uss.

Statutory interpretation has three different ways of convicting criminals the main and most fair way and just way (usually) of convicting criminals is the literal rule, which means that members of the judiciary are unable to interpret cases in their own manner, statutory interpretation makes so courts can’t convict people or organisations that they believe to be guilty through reading within the lines, and in many cases convicting people of crimes which may seem similar but are slightly different such as the case, which is sometimes down to how old the legalisation is some laws haven’t been re written since the late 1800s, in the case of DPP v Cheeseman (1990) “he was acquitted as the police were not deemed as passengers” the law stated that because the police were not just passers by and were at the toilet as Cheeseman was a repeat offender of public masturbation at this specific toilet.
Other rules came into place after incidents came up that allowed criminals to get away with crimes they otherwise where guilty of if the court was to read between the lines such as the golden rule, the golden rule which allowed courts to interpret words differently to its literal meaning such as the case of Re Sigsworth (1935) the criminal involved murdered his mother under the “Justice act 1925” it was deemed as unjust that the murderer would be allowed to gain his mothers property and inheritance because he had murdered her in ordered to gain it.
The other rule is the mischief rule, the mischief rule is enforced and used by the court when they believe loop holes are being used by the defendant to try get away with being charged with wrongdoing  “A first difficulty is that mischief often lies in the eye of the beholder.56 A second difficulty relates to the materials and sources a judge may properly rely on in identifying the mischief. These difficulties will be addressed in turn”. 
The way in which judges/court interpret how to prove that the defendant is guilty of wrongdoings. 
Status of legalisation is undermined by statutory interpretation as even though it follows the legislation placed by parliament and government, it gives the judge power to change the laws set in place by not following the literal meanings which is why the most fair way of rule which follows the parliamentary legislation is the literal rule, but in some cases where the lawmakers haven’t put in place a law for certain crimes or updated them they have to use the other to rules but this is always at the judges discretion.
A case in which they have had to adapt a law using one of the other two rules that weren’t the literal rule, “The court applied the golden rule and held that the word 'marry' should be interpreted as 'to go through a marriage ceremony'. The defendant's conviction was upheld.” They chose to interpret the word “marry” in a different way then it may be usually be interpreted as otherwise when relying on the literal meaning that was passed in the Houses of Parliament they would not of been able to uphold justice and charge the criminal.
The idea that that statutory legalisation diminishes statutory legalisation may be a valid one as it does change the laws that where passed by the government and the House of Parliament.
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