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It may be argued that the principle of statutory interpretation diminishes the status of legislation as the primary source of law in the UK.
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Introduction
This paper provides a discussion regarding statutory interpretation as well as its importance. Further, this paper also discusses whether statutory interpretation leads to problems. Besides this, the paper also highlights the rules underpinning statutory interpretation. It also focuses on the different aspects of the legal process and it also includes the relationship between legislation and polices practices. However, the end of the paper is being adjoined which will help analyse the study more prominently. 
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Statutory interpretation is referred to as a procedure through which the courts carry out interpretation as well as the application of legislation. Interpretation tends to be crucial when any case comprises or statute. Often the words regarding a statute tend to have a straightforward as well as plain meaning; however, in several cases, there has been some amount of ambiguity within the words regarding a statute that the judge is responsible for resolving (Born, 2021).  For finding the meanings related to statutes, the judges utilize several tools along with methods regarding statutory interpretation that involves traditional canons regarding legislative history, statutory interpretation, as well as purpose. Within common law jurisdictions, the rules regarding statutory interpretation tend to be applied by the judiciary to the legislation that is enacted by the legislation as well as to the delegated legislation involving administrative agency regulations. The age-old procedure of aeroplanes the enacted law tends to lead the formulation regarding certain rules related to interpretation. Following the cross, the interpretation is referred to as a procedure through which the courts carry out the analysis of meaning regarding a statutory provision to apply the statutory provision to a particular situation (Chiassoni, 2019). It is also referred to as a procedure through which the UK courts seek towards ascertaining the meaning regarding the legislature by medium involving authoritative forms where it is expressed. The interpretation regarding a significant statute tends to be dependent on the aspect of creativity that has been applied by the court or the judges within its reading as well as employed for the accomplishment of a certain stated end (Cross, 2018). 
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Judges tend to carry out the interpretation of several meanings regarding a single word and along with that, the meaning of a word tends to change based on the context where it might be stated. It tends to be important in carrying out statutory interpretation so that the judges are unable in making their judgments within different cases (Faingold, 2022). If the judges stumble on any issue they cannot make changes within the law, thus, the judges cannot make interruptions within the flow regarding justice which allows the parliament in being the body for making laws with the court responsible for applying that law. Statutory interpretation tends to play a crucial role within the process regarding access to justice; therefore, it should not be overlooked. Statutory interpretation tends to be necessary in terms of accessing justice as it is helpful for the judiciary system in terms of implementing the law effectively as well as efficiently. It also tends to be helpful for the parliament in terms of making the law.
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The intentions regarding the legislators tend to diverge in several ways. Legislators tend to have their private plans where they might act for some of the parts regarding a bill, however, not for other bills. Along with this, they might also vote for a bill not knowing the details (Fallon Jr, R.H, 2019). Some of the legislators might be better informed in comparison to others regarding the details related to the bill as well as its effect and others might be confused or ignorant regarding the content. Therefore, the intentions regarding individual legislators do not tend to be identical. The intention regarding the majority tends to be important as the voting rules of the legislature tend to give power to the majority in settling whether the legislature would act or not. Further, the individual legislators lack an open choice regarding their intentions with statutes and if the majority shares it then it would be the intent of the legislature. For formulating legislation, they carry out cooperation as well as a single legislator is not free in stipulating what a statute would do or mean (Hirsch, 2019). The legislators tend to cooperate in forming as well as adopting statutes. Along with this, their intentions are shaped as well as limited by the cooperation of the statutes. Another line regarding the argument against the utilization of legislative intent involves that it tends to be illegitimate constitutionally for the interpreters in referring to the intentions regarding legislators for settling the meaning related to a statute. The argument involves that primacy regarding intent might violate the rule regarding the law as the meanings related to statutes might not be evident from public terms regarding the statutory text. In addition to this, another argument involves that the interpreters do not as well as need not refer to the legislative intent within their practice for interpreting statutes (King and Hall, 2020). 
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The statutory interpretation might be needed where uncertainty, as well as complexity, arises as to the ways how the law is applied within a certain situation. The individuals responsible for drafting legislation tend to carry out their responsibilities within their experience as well as draft skills for crafting legislation that is not only unambiguous but also clear. However, the law that is written tends to be unclear sometimes (Kozel, 2018). The problems regarding statutory interpretation tend to involve a failure in legislation towards covering a certain point, drafting errors, ambiguity, fresh legal developments,  as well as changes within the usage of language. Some of the statutes tend to date back to nearly the 18th century as well as utilized words that would have a different meaning in current times. 
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Laws tend to be developed by the parliament and the judges carry out the interpretation regarding those laws through the usage of statutory interpretation. The draftsman, while drawing up the statutes endeavours in terms of making sure that they are unambiguous as well as clear, however, the statutes might contain some words having uncertain meanings and along with that, with the progression of the society, the old statutes might contain some wording that is unused in current times (Nourse, 2018). There might be certain errors that have been unnoticed by the parliament and the statutes cannot fully cover each eventuality, thus, the judges are needed to carry out interpretation regarding the meanings of those statutes to the usage of the rules underpinning statutory interpretation.  The rules regarding statutory interpretation comprise the golden rule, the purposive approach, the literal rule, as well as the mischief rule. 
The literal rule needs the courts to carry out interpretation regarding the statutes within their plain, ordinary, as well as literal sense. According to the literal rule, the words within a statute tend to be read in a literal manner as well as they are not analyzed further regarding different meanings. The courts do not examine the parliament's intention. The literal rule tends to be utilized frequently as the judges do not have the authority of making laws.  The literal rule tends to involve positives and does not carry out any kind of questions to the parliament thereby upholding the law even when it might seem illogical.  This helps in preserving the separation of the powers. By setting some limits to the role carried out by the judges,  the verdicts tend to be based on the facts. However, this rule tends to create loopholes but any kind of discrepancy within interpretation regarding the meaning tends to take place due to its ineffectiveness in carrying out the identification of complexities as well as limitations.  An example regarding plain reading that resulted in harsh results involves the Berriman case where an employee in railways was killed while carrying out oiling on the railway line. The judges did not grant compensation to Mrs Berriman as the act stated for issuing the lookout points only for the workers repairing or relaying the line. 
The golden rule tends to be utilized for the prevention of absurdity as well as inconsistency while carrying out the interpretation of an act. The golden rule tends to be utilized when the literal rule might result in presenting obnoxious or absurd outcomes. The court tends to investigate whether the wording of the statute conveys the intention of the parliament or not (Pojanowski, 2019). The positives regarding this rule involved the judgments remaining parallel with the legislature as well as the errors that are found while drafting is properly amended before setting awkward precedents. 
The mischief rule tends to be utilized for interpreting the gaps that the parliament intended in covering as well as applying a ruling remedying the issue within ambiguous statutes. The mischief rule tends to hello the adoption of statutes within the society that is progressive as well as close as any kind of loopholes. 
The purpose of the approach tends to be implemented for making sure the law remains effective under the intention of the parliament. 
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From the above discussion, it can be concluded that through statutory interpretation the courts carry out the interpretation as well as applicable legislation. Statutory interpretation tends to be important within the process regarding access to justice. It also helps to conclude the different aspects of fundamental techniques which will have been analyzed in this paper. 
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