
 
 

                              LIST OF DATES 

11.06.2010 Raheel Raza, a Pakistani-Canadian journalist, author, public speaker, media 

consultant, anti-racism activist, and interfaith discussion leader, became the 

first Muslim-born woman to lead a mixed-gender British congregation 

through Friday prayers and deliver the Khutbah. This proves that leading of 

mixed-gender congregation through Friday prayers and delivering the 

Khutbah  by women is not Anti-Islam or anti –Qur’anic  Annexure P-1 

12.05.2018 Melissa M. Skelton, Bishop of the Diocese of New Westminster became the 

first woman to be elected an Archbishop in the Anglican Church of Canada 

and the second woman in the Anglican Communion with the title Archbishop. 

This proves that the Holy Jesus never told that women cannot be ordinated 

to become Priest, Deacons, Bishops or Archbishops and women’s ordination 

is not Anti- Christianity. Annexure P-2 

24.8.2017     The 9 Judge constitutional bench, headed by Hon’ble Chief justice JS Khehar, 

comprises justices J Chelameswar, SA Bobde, RK Agrawal, RF Nariman, 

AM Sapre, DY Chandrachud, SK Kaul and S Abdul Nazeer in a landmark 

Judgment, in Writ Petition (Civil) No 494 Of 2012 JUSTICE K S 

PUTTASWAMY (RETD.) AND ANR. Vs UNION OF INDIA AND ORS, ruled 

that “The right to privacy is protected as an intrinsic part of the right to life 

and mental and bodily integrity and personal liberty under Article 21 and as 

a part of the freedoms guaranteed by Part III of the Constitution” 

28.9.2018    In a historic judgement,  a constitutional bench headed by Hon’ble Chief 

Justice of India His Excellencies Justices Deepak Mishra, R F Nariman, A M 

Khanwilkar, D Y Chandrachud and Smt. Indu Malhotra, in Writ Petition(Civil) 

No. 373 of 2006, in a majority 4:1 ratio, ruled in favour of lifting the ban on 

women entering Sabarimala temple. Hon’ble CJI Dipak Misra and Hon’ble 

Justices Khanwilkar, Nariman and Chandrachud found the practice 

discriminatory in nature and that it violates women's Right to Pray.  

29.10.2018   Hon’ble Kerala High Court observes “The hill shrine of Sabarimala is a symbol 

of secularism and devotees of all religions can enter it, the Kerala High Court 

observed on Monday dismissing a BJP leader’s demand to impose a ban on 

non-Hindus in the temple, saying such demands will disrupt the state’s 

secular fabric”  Annexure P-3 
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02.11.2018   Petitioner Sanjjiiv Kkumaar, advocate and director of Knewmax Benevolent 

Foundation, filed a PIL, W.P.(C) 11971/2018 in Hon’ble Delhi High Court, 

pertaining to Plea to end Discriminatory Religious Practices in all Religions. 

This very bench of Hon’ble high court dismissed the petition for want of 

Territorial Jurisdiction. Hon’ble Delhi HC Observed “The petitioner has not 

indicated in his prayers as to which temple falls within the territorial 

jurisdiction of this Court for which the mandamus is required to be issued. 

None of the temples indicated in the petition are in the territorial jurisdiction 

of this Court and therefore we are not inclined to interfere into the matter” 

Annexure P-4 

02.11.2018   As the petitioner’s PIL W.P.(C) 11971/2018 wasn’t dismissed on the merit, 

Petitioner reached the Delhi Parsi Anjuman located near Delhi Gate Metro 

Station around 1:00PM where petitioner Sanjjiiv Kkumaar was denied entry 

into Parisi(Zoroastrian) Fire Temple and was shown a carving at the 

entrance of the Holy Fire Temple that reads ”ZOROASTRIAN FIRE TEMPLE 

ADMISSION TO ZOROASTRIANS ONLY”. Annexure P-5  

URL of Sting Video is at https://youtu.be/HTUMdmrRbqY 

Petitioner felt humiliated as it not just the humiliation of petitioner but of 1.3 

billion Indians as it is akin to the practice of Apartheid and Untouchability and 

Violates Fundamental Rights provided to every citizen of India in Article, 15, 

17, 14, 19, 21 of Constitution of India.  

13.11.2018   Hon’ble Supreme Court in Review Petition R.P.(C) NO. 3358/2018, ordered 

that Applications for the hearing of review petitions in Open Court are 

allowed. All the Review Petitions along with all pending applications will be 

heard in Open Court on 22nd January 2019 before the appropriate Bench. 

