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Abstract

The study aimed to determine the degrees of nullity of administrative
decisions, clarify their cases and the cases of invalid decisions, establish the
criteria for distinguishing between them, and examine the position of the
administrative judiciary regarding this issue. It also sought to identify ways
to mitigate the effects of nullity through withdrawal and cancellation, as
well as the differences in the rulings concerning invalid administrative
decisions compared to those regarding null decisions. This is due to the
connection between the theory of nullity and the principle of legality of
administrative decisions, which is considered the basis for the work and
activity of the administrative authority in a state governed by law, as well
as its connection to the theory of legal sanctions and the severity and

degrees of these sanctions.

The issue arises from the difficulty of establishing a clear criterion to
determine the degree of nullity of the administrative decision and the
challenge of specifying the legal consequences resulting from the
distinction between them. The study adopted a descriptive and analytical
methodology by describing and analyzing the relevant laws and

regulations, analyzing the jurisprudence of the Jordanian administrative



judiciary, and referring to some comparative judicial rulings and

administrative jurisprudence.

The study reached several findings and recommendations. The most
important finding is that the penalty for the administration's violation of
laws and regulations, i.e., the principle of legality, manifests either in the
nullity of the administrative decision or in its invalidity. The Jordanian
administrative judiciary has not adopted a single criterion for this; rather, it
has relied on multiple criteria to distinguish between them, such as the
severity of the illegality defect, the absence of essential elements, and the

administrative function criterion.

The most important recommendation is to urge the legislator to establish a
legal framework for the theory of nullity of administrative decisions and to
define the degrees of nullity. Additionally, it is recommended that the
Jordanian judiciary adopt a fundamental criterion for distinguishing
between invalid administrative decisions and null decisions, supported by
other criteria.
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