[bookmark: _Hlk101528155]Currently, the UK constitution is made up of a large number of laws passed by the United Kingdom Parliament known as statutes (House of Commons, 2015); these statutes can be on any issue and have no legal restriction. For a bill to be made an act of law it must pass in both houses of parliament and be given royal assent (UK Parliament, 2022). Because acts of parliament are ‘primary legislation’, they are not subordinate to any other legal authority in the United Kingdom (Legislation.GOV.UK, 2020). Despite this, as a piece of law, statutes can be interpreted within the courts, with these interpretations forming what is known as “case law” (Legislation.GOV.UK, 2020). This process is called ‘statutory interpretation’. There is debate surrounding this as some believe that the idea that the courts can effectively apply the law however they see fit diminishes the principle of statues being ‘primary legislation’. Alternatively, it is also argued that statutory interpretation is necessary as acts of parliament are often ambiguous, leading to complications in their practical application (House of Commons, 1993).

Much of the criticism directed at statutory interpretation relates to the principle of ‘parliamentary sovereignty’. Parliamentary sovereignty is regarded as the salient principle of the UK constitution (UK Parliament, 2022). Parliamentary Sovereignty means that parliament is senior to all other legislative and legal authorities in the United Kingdom, effectively meaning that parliament can make or repeal any law that it wishes to (Polyas, 2017). This supremacy over all other forms of law in the United Kingdom also includes case law, which is created through statutory interpretation (Foran, 2021). Therefore, it could be argued that it is impossible for statutory interpretation to diminish the role of legislation, as constitutionally, statues are always the dominant form of law. Additionally, statutory interpretation is authorised by parliament through the Supreme Court (Constitutional Reform Act 2005). The Supreme Court, like Parliamentary Sovereignty, is a key component of the United Kingdom constitution as it establishes a relationship between the public and the state (The Supreme Court, 2022). It is argued that this is critical to the continuation of democracy in the United Kingdom, as the courts are able to effectively hold the government to account on their actions (Street, 2013). Therefore, it could be argued that statutory interpretation cannot be criticised for diminishing the constitution but instead can facilitate a development is existing law (Democratic Audit, 2018).  

