
      Corpus Juris                                                                                                 ISSN: 2582-2918  
      The Law Journal   website: www.corpusjuris.co.in	
	

 CORPUS JURIS|1 

ROLE OF FORENSIC SCIENCE IN CHANGING THE 

WORLD OF INVESTIGATIVE SOLUTION OF CRIME IN 

INDIA: A REVIEW OF VARIOUS FORENSIC SCIENCE 

TECHNIQUES 
- SHWETA AGGARWAL1 AND TAUSEEF AHMAD2 

 

ABSTRACT 

 

The present world is world of advance science and technology due to which there has 

been enormous change in globe. This technology has given an effective and precise 

tool for the purpose of criminal investigation and also immensely contributing in the 

process of administration of justice. Presently, the courts are heavily depending upon 

evidences obtained through the forensic techniques to find the truth because the 

information which has been obtained from these techniques is accurate and can be 

relied upon it and it is very easy to store, search and analyse great amount of genetic 

data. The results of these techniques are being widely used in criminal justice system 

as well as in civil cases also. The main purpose of this article is to discuss how forensic 

science is relevant in criminal investigation and what are the statutory provisions 

regarding forensic science. This article also discusses various techniques of forensic 

science which are used in criminal investigation. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 

Crime is an inevitable part of human society. From the knowledge of human 

civilization, the concept of crime has been known to man. Historically the concept of 

crime was not so wide as compared to modern concept. As society evolves the method 

of committing crime evolve. Earlier people did not have so much means but as 

technology develops people use different methods for committing crime. So there is 

need of evolving law to deal with such cases and the concept of forensic science 

emerges. 

 

Judiciary has responsibility to interpret law so that it provides justice. Therefore, it is 

duty of judiciary for providing justice, they use forensic science techniques and 

consider expert opinion so that they provide good justice and know who real culprit 

is. 

 

For this, it is necessary that enforcement agencies have to be used new techniques in 

solving such crimes. If they does not use this, it is difficult to ascertain or to detect the 

perpetrators of such crimes and face difficulties in investigation.   

 

Originally, the criminal justice   system fully depended on the testimony of eyewitness 

to the crime at that time no forensic techniques used by judiciary and investigating 

agency. The dependence on “eyewitness” did not prove to be effective, as they were 

found to turn hostile, due to threat to life or lure of money, due to which there is lack 

of reliability and no justice provided to victim and people loss their faith in justice. 

The crime investigators resorted to “third degree methods” for examination of the 

suspect to reveal the truth, which, due to the cultural change and values accepted 

generally, were considered cruel, as many innocent people also suffered and 

sometimes inadvertently. In the meantime, lot of scientific research and development 

took place, and it was then visualized that the modern scientific techniques could 

provide quick solution to a majority of problem of human being, and therefore, crime 

investigation of “forensic science” got evolved and these evidences are more reliable.3 

																																																								
3Conceptual Analysis of Forensic Science and Its Relevancy in Crime Investigation,  http://shodhganga.inflibnet.ac.in. 
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MEANING OF FORENSIC SCIENCE 

 

Forensic science is science used for the purpose of the law and thus any branch of 

science used in the resolution of legal disputes is forensic science. In the broadest 

sense, forensic science is any science used in the resolution of legal conflicts. The word 

“forensic” is rooted in Latin word ‘forensis’. The dictionary meaning of word the 

“forensic” is “relating to court or law” or “relating to court of law”. But in legal 

terminology it may mean “the science which deals with the principles and practice of 

different branches of science which elucidates doubtful questions in court of justice”. 

It is a science composing of those matters which may be considered as common 

ground to both the scientists and the legal practitioners.4 

 

Forensic Science is basically the application of science to law. Forensic science is used 

to investigate criminal cases involving a victim, such as assault, robbery, kidnapping; 

rape, murder and civil cases such as forgeries, fraud, or negligence. Forensic science 

also determines as to whether laws or policies have been dishonoured in the marketing 

of items relating to food and drink, manufacturing of medicine, agricultural particular 

use, automobile discharge observance, consumption water cleanliness, and monitoring 

international secret nuclear weapons etc. The first aspect of applied Forensic Science 

commence with the recognition or individualization might merely be probable after 

conducting chemical or scientific Test. Kinds of evidence that requires testing to 

ensure correct recognition comprise bloodstains, body fluid, drugs, arson accelerants 

and other chemicals. The recognition of unidentified material or object may be 

attained through comparing their characteristics with those of the known standard 

and established criteria or data base information5.  

 

 

 

 

																																																								
4 Deepak Rattan and Mohd.  H. Zaidi, Application of Forensic Science in India and world 28 (1ed. 2008). 
5 Conceptual analysis of forensic science and its relevancy in crime investigation, http://shodhganga.inflibnet.ac.in. 
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In the Forensic examination of fiber and hairs, determination of fiber type, form, due 

composition, elucidation of colour, species or anatomical origins utilizes class 

characteristics for such identification6. 

 

ROLE OF FORENSIC SCIENCE 

 

In Investigation - Forensic Science plays an important role in investigation of crime. 

It is used to investigate criminal cases such as robbery, assault, murder, kidnapping, 

rape etc. and  civil cases such as fraud, negligence, forgery etc.  

 

Relevancy in investigation- 

 
1. In criminal cases, there is requirement for application of forensic science because 

in India acquittal rate is more than conviction rate. It is only due to improper 

investigation and the main reason of it is lack of forensic techniques knowledge. 

Our investigating agency has not so much knowledge regarding these techniques 

as compared to criminals due to which there is no evidence against them and they 

easily acquit. 

 

2. Such technological knowledge and awareness of an average man has increased 

tremendously in modern era. Therefore, to combat the modern day criminal it is 

need for development of new scientific techniques. 

 

3. In earlier time, mostly the criminals were local in country so there is no need of 

such forensic techniques but with huge multiplication of modern society, both 

national and international criminal have entered in to arena of crime. 

 

4. Forensic science is better evidence as compared to another because there is less 

chance of fabrication of evidence and these evidences are more reliable. 

 

 

 

																																																								
6 B.R. Sharma, Forensic Science in criminal investigation and trial 2 (5 ed. 2014). 
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5. Forensic techniques give answer of three essential question in process of criminal 

investigation which is necessary for detection of criminal and in proper 

investigation- 

 

• When was crime committed? 

• How has been crime committed? 

•  Who committed the crime? 

