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Abstract-This research deals with a very significant topatated to constitutional law, in order to identifye
total jurisdictions of the King in the constitut®mf four countries with royal political systemsrdan, Spain,
Japan and Norway, and to investigate the compartssmveen these constitutions, The purpose of ésisarch

is to identify the terms of reference of the Kippr@ved by the comparative constitutions, in additito clarify
how the king deposed the judges in the constitsittmmparison, and then the statement of the Kamgflsority

to issue amnesty and reduction in the comparatieastitutions,The importance of this research in
contemporary time lies on the existence of thedkttie separation of powers in the constitutiomsich most of
the constitutions seek to dedicate and work throDglachieve this, the study relied on the desemiptinalysis
method and the comparative approach. This reseanah divided into two sections, The first sectioalideith
the King and the independence of the judiciary uride principle of separation of powers. The secsadtion

is about the relationship of the King to the judicauthority in the mentioned countries.The stuldgveed that
the King's jurisdictions in the compared constitat focus on the appointment and dismissal of jsidte
issuance of amnesties and the reduction of serdeacel there are some differences in the jurisolictiof the
King among the constitutions of the four countriés. light of this, the study suggested a number of
recommendations that contribute to the developnm#ntomparative country constitutions to be more in
harmony with each other with regard to the jurigitio of the King.

Keywords: constitutional law, separation of powers, juristion, Royal political systems.

I-Introduction:

The idea of separation of powers has been discissedancient times by many philosophers such astdtte, Polybius,
and others. However, the actual application of #@paration and the independence of the judiciamsn fthe executive
branch, such as the head of state,as the kinglaigvely new.

For many centuries the judicial bodies were alma#tout any independence. The judicial task wath@hands of the king.
He is responsible for the judiciary. He is also jilnége. The role of the king in the exercise of filndiciary has gradually
decreased.( l)—|owever, kings can still influence tberts,appoint and dismiss judges,and other formmtefference into
jurisdiction®’,

In contemporary political systems, the monarchyestists in many countries, including Jordan, &pdapan, and Norway.
The Jordanian Constitution states: "The Hashemitgdlom of Jordan is an independent, sovereign Atate and its system
of government is parliamentary monard®The Spanish constitution states:" The Spanishmgoventis a parliamentary
monarch{®.While the Japanese constitution states:"The emjithe symbol of the state and the unity of taege.*)

The same Constitution states:"The imperial throreeigditary.®) In Norway, The Constitution of Norway states: "The
Kingdom of Norway is a free, independent, indivisiand inalienable Realm. Its form of governmera ignited and
hereditary monarchy.?

Thus, the current study is intended to identify jimésdictions of the monarch in these four mon#slihrough two topics:
The first topic is: The King and the Independentéhe Judiciary under the Principle of SeparatiéiPowers, and in the
second topic: The King's relationship to the Judicin the mentioned Countries.

1 Ginter, Jaan, Judicial Independence and/ or (®i&fit Judicial Administration, Juridica Internati, No. XVII, 2010, p 109.
2 Jordan's Constitution of 1952 and its Amendmeh016, Article (1)

3 Spain's Constitution of 1978 and its Amendmef011, Article (1).

4 Japan's Constitution of 1946, Article (1).

5 Japan's Constitution of 1946, Article (2).

6Norway's Constitution of 1814 and its Amendmerit8ai4, Article (1).
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I1-The First Chapter: King and theindependence of the judiciary under the principle of separation of powers.

