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R e renct il TRANN e o o Nomae Tear o awleat evidence in criminal investigation in the purview of Indian
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ed oral evidence;
in relation to matters of act under inquiry; such statements are call f the Court;
inspection of the |
(2) All statements including electronic records produced for the insp
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Nithari Murder Case: - -
in famous case known as nithari case the court upheld the the validity of narco ana Ysis test and P30¢ test

Surendra Koli e went through the test and by the influence of the drug should disclose his offences such namey
fiy

in this

- ilisati f Investigation Technology 4
him Ordered and rape them after killing them the correct utilisation o g gY done Case hoefe

the the hard core criminals can never speak the truth.

Dinesh Dalamia Case

in Dinesh Dalmia case the court said that the accused may be taken to the laboratory for such test againgy his il
I

Revelation during such test is quite voluntarily the court observed that when accused had not come forwarg With the ”

scientific tests are resorted by the Investigation Agency in this case to kind of information can be founqd first Whig

as other related information the information which is incriminatory in nature cap be violatiye of ar
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clause 3 of the constitution but other relevant information can be admissible withou

under section 27 of Indian Evidence Act.

George vs Deputy Superintendent of Police
in the case of George vs Deputy Superintendent of Police the court allowed the
hniques used by criminals these are number of ;

narco analysis test ang observeq fhy

conventional methods cannot reach at the result when and modern tec

involving word it related to narco test

Ramchandra and Ors. v, State of Maharashtra,
In this case the bombay high court upheld the legality of Narco analysis test . The verdict was the evidence procured

the effect of truth serum or narco analysis is admissible. Hon'ble Judges considered them as "minimal bodily harm"

Smt Selvi vs State of Karnataka
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6. the recording of the Lie Detector test cell be done by an independent Agencics such as a hospital and shall be
conducted in the presence of a lawyer
a full Medical and acceleration of the manner in which the information was reccived must be recorded.
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