 

For this, investigating agency use different techniques such as toxicology, DNA 

profiling, personal identification, fingerprint, ballistic and firearm identification, soil 

examination, identification and association of human hair, blood, serum, hair, saliva 

etc. 

 

In Trial 

 
• Forensic science can provide such evidences or proof which link crime with 

criminal so that it is beyond reasonable doubt in most of case.. 

• Expert opinion in identification of hand writing or in any other case 

• More authentic and more reliable 

• No chances of influence of another party on forensic evidence 

• Less chances of fabrication 

• Helps in cross examination of evidence 

 

DIFEERENT TECNIQUES IN FORENSIC SCIENCE AND THEIR 

RELEVANCY IN CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

 
1. FINGERPRINTING    

  

 The identification of criminals through fingerprints was the first important break-

through in the scientific investigation of crime. Following are reasons of importance 

of fingerprints in criminal investigation- 
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• Unique7 

Ridge pattern of each finger has individuality. The patterns of finger vary from one 

individual to another. Not only from one individual to another individual but are they 

different in the same individual on each finger. Duplication of pattern has never been 

observed and nor the same has been expected. There are very few chances that the 

patterns of two persons are same. Pattern of finger vary in twins also. Therefore it is 

more reliable evidence considered in court. 

 

• Permanent8 

The fingerprints of an individual do not change throughout his life. They remain even 

after the death of the individual ever till the epidermal skin is destroyed by fire, 

putrefaction or is eaten by insects or other creatures. 

 

For example, in a murder case the body of the victim was partially burnt and buried. 

The same was discovered many days after the murder. The body was completely 

disfigured and could not be identified. The investigating officer got removed the 

remaining skin pieces from the tips of the fingers through a doctor. He sent them to 

fingerprint bureau along with the one authentic print of the deceased available on his 

will. The bureau confirmed the identity of the deceased. The digital skin pieces were 

recovered and sent to the finger print bureau.  

 

The fingerprints of the deceased tallied with the fingerprints of the convict, available 

in the records, the permanence of fingerprints permits identification of an individual 

even after many years, if his finger print record is available. Many criminals have been 

identified through this medium after years of absconding. 

 

How it is relevant-          

 

A criminal uses his hands in the commission of crime. When he committed any crime 

whether it is murder, theft or any other crime He leaves marks at the scene of 

																																																								
7 Development of Forensic Science and Criminal Prosecution- India, www.ijsrp.org/research-paper-1214/ijsrp-
p3674. 
8 Ibid. 
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occurrence or on the objects which come in contact in the commission of crime. By 

using forensic technique, we get fingerprints of that person which helps in solving 

crime.  

 

Through fingerprints it is easy for investigating agency to solve mystery of case. From 

this, it is easy to know who committed the crime. The identification through 

fingerprints is certain and infallible because no person can deny his or her fingerprints 

and it is not possible to forge the fingerprints.           

 

In Bazari Hajam v. King Emperor9, the question arose whether it will be safe to act 

on the uncorroborated testimony of the fingerprints and declare the guilt of the 

accused.  

 

On this point Bucknill, J., observed thus: ―I think that apart from the fact that I 

should be rather sorry without any corroborative circumstances to convict a person 

of a serious crime solely and entirely upon similarity of thumb marks or finger prints, 

the very fact of the taking of a thumb-impression from an accused person for the 

purpose of possible manufacture of the evidence by which he could be incriminated 

is in itself sufficient to warrant one in setting aside the conviction upon the 

understanding and upon the assumption that such was not really a fair trial.” 

  

The above view was disapproved of by Schwabe, C.J. in Public Prosecutor v.  

Kandasami Thevan10 although the point did not directly arise in the case as there were 

thumb-impressions of the accused in evidence other than that taken by the judge in 

court for comparison with the thumb-impressions in the document alleged to have 

been forged. 

 

 

 

	

																																																								
9 Bazari Hajam v. King Emperor AIR 1922 Pat.73:23 Cr. L.J 638. 
10Public Prosecutor v. Kandasami Thevan  AIR 1927 Mad. 696:27 Cr. L. J 1251. 
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Critical analysis 

 
• Fingerprint is only corroborative evidence. No one can punished solely only on this 

basis that his fingerprints occur at that place. There may be chances that fingerprints 

are of innocent person. It is not 100% proof for conviction. 

 

• There can be mistake by administrator in process of printing. 

• There can be mistaken by expert in identification. 

• There may be error in taking fingerprints. 

• There may be chances of forged fingerprints. 

• Fingerprints depend on ink and there may be chances of error. 

• Due to data of fingerprint of accused person there is infringement of his right to life 

and right to privacy. 

• Due to some error in fingerprints, there may be chances of torture to innocent person 

 

2. TRACK MARKS 

 

The culprit approaches, stays and then leaves the scene of occurrence. He leaves track 

marks on and around the place in the form of prints and impressions (collectively 

called ―marks‖) of feet, shoes, tires, hoofs and the like. The evidence often connects 

the criminal with the crime conclusively. It should, therefore be properly understood, 

collected, evaluated and presented in the courts. The track marks establish not only 

the presence of the culprit at the scene of crime but also give the number of 

participants11.   

 

The evidence is helpful in tracking down the criminals to their houses or hide-outs, 

especially in India where most of the people live in rural areas. The roads in the 

country side are not metal led. Besides, the criminal, ordinarily, follows untraded 

routes; fields, garden and stream beds. He leaves track marks on routes used before 

and after the commission of the crime. The nature of the vehicle used in the 

commission of crime whether it is a cycle, scooter, car, bus, truck, tractor, rickshaw, 

																																																								
11  B.R. Sharma, Forensic Science in criminal investigation and trial 2 (Universal Law Publishing Company, 5 ed. 2014). 
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bullock cart or a buggie can be ascertained. It is sometimes possible to identify the 

individual vehicle also. In some cases animals are involved in crimes sometimes.12 

 

For example, a horse or a camel may be used for transport; a cow, a buffalo or a 

bullock may be stolen or a dog or a tamed wild best , like a snake or a tiger may be 

used to destroy or kill a human-being or a domestic animal. The type of the animal or 

the beast can be found out from the track marks. Foot Wear marks includes the marks 

of shoes, sandals, chappals, socks and the like. The footwear may be factory- made or 

hand made13. 

 

3. DNA PROFILING 

 

One of the latest growing and most reliable modes of investigation in forensic science 

is DNA profiling. DNA is the abbreviation of the term, “Deoxyribose Nucleic Acid”. 

