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2016

On the Admissibility of Audio and Visual Investigation

and Interrogation Records
Li Boyi

Abstract: In previous studies on the admissibility of audio and visual investigation and inter-
rogation records, researchers always paid their attention to the concept of the evidence and
legal forms of the evidence. However, the previous research method should be renewed and
the methods of audio and visual investigation and interrogation records should be analyzed If
the substantial and direct requirement under the principle of strict proving is followed thor-
oughly. audio and visual investigation and interrogation records as substitute and indirect
evidence should not be allowed to prove the entity’ s arguable facts, but should be allowed
to prove sentencing facts and the arguable facts for procedures. The requirements for the im-
perative audio and visual records in Article 121 of the Criminal Procedure Law and relative
judicial explanations should be linked with Article 54 of the Criminal Procedure Law about
illegal evidence exclusion and understood according to the proving rule about voluntary con-
fession If the prosecutor or policeman do not obey this rule, a presumption should be set
that the confession is illegal. However, the prosecutor is allowed to rebut with contrary
proof.

Keywords: audio and visual investigation and interrogation records; necessity of proofs;

principle of strict proving; method of legal evidence
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