
 

 
1 

7 July 2006 

Supreme Court of India 

Lata Singh vs. State of U.P. & Another 

Writ Petition (crl.) No. 208 of 2004 

 

Lata Singh         …Petitioner(s) 

vs 

State of U.P. & Another       …Respondent(s) 

 

Judgment Summary and Analysis 

The Supreme Court’s decision in Lata Singh vs. State of U.P. underscores the judiciary’s 

commitment to safeguarding personal freedoms in the face of societal opposition to inter-caste 

marriages. The case dealt with the unlawful actions of family members seeking to control 

personal choices, highlighting the clash between individual liberty and entrenched social 

norms. 

Autonomy and Constitutional Rights: The Court affirmed the petitioner’s right to marry and 

live with a person of her choice, characterizing any interference as an infringement on her 

constitutional liberties. The judgment reinforced the principle that the rights of adults to make 

personal decisions must be zealously protected. 

Condemnation of Caste-Based Oppression: In condemning the caste system as divisive and 

regressive, the Court positioned inter-caste marriages as catalysts for social reform, urging 

societal acceptance and legal protection for such unions. 

Judicial Activism: The Court’s directives to law enforcement agencies reflected a proactive 

approach to safeguarding individuals from societal backlash. By calling for criminal 

proceedings against the petitioner’s brothers, the judgment sent a strong message against 

impunity for acts committed in the name of family honor. 

Broader Implications: This case laid the groundwork for later rulings addressing honor 

crimes, emphasizing the need for systemic reforms to combat caste-based violence and protect 

individual freedoms. 
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Honor Crimes: The Court's Observations 

The judgment addresses honor crimes explicitly and indirectly: 

1. Rejection of Honor-Based Violence: The Court described honor killings and related 

acts of violence as "barbaric and shameful," emphasizing their incompatibility with 

constitutional values. 

2. Role of Law Enforcement: Directed police and administrative authorities nationwide 

to act decisively against threats or violence targeting individuals in inter-caste or inter-

religious marriages. 

3. Advocacy for Reform: Highlighted inter-caste marriages as instruments for 

dismantling the caste system, aligning personal autonomy with national interest. 

The judgment is a powerful affirmation of constitutional principles, reinforcing the judiciary’s 

role in protecting individuals from societal and familial oppression while advocating for 

transformative social change. 
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Case Brief 

Facts and Procedural History 

 Lata Singh, a 27-year-old graduate pursuing her master's degree, married Bramha Nand 

Gupta of her own volition in an Arya Samaj ceremony. The marriage was inter-caste. 

 Her brothers opposed the marriage, alleging it brought dishonor to the family. They 

lodged a kidnapping complaint against her husband and his relatives, resulting in their 

wrongful arrest. 

 The brothers allegedly resorted to violent acts, including physical assaults, threats to 

the petitioner and her husband, and illegal appropriation of property belonging to her 

husband’s family. 

 Lata Singh filed a writ petition under Article 32 of the Constitution to quash criminal 

proceedings initiated by her brothers and to seek protection for herself, her husband, 

and his family. 

Issues 

1. Whether the petitioner, an adult, had the right to marry a person of her choice without 

interference from her family. 

2. Whether the actions of the petitioner’s brothers, including false complaints and 

violence, violated her constitutional rights. 

3. What preventive and punitive measures should be adopted to protect individuals 

exercising their choice in marriage. 

Arguments 

 Petitioner: Asserted her right to marry under Article 21 and sought quashing of 

malicious proceedings, emphasizing that she had acted within her constitutional rights. 

 Respondents (State and others): Defended the criminal proceedings initiated based 

on complaints by the petitioner’s brothers. 

Court’s Judgment 

 The Supreme Court quashed the criminal proceedings against Lata Singh’s husband 

and his family members. 

 Directed the police to ensure no harassment or violence against the petitioner and her 

husband. Any threats or acts of violence by the petitioner’s brothers or others were to 

be dealt with sternly. 

 Recommended initiating criminal proceedings against the petitioner’s brothers for their 

unlawful actions. 

Ratio Decidendi 
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 Every adult individual has the right to marry a person of their choice, and interference 

in such choices violates the constitutional guarantees under Articles 19 and 21. 

 Acts of harassment or violence motivated by inter-caste marriages are illegal and 

warrant stringent legal action. 

Obiter Dicta 

 The caste system, described as a "curse," was condemned, with inter-caste marriages 

recognized as tools to dismantle caste-based discrimination. 

 Emphasized that societal norms or family honor cannot justify acts of violence or 

harassment against individuals exercising their rights. 

Concurring/Dissenting Opinions 

 The judgment was unanimous, delivered by Justices Ashok Bhan and Markandey Katju. 

 

 