We make it clear that there is no stay of the judgment and order of this Court 

dated 28th September 2018 passed in Writ Petition (Civil) No.373 of 2006 

(Indian Young Lawyers Association & Ors. vs. The State of Kerala & Ors.) 

Hence, as Hon’ble Supreme Court refused to Stay Sabarimala Judgement 

and thus, as of now, under Article 141 and 144 of The Constitution of India, 

Sabarimala Judgement of Hon’ble Apex Court is the law of the land and Civil 

and judicial authorities to act in aid of the Supreme Court All authorities, civil 
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and judicial, in the territory of India shall act in aid of the Supreme Court. 

Annexure P-6 

10.12.2018   In W.P.(C) 13285/2018, Deeba Faryal And Ors Vs Government Of NCT Of 

Delhi And Ors, having prayer to this Hon’ble Court “Issue a writ of mandamus 

or any other writ directing the respondents to ensure that all women are 

allowed entry into the main (Sanctum Sanctorum) Darghah of Hazrat 

Nizamuddin in Delhi”  

This very bench of Hon’ble Delhi Court admitted the petition and ordered 

Issue notice to the respondents to show cause as to why rule nisi be not 

issued. Mr. Satyakam, learned ASC accepts notice for the respondent Nos.1 

and 2 and Mr. Jasmeet Singh, learned CGSC accepts notice for the Union 

of India and they seek time to file their respective counter affidavits. On 

petitioners taking steps, let notice be issued to the other respondents, 

returnable on April 11, 2019. List on April 11, 2019. Annexure P-7 

15, 17, 19, 21 of Constitution of India as far as other prayers in this petition 

are concerned. Hence this petition.                                               

                                                                     SYNOPSIS 

1. Firstly, I should mention here that I do not belong to any political party, 

and neither is my petition is politically motivated or influenced by any party, 

race, religion, cast, creed, community or gender. Secularism is one of the 

basic structures of our Indian Constitution. It should not further be divided 

on the basis of religion, caste, creed, community or language. 

I have earlier filed, in this Very Hon’ble Court, PILs Writ Petition for Gender 

neutral rape Laws, Removing loudspeakers atop any religious structures. 

I am not a religious fanatic and I and my NGO Knewmax Benevolent 

Foundation main motto are Justice and Equality for All, Gender Equality 

and Human Rights to Ordinary, Poor, Non-Entitled Children of Mother 

India. 

I respect all the religions because to me God is one.  

Since the beginning of time, there is only two class: one who is in Power 

and one who is not in power. This extrapolates to Rich and Poor, Entitled 

and Not-Entitled, Powerful and Ordinary. Very few people in all religions 

are taking decision for the whole population thinking that they are 
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custodians of the given religions or community. Constitution is Supreme 

and as per Article 13(2)[ Laws inconsistent with or in derogation of the 

fundamental rights] of Constitution of India  which says  “The State shall 

not make any law which takes away or abridges the rights conferred by 

this Part and any law made in contravention of this clause shall, to the 

extent of the contravention, be void” and my petition is driven by our 

constitution. 

2. While Father of The Nation, Our Dear Bapu( Mohandas Karamchand 

Gandhi) was travelling by train to Pretoria, Bapu, despite carrying first 

class ticket, was thrown out of the train by the authorities because a white 

man complained of an Indian sharing space with him. As a response, 

Bapu formed the Natal Indian Congress in 1894. This organization led 

non-violent protests against the oppressive treatment of the white people 

towards the native Africans and Indians in South Africa. Apartheid was a 

system of institutionalized racial segregation that existed in South Africa 

from 1948 until early 1990.   

3. Secularism is one of the basic structures of our Indian Constitution. It 

should not further be divided on the basis of race, religion, caste, creed, 

community, gender or language. 

