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ABSTRACT

This study is a comparative study discussing the Governments' responsibility towards
Judicial Authority mistakes in KSA's legislation. s importance lies in shedding fight on the
government responsibility towards the mistakes of its Judicial Authority. It, also, introduces
the trend that calis for Gov. irresponsibility for Judicial Authority mistakes , displaying the
justifications and exceptions of the original principle of Governmental warranty, displaying
fundamental schools supporting governmental responsibility - and focusing on the Saudi
government in this respect. The study utilizes the comparative method with the Inductive
approach referring to certain issues such as theology and the evolution of administrative
responsibility , the jurisprudence and jurisdictional tendencies which simulate the principle
of Government responsibly - towards the mistakes of -Judicial Authority. This methodology
inducts and calls portions to derive the fact that works with the whole, considering that
‘what applies to a single shall apply to the mass. Also the study uses the comparative
approach by comparing the French , Egyptian and Algerian laws in attempt of making use
of Comparative Laws in the improvement -and development of KSA Laws. The study is
divided into three chapters: The first chapter deais with the meaning of Judicial Authority
approaching and the development of Governmental Responsibility. The second chapter
discusses the principle of Governmental irresponsibility towards the mistakes of judicial
Authority and the justifications invited therein - and exceptions of this principie. The third
and final chapters tackle the principle of Governmental Responsibility for the mistakes of
Judicial Authority, it's legal basis and the attitude of Islamic Sharia and KSA regulations
towards compensating for the mistakes of Judicial Authority. The study is concluded by a
~number of results and recommendations, The most significant result is the recent adoption
of Government responsibility for the mistakes of Judicial Authority as adopted by Saudi
legislators, clearly and vigorously. The Saudi regufator has recently adopted an explicit
statement, represented by Saudi Arabian High Court Resolution no. (15/m) which was
issued on 08/11/1435H. The test of the resolution stated that High-Court-council, the body
responsible for KSA's Judicial general principles resolved in majority that the Government
shall indemnify and compensate those nationals who might be affected by the mistakes of
KSA Judicial Authority. By this methodology and recent resolution the KSA Judicial System
has coped with the judicial develocpment in the comparative regulations , and agreed with
the Islamic Sharia principle .But this resolution needs to be clarified more to the public and
it is recommended to be referred-to a particular regufation and to determine its procedures
clearly.