It is an organic substance which is found in every living cell and which gives an 

individual genetic blue print. DNA can be obtained from a wide variety of sources 

like, blood, semen, bone, saliva etc.14 

 

Evidentiary Value of DNA Test in Criminal Investigation 

 

The value of DNA evidence in criminal investigation is anticipated to play a greater 

role in coming years. This scientific breakthrough contributed immensely in 

establishing the involvement of a person in a crime or excluding a person falsely 

suspected. It has been undergone a detailed scientific examination as no other 

scientific method of investigation has proved its worth in terms of its accuracy. Like 

finger print evidence, application of DNA evidence is also a best option for the 

prosecutors for the identification and apprehension of most violent perpetrators and 

criminals. At the same time, DNA aids the search for truth by exonerating the 

innocent. Advances in technology would definitely lead to novel use of DNA evidence 

in criminal investigation and court trials. 

																																																								
12 B.R. Sharma, Forensic Science in criminal investigation and trial 2 (Universal Law Publishing Company, 5 ed. 2014). 
13 Ibid. 
14 Ibid. 
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It is imperative that the evidence presented before the court is accurate and reliable 

and it helps the court in reaching a final conclusion. In India, cases like Priyadarshini 

Mattoo, Naina Sahani, Rajiv Gandhi assassination, N.D. Tiwari have been solved 

either based on the results of DNA testing alone or along with other corroborative 

evidence. Although DNA test has been accepted in many Courts in India including 

the Supreme Court in several cases, there is no specific legislation which is present in 

India which can provide specific guidelines to the investigating agencies and the court, 

and the procedure to be adopted in the cases involving DNA as its evidence. It is 

therefore, left to the discretion of the judges whether the DNA tests under Section 45 

of the Indian Evidence Act, 1982 to be accepted or not. 

 

The Indian Evidence Act, 1872 and Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 lack the 

appropriate provisions to deal with the scientific tools as well as the forensic science 

related issues. Due to which, an investigating officer faces lots of challenges in 

collecting evidences involving modern mechanism to prove the accused person guilty. 

Section 53 of Code of Criminal Procedure1973, authorizes a police officer to get the 

assistance of a medical practitioner in good faith for the purpose of the investigation. 

But, it doesn’t enable a complainant to collect blood, semen etc. for bringing the 

criminal charges against the accused.  

 

The amendment of Cr. P. C. by the Cr. P. C. (amendment) Act, 2005 has brought two 

new sections which authorize the investigating officer to collect DNA sample from 

the body of the accused and the victim with the help of medical practitioner in rape 

cases. These sections allow examination of person accused of rape by medical 

practitioner and the medical examination of the rape victim respectively. As said 

earlier, the admissibility of these evidences has remained at the discretion of the judges 

as the opinion of the Supreme Court and various High Courts in various decisions 

remained rather conflicting.  

 

Judges do not deny the scientific accuracy and conclusiveness of DNA testing, but in 

some cases they do not admit these evidences on the ground of legal or constitutional 

prohibition and sometimes the public policy which we shall elaborate under the 

heading of ‘judicial approach’ at the end of this article. 
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The first paternity dispute in India, which was solved by DNA fingerprinting test, was 

the case of Kunhiramanv v. Manoj15in the Court of the Chief Judicial Magistrate of 

Thalassery. The Chief Judicial Magistrate held that: “according to Section 45 of the 

Indian Evidence Act, the expert opinion is admissible, the DNA evidence is also a 

scientific examination and opinion of expert in the matter of Cellular and Molecular 

Biology is admissible just like opinion of chemical analyst or fingerprint expert”.16 

 

This verdict was challenged in the High Court but the High Court upheld the verdict 

of the Thalassery Court stating that the results of DNA test by itself could be deciding 

paternity. There are many such paternity related cases where DNA technology has 

been used. In 2008 the Delhi High Court set the precedent by allowing a child 

maintenance suit which was earlier dismissed by a trial court and held that “the 

parentage of the child can only be determined by a DNA test (names have been kept 

anonymous by the court due to privacy reasons).  

 

The liability to pay maintenance under section 125 CrPC can be avoided by the 

Petitioner with respect to this child only if it is established that he is not the biological 

son of the Petitioner”.  The decision received mixed responses from various parts of 

the society. On one hand it was criticised stating that this would have an adverse effect 

on the child’s psychology and on the other hand, it was appreciated and supported by 

saying that the DNA test should be allowed in the cases involving child maintenance. 

The court needs to examine the DNA evidence appropriately before admitting it as 

evidence in both civil and criminal suits.  

 

The recent landmark judgement of Supreme Court refusing to overturn the High 

court decision ordering veteran Congress leader N.D. Tiwari to undergo the DNA 

test clearly shows the court’s acceptability of such evidences. In view of this decision 

of the Supreme Court, it would be interesting to see how other Indian courts consider 

DNA evidence in future. 

 

																																																								
15II (1991) DMC 499. 
16Lily Srivastava, Law and Medicine 131 (Universal Law Publishing Company, 2010). 
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Many developed countries have been forced to change their legislation after the 

introduction of the DNA testing in the legal system. The latest position in India is that 

there is no specific law on the subject of DNA evidence though DNA testing has got 

the legal validity in 1989.   There are certain provisions which are present in the Indian 

Evidence Act, 1872 such as section 112 which determine child’s parentage and states 

that a child born in a valid marriage between a mother and a man within 280 days of 

the dissolution of the marriage, and the mother remaining unmarried shows that the 

child belongs to the man, unless proved otherwise but again no specific provision 

which would cover modern scientific techniques.17  

 

DNA analysis is of utmost importance in determining the paternity of a child in the 

cases of civil disputes. Need of this evidence is most significant in the criminal cases, 

civil cases, and in the maintenance proceeding in the criminal courts under Section 

125 of the Cr. P. C.   The Law Commission in its 185th report has also recommended 

the inclusion of DNA testing in the Indian Evidence Act by amending its Section 112 

which is as follows18: 

 

With reference to proof of paternity, in sec. 112, apart from the sole exception of ‘on-

access’, other exceptions by way of blood-group tests, DNA have been proposed but 

subject to very stringent conditions.    Further, the benefit of the presumption as to 

paternity in case of those born during the continuance of a marriage or within two 

hundred eighty days of dissolution, is now extended not only to children of voidable 

marriages which are avoided but to children of void marriages where a declaration of 

nullity is obtained, provided such children are, under their respective personal laws, 

treated as legitimate. 

