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The Evidence of Expert Opinion in Criminal Proof:
An Investigative Review in the Light of Islamic Law

Abstract

In the present era, the means and resources that have been invented to chec
authenticity and authenticity of the events have been used in the context of tt
the experts. As a result, tieere ddwige increase in the number of convictions, su
posinortem, fingerprints, footprints, hair analysis, video and audio chemical ex
of images and sound recaaimBdAXtest, identification of writings, copying of
documents thiBbgtostat etc. Their effective role in proving crime is not possible
any expert. And the opinion of the expert in the relevant field is based on t
Therefore, not every person or people working in law enforcemeatragencies ar
and the opinion of experts in this regard is sought. In cases where there is a la
and evidence, experts in the field of crime give opinions on the basis of evide
and are usually judged on the basis of Islamis theyp@saice of such evidence
a proof of guilt? What are the views of the jurists in this regard? It is necessary
opinion of the experts in the context of Islamic law in sections 2 and 3 of 1
martyrdom.
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(Lt)Cuilibet in sua arte perito est ¢EugBdedence should be given

to one skilled in his peculiar profésion.
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a) The question is, whether the death of A was caused by poison. The

opinion of experts as to the symptoms produced by the poison by which
A is supposed toendied, are relevant

certain act, was by reason of unsoundness of miledofiicapeibg the nature of
the act, or that he was doing what was either wrong or contrary to law

The opinions of experts upon the question whether the symptoms
exhibitetby A commonly show unsoundness of mind, and whether such
unsoundnest mindusually renders persons incapable of knowing the
nature of the aethich they do, or of knowing that what they do is

either wrong or contraryate, are relevant

1

b) The question is, whether a certain document was written by A.
Another document is produced wipebvied or admitted to have been
written by AThe opinions of experts on the question whether the two
documents were written by the same person or by different persons, are
relevant*
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