Ancestors recognized the danger of absolute pomgtcansidered it to be an absolute evil. Montesquimte in 1752 In his
book "Spirit of Laws", “There is as yet no libeiifythe power of judging be not separated from liegige power and the
executive powef®)

Thus, the principle of separation of powers hasobecone of the most prominent pillars of governainceontemporary
countries and in democratic ones in particularyigaw of the independence of the authorities, the-imerference of one
authority over the other and the guarantees ostite, tyranny, arbitrariness , dictatorship oragjsereduce it to the leas?
Accordingly, this subject is intended to define jhesdiction under the principle of separationpofwers, and the nature of
the King's jurisdiction accordingly, as follows:

A.Section 1:The nature of the jurisdiction under principle of separation of powers

The concept of separation of powers refers to ésetbe core functions and responsibilities of heaathority independently
of other powers. This chapter requires that tharatteristics of sovereignty, which are differertni one another, be
assigned to different individuals or bodies, indefmt of one another,so that the legislative paweested in Parliament,
and the implementation of the law is vested inekecutive branch, while the judiciary is vestethia judiciaryt®)

The independence of the judiciary is a naturalltesfithe principle of separation of the three posyavhich is imposed by
the nature of the judiciary in States that warpivide guarantees to litigants for judges to penftheir functions fairly and
merit and freedom, where the independence of ttlieiary is defined as non-interference in the juégts stemming from
its knowledge, understanding, conscience and intBpee, non-intervention in trial proceedings, Hrelimposition of the
law on cases considered, amended or repealed hytaerylegislative or executive authorit§)

The principle of judicial independence refers te firocess by which legislators delegate the judmdaver to courts and
establish institutional frameworks against politicgerference in judicial decisions, to ensuredasrqurisdiction over the
work of judicial bodie$>) Since, the judiciary has the right to administerown affairs, such as appointing judges, Judicial
process.As it has the jurisdicti6fy.

The concept of jurisdiction refers to the appointinef the judicial authority as the holder of jwistion to adjudicate
dispute<? Jurisdiction has also been defined as the autttmmizaf the guardian or his deputy to the judicathority in
general, special or appointed cases, within a Bpgiche and place, In a dispute settlement chapter

Jurisdiction is defined as the authorization of ¢herdian or his deputy to the judicial authority adjudicate in public,
private or appointed cases, within a specific tamel place, or as amount of jurisdiction in the ditjation of a disput€
However, the principle of separation of powers wiite implication of the independence of the judigiand its jurisdiction
in adjudicating disputes without interference frother authorities, such as the head of state, idemmocountries ,it takes
into account one of the interpretations: absabefgaration of powers between authorities and flexdbparation of powefs.

) So that, the absolute separation refers to trabkstiment of a firm and decisive division betwelea three authorities that
prevents any cooperation between them, every atitheith a specific jurisdiction is not interferedith by other
authorities, The Constitution of the United Stated\oferica in 1787 and the French Constitution of 18k this term in
their account.

On the other hand, The flexible separation stems fthe fundamental idea that the unity of the stabst be maintained,
which requires the establishment of links betwe®m authorities, as long as these powers are nothimgyears in one
machine that is the Staf@ The idea of flexible separation is based on thieciple that the sovereignty of the state is one
principle It is an integral part, but this sovergighas legislation, executive and judicial funn8peach of which has its own
functions, but there must be coordination and coatjfpm, and there is no contradiction between tipeseers. These powers
have harmonious and complementary functions. Domiim&d applicable in most political systems Moddamocracy,
especially property policy systems.

The concept of flexible separation is based onptieciple that the sovereignty of the State is regle and indivisible
principle. However, this sovereignty has legislafigxecutive and judicial functions, each of whiels its own functions, but

lGumpert, Hon. E, Judicial Independence: A Corneestaf Democracy Which Must Be Defended, UnitedeStémerican College of Trial Lawyers, 2006, p1

2 Al-Barishi, Isma'il Muhammad, The Principle of Segiion of Powers: A Reading in Islamic Jurisprudeaad the Jordanian Constitution, Dirasat JourSlari'a and Law Studies,
Volume 43, No. 3, 2016, p. 121.

3 Murad, Hassan, Contemporary Political Systems,uBelirebanon, Dar Al-Qalam, 2009, pp. 72-73.

4 Frehat,Eman Azbi ,The Principle of Separation of/®a in the Jordanian Constitutions and their Ameewcts 1928 - 2011: Historical Study, Journal of tduities, Volume 43, No. 2,
2016, p. 794.

