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Legal justification for reviewing judgments by
the court of theme (A Comparative Study)
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the court of theme, reviewing judgments

Abstract

There is no doubt that the judicial ruling when
issued is still valid and provoked to provoke the law.
When a judge decides on a particular matter and
separates it, he thereby exhausts the power of the
authority vested in him on that matter. He may not
revoke what has been done, or reconsider the
previous ruling even if His judgment was invalid.
If the court issues its judgment, it loses its authority
and cannot amend its ruling or amend its ruling,
whether or not to amend the provision by deleting it.
However, the judge may issue a judgment with
certain errors or ambiguities, and sometimes he may
overlook the dismissal of some of the motions
before him when the sentence is issued, and these
cases must be removed, which necessitates that the
legislator come out on the basis of exhaustion and
authorizes the court that issued the ruling to remove
these errors as The courts can do this by reviewing
them without challenging them.
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