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Problem Studied

Shari'ah (Islamic Law) has made showing proof through testimony one of the ways to
protect people's rights, lives, and honor. Testimony is required to endorse penalties. If
there are disagreements among witnesses when testimony is considered, should this
affect the endorsement of the penalty or not?

Objectives of the Study

1. To establish the concept and kinds of testimony;

2. To find out what is to be done in Shari'ah regarding the endorsement of penalties
in cases where there are disagreements among witnesses; and

3. To show and to clarify the procedures taken in Saudi Arabian Shari'ah courts with
regard to the endorsement of penalties when witnesses differ through presenting
precedents.

Importance of the Study

Testimony is a major piece of evidence. It takes precedence over other types of
evidence. Their might be multiple witnesses who will present their testimonies in
cases that demand enacting a certain penalty. Disagreements among witness may
arise in such cases. This study seeks to demonstrate the impact of such disagreements
and to study their procedural effects in Shari'ah courts.

Methodology
The researcher employs the inductive method in the theoretical portion of the study
and the content analysis method in the applied portion.
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Main Results

1.

Disagreement in testimony refers to disagreement among current prosecution
witnesses on the punishable crime during testimony. Such disagreement is due to
ignorance or perjury.

Sentencing in a punishable crime is affected by the magnitude of disagreement
between witnesses in the time or place the crime was committed in.

Some Muslim scholars put forward that consuming alcohol is provable by
testifying for the presence of alcohol smell. Disagreement among witnesses
regarding the time or place of the crime bears no consequences on the application
of the punishment nor does it cast any doubts. The presence of alcohol smell in
this case renders such disagreement meaningless.

Working with common grounds between witnesses is more desirable than casting
away their testimonies altogether because of disagreements.

a




EPITE TRIE _ 2 //f,.a e
€ f Y e DB glia 13l ped




C///ﬂao . -
gl 150255 Ny »
PR

—3

&%

- "},:&"’L‘/ )76” /‘,’: > - -
4 v.i 9)4.)5 L@.A.‘b.g O.nj



































































Ao
7 2 7w z - < 1

A > -

|| aeZ

5

Fagt

B c ot L « .;5@5 ) I T -1 -
gr O3 e OBIAG J2b o) L




e s B _ L. 5. > 7 e g 2£
pedly 2o Jas 635 badly ¢

o\

\
\
3 ®\

—3










¢ -7 T G-
5 CoF Jlay Ny




\

3




‘/ ‘}4.&4 Yj %’ 'Y
L B A e R ks

3
e

4 e













éi\

\
\

()



° }//.

I L G W6 ST of I

A > -

o u’w‘-w lyddaaly &
O—M QL:‘ ‘_9 d}-j‘) u«.l}-) L:ji.: (,J QU ;,_Csz.“o)

()






g.ﬁm_..]l.a' Y}%

e 5 STyl 8 3501 el aadll ) Lo o,

A -
£

4 Yyt

\







A > -

TR NV PRSI

A w s - /1 ° ?5/
§ 55 Jde 35 1sails ¥

M
/kh
\

N Y

()






4 el










\

&
| ég\

K\:\n

Yo

v

!v\\
\io






















P
OF s il I35 Ny %

4
-~ _ -

// g -~ - .

()









Je G

2 27

s 7

K4

-
-~

—
\.)f

I

-

%%‘./

()









L) 5 ol gl »
Jox oo ey N Sl el Sadd

_ }9} }ﬂ//}}/,,o/ L, =2 F o
R v o . . .
% QQPQLD/ V.KLJ 0 g8 pla i)l
rd

()









8 2o }/

L;.é:...\.:‘ ‘).’.,EAU L,,.deju\}%

§ 4S5 e AT f&”wmwuﬁf\;;

()



,E PR ,5 &~ ,E }5/} £ z P Z >
;.@_3:,\_3‘ CJQEJ _9‘ | J j‘ PSES- Q‘ ol Lf;Y‘
- A7 {,7C ,,E"T — ],f/“’f 1. 7 sts £
A S 0N T s gl cle e 0200

8 5

P
g R T A L SR A g .
g e D1ae a1 g Ay BT GO




























































































































[/










[/



















/]










































