5 Helmke, G& Rosenbluth, F, Regimes and Rule of:Lavdicial Independence in Comparative Perspecimaul Review of Political Science, No. 12, 200849.

6 Nollgast, Michael, Nollgast, Conditions for Judidndebendence, Journal of Contemporary Legaldss\Vol. 15, No. 105, 2006, p 106.

7 Jabour, Muhammad, Rules for the Distributiodwfisdiction in Criminal Matters in Jordanian LawComparative Study, Al-Balga Journal for Reseamt Studies, Volume 10, No.
1, 2003, p.

8 Al-Ghamdi, Nasser bin Mohammed, Jurisdictionsiaic Jurisprudence with an Application of the i@at Application in Saudi Arabia, Riyadh-Saudi AetAl-Rashid Library, 2000,
p. 41.

9 Murad, Contemporary Political Systems, op. Git81.

10 Kandah, Abdullah Said, The Principle of Separatf Powers, Al-Andalus Journal of Human and Sd®i@ences, vol. 5, no. 18, 2018, p. 125.

69



Journal of Law, Policy and Globalization www.iiste.org
ISSN 2224-3240 (Paper) ISSN 2224-3259 (Online) “_'i']
Vol.78, 2018 IIS E

it must prevail in coordination and cooperation. fliots and clashes between these authorities arenglted. These powers
have become harmonious and integrated functions.idiba - the flexible separation - has become dantiand applied in
most modern democratic political systems, espguiaifal political systems!’

B.Secion 2 : The nature of the king's jurisdictinlMonarchy

In the monarchy regimes, the head of state asshinahities by means of inheritance for life or@sg as he is competent,
regardless of the title given to this presidentethier it is king, Prince, Sultan, Emperor, CaesamngKShah, Wali or else.
This type of governance is the oldest prevalennfof regimes in most of the world until the Frefdévolution )

The monarchy is divided into absolute and congbitial monarchies. In the first, the king retainspalwers over in his hands
without being shared by another authority, The kinthe head of the three authorities. While Ingbestitutional monarchy,

the people exercise power through three indeperasdies. In which the king is bound by a counciktouncils elected by

the people. Thus, the jurists of constitutional lzave classified the constitutional monarchies iwifhree systems, since the
king in this system is far from absoluti$t.

In most modern monarchies, the supreme presidbatking- grantes no real power but the cabined, e kings are
generally protected and unreliable. The respoiiiliésts with the Council of Ministers, which exees power on behalf of
the king. Who owns and does not govéth.

The constitutional legislator defines the geneudts governing the relationship between the auiksrin the monarchical

systems as in other political systems, such aselationship between the head of state and thowuties, such as the
judiciary. The role and competence exercised byhted of state in influencing the other authoritiéise judiciary - varies

from a constitution to another,depending on thétjpomsof the constitution from the beginning of theparation between the
authorities, whether they take the idea of sepamait absolute flexibility between the authoriti@s.

In the constitutions of comparison, the Jordaniamsgiitution stipulates that: "The King is the Heafdthe State and is
immune from every liability and responsibilif§The Spanish Constitution states:"The King is thadef State, the symbol
of its unity and permanence. He arbitrates and mavele the regular functioning of the institutioassumes the highest
representation of the Spanish State in internaltioglations,especially with the nations of its bistal community, and
exercises the functions expressly conferred onliyirthe Constitution and the laws.3- The persorhefKing is inviolable
and shall not be held accountatfe.’"And in the Japanese Constitution “The advice ammtosal of the Cabinet shall be
required for all acts of the Emperor in mattersstdte, and the Cabinet shall be responsible thetéfoNorwegian
Constituti(%l)w states "The King's person is sacred;chenot be censured or accused. The responsibdits with his
Council."

