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Abstract :

This article examines the evidentiary standards applied in prosecutions under Section
295-C of the Pakistan Penal Code, with particular reference to Asia Noreen (Asia Bibi)
v. The State. It compares the reasoning of the Trial Court, the Lahore High Court, and
the Supreme Court of Pakistan in order to assess how witness testimony, alleged extra-
judicial confession, delay in lodging the FIR, procedural irregularities, and the
possibility of false implication were evaluated at different judicial levels. The study
argues that the Trial Court and the Lahore High Court placed substantial reliance on
oral testimony and treated several inconsistencies as minor, whereas the Supreme Court
applied a stricter standard of proof and regarded those inconsistencies as material
contradictions capable of creating reasonable doubt. The article further analyses the
doctrine of benefit of doubt as a right of the accused rather than a discretionary

concession, and shows its compatibility with both Pakistani criminal law and Islamic
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principles of justice, caution, and evidentiary certainty. It concludes that the Asia Bibi
Jjudgment represents an important precedent for fair-trial guarantees, strict scrutiny of

evidence, and judicial restraint in highly sensitive blasphemy cases.
Keywords:

Section 295-C PPC; Blasphemy Law in Pakistan, Evidentiary Standard; Criminal
Justice; Benefit of Doubt;, Judicial Reasoning; Extra-Judicial Confession; False

Implication, Islamic Jurisprudence.
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The accused further stated that Hazrat Muhammad PBUH contracted marriage
with Hazrat Khadija Razi Anha Anha just in order to loot her wealth and after
looting the same, the Holy Prophet discarded Hazrat Khadija Razi Allah Anha.

She further told that the Holy Quran is not a divine book but it has been written
/compiled by you,....!
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The appellant Mst Asia Bibi was tried in a case FIR No. 324 dated 19-06-2009 for
an offence under Section 295-C PPC, registered at Police Station Sadar Nankana
Sahib and was convicted and sentenced by the learned Addl. Session Judge,
Nankana Sahib vide impugned judgement dated 08-11-2010... as under :- U/s
295-C Death with a fine of Rs. 100000/- and in default whereof , to further

undergo six months SI?
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The prosecution in order to prove its case produced as many as seven
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"Mst. Asia Bibi v. The State and Others, Murder Reference No. 614 of 2010 and Criminal
Appeal No. 2509 of 2010, Lahore High Court, Lahore, October 16, 2014, 6.
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