4. It’s sad and horrifying to see that in a Secular Nation of Mahatma Gandhi, 

Authorities at Delhi Parsi Anjuman located near Delhi Gate Metro Station, 

New Delhi is practising a system of Apartheid, Untouchability and 

Communalism towards Indic Races by not allowing Hindu, Muslim, Sikhs 

etc enter the Sanctum Sanctorum of Fire Temple. It’s not just the 

humiliation of petitioner but of 1.3 billion Indians as it is akin to the practice 

of Apartheid and Untouchability and Violates Fundamental Rights 

provided to every citizen of India in Article, 15, 17, 14, 19, 21 of 

Constitution of India. I must clear here that this is Not Against Our Parsis 

Brothers and Sisters but only against those in Power who are taking 

decisions on our behalf 

5. As far as Fire Temple in Delhi Parsi Anjuman is concerned [PRAYER NO 

1, and 3], the discrimination by the respondent (authorities), is on the basis 

of Race and the practice of Fire Temple Authorities is of the system of 
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Apartheid and Untouchability. Hence on the basis of parity with Hon’ble 

Court Order in W.P.(C) 13285/2018, Deeba Faryal And Ors Vs 

Government Of NCT Of Delhi And Ors, Petitioner most humbly request 

the Hon’ble Court to give him and billions of Indian Justice by admitting 

this petition and sending notice to respondents. These prayers aren’t 

affected by Sabarimala Review Petition as here there isn’t any issue of 

Gender Discrimination pertaining to Right of Pray but the issue is very big 

relating to Racial Discrimination and Untouchability on the basis of Race 

and petitioner craves and pray to handle it on priority and immediate basis.  

6. As far as Prayer 7, 8 and 9 are concern, there is additional violation of 

Article 16(2)[ No citizen shall be discriminated against or be ineligible for 

any employment or office under the state on the ground of sex], Article 51-

A(e)[ It shall be the duty of every citizen of India to renounce practices 

derogatory to the dignity of women] by the respondent read with Article 

14, 15, 17, 19, 21 of Constitution of India. 

Also Prayer 2, 4,5 ,6 aren’t affected by Sabarimala Judgement as Hon’ble 

Supreme Court refused to Stay Sabarimala Judgement and as of now, 

Sabarimala Judgement is law of land. Hence petitioner pray for immediate 

relief and direction to Delhi Police as far as Women entry to fire 

temples/mosque with respect to  Menstruating Women are concerned 
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                    IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

                           (EXTRAORDINARY WRIT JURISDICTION)  

                          WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO.        OF  2018 

              (IN THE MATTER OF A PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION)  

 

 IN THE MATTER OF: 

 SANJJIIV KKUMAAR                                                            …PETITIONER 
 

VERSUS 

GOVT. OF NCT OF DELHI & ORS                                     …RESPONDENT 

 

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA 

IN THE NATURE OF PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION SEEKING AN 

APPROPRIATE WRIT IN THE NATURE OF MANDAMUS OR ANY OTHER 

APPROPRIATE WRIT, ORDER OR DIRECTIONS 

 

To 

THE HON’BLE CHIEF JUSTICE AND HER OTHER COMPANION JUSTICES 

OF THE HON’BLE DELHI HIGH COURT NEW DELHI 

 

                                                                  THE HUMBLE PETITION OF THE 

                                                                         PETITIONER ABOVE NAMED 

 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: 

1. That, the Petitioner is a citizen of India and thus entitled to invoke 

extraordinary writ jurisdiction of the Hon’ble Court under Article 226 of 

the Constitution of India read with Section 151 of C.P.C 

I. That, petitioner is a social activist & Director of an NGO Knewmax 

Benevolent Foundation whose motto is Justice & Equality for All, 

have no personal interest in the litigation and the petition is not 

guided by self-gain or the gain of any other person/institution/ 
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body and there is no motive other than a public interest in filing 

the writ petition. 

II. That, petitioner has filed many PILs and some of the prominent 

ongoing PILs in the Court of Hon’ble Chief Justice of Delhi High 

Court are W.P.(C) 8982/2017 pertaining to "Ban on 

Loudspeakers atop any Religious Structures”, W.P.(C) 

8745/2017 - Gender Neutral Rape Laws. 

III. That, the facts in the writ petition are obtained from newspaper 

reports, Landmark Sabarimala Judgment of Hon’ble Apex Court, 

various Hon’ble High Courts and Supreme Courts Judgements 

from Indian Kanoon, CaseMine, LegalCrystal and other sites like 

Bar & Bench, Live Law, Twitter, Facebook etc followed up by 

painstaking research to correlate and assimilate data.  

IV. That the Writ Petition has been filed for all women and men 

citizens of India. It is humbly submitted that these persons, not 

being privy to all the facts and lacking the skill, resources and 

expertise to do so follow them up, are incapable of accessing the 

Courts themselves. 