 

Critical Analysis 

 
• It violates rights of privacy and right against self-incrimination. 

• DNA profiling bill fails to deal with cases of twins because twins have same DNA. 

																																																								
17Indian Evidence Act, 1872. 
18 Law Commission of India, 185th Report on Review of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 (March, 2003). 
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• There may be chances of misuse of DNA data. Through this data they know their 

family background or his medical history which violates his rights of privacy. 

• There is no proper procedure for taking consent of accused or suspect or victim. 

• It violates article 14 right to equality because it makes discrimination who is guilty 

and who is not. 

• Due to online data , it is difficult for them to start new life. Anyone can check 

their background due to which there is failure of reformation concept. 

• There is no any safeguard to prevent illegal collection and use of that data and no 

safeguard to prevent proposed body from misusing it. 

• No mechanism by using which citizen or under trial prisoner makes appeal for 

second sample or again test. 

• No mechanism under which volunteer can withdraw their data 

• If data is given to third party then there is proper procedure to obtain consent of 

that person whose data is given, if such third party is no authorized agency and 

we have no such procedure. 

• The data should be destroyed after purpose has been served and the time frame 

has been expired. 

• These techniques are misused by people to check paternity. 

 

4. NARCO ANALYSIS TEST 

 

Narco-Analysis is a process whereby a subject is put to sleep or put into semi 

somnolent state by means of chemical injection and was then interrogated while in 

this dream like state, or the process of injecting a ‘truth serum ‘drug into a 

patient/suspect to induce semi consciousness, and then interrogating the patient 

/suspect. This process has been utilized to enhance the memory of a witness19. 

 

 

 

 

																																																								
19Modern Techniques in Forensic Science and Their Utility in Criminal Justice System: An Overview, 
http://shodhganga.inflibnet.ac.in.  
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Evidentiary Value 

 

Narco Analysis Test does not have any evidentiary value in India as the statement 

made by a person undergoing this Test shall be considered as a forceful statement 

under Article 20 of the Constitution of India. If a statement is made by a person under 

the influence of any threat, drugs, alcohol or anything that takes of a person’s 

consciousness, then no evidentiary value can be given to such a statement and it will 

not have any legal support. 

 

Even though the Indian Courts have refused to accept Narco analysis as evidence so 

far, such test is being carried out by the Investigators. The investigators conduct such 

test to extract the truth from the accused which may help them to speedy discover 

substantial evidence in solving the cases. 

 

Narco analysis was not very popular in India till recent past though it has been 

introduced in only few years back as a new interrogation technique by various 

investigative agencies in India.  It was first used in the Godhra carnage probe in 2002. 

Narco Analysis test has played a key role in handling criminal cases in India. For 

example in the sensational cases of Mumbai serial train blasts, blasts in Delhi, 

Malegoan and Hyderabad and in various sensational cases of National and 

International ramifications. In most of these cases, the revelations made by using the 

Narco analysis test helped the investigating team to collect incriminating information 

favouring probative truth and consequently recoveries have been made in large 

number of cases. 

 

There is no scientific evidence which substantiates that the Narco Analysis test is a 

fool proof test and has a hundred percent accuracy. There can be instances like the 

person undergoing the test gives false statements. It is often unsuccessful in eliciting 

truth as it is not being used to compare the statement already given to the police before 

use of drugs. It will not yield any desired result in case of evasive and untruthful 

person.  Hence, admissibility of such evidence in the Court would not be possible 

unless in passes some other tests.  
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It is clear that the information collected under Section 27 of the Indian Evidence Act 

is admissible in Court as the deposition made will be considered as voluntary 

deposition. But such evidence will not be acceptable in the Court if there is a slightest 

doubt about coercion of intimidation, harassment or torture by the Police. Also if the 

deposition has been made under the influence of threat, drugs or through any forceful 

manner, then the Article 20(3) will be violated and the information will be 

inadmissible. The application of narco-analysis test involves the fundamental question 

pertaining to judicial matters and human rights. “There has always been a genuine 

issue like encroachment of an individual's rights, liberties and freedom. Subjecting the 

accused to undergo the test, as has been done by the investigative agencies in India, is 

considered by many as a blatant violation of Article 20(3), which says, “no person 

accused of any offence shall be compelled to be witness against himself”20. 

 

The Indian judiciary has not shown much reliance on the Narco-analysis test and given 

its varied responses in many cases ranging from outright disapproval to reluctant and 

latent encouragement. The High Courts have been lackadaisical in dealing with this 

issue in many cases as in one hand, it favoured by saying that it is a permissible practice 

in conformity with Part III of the Constitution and on the other hand, declared 

unambiguously that it is against the fundamental human rights of the accused.  

However, in M.C. Shekharan v. State of Karnataka21, the Kerala High Court cleared 

its stand emphatically that it is against the fundamental rights of the accused. 

 

In the case of State of Bombay v.Kathi Kalu Oghad22, the 11 judge-bench observed 

that “It is well established that clause (3) of Article 20 is directed against self-

incrimination by the accused person. Self-incrimination must mean conveying 

information based upon personal knowledge of the person giving the information and 

cannot include merely the mechanical process of producing documents in court which 

may throw a light on any of the points in the controversy, but which do not contain 

any statement of the accused based on his personal knowledge”. 

 

																																																								
20 Is Narco Analysis is a Reliable Science? – Present legal scenario in India, 
http://www.legalserviceindia.com/article/l176-Narco-Analysis.html. 
211980 Cri LJ 31. 
22AIR1961SC1808. 
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As crimes going hi-tech and criminals becoming professionals, the use of narco 

analysis can be very useful, as the conscious mind does not speak out the truth, 

unconscious may reveal vital information about a case. Few democratic countries 

including India use narco analysis. This has come under increasing criticism from the 

public and the media in our country. Narco analysis is not openly permitted for 

investigative purposes in most developed democratic countries. In India, the narco 

analysis test is done by a team comprising of an anesthesiologist, a psychiatrist, a 

forensic psychologist, an audio-videographer, and supporting nursing staff. The 

forensic psychologist will prepare the report about the revelations, which will be 

accompanied by a compact disc of audio-video recordings. The strength of the 

revelations, if necessary, is further verified by subjecting the person to polygraph and 

brain mapping tests. Narco analysis is steadily being mainstreamed into investigations, 

court hearings, and laboratories in India, but it has serious scientific, legal, and ethical 

questions. 

