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Abstract

Proving and revealing the truth is considered one of the most important
issues that receive the attention of the criminal judge. To achieve this
goal, sufficient evidence must be established that the crime was
committed and attributed to its perpetrator. Truth without establishing
evidence of it is considered nothingness. However, in this era we are
witnessing a decline in traditional means and methods of proof in Proving
crimes, which led to harnessing and exploiting modern scientific means

of proof based on scientific evidence.

This study dealt with the subject of criminal proof using modern
scientific methods, as it explained its concept and types, as well as the
most important types of these methods, the extent of the legitimacy of
their use in proving criminal crimes, and the extent of their impact on the
emotional conviction of the criminal judge in issuing his ruling, as their

use has become an inevitable necessity in the field of criminal proof.

The study came within a descriptive and analytical framework, in



addition to using the comparative approach to compare Jordanian
legislation with Arab and foreign legislation.The study also reached a
number of results, the most important of which are: Refusal to use
techniques that affect psychological well-being and will of both types.
Most legislation prohibits the use of such as anesthesia analysis and
hypnosis, due to their conflict with the legal guarantees established for

the accused and their assault on

his rights and personal freedoms. Some legal systems permit
fingerprinting on the condition that the results that are taken are taken
into account. It entails using it as a means of inference and reference and

not using it as stand-alone evidence.

Among the most important recommendations: It is necessary for the
Jordanian legislator to intervene clearly and with explicit texts to address
the scientific methods by which science has been decided with its results
and to resolve the position regarding acceptable and unacceptable means
and not to remain silent on this aspect.
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