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Jun 12, 2021 narrations. Since the new experimental achievements have led to the
Accepted: Jul 7, 2021 emergence of new issues in Jurisprudence (figh), the purpose of the
Available Online: Sep 23, 2022 present study is to elaborate on the new medical experiments according to
the figh criteria of Imamiah (Shia) and examine the validity and
Keywords: acceptability of these proofs in Jurisprudence issues, i.e. to determine the
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Estimation test Methods: The present study is library-based and was conducted using a
Hypothetical test descriptive-analytical method. An attempt was made to examine the
Proof of attestation validity and authority of medical experiments and tests for figh issues
Sensory test using the Jurisprudence laws and principles and the teachings from the
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@ @ Results: The tests conducted in the new sciences that are relevant to the
Y Jurisprudence issues were categorized into four categories of pathology,
P _ o toxicology, serology, and genetics. The views and perspectives of the
https://doi.org/10.22037/jrrh.v8i3.34693 contemporary Imamiah religious experts about the medical tests were

presented in two general fatwas: a) authority and validity of tests if only
they lead to absoluteness and science and b) general invalidity of these
types of tests. In order to explain the applicability of medical experiments
to religious orders as criterion, the tests were classified into two
categories: estimation-based and hypothetical. Then, their validity and
scope of authority as proof were examined from the perspective of
Imamiah Jurisprudence.

Conclusion: The conclusions of the present study can be presented based
on three general categories of data: a) Estimation tests: Validity of
estimation experiments is not provable and lack of reason for validity can
be considered as the reason for lack of validity; b) The validity of sensory
tests is defensible via the reasons for its validity if the issue of concern is
an example of evidence and attestation and there is no better reason like
the number of experimenters for the mentioned conditions; ¢) The validity
of hypothetical tests is defensible via the reasons for validity if the issue
of concern is consistent with the experts’ views. In conclusion, a single
experimenter’s opinion is enough for the religious orders and there is no
need for numerous views by the experimenter in sensory and hypothetical
tests.
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Summary

Background and Objective

Sciences are on the path to progress. Naturally,
old medical experiments and tests are regarded as
limited and very basic compared to the new
scientific achievements. During the age of the
Innocent Imams (pbut) also, doing medical
experiments was the subject of religious orders.

The experimental data that are relevant to
Jurisprudence (figh) issues in the new sciences
can be classified into four categories: 1)
pathological tests, i.e. identifying and interpreting
the diseases and injuries to the human body based
on the medicinal law, in which different parts of
the body are examined to find the likely diseases
or the side effects caused by poisons or blows to
determine the cause and time of death; 2)
toxicological tests for identifying and producing
medicines, extracting poisons or chemicals from
human tissues and interpreting the findings and
test results, for example the tests for determining
the cases of alcohol abuse while driving or the use
of illegal drugs by some culprits; 3) Serological
tests conducted on human and warm-blooded
animals’ serum, for example for determining the
blood type; and 4) genetic (DNA) tests, on which
some particular parts of the DNA molecule and
the genes within it are identified and examined:
given the fact that the genetic formula and the
arrangement of the gene components follow a
particular pattern in every individual, it is possible
to discover the identity of a person in such studies
D).

The present study is an attempt to examine the
acceptability of the principle of validity of proof
and expert views in medical tests and the fatwa
indicating invalidity of medical tests meaning that
the test in itself is not the criterion for authority
and proof of validity, but if it meets the conditions
for a valid proof in Jurisprudence, it is regarded as
valid. It means that the test result given out by the
laboratory is not valid because what is valid is the
evidence or comments provided by the expert and
laboratory in itself is not valid as proof. What lies
in the evidence is the authority of proofs and the
test result will be proof if it is matched and
consistent with other pieces of evidence.

The views of Imamiah (Shia) religious experts
in this regard can be classified into two categories:
a) most of them believe that careful scientific
experiments and tests are not valid as proof and
evidence unless they lead to science (2); b) some
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have considered all tests and experiments as
invalid for sharia (3).

Methods

The present study is library-based and was
conducted using a descriptive-analytical method.
An attempt was made to examine the validity and
authority of medical experiments and tests for
Jurisprudence issues using the Jurisprudence laws
and principles and the teachings from the
narrations from the perspective of Imamiah (Shia)
Jurisprudence.

Results

The tests conducted in the new sciences that are
relevant to the Jurisprudence issues were
categorized into four categories of pathology,
toxicology, serology, and genetics. The views and
perspectives of the contemporary Imamiah
religious experts about the medical tests were
presented in two general fatwas: a) authority and
validity of tests if only they lead to absoluteness
and science and b) general invalidity of these
types of tests. In order to explain the applicability
of medical experiments to religious (figh) orders
as criterion, the tests were classified into two
categories: estimation-based and hypothetical.
Then, their validity and scope of authority as
proof were examined from the perspective of
Imamiah Jurisprudence.

Conclusion

The conclusions of the present study can be
presented based on three general categories of
data:

a) Estimation tests: some medical experiments
do not basically lead to production of knowledge
for the experimenter; accordingly, the result
presented by the experimenter is estimated and
hypothetical ~ (4). Validity —of estimation
experiments is not provable and lack of reason for
validity can be considered as the reason for lack
of validity.

b) Sensory tests: some medical tests lead to
knowledge for the experimenter and the result is
the same for every typical person; in this case, the
test is believed to be sensory. Validity of sensory
tests is defensible via the reasons for its validity if
the issue of concern is an example of evidence
and attestation and there is no better reason like
the number of experimenters for the mentioned
conditions (5).

¢) Hypothetical tests: if the preliminaries for a
person do not lead to science and certainty about a
single conclusion, it is considered as a
hypothetical issue (6). The validity of hypothetical
tests is defensible via the reasons for validity if
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the issue of concern is consistent with the experts’
views. In conclusion, a single experimenter’s
opinion is enough for the religious orders and
there is no need for numerous views by the
experimenter in sensory and hypothetical tests.
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