V. That, outcome of this writ will affect the Govt of NCT of Delhi , 

Delhi Police,Home Department Govt of India, Delhi Parsi 

Anjuman, The Delhi Orthodox Centre, Roman Catholic 

Archdiocese Of Delhi,  and for the very reason, petitioner has 

made them respondents. Petitioner doesn't think and don’t have 

any knowledge that any other party will be affected by the order 

sought in this writ petition 

VI. That, petitioner, is highly respected and qualified professional 

having done his B.Tech(Computer Science), M.Tech(Computer 

Science & Engineering) from a renowned Jawaharlal Nehru 

University, New Delhi. After being in the IT Professional field for 
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a decade in India and Overseas, petitioner devotes most part of 

his time, as Social Activist, for public cause mainly in Justice and 

Equality for All, Human Rights, Social Reforms, Gender Equality 

through its NGO Knewmax Benevolent Foundation. Petitioner is 

committed to the public cause. The petitioner has the means to 

pay the cost, if any, imposed by this Hon’ble Court. 

VII. That, Lastly, I also mention here that I do not belong to any 

political party, and neither is my petition is politically motivated or 

influenced by any party, race, religion , cast, creed or gender. 

Secularism is one of the basic structures of our Indian 

Constitution. It should not further be divided on the basis of 

religion, caste, creed, community or language. 

I have earlier filed PIL Writ Petition for Gender neutral rape Laws, 

Removing loudspeakers atop any religious structures.  

I am not a religious fanatic and I and my NGO Knewmax 

Benevolent Foundation main motto are Justice and Equality for 

All, Gender Equality and Human Rights.  

I respect all the religions because to me God is one. Since the 

beginning of time, there is only two class: one who is in Power 

and one who is not in power. This extrapolates to Rich and Poor, 

Entitled and Not-Entitled, Powerful and Ordinary. Very few people 

in all religions are taking decision thinking that they are 

custodians of the given reason. Constitution is Supreme and as 

per Article 13(2)[ Laws inconsistent with or in derogation of the 

fundamental rights] of Constitution of India  which says  “The 

State shall not make any law which takes away or abridges the 

rights conferred by this Part and any law made in contravention 

of this clause shall, to the extent of the contravention, be void”. 

and my petition is driven by our constitution. 
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That, the instant petition, under Article 226 of the Constitution of India 

read with Section 151 of CPC, seeks the following: 

 

(A). To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other appropriate 

writ, order or directions, to the respondent Number 1, 2, 3  to ensure 

and to grant sufficient police protection to any Indian to pray at 

Sanctum Sanctorum of Fire Temple in Delhi Parsi Anjuman 

preventing respondent 4 from interfering with the right of the billion 

Indians to pray at Sanctum Sanctorum of Fire Temple at Delhi Parsi 

Anjuman. 

(B). To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other appropriate 

writ, order or directions, to the respondent No 4 to ensure that 

Menstruating/Non-Menstruating Women of any religion can enter 

and Pray at Sanctum Sanctorum of Zoroastrian Fire Temple in Delhi 

Parsi Anjuman   

(C). To declare the practice of prohibition on men and women 

(Menstruating/Non-Menstruating) of Any Religion for their entry 

inside the Sanctum Sanctorum of holy Fire Temple at Delhi Parsi 

Anjuman to be illegal and unconstitutional. 

(D). To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other appropriate 

writ, order or directions or declaration, to the Respondent No 7 to 

ensure that Menstruating/Non-Menstruating Women of any religion 

can enter and Pray at Delhi Jama Masjid along with men on 

Friday(Salat) and Non-Friday Prayers and denial of the same will be 

deemed as Unconstitutional and will attract Penal Provisions 

(E). To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other appropriate 

writ, order or directions or declaration to the Respondent No 7 to 

ensure that Women of Muslim religion can observe fast & offer prayer 
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in Delhi Jama Masjd during menstruation and denial of the same will 

be deemed as Unconstitutional and will attract Penal Provisions. 

(F). To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other appropriate 

writ, order or directions or declaration to the respondents no 1 to 3 to 

ensure to implement the rule and policy that Women of Hindu religion 

can observe fast, enter kitchen, offer prayers or go to any place 

during menstruation and denial of the same will be deemed as 

Unconstitutional (Right to Bodily Integrity in Right to Privacy 

judgement) and will attract Penal Provisions.  

