i) g s oliall (St B Lo b sy ao

AU Faad) ¢ g e (1141) Balall

sl dena iy o750])
o ke Izl

Asad) LS Liy j¥) i gy jlf Anals
olas -1y
dryaseen54@ yahoo.com : 35 L)
563 .02 plead) 7 sa -les -~ Y gl Gl g3l

0796644672 :0 44k



pedlal)

(o A same duny (o ph s o 250 g e oalger Lt o 5Lty et ] Ciany 8

b e W13 e of LSl adl gl L 3 adadl iy af e s o o 38 Gl

e g phall iy (2 g ranall Cuall ) St 4l o Al el Jeb AlSE L (g3

Gaseas e M o seie s caseiall 138 of o 81 € ) a5l 8 el padl cladindl Glaa) e

o sp s dlaal) dlSa Yl dlae o apaaillyg V) 4l (o (Bl Sise o sl g4 o 3d

b emadly o308 jlma (g 6 Jlall by 3 inall oy 5lEl 03 ) 5f (3 rmaall Capully Lai e

e Jlma 5 33 )V elusdl

€ Gl A g Al s eliall GLad¥l ey o pe AN ol

naall sl sl Gl anlil) 2L

Abstract |

It occurs that a person may build or grow constructions by his materials on

a land belongs to another person on alleged justifiable ground. The notion

of this alleged justifiable ground is embodied in, a concept that the person

(the causer) believes that he is entitled to builds or grows. Such a principle,

i.e (the alleged justifiable ground) shows ﬂ]e dilema whether, the principle

of good faith (bona fides) or, a principle of valid ground (byvirtue of agood

title), imparts legitimacy and legality on construction and growing on the
land belongs to a third person.

It set clear that this notion of (the alleged justifiable ground) is an

innovated -one, and it is cited from the majallat, and it is not connected to or



