In this essay I will be advising Tariq under the pedestrian safety act 2025 and I will do this using the key rules the literal, golden and mischief rule these rules use different approaches to interruption of the words in legislation, these rules can result in different decisions and different outcomes based on how they are interpreted it is important to understand how each of them can be used and how they may be used (WJEC, n.d). This essay will be focussing on Tariq and how to provide him with the right supports using internal and external aid.

Tariq’s easel/display might be considered an object or structure on the public walkway under section 1 of the act, did the placement obstruct pedestrian movement based on the size and the location. Is the place where he was stationed on a public walkway that would be considered under section 2 and was the duration he was situated in come under section 3 where a temporary object could be placed on the walkway for loading and unloading for 30 minuets whereas Tariq was there for multiple hours. 
Under the literal rule the term object is considered as a thing that you feel and touch that is not considered a living person or animal (Cambridge dictionary, n.d), therefore Tariq’s easel would be classed as the object, the term obstruct is to block a road, pavement or entryway to prevent something from happening by putting something in the way (Collins dictionary, 2026). Tariq did that by placing his easel on the pavement and therefore making people walk either on the road or having to walk around it. The literal interpretation possesses sensible meaning that shows that Tariq’s easel was in the way of the public walkway for 6 hours therefore making people have to walk on the road which would be an offence under section 1 of the act. If we were using the literal rule, it would respect parliamentary sovereignty as it would take the words of Parliament literally however, some could argue that Parliament might not have intended to have and absurd result as some words can have multiple meanings. If the literal rule gives an absurd result that might not have been intended, then the judge can use a reasonable meaning. Using the golden rule If interpreted literally then an object could be classed as anything that has a fixed shape or form that you can touch or see that is not alive (Cambridge dictionary, n.d) which could be seen as harsh as that relate to anything that can be seen on the pavement such as tiny and harmless objects. The golden rule can prevent the absurdity that could be caused by using the literal rule however it is up to judges weather the result under the literals rule is absurd as there is no clear meaning of an absurd result. In Tariq’s situation his easel stays in place for 6 hours is a large item that required pedestrians to walk on to the road and is placed on a busy walkway therefore there is no absurdity in applying the literal rule on this case. The golden rule alters the meaning if the literal interpretation is assured however in this case the literal interpretation makes sense and there is no injustice or contradiction. Under the mischief rule mp Ayesha Khans speech the act was made by parliament to ensure public walkways remain safe and accessible, and pedestrians are not forced into the road due to obstructions. Tariq’s easel is placed on a public walkway and stays there for 6 hours and causes pedestrians to step into the road, which is what parliament are trying to prevent, Under the mischief rule the court is guided by parliament intention to keep pavement safe and Tariq’s easel is exactly the type of obstruction the act targets and therefore under the mischief rule strongly supports finding that Tariq has committed the offence.
The easel based on the literal and the mischief rule would be considered an object or structure and obstructs pedestrian movement as they had to step onto the road and the pavement where the easel was stationed would be classed as a public walkway as it is maintained by the council and open to the public. He was there for 6 hours and not the 30 minutes allowed for loading therefore would get no exemption. If Tariq was considered using the artistic expression defence, it is not protected in the act, and the court would be unlikely to to allow it to override the safety concerns. 
In conclusion applying the rules of statutory interpretation and the relevant aids it strongly suggests that Tariq is likely to have committed the offence under section 1 of the pedestrian safety act 2025. The literal interpretation of the wording indicates that clearly an easel and display fall within the meaning of an “object or structure” and it clearly shows that it obstructed pedestrian movement, forcing them on the road. Both the golden rule and the mischief rule reinforce this outcome as changing the wording or using a different definition to avoid liability would undermine the act's clear purpose of ensuring safety and accessible walkways.the exemption in section 3 does apply to Tariq’s as his display remained for several hours and was not used for loading. A court would likely conclude that Tariq has committed the offence, as his conduct falls within the statute’s intended scope and no valid defence or exemption applies. 
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