[bookmark: _Hlk101612914]Statutory interpretation is fully authorised by parliament and the process is based on a number of regulations that are laid out in law (Interpretation Act 1978). Parliament debated and passed this statue following a report by the Law Commission into the interpretation of statutes which stated that for the proper functioning of law in the United Kingdom, statutes must be interpreted correctly (The Law Commission, 1969); however, the report also stated that there were issues associated with the process of statutory interpretation, namely the rules upon which interpretation of statues is based upon. Statutory interpretation is a necessary part of the United Kingdom legal system as statutes are often vague and ambiguous, leading to doubt over the intention of parliament and the meaning of statues; therefore, acts cannot properly take effect until they are interpreted (Pey, 2022). For example, section 17 of part two of the Finance Act 2003 uses the phrase “taxable person” (Finance Act 2003). If an individual was to challenge their status as a “taxable person”, it would be the role of the court to interpret what the intended definition of a “taxable person” was when the statute was written as a bill. There are a number of rules which the judiciary must use to be able to interpret a statute correctly; the literal rule, the golden rule, the mischief rule and the purposive approach (Open University, 2022). Firstly, under the ‘literal rule’, judges take each word of a statue literally rather than interpreting based on what was actually meant by the act; because of this, the literal rule of statutory interpretation upholds parliamentary sovereignty, however, this also means that its use fails to resolve ambiguities in statues (Open University, 2022). An example of the literal rule being applied is the case of Fisher v Bell (1960), where Bell displayed a flick knife in his shop window. The sale of these weapons was illegal under the Offensive Weapons Act 1959, however, due to the lack of clarity in the writing of the statue, the court ruled that Bell had not broken the law as he had technically not offered the weapon for sale despite it being displayed as they had interpreted the act literally; this ruling lead to Parliament amending the act so that it was less ambiguous (Open University, 2022). For this reason, it can be argued that statutory interpretation is beneficial to the development of law in the United Kingdom, as it is able to expose issues with statues which parliament is then able to correct.  Secondly, the ‘golden rule’ is similar to the literal rule in that it takes statues literally, however if said interpretation produces an absurd outcome then the judge should search for an alternative interpretation; while this avoids absurdities, there is no definition of what constitutes an ‘absurdity’ (Alison, 2022). An example of the application of the golden rule is the case of Adler v George (1964) where Adler obstructed armed forces; under the Official Secrets Act 1920 it was a criminal offence to obstruct armed forces while in the vicinity of a prohibited area, Adler argued that this did not apply to him as he was actually inside a prohibited area, while under the literal rule this would have meant Adler had not broken the law, the court instead applied the golden rule and convicted Adler (Open University, 2022). Because of this, it can be argued that statutory interpretation is required as it is able to correct ambiguity in statues without parliament needing to amend the act, meaning that an offender is not able to use said ambiguities as defences to their crimes. Thirdly, the ‘mischief rule’ is based upon ‘Heydon’s case’ which defined the rule; for the interpretation of statues, the judge must consider the gaps in the common law rule prior to the passing of the statue in order to determine the true purpose of the act (Rao, 2014). An example of this rule being applied is the case of Corkery v Carpenter (1951); Corkery was found to have broken the law under the Licensing Act 1872 by pushing a bicycle while drunk, while the act did not make any mention of bicycles in particular, the court, using the mischief rule, ruled that the purpose of the act was to prevent an individual from operating any form of transport while intoxicated and convicted Corkery (Open University, 2022). A criticism of the mischief rule is that it gives great amounts of discretion to the judiciary, endangering the sovereignty of Parliament (Rao, 2014). Lastly, the ’purposive approach’ gives the judiciary near free reign to interpret statues based on what they feel is the purpose of the act, allowing judges to fill in gaps in legislation at their own discretion (Tunley, 2022). This approach to statutory interpretation has been heavily criticised due to the amount of power given to judges, with claims that it diminishes statues as the primary basis of law in the United Kingdom (Open University, 2022). 

[bookmark: _Hlk101948394]Expanding on this, the judiciary have in fact pushed this discretion to the limit of “disobedience” (Aronson, 2013); despite this, parliament have made no attempt to curtail the powers of judges with regards to interpreting statues. However, some within Parliament have called for removing the dependency on statutory interpretation through “codification” of law in the United Kingdom, however, for a number of reasons this proposal has been deemed untenable (Cabinet Office, Office of the Parliamentary Counsel and Heaton, 2014). In addition to this, the idea that judges develop the law has been branded a “myth” and that instead, through the interpretation of statues, the judges create their own law (Hodge, 2019). In one instance where the judiciary has interpreted a statute in a way deemed differently to the intention of Parliament, the interpretation was branded as “judicial vandalism” (Polak, 2022).   

To conclude, while there are valid criticisms of statutory interpretation, it is shown that judicial interpretation of statues does not diminish legislation as the primary source of law and is a necessary component of the legal system in the United Kingdom; interpretation of statues is necessary for the proper functioning of the legislation, without which it has no value (Allan, 2014). It has been acknowledged that because of a lack of clarity in many statues, statutory interpretation is required (Supreme Court, 2021). Reasons for a lack of clarity in statues include ambiguity in the language used by the writer of the bill, gaps in legislation and new developments in both technology and language (Alison, 2021). Additionally, it has also been argued that statutory interpretation from a single judge is necessary as it is impossible for “Parliamentary intent” to exist due to the collective characteristic of Parliament (Laws, 2017). Overall, instances of statutory interpretation which could be considered “disobedience” of legislation are limited to a pittance of cases (Goldsworthy, 2010).      
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