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Rationale for Using Evidence in the Investigation Process.
Introduction.
The Department of criminal justice is faced with compelling and highly technical cases which need to be accurately analyzed, and justice ensured to offenders. Forensic science has proved its potential in the excavation of the truth in the context of the criminal justice system. Hitchcock, Le-Khac, & Scanlon, (2016) argue that “forensic science provides scientifically based information which is attained through adequate analysis of physical pieces of evidence in the crime scene”. In crime investigation, the most accurate evidence is gleaned at a crime scene, examined in a crime laboratory and results presented to the legal system. This study essay provides a thorough evaluation regarding the rationale for using any evidence that was found at the crime scene in the investigation process based on a “Mock Case.”
The Rationale for using any Evidence that was found at the Crime Scene in the Mock Case.
In reflection to the “Mock Case,” using any evidence that was found at the crime scene tends to pose multiple purposes in the examination of the truth and assurance of justice in the context of criminal justice. According to Hitchcock, Le-Khac, & Scanlon, (2016), any evidence found at the crime scene tends to provide orientation for the preservation of crime scenes as well as evidence via procedural protection. Evidence helps criminal justice personnel to keep the available material facts concerning the crime scene hence giving a room for high minded criminal justice cases. 
According to Menaker, Campbell, & Wells, (2017), “any evidence in the crime scene such as blood splatters provides a certain basis for categorization, patterns as well as distribution measures which can be used as indicators to the movements of the victim”. In addition, it would help in defining the direction in which the perpetrator went, the sequence of events, and where the crime took place. Evidence such as blood splatter is also found effective in helping courts to justify whether the testimony attached to the victim and the perpetrator is true.
Any evidence attached to the crime scene of the “murdered 18-year old female victim found on the bank of a river” would pave the way for applying forensic science for further examination. Herein, forensic personnel are able to use the available piece of evidence by integrating the most appropriate criminological science study to the establishment of highly judicious, reliable, precise, and context operational investigation methods. Just like Menaker e al,. (2017) assert, “the, available pieces of evidence in the context of crime allows for identification of the rapid approaches that can be used in the identification, examination as well as clarification of the attached physical evidence”.
Another rationale for using any evidence that was found in the crime scene during the investigation process is that it helps in the expansion of the scientific basis of forensic methods. As such, it helps the forensic personnel to apply a high minded technology in the context of investigation to additional source of information using the already available data. The evidence would support the production of more useful material, systems as well as devices which would enable thorough investigation. Roux, Talbot-Wright, Robertson, Crispino, & Ribaux, (2015), asserts that “evidence in the crime scene helps in the application of forensic technology in learning the composition as well as the origin of evidence like trace and drugs material”. More significantly, any piece of evidence found in the area of the crime scene would make a critical step in the investigation process in defining any unknown suspect more accurately. Evidence helps criminal justice personnel in summoning and making judgment to the confiscated perpetrators. However, it should be noted that evidence is a key tool for ensuring justice to perpetrators and it should be well preserved (Roux et al., 2015).
Conclusion.
In summation, it is apparent that evidence is a core tenet in the context of criminal justice administration. From the mock case, any evidence would play a core role in the identification of an unknown suspect. The evidence would also form a basis for the application of forensic science in data collection and identification of the truth (Roux et al., 2015).In my conviction, the DOJ should complement the work of its employees through installation and training them on different devices which are applicable in the context crime investigation.  
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