Of all the above, the four political regimes - JrdSpain, Japan, and Norway - appear to be regahes in which the king
is considered the head of state and is immune faom liability, which raises the question: Does t#ieg have any
jurisdictions in these monarchies? It is the questihich the next part of the study seeks to answer

I11. The Second Chapter : Relationship of the King to the Judiciary in Countriesin comparison

To discuss the relationship between the King aeduHiciary, and then to reveal the extent of tiésgliction of the king in
the given countries, it is necessary to begin tmgaize the extent of the constitutions conseanaticthese countries to the
principle of independence of the judiciary,in orderdetermine the extent of the king's jurisdictinrthe Judiciary. All of
this is explained below:

Section 1 : The independence of the Judiciaryénfolur Countries Constitutions

As mentioned above, the principle of separatiopafers refers to the independence of the judiciahych in turn points to
the non-intervention of other authorities, incluglithe authority of the King, in jurisdiction. By e¥&nce to the constitutions
of the mentioned countries, the Jordanian Congfitigtates: " Judges are independent, and theyoarsubject to any
authority, in their jurisdiction, other than thdttbe law"“?In the Spanish Constitution we find the followingtteJustice
emanates from the people and is administered oalfoefithe King by judges and agistrates membets®fudicial Power
who shall be independent, shall have fixity of tenshall be accountable for their acts and sulojelgtto the rule of

1 Mamdouh, Fouad, Political Systems and Conatitat Law, Alexandria, Egypt, Al Ma'aref Establisent, 1997, p. 134.
2Shukri, Ali Yousuf, Principles of Constitutionabiy, D., Safa Publishing House, Publishing and Distion, 2011, p. 126.
3 Shukri, Principles of Constitutional Law, op..CRp. 126-127.

4 Khazraji, Thamer Kamel, Modern Political Systemd &ublic Policies: A Contemporary Study in the Mgexaent Strategy of the Authority, Amman-Jordan, Majdalawi Publishing
and Distribution, 2004, p.

Shatanawi, Faisal, and Hatalmeh, Salim, The He&taié's Power to Object to Laws in the Jordaniams@tutional System: A Comparative Study, DiraShgri'a and Law Studies,
Volume 42, No. 2, 2015, p. 399.

6 Jordan's Constitution of 1952 and its Amendmentsutih 2016, Article (30).

7 Spain's Constitution of 1978 and its Amendmentsugh 2011, Article (56).
8 Japan's Constitution of 1946, Article (3).
9 Norway's Constitution of 1814 and its Amendmait8014, Article (5).

Jordan's Constitution of 1952 and its Amendmen®0d®, Article (97).
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law."Ywhile in the Japanese Constitution:" The whole jiadisower is vested in a Supreme Court and in sufgtior courts
as are established by law.No extraordinary tribghall be established, nor shall any organ or agefthe Executive be
given final judicial power.®)Also the Norwegian Constitution states that "Statthorities must ensure the independence
and impartiality of courts and judge$®

As shown above, all these constitutions of the fmuntries have recognized and explicitly admittém independence of
the judiciary and the inadmissibility of interfemnby other authorities, including the authoritytleé king, who is the head
of state and its symbol.

B.Section 2.The second Topic: the constitutionaiftthe powers of the judicial monarch

In examining the constitutions of the four courgrieve find some of the king's jurisdictions areevaht to the work of the
judiciary, specifically the appointment and remow#ljudges and the issuance of amnesty, the jatisdis of the king,
which differ from one constitution to another iretbonstitutions of the four countries, In termsha appointment of judges,
the Jordanian Constitution contains the followinpgTKing shall exercise his powers without a royedrée signed by the
Prime Minister and the Minister or Ministers conued in the following cases (d) Appointing the chairthe Judicial
Council and accepting his resignation. (e) Appomtihe chair of the Constitutional Court and its merstsnd accepting
their resignations™) It also stated:"1-Judges of the Civil and Shariar@oshall be appointed and dismissed by a Royal
Decree in accordance with the provisions of thesl8wWithout prejudice to Paragraph (1) of thisidet the Judicial
Council shall solely have the right to appoint cjuitiges in accordance with the provisions of thve & ©’in the Spanish
Constitution we find the following text" The Gene@buncil of the Judicial Power shall consist of Pwesident of the
Supreme Court, who shall preside it,and of twentynivers appointed by the King for a five-year peri8dt also specifies”
The President of the Supreme Court shall be apgblmteghe King, on the General Council of the Judiiawer proposal in
the manner to be laid down by the I2."