 

While Narco analysis yielded an immense amount of information, it also triggered off 

many question as several critics shared profound sense of scepticism over the 

administration of serum on the witness to extract truth. Narco analysis is considered 

as a tool or aid in collecting and supporting evidence. However doubts are raised 

whether it amounted to testimonial compulsion in judiciary and violation of human 

right, individual liberty and freedom. The legality of applying this technique during the 

investigation to extract the truth has raised many concerns like encroachment of an 

individual rights, liberties and freedom.   

 

 Lawyers are divided on whether the results of Narco analysis and P300 tests are 

admissible as evidence in courts, as they claim that confessions made by a 

semiconscious person is not admissible in court. A Narco analysis test report has some 

validity but is not totally admissible in court, which considers the circumstances under 

which it was obtained and assessed its admissibility. Results of such tests can be used 

to get admissible evidence, can be collaborated with other evidence or to support 

other evidence. But if the result of this test is not admitted in a court, it cannot be 

used to support any other evidence obtained in the course of routine investigation. 
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Constitutional Validity 

 

Article 20(3) of the Indian Constitution deals with crime investigation and trail. It 

embodies the principle of protection against compulsion of self-incrimination.  The 

main characteristic features of this principles are:- the accused is presumed to be 

innocent, the burden of proof is on the prosecution to establish guilt and the accused 

cannot be forced to make any statement against his will. 

 

These propositions originated from the presumption that if compulsory examination 

of an accused were to be permitted then force and torture may be used against him to 

trap him into fatal contradictions. The privilege against self-incrimination thus enables 

to maintain human privacy and observe civilized standards in the enforcement of 

criminal justice. Art. 20(3) which embody this privilege read, "No person accused of 

any offence shall be compelled to be a witness against himself". 

 

With the use of narco analysis test, various questions arises pertaining to judicial 

matters and also to human rights. The legal position of applying this technique as an 

investigative tool raises issues like encroachment of an individual’s right, liberties and 

freedom. The right against forced self-incrimination is widely known as Right to 

Silence as enshrined in the Cr.PC. However, as part of reforming the criminal justice 

system in India, the Malimath Committee23 and Madhava Menon Committee24 

had recommended for the active participation of the accused during the investigation 

of the offences. According to the Reports, silence maintained by an accused, during 

interrogation, in response to questions should be held adversely against the accused 

but the recommendations made by the Committee in this regard have been rejected 

by the Government of India. 

 

There have been several ruling (Telgi case etc.) by Courts from time to time upholding 

the validity of the Narco analysis test in collection of evidence and admissibility of 

																																																								
23 Government of India, Report: The Malimath Committee on Criminal Justice Reforms (Ministry of Home Affairs, 
2003). 
24 Government of India, Report: The Madhava Menon Committee on National Policy on Criminal Justice (Ministry 
of Home Affairs, 2007). 
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evidence. The Karnataka High Court in Selvi v. State of Karnataka25equated the 

compulsion requirement of Article 20(3) with ‘duress’ involving serious physical harm 

or threat, and found that the mild pain from the administration of an injection 

necessary to induce the Narcoanalysis test did not reach the requisite level of hurt to 

constitute compulsion. 

 

Another observation regarding the legal validity of narco analysis is that it is used an 

aid for collecting evidence and helps in investigation and thus does not amount to 

testimonial compulsion. Thus it does not violate the constitutional provision regarding 

protection against self-incrimination. In a 2006 judgment in the case of Dinesh 

Dalmia v.State26, the Madras High Court held that subjecting an accused to narco 

analysis is not tantamount to testimony by compulsion. The court said about the 

accused: “he may be taken to the laboratory for such tests against his will, but the 

revelation during such tests is quite voluntary.” 

 

The Delhi High Court upheld the constitutional validity of Narco Analysis test in the 

case of Shailendra Sharma v. State &Anr27.saying that “it is lawful aid to 

investigation”. The Court however clarified that the police or the prosecution could 

not use self-incriminatory statements, if any by an accused during the test, against him 

or her. The petitioner-accused submitted that the test was third degree psychological 

test and violated Article 20(3) of the Constitution. Rejecting the plea, the Court stated 

that the test was also inconformity with Section 53 (examination of accused by medical 

practitioner at the request of the police officer) of the Cr.PC. 

 

Another land mark case regarding narco analysis test was decided by the Hon’ble 

Bombay High Court in the matter of Ramchandra Ram Reddy v. The State of 

Maharashtra28. The case was not restricted to Narcoanalysis alone and it covered two 

other tests such as P-300 and Lie Detector Test. The contention raised by the 

petitioners in this case were that Narcoanalysis involved invasion of the body and 

																																																								
252004(7)KarLJ501. 
262006 Cri LJ 2401. 
27WP (Crl.) 532 of 2008. 
282004BomCR(Cri)657. 
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amounted to compulsion and thus violated Art.20(3). The Judge added the dimension 

from the point of Article .51A and said: 

 

We have to look at this aspect of holding test in a very broad prospective. The 

protection or the cover granted by the fundamental right appearing in Clause (3) of 

the Constitution is complete and invariable. The question is what is sought to be 

provided by guaranteeing such right and it is undisputed that what is sought to be 

protected is the protection of human rights and dignities. It is also to be considered 

in the light of other equally important provisions of the Constitution. Article 51(A) 

which has been added to the Constitution by subsequent amendment provides via 

Clause (1) which says that it shall be the duty and the duty cannot be properly done 

by the State, if unnecessarily large protection is spelt out from other provisions like 

Article 20 (3).  

 

Prevention of crime is a sole prerogative of the State and the punishment of the crime 

if proved is also the duty of the State. Feters on these duties can be put only in extreme 

cases where the protection of fundamental rights weighs more than the fundamental 

duty casts on the State. However, we need not further dilate on this aspect for the 

reason that in our opinion administration of these tests against the will of the person 

to whom it is sought to be administered does not violate the guarantee of Article 20(3) 

as in the first two cases it is not a statement and that it is not incriminatory in any 

manner. It is the last case where it is a statement and unless it is shown to be 

incriminating to a person making it, it does not give rise to the protection under Article 

20(3) 

 

The majority of High Courts failed to even address the issue of the right to privacy 

and those that did only made blanket assertions that the right is not absolute or that 

Narco analysis and other tests did not infringe on the right. Similarly the High Courts 

did not address the issue of whether Narco analysis amounted to torture or cruel, 

inhuman or degrading treatment, despite the fact that at least some of the petitioners 

raised this issue. 
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However, the Supreme Court noted its dissent very sharply on the stance of the lower 

Courts through its orders on various cases like M.P.Sharma v. Satish 

Chandra29,Nandini Satpati v. P.L. Dani30, State of Bombay v. Kathi Kalu 

Oghad31and Selvi & others v. State of Karnataka32.  Overall, the Supreme Court 

rightly rejected the High Courts’ reliance on the supposed utility, reliability and validity 

of narco analysis and other tests as method of criminal investigation. The Supreme 

Court carried out a detailed analysis of the various constitutional rights at stake, 

namely rights against self-incrimination and substantive due process rights, a step that 

the High Courts were reluctant to take. 

