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Assignment title:  It may be argued that the principle of statutory interpretation diminishes the status of legislation as the primary source of law in the U.K Discuss:

Introduction.

As the language used in parliamentary legislation can be vague, confusing or have a variety of interpretations, interpretation of the law is necessary. For example, the 1991 Dangerous Dogs Act required legislative interpretation due to disputes over the definition of "breed" and "breed". It is no longer clear whether "Go-Peds" should be classified as scooters or cars in light of recent lawsuits such as the 2000 York’s v. Saddington case. One of the key points in Brock v DPP was (1993). There is also a need for legal explanations as the meaning of words can change over time. The meaning of a word in law can have a significant effect on the outcome of a trial and that is why the interpretation of law is so important.
The interpretation of the law is based on both external and internal tools that help courts better understand the law in question. Long headings that are short enough to give a satisfactory explanation of the law, as well as chapter headings, are considered internal aids. Preface, headings and appendices and short headline. External assistance can help interpret the law of the Althing, but it is not part of the law itself. External aids are things like Hansard, a public record of all meetings, dictionaries and international conventions, which are rules or directives that have been adopted into English law by the governments of other countries.

 The Rule of Literal Interpretation.   
Courts that have adopted the "ritual principle" will give the words a literal meaning, no matter how ridiculous and unrealistic it may sound. In the R V Judge of London City Court (1982), Lord Escher noted the following regarding a literal approach: “You must respect the law no matter what, even if you find it ridiculous. whether the legislature is involved in the absurdity and not the courts themselves. Defendant Whitely was accused of having been "to the suffrage of an individual" under the chapter of law in Whitely v. Chappell (1868). He was still listed as a voter on the electoral roll, despite his death. The jury found the defendant innocent as the word "vote" was interpreted literally. Another important case involving the murder of a railway worker while performing maintenance work, especially when lubricating a railway switch, is London and the North Eastern Railway v. Berryman (1946). His widow demanded compensation from the railway company under the Fatal Accident Act, which stipulated that workers on or near the railway line should be provided with benefits in order to replace or repair it. The claim was dismissed because the court interpreted "re-installation" and "repair" as precluding lubrication of railway switches.
The letter rule is favourable, for example, because the Althingi entrusts the courts with complying with the language of the Althingi. An elected body, not appointed judges, has the power to legislate as long as a literal standard is met. The use of a literal rule also ensures that the law is understood as it is written, which allows citizens to know exactly how the courts will read the law. It is difficult to put all the reasons that Althingi has specified in all the laws of the Althingi. There are certain options that are unfair and pointless if you stick to the literal rule. The law would be vague if a literal rule were applied where words could be interpreted in different ways.

The Law of the Land
The Golden Guide is a new interpretation of a literal rule called the Golden Rule. With a literal rule of interpretation, if the court is faced with an interpretation that could lead to a ridiculous verdict, the golden rule is used. Restrictive Interpretation of the Golden Rule: Lord Reid's Commentary in Jones v. DPP (1962) "As a basic principle of all laws, it is forbidden to deviate from the literal meaning of a legal provision. If a word or phrase has many meanings, the only option is to choose one of them. "R v Allen, Inc. is an example of a case that used the Golden Rule (1872). while your spouse was still alive, you were breaking the law. In the case of Re-Sigsworth (1935), the son killed his mother, who left no will before her death, and so this was an example of the "golden rule". Despite the fact that the behaviour itself was simple and unequivocal, the court refused to allow the son to profit from his crime by inheriting his mother's problems. The Golden Rule, with a few exceptions, is fully compliant with legal restrictions. The golden rule can also be used as a solution if the letter rule does not work as wording in law has more than one meaning, courts can use the golden rule to determine which interpretation is most appropriate. The use of a literal rule can lead to unnatural consequences; when the golden rule is applied, reasonable conclusions can be drawn. The golden rule is often misunderstood due to its limited use. As a result, it is impossible to predict when the courts will use it, which makes some areas of the law unclear.