In the same Spanish Constitution,we find the follayviext:"The State's Public Prosecutor shall bemped by the King on
the Government's proposal after consultation viithGeneral Council of the Judicial Powr."

It also states that:"1.Justice emanates from tlo@lpeand is administered on behalf of the King lnyges and magistrates
members of the Judicial Power who shall be indepenshall have fixity of tenure, shall be accoutgdbr their acts and

subject only to the rule of law. 2. Judges and steafes may only be dismissed, suspended, traedferr retired on the

grounds and subject to the safeguards provideblyfdine law.¢°)

The Japanese Constitution stipulates:"The Empewdt appoint the Chief Judge of the Supreme Coureagdated by the
Cabinet.“Y And it also stated " Judges shall not be remoweegt by public impeachment unless judicially destia
mentally or physically incompetent to perform officduties. No disciplinary action against judgkalsbe administered by
any executive organ or agent}f’ 2-The appointment of the judges of the Supreme tGihail be reviewed by the people at
the first general election of members of the HaefdRepresentatives following their appointment,amalishe reviewed

again at the first general election of membersiefdouse of Representatives after a lapse of ténygeds, and in the same
manner thereafter.3-In cases mentioned in the éimggparagraph, when the majority of the voter®faithe dismissal of a
judge, he shall be dismissed?

In the Norwegian Constitution, there is no text autting the King to appoint or dismiss judges, saén the President of
the Court of Cassation, nor the President of theré8ng Court,what we find is this text"1-The judgestlud Court of
Impeachment comprise six members elected by thair®@i@nd the five longest-serving, permanentlyapied members of
the Supreme Court, including the President of ther&ue Court. The Storting elects the Members anid deputies for a
period of six years.A Member of the Council of Stateof the Storting may not be elected as a Menabehe Court of
Impeachment.In the Court of Impeachment the Presidkthe Supreme Court shall preside. 4-Any perstimg in the
Court of Impeachment who has been elected by theirgfshall not lose his seat in the Court if tregipd for which he is
elected expires before the Court of Impeachmentdeasluded the proceedings in the case. Nor shdlistice of the
Supreme Court who is a Member of the Court of Impestt lose his seat in the Court, even if he resigna Member of

1 Spain's Constitution of 1978 and its Amendmeimtsugh 2011, Article 117.

2 Japan's Constitution of 1946, Article (76).

3 Norway's Constitution of 1814 and its Amendmeit8014, Article (95).

4 Jordan's Constitution of 1952 and its Amendmégmtsogh 2016, Article (40 / d + e).

5 Jordan's Constitution 0f1952 and its Amendmégmtsugh 2016, Article (98 ,1 + 3).

6 Article (13) of the Jordanian Judicial Indepence Law No. (26) of 2017 states: "Appointmenuitigial posts shall be carried out by a decisiothefCouncil on the recommendation
of the President. The decision shall be accompdnyetie Royal Royal Decree. ", And in conjunctioittvthe text of the law with the text of Article&@.) of the Jordanian Constitution, it
turns out that the decisive decision in the appoémtt and removal of the regular judges belongheding.

7 Spain's Constitution of 1978 and its Amendmeimtsugh 2011, article 122/3,

8Spain's Constitution of 1978 and its Amendmentsithh 2011, Article 123.2.

