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Abstract: 

      Individuals are obligated to implement administrative decisions issued against 

them based on the validity of the matter decided or the executive force of 

administrative decisions, assuming their validity. It must be correct and free from 

defects that strike a balance between the interest of the administration and the interest 

of individuals alike, unless there are exceptional circumstances that allow the 

administration to deviate from the obligations established by the law as a guarantee in 

its confrontation in the interest of the individuals who are addressed by the provisions 

of its decisions. 

     There are indications for judging the validity of administrative decisions or not, 

including the date of issuance, such that if the legal rule on which the decision was 



based changes when it is issued later, the decision will remain valid as long as it was 

also issued at that time. 

The questions that will be raised here are: When an administrative decision loses one 

of the conditions for its validity or one of its pillars, can this be corrected by 

subsequent correction on the part of the administration or the legislator alike? Does 

the matter differ between a flawed decision making it a condition of its validity or one 

of its pillars? 

     What is the benefit of correction if the administration is able to issue a new 

decision free of the defect that marred its first decision, provided that its second 

decision is issued from the date of its issuance so that it does not clash with the rule of 

non-retroactivity of administrative decisions that is recognized jurisprudentially and 

judicially? The fact that what is recognized is the failure to correct administrative 

decisions that were defective, especially if the defect relates to the public order, as in 

his case, its violation of the element of jurisdiction, which results in the administration 

being unable to issue decisions with retroactive effect in the absence of a legislative 

text that allows it to do so. As a result, if the text exists, it may correct its decision 

retroactively. 

      From the above, the administration does not have the ability to correct its 

decisions that were defective, and this means harming those concerned, represented 

by repeating the procedures for appealing the decision again, such that if the decision 

was issued without presenting it to a specific committee and then an annulment 

lawsuit was filed against it, the administration hastened to correct the error that 

marred its decision, without The judiciary did not pay attention to this correction and 

issue its ruling to cancel such a decision, and therefore the concerned party will be 

forced to take judicial procedures again to issue the decision that was ruled to be 

cancelled. This is on the one hand, and on the other hand, if we made this clear to the 

administration, it would collide with the rule of non-retroactivity. 

      If the law permitted the administration to issue decisions on a specific subject and 

provide them with retroactive effect from a date prior to the date of their issuance, it 

would have the right to permit these decisions if they were issued by non- specialist 

and provide them with retroactive effect from the previous date specified by the law 

for the entry into force of these decisions. 

In reference to what was mentioned above, we will discuss the legal and legal impact 

resulting from the permissibility of correction, and what is the relationship of this to 

the decisions that were issued based on the decision subject to correction? 
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