• Refrain from use of word (Implied words) – technique of ellipsis
• Use of broad words (words of wide meaning)
• Politic Uncertainty (ambiguous words)
• Unforeseeable development
• Inadequate wording
• Rules of Interpretation not regulated by statute

• Discovering the “intention of Parliament” through the words used in
statute: Saraki v. FRN (2016) LPELR-40013(SC); Lokpobiri v Ogola [2016] 3
NWLR (Pt.1499) 328, 363

• General contextual approach
• Dickson v. Sylva (2016) LPELR-41257(SC)
• Give effect to Parliament’s purpose (Purposive approach)
Pepper (Inspector of Taxes) v Hart [1993] AC 593; R (on the application
of Quintavalle v Secretary of Health [2003] 2 AC 687

1. MISCHIEF RULE (Heydon’s Case (1584 3 Co. Rep. 7a 7b)
Awolowo v. Shagari (1979) LPELR-653(SC); NCP V National Assembly
[2016] 1 NWLR (Pt 1492) 1, 21;Nwude v FRN [2016] 5 NWLR (Pt 1506) 471

II. LITERAL RULE (Sussex Peerage Case (1844) 11 Cl. & Fin 85, 143)
FCDA Staff v Samchi [2018] 34 WRN 72, 88-91; Lokpobiri v Ogola [2016] 3
NWLR (Pt.1499) 328, 363; ROSVENOR CASINOS LTD.V. HALAOU (2009) LPELR1340(SC)

III. GOLDEN RULE ( Grey v Pearson (1875) 6 H.L. Cas 61, 106
Associated Discount House Ltd v. Amalgamated Trustees Ltd (2006) LPELR-583(SC)

• Context (A-G v Prince Ernest Augustus of Hanover (1957) A.C 436 (enacting words
v preamble); Amaechi v INEC; SKYE BANK PLC v. IWU2017) LPELR-42595(SC)
• Purposive Interpretation – object of the statute – usually combined with the literal
rule – also used to resolve ambiguities in statute; Pepper (Inspector of Taxes) v Hart
supra; A-G v A-G, Fed (URPA); Gov Ekiti State v Prince Olubunmo [2017] 3NWLR
(Pt. 1551) 1, 48 (s.7 1999 Constitution);
- secondary meaning’ where primary meaning is productive of injustice –
Nwude v FRN supra – on whether order of forfeiture can be made in favour of victim
of crime under Advance Fee Fraud and other Related Offences Act, 1995
-reading in words necessarily implied by the words actually used; Stock v Frank
Jones (Tipton) Ltd [1978] 1 WLR 231, 239 per Lord Scarman

• Materials that may be considered: in determing the primarily meaning of statutory
words; and, where there is ambiguity, including:

• Other enacting words
• Long tile
• Preamble
• Short title

• Headings
• Side Notes/Marginal Notes
• Punctuation
• Interpretation section

• Ejusdem generis
• Noscitor a socie
• Expressio Unius est exclusion alterius
• Statutes must be read as a whole Inakoju v. Adeleke (2007) All
FWLR (Pt. 353) 3 at 200 SC; Dickson v. Sylva (2016) LPELR-41257(SC)

• Historical setting
• Dictionaries and Other Literary Sources
• Practice
• Other sources in pari materia
• Legislative antecedents
• Statutory Instruments
• Official Reports
• Parliamentary materials
• Pressumptions
• Reforms

• In the interpretation of constitutional provisions, the Court must bear certain principles in mind, as
stated in Agbaje v. Fashola (2008) ALL FWLR (Pt. 443) 1302 @ 1337 B-C. They are as follows: (a) a
liberal approach to the interpretation of the Constitution or statute should be adopted; (b) the
Court must employ care and take the circumstances of the people into consideration; (c) the
historical facts, which are necessary for comprehension of the subject matter may be called in aid;
and (d) the mischief which the legislation was made to deter is arrested. The following authorities
were cited: Rabiu v. Kano State (1980) 8-11 SC 130; Uwaifo v. A.G. Bendel State (1982) 4 NWLR 1;
Bronik Motors Ltd. v. Wema Bank Ltd. (1983) 1 SCNLR 296; A.G. Federation v. Abubakar (2007) 10
NWLR (Pt. 1041) 1 @ 80-81. It was held by this Court in Obi v. I.N.E.C. (2007) 11 NWLR (Pt. 1046)
560 @ 664 B-D that it is an accepted principle of the interpretation of the Constitution (or indeed
any statute) that the provisions should be taken as a whole, It was further held that it cannot be
presumed that any clause in the Constitution is intended to be without effect. His Lordship, Nweze,
JSC in Saraki v. F.R.N. (2016) 3 NWLR (Pt.1500) 531 @ 631-632 reiterated the aforementioned
principles and held thus: "Above all, the rationale of all binding authorities is that a narrow
interpretation that would do violence to its provisions and fail to achieve the goal set by the
Constitution must be avoided. – Skye Bank v Iwu supra 160-163 per Kekere-Ekun JSC