9 Spain's Constitution of 1978 and its Amendmeimtsugh 2011, Article 124.4.

10 The Spain's Constitution of 1978 and its Ameens of 2011, Article 117 (1 + 2).

11 Japan's Constitution of 1946, Article (6).

12Japan's Constitution of 1946, Article (78).

13 Japan's Constitution of 1946, Article (79,2-3)
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the Supreme Court® With regard to the Supreme Court, the Norwegian @itisn provided " The Supreme Court shall
consist of a President and at least four other Memf?’

Among these constitutional texts of the four coiastrit appears that the Jordanian Constitution glaeeKing jurisdiction
over appointing the President of the Judiciary Cdwar the President and members of the Constitati@ourt, accepting
their resignations, appointing and dismissing tliggs of the regular and legitimate courts.

The Spanish Constitution gave the king jurisdictmrer the appointment of the president and membetheo General
Council of the Judiciary, the appointment of thesiRtent of the Supreme Court and the appointmenhefAttorney
General. However, this Spanish Constitution diderapower the King to dismiss these judges.

The Japanese Constitution allowed the King to agpmi€hief Justice of the Supreme Court only, withiogihg able to
dismiss him, while the Norwegian Constitution did gove the King any jurisdiction over the appointther dismissal of
judges.

With regard to the King's competence to issue &iggror special amnesty and to commute the sentfritb@se sentenced,
the Jordanian Constitution provided for" The Kingshthe right to the special pardon and to remitsivetence, but the
general pardon shall be determined by a speciat®w

And in the Spanish Constitution " It is incumbenbnphe King:i. To exercise the right of clemencyattordance with the
law, which may not authorize general parddfis.”

In the Japanese Constitution we notice the follovigad" The Emperor, with the advice and approvathef Cabinet, shall
perform the following acts in matters of state ogh&if of the people: Attestation of general andcileamnesty,
commutation of punishment, reprieve, and restomaiorights'

In the Norwegian Constitution, it was mentiond "TKiag shall have the right in the Council of Stateprdon criminals
after sen(t?nce has been passed. The criminaltehadlthe choice of accepting the King's pardorubnstting to the penalty
imposed®

Among these constitutional texts,One can recogthiagthe king in the Jordanian and Spanish coristitsi has the right to
issue a special amnesty only. The general amnesty dot belong to the Jordanian monarch becauseémieral amnesty
requires a special law to issue it.The Jordaniarstitoition, However, it did not give the Jordanking the competence to
ratify that general amnesty if it was enacted. Jbilanian constitutional law didn't mention thentigf the king to ratify the
constitutional amnesty, while the Spanish Constitudid not allow the law to issue a general amnesty

In the Japanese Constitution, it is not the king\sgr to issue a pardon or a public one, but thg'kijurisdiction is limited
to the approval of a general or public amnestyné or both of them is issued, while the NorwegiamsZitution has given
the king jurisdiction over amnesty,but The consititu doesn't determine the nature of the amnestytiven it is public or
private. The Norwegian constitutional legislatorretg states: "The king has the right to issue aryescriminals after the
issuance of sentences".

In comparison with the four constitutions,it appeahat the Jordanian constitution alone gave timg kin exclusive
jurisdiction to reduce the sentence. While the $taand Norwegian constitutions did not give thegkjurisdiction over the
reduction of the sentence.

On the other hand,the Japanese constitution gavirnly jurisdiction over the reduction of the seik not the reduction of
punishment.

IV.Conclusion:

The present study is devoted to four jurisdits of the king in the constitutions of : Jord&pain, Japan and Norway,
through an analysis of the content of the conatitst of these countries and their comparison.Teeareher has conclude
and recommended the following:

Results :

The jurisdictions of the four Constitutions authedzthe King to appoint and dismiss of judges, fiseiance of pardon and
the reduction of punishment.

1 Norway's Constitution of 1814 and its amendmeh014, Article 86 (3 + 4).
2 Norway's Constitution of 1814 and its Amendmeait8014, Article 88.2.