The Rule Against Harmful Behavior
The prank rule gives judges a little more leeway than the other two rules. According to Haydon, the courts will have to go back to the current law to find out what purpose the new parliamentary law was to serve to fill the void. This is known as the Rule of Mischief (1584). An ordinary prostitute who stays or is harassed on the streets or in public places for the purpose of prostitution is a violation of the Act on Street Offenses from 1959, which states in the first paragraph. The injury rule was used in Smith v. Hughes (1960) to interpret this provision. Six women were arrested on suspicion of crime while sitting on the balcony or windows on the first floor instead of outside. The women either shouted at the men or slammed their windows to try to get their attention. Each of the women claimed to be innocent because they were not on the street. Lord Parker's discoveries led him to condemn them all. "The damage that this law wants to do to me is being assessed. It is obvious to everyone that attempts have been made to clean the streets so that people can walk the streets without being touched or harassed by prostitutes. as long as the prostitute is seen by potential clients, from this point of view. ”A taxi driver was prosecuted for“ working for rent on the street ”without permission in Eastbourne City Council v Stirling (2000), which applied the prank. Because his car was illegally parked at a taximeter at the train station, the driver denied guilt and said he had parked on private property and not on the street. Using Smith v. Hughes, the court found that drivers who park their cars in such a way that their service is obvious to pedestrians have practiced extortion from that business and have therefore been guilty of that charge.
The benefit of the damages rule is that judges can look back at previous legislation to see if any gaps in the coverage have been filled. Since 1969, the Judiciary Committee has recommended that the principle of damages be the private rule used in the interpretation of law. The possibility of legislation of individual courts and the tendency of judges to fill in the gaps left by legislators by applying their own legal interpretations are two of the main disadvantages of using the tort rule. Lawyers cannot give their clients good advice because of this rule as they have no idea how and when it will be applied or what effect it will have.

Approaches with a Purpose.
If an act fills a vacuum, the judges look at what the Althingi intended to achieve by passing the law, rather than the vacuum it filled. Targeted approach: He said in Magore and St. Mellon’s v Newport Corporation (1950): "We are sitting here to find out and implement the intent of Congress, and we do it better by filling in the blanks and giving meaning to the regulation. instead of opening it up to destructive scrutiny.” This would be permissible if a literal rule were followed. The purpose of the Althingi was not to escalate violence, despite the fact that the man had committed two murders, according to the court's interpretation of the law. For an example, see Jones v. Tower Boot Company, Ltd. (1997). Mr. Jones suffered racial discrimination and violence while working for Tower Boots. Chapter 32 of the 1976 Act on Racial Relations states that "everything a person does while on the job shall be judged in this law as if it had happened while the person was in the job." This clearly contradicted this provision. Mr Jones was able to hold his employer responsible for his racial harassment, even though his colleagues were held responsible for the attacks, because the court took a so-called "targeted approach" and ruled that the employer should have known about the incident and should have taken steps to: protect their employees from all forms of racial harassment. "
In the targeted approach, justice is achieved on a case-by-case basis, enabling judges to take a broader approach that may include additional scenarios not specifically provided for by law and allow for the use of new technologies. A systematic approach can lead to judicial review due to difficulties in determining the intent of the Assembly, but a broader approach can make the law vague and judges incapable of determining the actual intentions of the Assembly.

The Purposive Approach and the Literal Rule
You may understand both the advantages and disadvantages of the Literal Rule and the Purposive Approach by looking at both their advantages and downsides. For example, while the Literal Rule follows the Act of Parliament exactly as stated, it can result in severe verdicts in some situations. Individual justice can be achieved by the Purposive method, although this might lead to ambiguity in the law.

Conclusion.
When interpreting a criminal conduct, many judges choose to use a variety of alternative ways, including the Literal Rule; the Golden Rule; Mischief Rule; and Purposive Approach. Judges who utilise the Purposive Approach to interpret acts are the ones who I believe are over-extending their authority since they are never going to know the genuine intentions of parliament. The Literal Rule, I believe, would better clarify the legislation and aid citizens in their understanding of it, as the Act would not have progressed from a bill to the Royal Ascent if Parliament's Intentions were not incorporated in it. Literal Rule can be better utilised in court proceedings when more statutes are altered, and the language employed in them is revised.
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