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In the case of robbery in Australia, a leech helped identify one of the perpetrators of the robbery in 2001. The detectives created a hypothesis which stated that: "The leech could have adhered to one of the perpetrators of the crime while traveling. through the forest and the woods, and then the robbery fell. " Due to this approach the detectives extracted some DNA from the blood of the leech and stored it in their database. Eight years later, a subject was arrested for a drug charge. As part of the procedure, DNA tests were performed, and they coincided with the DNA taken from the leech. This showed that the suspect admitted having committed the theft of 2001. So, no matter how disgusting or simple a leech looks, it was very useful for this case.
On the other hand, the case of the murder in Arizona was the first to carry out a conviction based on evidence of plant DNA. In 1992 a murder was committed in the capital Phoenix; the police found a search for people who took them to a suspect. The suspect admitted having taken the victim in his van and claimed that she had stolen the search for people found at the crime scene. After investigators had examined the truck, they found seed pods, these turned out to be the fruits of the greenwood tree, which looked like a truck could have hit it. But this evidence was not enough an investigator asked if it was possible to link exactly the tree with the crime scene and, a geneticist at the University of Arizona in Tucson proved that it was. By means of a DNA analysis of the seed pods he showed that the seeds showed that with this it was possible to condemn the suspect of the crime.