3 Jordan's Constitution of 1952 and its Amendmémntsugh 2016, Article (38).
4 Spain's Constitution of 1978 and its amendmemtsigh 2011, Article 62 (i).
5 Japan Constitution of 1946, Article 7.

6Norway's Constitution of 1814 and its Amendmerit80i4, Article (20).
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According o the King's over appointing Judges, Kiveg's Jurisdiction in the Jordanian Constitutios haisdiction over the
appointment of the President of the Judiciary Cdurtbie President and members of the Constitutiddalrt, the
appointment of judges of the regular and legitimeteirts. The Spanish Constitution, the King's judsdn over the
appointment of the President and members of thee@eouncil of the Judiciary, The appointment af Bresident of the
Supreme Court and the appointment of the Attornéyeneral of the State. The Japanese Constitutionoaeed the
appointment of the Chief Justice of the Supreme Caonist, while the Norwegian Constitution did not gréime King any
jurisdiction over the appointment of judges.

In reference to the King's Jurisdiction over disinig Judges, The Jordanian Constitution granteditg the competence to
accept the resignation of the President of theciaryi Council and the President and members of thest@otional Court.
The Constitution also authorizes him to remove t#ges of the regular and legitimate courts. Thégnesion of the
President and members of the General Council ofitlticiary, the President of the Supreme Court aedAttiorney -
General of the State, while the Japanese and Nawegnstitutions did not authorize the King anynpetence to dismiss
the judges or accept their resignations.

As regards to the King's terms of reference. Thidalian and Spanish constitutions authorized the td issue a pardon but
the two constitutions; Jordanian and Spanish didgnant the King competence to issue the generakaty. Although the
Jordanian constitution allowed the law to issueeaegal amnesty,while the Spanish Constitution didwdte that the
Jordanian Constitution, when allowing the law teuis a general amnesty,it did not provide for thelalman King to have
jurisdiction to ratify it. The Norwegian Constituticgave the King jurisdiction over the amnesty, ibwtid not specify the
nature of the amnesty whether it was public or gigy while the Japanese Constitution did not coafethe King the
competence to issue a pardon or a public one.

As for the king's jurisdiction to reduce the sentgrthe Jordanian constitution allowed the kingetduce the sentence. The
constitutions of Spain, Norway and Japan did ne¢ ghe king jurisdiction over the sentence, butihpanese constitution
only gave the king the authority to ratify the phmnent.

Recommendations:
Based on the previous findings, the study recommérelfollowing:

Amend the Jordanian Constitution by withdrawing Kieg's jurisdiction in appointing and dismissingetfudges of the
regular and Shari'a courts by entrusting this tastke law only, in order to comply fully with therovisions of Article (13)
of the Jordanian Judiciary Independence Law Noof2B017,as the previous Constitutions did with kegpthe jurisdiction
of the Jordanian monarch in appointing the Presidénthe Judicial Council and the President and nemiof the
Constitutional Court, and accepting their resigmatio

2. To amend the texts of the Spanish and Japaoestitations by giving the King jurisdiction overe removal of judges
who have been granted jurisdiction by the Con&ituin order to achieve a kind of judicial stalyilif the judiciary. In the

case of imbalance, so that the process remainahlaesthe king appoints and other parties to isdia¢ judges appointed by
the king, and so on. Therefore, giving the kingompetence in isolation keeps the process of appeimt and dismissal
limited to the king's jurisdiction only.

To amend the text of the Norwegian Constitutioncpimg the nature of the King's jurisdiction tsise amnesty, whether a
special pardon or general amnesty, since the campetf the Norwegian King should be strictly dedirin this matter.

Conduct more comparative comparative studies totiflethe jurisdictions of the King in constitutionsther than the
constitutions of the current countries of study,ettier those constitutions of countries with moniaalhor republical

regimes, in order to provide a broad scientificibésr constitutional legislators to be relied ugorformulate constitutions
that are in harmony with one another .
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