(G). To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other appropriate 

writ, order or directions or declaration, to the Respondent No 4 to 

ensure to implement the rule and policy so that Women Professing 

Zoroastrian/Parsi Religion can be Ordained to Priest and to declare 

that Act of Non-Ordination of the same will be held Unconstitutional 

and attract Penal Provisions. 

(H). To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other appropriate 

writ, order or directions or declaration, to the Respondent No 7 to 

ensure to implement the rule and policy so that Women Professing 

Islam Religion can be Ordained to Imam of Delhi Jama Masjid and 

can lead mixed gender congregation of Friday Salat (prayer) and 

Non-Friday prayers and to declare that Act of Non-Ordination of the 

same will be held Unconstitutional and attract Penal Provisions. 

(I). To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other appropriate 

writ, order or directions or declaration, to the Respondent No 5 and 

6 to ensure to implement rule and policy so that Women Professing 

Christianity Religion in Orthodox and Catholic Parishes can be 

Ordained to Priest, Bishop, Deacon, Archbishops, Metropolitan and 

to declare that Act of Non-Ordination of the same will be held 

Unconstitutional and attract Penal Provisions. 
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(J). Pass such other and further orders as this Hon'ble Court may deem 

just and proper in the facts and circumstances of the case. 

 

2. That, for sake of clarity and readability, the petition has been divided into 

sections given below: 

A FACTUAL MATRIX 

B CULTURE, RELIGION AND MENSTRUATION & ORDINATION 

           OF WOMEN 

C CAUSE OF ACTION  

D GROUNDS  

E PRAYER  

 

     A FACTUAL MATRIX           

3. That, on 28th September 2018, in a historic judgement, a constitutional 

bench headed by Hon’ble Chief Justice of India His Excellencies 

Justices Deepak Mishra, R F Nariman, A M Khanwilkar, D Y 

Chandrachud and Smt. Indu Malhotra, in Writ Petition(Civil) No. 373 of 

2006, in a majority 4:1 ratio, ruled in favour of lifting the ban on women 

entering Sabarimala temple. Hon’ble CJI Dipak Misra and Hon’ble 

Justices Khanwilkar, Nariman and Chandrachud found the practice 

discriminatory in nature and that it violates women's Right to Pray. 

4. Hon’ble CJI said that devotion cannot be subjected to discrimination. 

"Patriarchal rules have to change. Patriarchy in religion cannot be 

allowed to trump right to pray and practice religion". Hon’ble Justice 

Khanwilkar concurred with the CJI's verdict. 

5. That, the Opening sentence of the historic Judgment of the 5 Judges 

Constitutional Bench of the Hon’ble Apex Court of India in the 

Sabarimala Case is as follows: 

“The irony that is nurtured by the society is to impose a rule, however 
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unjustified, and proffer explanation or justification to substantiate the 

substratum of the said rule. Mankind, since time immemorial, has been 

searching for explanation or justification to substantiate a point of view 

that hurts humanity. The theoretical human values remain on paper. 

Historically, women have been treated with inequality and that is why 

many have fought for their rights. Susan B. Anthony, known for her 

feminist activity, succinctly puts, "Men, their rights, and nothing more; 

women, their rights, and nothing less. It is a clear message” 

6. That, Hon’ble Justice Chandrachud said: "Religion cannot be used as 

cover to deny rights of worship to women and it is also against human 

dignity." "Prohibition on women is due to non-religious reasons and it is 

a grim shadow of discrimination going on for centuries." 

7. That, Hon’ble Apex Court was pleased to hold in Right to Pray Sabrimala 

judgement that “The term 'morality' occurring in Article 25(1) of the 

Constitution cannot be viewed with a narrow lens so as to confine the 

sphere of definition of morality to what an individual, a section or 

religious sect may perceive the term to mean. Since the Constitution has 

been adopted and given by the people of this country to themselves, the 

term public morality in Article 25 has to be appositely understood as 

being synonymous with constitutional morality” 

8. That, Hon’ble Apex Court was pleased to hold in Right to Pray Sabrimala 

judgement in para 177(Concurring Judgement of His Lordship Mr. 

