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Statutory Construction

Goal of const ruct ion:  I ntent

Contracts: parties’ intent
 objective, not subjective intent

“If it were proved by 20 bishops that a party, when he 
used words, intended something else than the usual 
meaning the law imposes, he would still be held.” 
Hotchkiss v. Nat'l City Bank (SDNY 1911)

Statutes: legislative intent
 derived from text

“If Parliament does not mean what it says, it must say so.” 
In re Jorden (Tex. 2008)
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Goal of const ruct ion:  I ntent

Contracts: parties’ intent
 objective, not subjective intent
 measured at time of contracting

Statutes: legislative intent
 derived from text
 measured at time of passage?

Statutory purpose

 Laws stating a specific purpose are construed 
to fulfill that purpose (and only that purpose?)
RRC v. Tex. Citizens for Safe Future (Tex. 2011): RRC 
weighs “public interest” in permits on injection wells.

Held: limited to natural resources, not traffic control.
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