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Criminal Court Procedures
Did these Scriptures change or confirm your views about how criminal procedure should operate according to each topic?
For starters, there are various concepts borrowed from the Mosaic Laws in the Holy Bible. The majority of the principles guarantee that proper judicial procedure is followed. The verse in Deuteronomy 19:15 has changed my mind about the sufficiency of one testimony. This is because if the court of law has faith in whatever the eyewitness is testifying about and the proof is trusted beyond a reasonable suspicion, one witness is enough to indict (Zondervan, 1984). According to Deuteronomy 17:6, the reading validates my beliefs that the system will execute a defendant if more than two witnesses present conclusive proof that warrants the death penalty. Although the Bible makes no mention of unintentional death, it does validate what is necessary for today's criminal courts. In the majority of significant situations, the criterion of high proof of guilt is applied. Currently, the burden of proof principle is applicable (Gehl et al., 2017). This idea is derived from Mosaic rules and affirms that truthfulness is emphasized, and witnesses are held accountable for the outcomes of their statements.
These texts validate current techniques by addressing whether and how testimonies are retained. According to the existing system, one witness is sufficient to convict if the prosecutor is pleased with the proof, he or she is providing. It is not necessarily about comparing the number of witness statements but rather about determining if the evidence can be trusted beyond a probable cause (Gehl et al., 2017). The legal system does not condone treason; however, if a number of witnesses testify that a culprit committed a crime that is punishable by death by offering relevant and unambiguous proof, the criminal is found guilty and will be facing execution (Gehl et al., 2017).
How does our current system deal with each topic?
In the present-day court, there are some similarities to how physical evidence and witness testimonies are handled in the Mosaic era. During that era, offenders were given an opportunity to submit their case and witnesses according to some instances in Numbers 35 and Lev 17. In addition, trial courts have established a procedure that includes witness testimony followed by cross-examination. Cross-examination of eyewitnesses is crucial before a prosecutor rules guilt with certainty, according to Proverbs 18:17. In contemporary trial courts, the adage "the first to state his case seems correct" is no longer valid. "Until someone else comes forth and interrogates him" (Zondervan, 1984) The rule of cross-examination was formed and reached the courts from these biblical law sources. As specified in Exodus 22:12-13 and Deuteronomy 22:13-18, physical proof is offered in both circumstances to refute wrongful eyewitness accounts (Zondervan, 1984). As a result, this confirms what happens in any court proceeding: the judge is confronted with concrete admissible evidence to substantiate a case aspect. This principle comes from the Old Testament and is widely followed (Gehl et al., 2017). Many objects and proofs in modern judicial proceedings may be ruled inadmissible if they are based on assumptions, a lack of material facts, deceiving, or time-wasting. Objective evidence must be linked to a specific attribute from a reliable source.


How could our current system change (or not) to deal with each topic in a more biblical manner?
In my opinion, the existing court system does not need to change in terms of requiring witnesses, cross-examining witnesses, and presenting physical evidence. The technique was given long before Mosaic Law was developed. The contemporary methods should not alter the biblical concept that "a man shall be put to death on the confession of two or three eyewitnesses, but no one shall be put to death on the testimony of only one person." Since treason conviction necessitates a detailed review and evidence, the system requires the presence of multiple witnesses (Gehl et al., 2017). However, it can try and exercise leniency or restraint to some extent with guidance from some biblical teachings in the New Testament. For instance, the Mosaic laws emphasize on harsh treatment such as stoning or death of individuals found guilty, while the New Testament focuses on forgiveness and second chances, such as the story in John8: 3-7.  
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