there for when uncertainty or issues with understanding how it could be applied to a case arise, it can be used to interpret the words when they might mean something different or are outdated and allow for them to be changed to fit the current legislation and be able to use different sources to interpret the law instead of trying to understand it head on. Statutory interpretation is also gateway for aspiring legal students who want to enter the legal system for understanding things such as understanding how new statues may be interpreted, the judicial role and reasoning as well as the process for interpretation. 
The need for statutory interpretation is a big help and has made clear improvements to the laws of today, for example when the drafting of legislation is poor, this can be seen through the Psychoactive Substances Act 2016 which banned psychoactive substances apart the substances that by themselves or when combined could end up helping humans with something like treating a disease. Another need for interpretation is that there can be multiple meanings of meanings of certain words that could lead to uncertainty, a case example of this is R v Allen and the golden rule was used to interpret the word marry as to have a marriage ceremony instead the last need that will be mentioned is that statutory interpretation is needed for tuning policy into ‘law’.
Statutory interpretation has said to have its own issues one of which is “a failure within legislation to cover a specific point; ambiguity as to its meaning; drafting errors; new legal developments; and changes in the use of language” due to the fact that legislation because of it being made a long time ago means that some wording has changed over the years and that certain words mean different things in different centuries as well as words can be interpreted differently across the languages, for example the word nervous over generations has changed its meaning slightly, “of or belonging to the nerves”, ‘nervous’ in this modern sense dates from the 1660s. It soon came to refer to a person medically “suffering a disorder of the nervous system” and in the mid-18th century also took on the meaning “restless, agitated, lacking nerve” which we now use to describe an easily alarmed person. (Emma Law, 2018), (Nicola Laver LLB)
In conclusion these rules don’t diminish what legislation or goals that the parliament have or want, due to the fact that people will and are actively trying to find ways around certain laws or to find ways to minimize their charge if they do get caught and therefore this shows that something such as statutory interpretation is always needed so that for the court they can have the freedom to interpret in different ways through the rules such as the golden rule certain laws so that the legal system can punish those in current society with legislation that could have been made in the past and therefore don’t let those who do not let them get away with it creating a legal system that can therefore be trusted by the public by providing the results needed and charging the criminals under the correct legislation.
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