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The process of interpreting statutes involves determining the intention of the legislature, either explicitly stated or implied through the language used. This object is to uncover the true sense of enactment by analyzing the words and their natural meaning. The courts use various methods to interpret statutes, including authoritative forms and
construction, as stated by SALMOND. Some key factors that may cause difficulty in interpretation include: 1. Omission of certain words by the draftsman, potentially leading users to be unaware of these intentions. 2. Use of broad terms with wide meanings, leaving it up to the user to determine what situations fall under them. 3. Ambiguous language.
4. Unforeseeable developments. 5. Inadequate wording due to errors in drafting or printing. The general methods of statutory interpretation have developed through judicial decisions rather than being regulated by Parliament. The Interpretation Act 1978 provides standard definitions for certain provisions, aiming to enable statutes to be drafted
more briefly. Modern statutes often include "definition sections" explaining the meaning of words and phrases found within them. Key rules in statutory interpretation include the mischief rule, which considers four elements: 1. Pre-existing common law. 2. The mischief or defect that common law did not address. 3. The remedy appointed by
Parliament. 4. The true reason for this remedy. The judge's role is to make a construction that suppresses the mischief and advances the remedy, as stated in Heydon’s Case (1584). The evolution of statutory interpretation in English law has been shaped by three key approaches: the mischief rule, the literal rule, and the golden rule. Prior to the
supremacy of Parliament being established, drafting was a more approximate process, making it easier to discern mischief. #### THE MISCHIEF RULE The Law Commission regarded the mischief rule as a more satisfactory approach than the other two rules. This rule aims to identify the purpose or object behind a statute, rather than its literal
meaning. The preamble of a statute often provides insight into this purpose. However, in modern times, the process of drafting has become more precise. #### THE LITERAL RULE The 18th and 19th centuries saw a trend towards a more literal approach. Courts took an increasingly strict view of statutory language, prioritizing its literal meaning
over any ambiguities or potential misinterpretations. This approach was exemplified in the Sussex Peerage Case (1844) 11 Cl&Fin 85. #### THE GOLDEN RULE In contrast to the literal rule, the golden rule suggests that courts may modify the literal interpretation of statutory language if it leads to absurdity or inconsistency with the rest of the
instrument. This approach, known as Lord Wensleydale's golden rule, only applies in cases where words are ambiguous and seeks to avoid absurdity while prioritizing the overall intention of the lawgiver. #### CRITICISMS OF THE LITERAL RULE The Law Commission criticised the literal rule for several reasons: * Excessive emphasis on literal
meaning, neglecting wider contexts. * Unrealistic expectations from draftsmanship. * Ignoring the limitations of language. In conclusion, these approaches to statutory interpretation have evolved over time, with each offering unique advantages and disadvantages. The Commission noted back in '69 that the rule provided no clear way to test for
absurdity, inconsistency, or inconvenience. Essentially, they found that "absurdity" was being judged by whether an interpretation conflicted with the general legislative policy, making the golden rule just a less explicit form of the mischief rule. In terms of statutory interpretation approaches, Professor John Willis's 1938 article highlighted how courts
often pick whichever rule gets them to their desired outcome. This can mean switching between the literal and mischief rules without any clear reason why one is chosen over the other. Sir Rupert Cross suggested in his 1995 work that the English approach involves a more progressive analysis, starting with the ordinary meaning of words within the
statute's context. If this leads to an absurd result, judges then consider alternative possibilities. Today, judges often reference the concept of "purposive" statutory construction, aiming to promote the general legislative purpose behind specific provisions. This involves comparing literal and grammatical meanings with a purposive approach based on
what the legislature likely intended. Statute interpretation is a complex process that involves understanding the language and intent behind a law. The purpose or policy expressed by Parliament can provide valuable insight into the meaning of a statute, as emphasized by Lord Scarman in R v Barnet LBC [1983] 2 AC 309. The Law Commission
highlighted the importance of considering the general legislative purpose underlying a provision, and this approach was also supported by the Renton Committee on the Preparation of Legislation. In statutory interpretation, various rules of language can be applied to understand the meaning of specific words or phrases. For example, ejusdem
generis, which refers to general words that apply only to things of the same genus as the particular ones mentioned. Judges also consider a range of internal and external aids to interpretation, including examining other enacting words, long titles, preambles, short titles, headings, side-notes, and punctuation. Dictionaries and other literary sources
are often consulted to clarify the meaning of statutory words. Textbooks may also be used for guidance. Additionally, past practices can inform interpretation, such as in conveyancing where technical meanings are in dispute. Other related statutes that address similar issues can provide context and help resolve ambiguities. Legislation may be
preceded by official reports from Royal Commissions or other advisory committees, which can offer insight into the pre-existing state of the law and Parliament's intentions. Treaties and international conventions are also considered to ensure compliance with UK obligations.
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