 

In M.P. Sharma’s case33, the Supreme Court gave a wide interpretation to the rule. 

The Court observed that “to witness” means “nothing more than to furnish evidence 

and this could be done through lips, or by production of thing or document or by 

making intelligible gestures as in the case of dump witnesses in the Court or out of 

the Court”. 

 

The Apex Court in Nandini Satpati’s case34 held that “the accused or witness has 

the rights to silence during the course of investigation”. It stated that “no one can 

forcibly extract statements from the accused, who has the right to keep silent during 

the course of interrogation investigation). By the administration of these tests, forcible 

intrusion into one‘s mind is being restored to, thereby nullifying the validity and 

legitimacy of the Right to Silence”. 

 

The narco-analysis test violates Article 20(3), as the modus operandi of this test totally 

relying upon administration of drugs, which suppress reasoning power without 

affecting memory and speech. If the conclusion from the accused is derived from any 

physical or moral compulsion, including hypnotic state or the trance-state of mind, it 

should be rejected by the court. 

 

																																																								
29AIR 1954 SC 300. 
30AIR 1978 SC 1025. 
31AIR1961SC1808. 
32AIR2010SC1974. 
33M.P.Sharma v. Satish Chandra AIR 1954 SC 300. 
34Nandini Satpati v. P.L. Dani AIR 1978 SC 1025. 
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In State of Bombay v. Kathi Kalu Oghad35the Apex Court decreed that the right 

against self-incrimination was omnipresent i.e. it was not only restricted to 

examination in Court, but applied to the process of investigation as well. It further 

held that information provided by the accused not based upon his personal knowledge 

cannot be held to be self-incriminatory. It stated that “it is well established that clause 

(3) of Article 20 is directed against self-incrimination by the accused person. Self-

incrimination must mean conveying information based upon personal knowledge of 

the person giving the information and cannot include merely the mechanical process 

of producing documents in court which may throw a light on any of the points in the 

controversy, but which do not contain any statement of the accused based on his 

personal knowledge”. 

 

In Selv’s case36 Supreme Court took a remarkable step by holding that compulsory 

brain-mapping and polygraph tests and narcoanalysis were in violation of Articles 

20(3) and 21 of the Constitution. The key sentence is in Paragraph 220 of the judgment 

as follows: 

 

“In constitutional adjudication, our concerns are not confined to the facts at hand but extend 

to the implications of our decision for the whole population as well as future generations.” 

 

The Supreme Court read Article 20(3) in a wider manner. The Court stated that the 

protective scope of Article 20(3) extends to the investigative stage in criminal cases 

and when read with Section 161(2) of the Code of Criminal procedure, 1973 it protects 

accused persons, suspects as well as witnesses who are examined during the 

investigation. The Court further stated that “the test result cannot be admitted as 

evidence if they have been obtained through the use of compulsion.  

 

Article 20(3) protects an individual’s choice between speaking and remaining silent, 

irrespective of whether the subsequent testimony proves to be inculpatory or 

exculpatory. Article 20(3) aims to prevent the forcible ‘conveyance of personal 

																																																								
35AIR1961SC1808. 
36Selvi & others v. State of Karnataka AIR2010SC1974. 
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knowledge that is relevant to the facts in issue. The result obtained from each of the 

impugned tests bears a ‘testimonial’ character and they cannot be categorised as 

material evidence”. 

 

The Supreme Court relied extensively on American Jurisprudence and the American 

notion of substantive due process to declare that the process was unconstitutional and 

was hit by Article 20(3) and Article 21 of the Constitution. The Court held the right 

against self-incrimination ought to be examined in respect of its relationship with the 

multiple dimensions of ‘personal liberty’ under Article 21, which is inclusive of 

guarantees such as the ‘right to fair trial’ and ‘substantive due process’. 

 

The court rejected the argument of “compelling public interest”, especially against 

terror suspects. It held Articles 20 and 21 to be non-derogable and under the 

Constitution they could not be suspended even during a state of emergency. Thus, it 

held that the impugned tests could not be conducted on terror suspects against their 

consent. The Court further observed that “if we were to permit the forcible 

administration of these techniques, it could be the first step on a very slippery-slope 

as far as the standards of police behaviour are concerned. In some of the impugned 

judgments, it has been suggested that the promotion of these techniques could reduce 

the regrettably high incidence of `third degree methods' that are being used by 

policemen all over the country. This is a circular line of reasoning since one form of 

improper behaviour is sought to be replaced by another.  

 

What this will result in is that investigators will increasingly seek reliance on the 

impugned techniques rather than engaging in a thorough investigation. The 

widespread use of `third-degree' interrogation methods so as to speak is a separate 

problem and needs to be tackled through long-term solutions such as more emphasis 

on the protection of human rights during police training, providing adequate resources 

for investigators and stronger accountability measures when such abuses do take 

place”. 

 

Terming it as a circular logic, the court refused to uphold the constitutionality of the 

tests on this ground. In holding that the tests amounted to “cruel, inhuman or 
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degrading treatment”, thus contravening Article 21, the court stated that the threshold 

for proving the same was lesser than that of proving “torture”. 

 

The court made it clear that even when a person gives consent to undergo any of these 

tests, the results by themselves cannot be admitted as evidence because the person 

does not exercise conscious control over the responses during the administration of 

the test. However, any information or material that is subsequently discovered with 

the help of voluntarily administered test results can be admitted in accordance with 

Section 27 of the Evidence Act, it held. For this purpose, the court made it mandatory 

to follow strictly the guidelines laid down by the National Human Rights Commission 

(NHRC) in 2000 for administering the polygraph test and wanted similar safeguards 

to be adopted for conducting the narcoanalysis test too. 

