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Judgment Summary and Analysis 

The Supreme Court's decision in Bhagwan Das vs. State (NCT of Delhi) is a 

landmark ruling against the backdrop of honor killings in India. The case 

involved the brutal murder of a daughter by her father, motivated by 

feelings of dishonour due to her relationship with her uncle. The Court, 

affirming the death penalty, made a strong statement against such barbaric 

practices. 

Justice Katju, delivering the judgment, underscored the societal malaise of 

honour killings, prevalent in states like Haryana, Rajasthan, and Uttar 

Pradesh. The judgment framed such crimes as antithetical to the values of 

a modern, constitutional democracy, where individual freedoms must be 

protected against feudalistic practices. 

The reliance on circumstantial evidence demonstrated the Court's 

confidence in the robustness of the investigative and judicial processes. 

Motive, confession, recovery of the murder weapon, and other links formed 

a strong chain of evidence, convincing the Court of Bhagwan Das's guilt. 

This case also highlighted the judiciary's broader role in social reform. By 

categorizing honour killings as "rarest of rare" crimes deserving the 

harshest punishment, the Court sought to deter such acts and protect 

vulnerable individuals exercising their rights to personal freedom. 

 

 



   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Honour Crimes: The Court's Observations 

The judgment provides critical insights into the Court's perspective on 

honour crimes: 

 Nature of the Crime: Honor killings were explicitly condemned as 

"barbaric and brutal murders" perpetrated by individuals with 

feudal mindsets. The Court categorically rejected the notion of 

"honour" as a defence or mitigating factor in such crimes. 

 Punitive Measures: The Court advocated for harsh punishments, 

including the death penalty, to act as a deterrent. 

 Role of the State and Judiciary: Highlighted the need for proactive 

measures by law enforcement and the judiciary to protect 

individuals targeted for defying regressive social norms. 

This case serves as a stark reminder of the ongoing struggle between 

constitutional ideals and entrenched societal practices. By addressing 

honour crimes with such rigour, the judiciary not only seeks to deliver 

justice in individual cases but also to catalyze broader societal change. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   

 

 

 

 

 

 

Case Brief 

Facts and Procedural History 

 The appellant, Bhagwan Das, was convicted for the murder of his 

daughter, Seema, who had left her husband and entered into an 

alleged incestuous relationship with her uncle. 

 The appellant, feeling dishonored by his daughter’s actions, 

murdered her using an electric wire. He later attempted to cremate 

her body without informing the authorities. 

 The trial court convicted Bhagwan Das based on circumstantial 

evidence, and the Delhi High Court upheld the conviction. 

 The case was brought before the Supreme Court on appeal. 

Issues 

1. Whether the conviction of Bhagwan Das for the murder of his 

daughter was justified based on circumstantial evidence. 

2. Whether the actions of the appellant constituted an "honor killing" 

deserving the harshest punishment. 

Arguments 

 Appellant: Contended that the evidence presented, including his 

alleged confession and the chain of circumstances, was insufficient 

for conviction. 

 Respondent (State): Emphasized the strong chain of circumstantial 

evidence, including motive, extra-judicial confession, and recovery 

of the murder weapon, as grounds for upholding the conviction. 

Court’s Judgment 

 The Supreme Court upheld the conviction, affirming the death 

penalty as the crime fell under the "rarest of rare" doctrine. 



   

 

Ratio Decidendi 

 "Honor killings" motivated by perceived family dishonor are 

barbaric and warrant the severest punishment to serve as a 

deterrent. 

 Circumstantial evidence, when strong and unbroken, can suffice for 

conviction. 

Obiter Dicta 

 The Court reiterated its earlier stance that there is nothing 

"honorable" in honor killings and that such acts are heinous crimes 

reflecting feudal mindsets. 

 Emphasized the importance of promoting individual autonomy and 

equality over outdated cultural practices. 

Concurring/Dissenting Opinions 

 The judgment was unanimous, with no dissenting opinions. 


