


Statutory interpretation is statutes of law which is also known as legislation, and these are the written laws within the UK. However, statutory interpretation is known to be used when legislation is not always straightforward and, in some cases, judges are used so they can interpret the different legislation based on the laws that already exist using the rules of statutory interpretation (Laver, 2022).  Statues are an act of parliament that are laws made by the Uk Parliament, all acts start as bills that are introduced in either the Commons or the Lords, and once a bill has been agreed it then becomes an act (Parliment, 2022).  Statutory interpretation is the process where statutes are interpreted by judges and the wording of statutes is very specific although it can have a certain level of ambiguity and vagueness, which means that without statutory interpretation, judges may have trouble coming up with their own judgments within a case an example of this is the case of Twining V Myers (1982). 
Statutory interpretation is so important and necessary within cases because it is a statute that makes up statutory law, therefore, it is important to use statutory interpretation because if judges have trouble making their own judgments or if they come across any problems they are unable to change the law so they cannot keep the flow of justice going, so it allows parliament to make the laws and then the bodies within the court and then apply it in the right way and it eases the ambiguity and vagueness that tends to surround statutes (Fochsen, 2020). Statutory interpretation is key for when different laws are anticipated within cases as this can lead to gaps within the law so interpretation of the law is needed to make sure that the result is the right one and no mistakes are made, so this stops different parties taking those mistakes and using them to their advantage so that the court then has to interpret the right meaning further and it will become their liability (Lee, 2018). Statutory interpretation is key for judges and other people in some cases to be able to describe how they approach statutory interpretation as a process and it must justify the meaning of that process, which can mean explaining why it is so important for the interpretation to be done in a certain way (Cownie, 2010). 
Within the courts nowadays they use an interpretive rule, and this is when an administrative agency uses this rule to explain or clarify what laws or regulations that already exist mean. However interpretive rule does not have the force of law and before the rule came into play they would interpret legislation using one of three rules: The Literal Rule, The Golden Rule, and The Mischief Rule (Webster, 2022). By looking at these rules closely we can begin to understand why the courts interpret statutes and where there needs to be an introduction of tension between the executive and the legislature. However, there are suggestions that there are only three rules that govern the interpretation and they can come across as controversial (Bennion, 1990).  The courts do not determine themselves to be bound by the rules and they see them more as conventions rather than rules. 
The first rule is The Literal Rule and this is considered to be the most normal rule as it tends to comply with the views that are more traditional in the courts that their roles are not to make or enforce the law but to apply the law that parliament has created. The meaning and use of the literal rule is that they take the words written by parliament and they apply them with the suggestion that parliament must have known what they meant (Gillespie, 2011). The literal rule is the first rule that is applied by judges and every word is given in their ordinary meaning and the judges do not try to put a gloss over them to try and make sense of the statute for example in the case of R V Harris (1836) 7  C & P 446. The Next rule that judges use within the court is The Golden Rule, this is the opposite of the literal rule because the literal rule is applied normally however, on some occasions the literal rule can defeat the object and the intentions of what parliament is trying to say rather than applying it so therefore when this happens judges will feel they cannot obey the literal rule so they will have to follow what is known as the Golden Rule (Gillespie, 2011). When this is the case the courts will apply a secondary meaning as the literal rule has caused absurdity, for example in the case of River Wear Commissioners V Adamson (1876-1877) L.R 2 App Cas 743. (Manchester Et Al, 2000). The third rule that is more commonly used by the courts is the mischief rule and this rule differs from the first two as it is more important with the words that are used rather than the 
reasoning why parliament created them, this rule is often used when a statute has been in force for a certain amount of years, for example, the offenses against the person act of 1861 which is one of the most common statutes that is used in criminal law (Gillespie, 2011). The mischief rule allows the court to move away from the actual meaning of words that are used at the time and instead use the intentions of parliament to allow them to legislate for particular mischief this can be applied to modern society, and it is said to only be used when it is ambiguity in the statute and it is the court’s responsibility to suppress the mischief that the act being used is aimed at for example the case of Smith V Hughes (1960) 1 WRL 830. (Resources, 2022). 
Typical problems that can occur due to statutory interpretation are a failure to cover the key points within the legislation, drafting errors, language changes, developments in the legal field, and the use of words that can be dated back to the 18th century that have a different meaning today which can cause confusion and ambiguity (Laver, 2022). Other problems or errors that can occur with statutory interpretation are the small mistakes such as printing errors as it can be noted in some cases that the statutory interpretation is not the ones that have been created by parliament but the ones that judges have developed themselves (Bailey, 1996). Lawmakers should try and express their intentions clearer in some cases because sometimes there can be a high level of confusion and ambiguity within the case because the intentions have not been clear. It is the judiciary’s role to act upon the true intentions of legislation/the legislature, the main way lawmakers can make their intentions clearer is by explaining what the different words mean by using the purpose and object of what the statute is and the meaning behind it (Jusprudentia, 2018). Parliament is a body that has many heads within it, the intention part of it is a single mind and for lawmakers to make their intentions clearer it is said that they should all intend to act in the same way and achieve the same results, that way there can be a limited amount of confusion and ambiguity however if this is not the case within parliament then there is no way that individuals or groups can entertain the same intentions (Laws, 2017).   
In conclusion Statutory interpretation is the main way that judges use to help them interpret the purpose of the different acts that Parliament has created. The key question that is asked nowadays is whether the principle of statutory interpretation diminishes the status of legislation as the primary source of law within the UK, this is not accurate because statutory interpretation is the reason that legislation is easy to understand and explain within different cases, this is because the principles of statutory interpretation is that an act of parliament must be created as a whole so that consistencies can be avoided, words that can only be in reference of only one meaning has to be given that meaning regardless of the result which is also known as the literal rule, ordinary words can be used to be given their ordinary meaning and the same applies to technical words unless any sort of absurdity could result and an act must have a defect in the law and any ambiguity has to be resolved with a way that can work in favor of the aim which is known as the mischief rule (Oxford, 2022).  Without any of these principles, it can become difficult for legislation to be interpreted in the right way so therefore using statutory interpretation in fact makes understanding and using legislation an easy and more effective way than not using it. 
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