 
The NHRC's guidelines are as follows: 

 

(i) No lie detector tests should be administered except on the basis of consent 

of the accused. An option should be given to the accused whether he wishes 

to avail himself of such test. 

 

(ii)  If the accused volunteers for a lie detector test, he should be given access 

to a lawyer, and the physical, emotional and legal implication of such a test 

should be explained to him by the police and his lawyer. 

 

(iii)  The consent should be recorded before a judicial magistrate. 

 

(iv) During the hearing before the magistrate, the person alleged to have agreed 

should be duly represented by a lawyer. 

 

(v) At the hearing, the person in question should also be told in clear terms 

that the statement that is made shall not be a “confessional” statement to 

the magistrate but will have the status of a statement made to the police. 
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(vi) The magistrate shall consider all factors relating to the detention, including 

the length of detention and the nature of interrogation. 

 

(vii) The actual recording of the lie detector test shall be done by an 

independent agency (such as a hospital) and conducted in the presence of a 

lawyer. 

 

(viii) A full medical and factual narration of the manner of the information 

received must be taken on record. 

 

Chief Justice Balakrishnan, who authored the judgment, cited Justice Aharon Barak 

of the Supreme Court of Israel, in defence of the Bench's ruling against coercive 

methods to obtain information from suspects. He cited Justice Barak as having said: 

“... This is the destiny of democracy, as not all means are acceptable to it, and not all 

practices employed by its enemies are open before it. Although a democracy must 

often fight with one hand tied behind its back, it nonetheless has the upper hand. 

Preserving the ‘Rule of Law' and recognition of an individual's liberty constitutes an 

important component in its understanding of security.”37 

 

Critical analysis 

 
• It is not hundred percent accurate.  

• It violates article 20(3) Right against self-incrimination because it includes personal 

knowledge of accused and compelling the person to give statement that is likely 

to prove his guilty and its violate his dignity. 

• It is not work on hardened criminals 

• It is short cut method for police to investigate the case. 

• It violates rights of silence of accused. 

• It not only violates the rights of the accused, but also rights of victim and witnesses 

• There is no proper procedure for taking consent of that person. 

• It is not reliable and there may be chances of loopholes. 

																																																								
37Public Committee Against Torture in Israel v. Israel, 53(4) P.D. 817, at p. 845. 
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The Narco analysis test became popular in India when the Bombay High Court 

allowed to conduct the Narco analysis test in the case of CBI v. Abdul Karim Ladsab 

Telgi38 in 2002. While allowing the test, the Court observed that subjecting an accused 

to certain tests like narcoanalysis does not violate the fundamental right against self-

incrimination as 'certain physical tests involving minimal bodily harm' like narco 

analysis and brain mapping did not violate article 20(3). Though the test yielded 

immense amount of information, doubts were raised about it value as evidence. 

 

In Santokben Sharmanbhai Jadeja v. State of Gujarat39, the Court while upholding 

the order for conducting a Narco Analysis on the accused Santokben Sharmanbhai 

Jadeja, observed that 'when after exhausting all the possible alternatives to find out 

the truth and nab the criminal/accused and when it is found by the prosecuting agency 

that there is no further headway in the investigation and they are absolutely in dark, 

there is a necessity of such a test. On the basis of revelations and/or the statement 

recorded while conducting/performing the Narco Analysis Test, prosecuting agency 

may have some clues which would further help and/or assist the Investigating Agency 

to further investigate the crime and at this stage, there will not be any bar of Article 

20(3) of the Constitution of India and merely conducting/performing of a Narco 

Analysis Test on the accused, the protection guaranteed under Article 20(3) of the 

Constitution of India is not violated.  

 

As stated above, only and only at the stage when the prosecuting agency is likely to 

use such statement as evidence and if it is inculpating and incriminating the person 

making it, it will attract the bar of Article 20(3).' 

Considering the view taken by the Courts in the above cases, it can be seen that the 

Court has made an attempt to strike a balance where although the Court does not 

have the power to direct the giving samples, it may draw an adverse inference if it is 

not given. 

 

 

 

																																																								
382005 Cri LJ 2868. 
392008 Cri LJ 68. 
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5.  POLYGRAPH OR LIE DETECTOR TEST 

 

The term ‘Polygraph literally means ‘many writings’ therefore the name refers to a 

process in which selected psychological activities are recorded. The very fundamental 

principle underlying.  Polygraph is that when a person lie he becomes nervous, which 

in turn causes mental excitation. To conceal the excitement which the person 

attempts, adrenal glands are stimulated to secrete Adrenalin, which on entering the 

blood stream, sets up the blood pressure and rate of pulse and respiration. All these 

psychological changes when recorded are collectively called Polygram, which is 

analysed and evaluate to find out whether during the lie detection test, the subject 

experienced emotional stress with any of the questions asked.40 

 

6. BRAIN MAPPING OR P300 TEST 

 

This technique is also known as ‘Brain wave finger printing’. In this technique, the 

suspect is first interviewed and interrogated to find out whether he is concealing any 

important information. Then sensors are attached to the head and the person is made 

to sit in front of a computer monitor. He is then shown and made to hear certain 

images and voice. The sensor attached to head monitors and records electrical activity 

and P300 waves in the brain, which is produced only if the subject has  link with 

stimulus. The subject is not asked any question.  

 

To put it simply, it simply means that brain finger printing matches the information 

stored in the brain with that of the related crime and crime scene. In case of an 

innocent person no such P300 waves would get registered during the test.41 

 

7. BRAIN FINGERPRINTING  

 

Brain Fingerprinting is yet another latest innovative computer technology to recognize 

the criminal accurately and scientifically by measuring brain-wave responses to crime-

relevant words or pictures presented on a computer screen. Brain fingerprinting is 

																																																								
40 B.R. Sharma, Forensic Science in Criminal Investigation and Trial 2 (5 ed. 2014). 
41 Ibid. 
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based on the finding that the brain generates a unique brain wave pattern when a 

person encounters a well-known use of functional magnetic resonance imaging in lie 

detection derives from the studies suggesting that persons asked to lie show different 

patterns of brain activity than they do when being truthful42.  

 

STATUTORY PROVISIONS IN INDIA 

 

Criminal Procedure Code, 197343 

 

Section 53 and Section 53A of Cr.PC, 1973 provides for DNA test impliedly and they 

are extensively used in determining complex criminal problems and it helps in criminal 

investigation. Section 53 provides for the "examination" of accused by medical 

practitioner at the request of police officer if there are reasonable grounds to believe 

that an examination of his person will afford evidence as to commission of offence. 

Section 53 A specifically deals with examination of person accused of rape by Medical 

Practitioner.  

 

Sec. 54 of the Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 further provides for the examination of 

the arrested person by the registered medical practitioner at the request of the arrested 

person. The law commission of India in its 37th report stated that to facilitate effective 

investigation, provision has been made authorizing an examination of arrested person 

by a medical practitioner, if from the nature of the alleged offence or the 

circumstances under which it is alleged to have been committed, there are reasonable 

grounds for believing that an examination of the person will afford evidence. 

 

Section 164A deals with medical examination of rape victim by registered medical 

practitioner employed in a hospital run by the government or a local authority and in 

the absence of such practitioner by any other registered medical practitioner. The 

provisions of the Section 291 are confined to expert evidence given by a medical 

practitioner as a witness. 

 

																																																								
42 Ibid. 
43 Criminal Procedure Code, 1973, No. 2 Acts of Parliament, 1974. 
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Section 293 which deals with report of certain Government scientific experts provides 

that his report may be used in evidence 

 

Under Indian Evidence Act, 187244 

 

Section 3 of Indian Evidence Act explains evidence. It includes oral as well as 

documentary evidence. After the Information Technology Act, 2000 it also includes 

electronic evidence.  

 

Section 45 of the Indian Evidence Act provides for opinions of experts.  Opinions of 

experts are relevant and admissible. Where the court has to form an opinion upon 

science or as to identity of hand writing or finger impression, the opinion of expert 

upon that point is relevant facts. 

 

Section 29 of the Act provides that if any evidence is obtained under compulsion then 

it is not admissible as per law. Narco analysis test when ordered to be conducted on 

an accused is, compulsion and as much information received on conducting such test 

should also be held to be inadmissible. 

 

Under Constitution of India 

 

Article 20(3) deals with Right against Self Incrimination. As per this Article, no person 

accused of any offence shall be compelled to be a witness against himself.45 In Kathi 

Kalu Oghad46, the Supreme Court had held that what distinguished a compelled 

fingerprint scan from compelled self-incriminatory testimony was the issue of volition. 

One's fingerprint pattern was independent of one’s volition while testimony (spoken 

or written) was not. In linking violation with changeability the court seems to adopt 

the crime control model as the basis of the Article 20 (3). 

 

																																																								
44 Indian Evidence Act, 1872, No. 1 Acts of Parliament 1872. 
45 INDIA CONST. art. 20, cl. 3. 
46 The State of Bombay v. Kathi kalu Oghad AIR 1961 SC 1808. 
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As per Article 21, every person has right to privacy and lives with dignity.47 In cases 

of paternity issues, the Supreme Court in its latest judgement in Rohit Shekhar v N.D. 

Tiwari48 held that in ordering a DNA test for determination of paternity does not 

infringe the right to privacy of an individual. Moreover, this right has not been 

recognized as an absolute right and is subject to interest of society which shall prevail. 

The betterment of the society is the first preference and it becomes the fundamental 

duty of a citizen to help in bringing out the truth in investigations, even if the same 

requires a scientific test in the nature of DNA analysis. 

 

In this regard, it is noteworthy that the Orissa High Court in Thogorani Alice K. 

Damayanti v State of Orissa & Others49 specifically stated that, “The only restriction 

according to us for issuing a direction to collect the before passing such a direction 

the court should balance the public interest vis-à-vis the rights under Article 20 (3) 

and 21 of the Constitution in obtaining evidence tending to confirm or disapprove 

that the accused committed the offence- - - - in balancing this interest considerations 

of the following matters would be relevant : 

 

(i)  the extent to which the accused may have participated in the commission of 

the crime; 

 

(ii)  the gravity of the offence and the circumstances in which it is 

committed; 

(iii)  age, physical and mental health of the accused to the extent they are 

known; 

(iv)  whether there is less or intrusive practical way of collecting of 

evidence tending to confirm or disapprove the involvement of the 

accused in the crime. 

(v)  the reasons, if any, for the accused for refusing consent. 

 

																																																								
47 INDIA CONST. art. 21. 
48 (2012) 12 SCC 554 
49 2004  Cr.L.J. 4003. 
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Smt. Selvi and Others v State of Karnataka50 in this case the Supreme Court was called 

upon to determine the constitutionality of the compulsory administration of the narco 

analysis test. The Supreme Court has to resolve the issue, which involved preserving 

the balance between the concerns of investigation and the preservation of human 

liberties. In this case of Supreme Court declared that the compulsory administration 

of narco analysis and other impugned test as unconstitutional and violative of Article 

20(3) and Article 21 of the Constitution.  

 

The three judge bench consisting of the then Chief Justice K.J. Balakrishnan, Justice 

R.V. Ravindranan and J.M. Panchal, held that no individual should be forcibly 

subjected to narco analysis whether in context of criminal cases or otherwise as it 

would amount to an unwarranted intrusion into personal liberty. In a very significant 

case involving the issue of recognition of human dignity and right to life and personal 

liberty it was stated that every act which offends or impair human dignity would 

constitute an inroad into the right to life and it would be prohibited by Article 21 

unless it is in accordance with the procedure established by law”. 

 
 

ANALYSIS 

 

REGARDING INFRINGEMENT: - Forensic science techniques like DNA, 

narco analysis etc. infringe right of privacy and right against self-incrimination. As our 

criminal justice system follows due process model, according to which we presume 

accused is innocent, not guilty. But in these techniques we forced the accused to give 

evidence which means we assume he is guilty. Through this is not only infringes 

accused rights but also due process model. 

 

REGARDING RELEVANCY- Forensic science plays an important role criminal 

investigation. Through this it is easy for investigating agency to solve the case. 

Forensic evidence is more reliable because there are very few chances of forged 

evidences and it is not easy to fabricate evidences. In earlier time it is very difficult to 

convict the person due to lack of evidences but now due to forensic techniques it is 

																																																								
50 (2010 )7 SCC 263. 
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easy to ascertain evidences and know the real culprit. But forensic evidence is not sole 

evidence. Accused is not convicted only on basis of forensic evidence. Reason is that 

these techniques do not give 100% accuracy. There are chances of mistake or error 

and our criminal justice system is based on principle that no innocent person should 

be convicted. So, conviction should not be sustained only on basis of forensic 

evidence. 

 