Justice R.F. Nariman in Paragraph 177 of 2018 SCC Online SC 1690) 

that “The facts, as they emerge from the writ petition and the aforesaid 

affidavits, are sufficient for us to dispose of this writ petition on the points 

raised before us. I, therefore, concur in the judgment of the learned Chief 

Justice of India in allowing the writ petition, and declare that the custom 

or usage of prohibiting women between the ages of 10 to 50 years from 

entering the Sabarimala temple is violative of Article 25(1) and violative 
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of the Kerala Hindu Places of Public Worship (Authorisation of Entry) 

Act, 1965 made under Article 25(2)(b) of the Constitution. Further, it is 

also declared that Rule 3(b) of the Kerala Hindu Places of Public 

Worship (Authorisation of Entry) Rules, 1965 is unconstitutional being 

violative of Article 25(1) and Article 15(1) of the Constitution of India.” 

9. That, it is respectfully submitted that, in Para 296 of the Judgement(The 

Concurring Judgement of His Lordship Mr Justice Dr Dhananjaya Y 

Chandrachud in Paragraph 296 of 2018 SCC Online SC 1690), it was 

held by the Hon'ble Apex Court that: 

“I hold and declare that: 

a) A claim for the exclusion of women from religious worship, 

even if it be founded in religious text, is subordinate to the 

constitutional values of liberty, dignity and equality. Exclusionary 

practices are contrary to constitutional morality. 

b) The social exclusion of women, based on menstrual status, is 

a form of untouchability which is an anathema to constitutional 

values. Notions of “purity and pollution”, which stigmatize 

individuals, have no place in a constitutional order; 

10. That, it is respectfully submitted that, Smt Smriti Z Irani, Union Cabinet 

Minister of Textiles, Government of India. Member of Parliament, Rajya 

Sabha representing the state of Gujarat, on 23rd October 2018, in her 

tweet( Twitter Profile https://twitter.com/smritiirani revealed that “As a 

practising Hindu married to a practising Zoroastrian I am not allowed to 
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enter a fire temple to pray” 

  

11. That, Smt Smriti Z Irani, also revealed that “Parsi or non Parsi 

menstruating women irrespective of age DO NOT go to a Fire Temple.” 

 

  

12. That, on 30th September 2018, Senior Advocate Smt Indira Jaising , who 

was a lawyer for the intervenor “Happy To Bleed”, a collective of young 

feminists fighting against menstrual taboo led by Nikita Azad , tweeted( 

Twitter Profile https://twitter.com/IJaising) that “Menstruation is the 

body’s way of maintaining a reproductive balance and cannot be the 

basis of social exclusion. Thrilled that Justice DY Chandrachud 

accepted my argument it is a form of untouchability” 

 

 

13. That, on 28th September 2018, Senior Advocate Smt Indira Jaising 

retweeted the tweet of Krishnadas Rajagoapal “J. Chandrachud does 
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the unbelievable!. Holds any customs, usages in personal law 

derogatory to fundamental rights should be quashed. This directly 

confronts the so far 'untouchable' #NarsuAppaMali judgment which 

makes personal practices in religions outside the ambit of law. 

 

 

14. That, petitioner filed a Public Interest Litigation Writ Petition W.P( C ) - 

11971/2018 in Hon’ble Delhi High Court. The petition was heard on 2nd 

November 2018 and was dismissed for want of territorial jurisdiction and 

merit of the petition was never adjudicated in the Petition W.P( C ) - 

11971/2018. Annexure P-4 

15. That, as the petitioner PIL W.P.(C) 11971/2018 wasn’t dismissed on the 

merit, Petitioner reached the Delhi Parsi Anjuman located near Delhi 

Gate Metro Station around 1:00 PM where petitioner Sanjjiiv Kkumaar 

was denied entry into Parisi(Zoroastrian) Fire Temple and was shown a 

carving at the entrance of the Fire Temple that reads ”ZOROASTRIAN 

FIRE TEMPLE ADMISSION TO ZOROASTRIANS ONLY”. Annexure 

P-5. The URL of the sting video is https://youtu.be/HTUMdmrRbqY 

16. That, Hon’ble Supreme Court in Review Petition R.P.(C) NO. 

3358/2018, ordered that Applications for the hearing of review petitions 

in Open Court are allowed. All the Review Petitions along with all 

pending applications will be heard in Open Court on 22nd January 2019 

before the appropriate Bench. We make it clear that there is no stay of 

the judgment and order of this Court dated 28th September 2018 passed 
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in Writ Petition (Civil) No.373 of 2006 (Indian Young Lawyers 

Association & Ors. vs. The State of Kerala & Ors.) 

17. That, Hon’ble Supreme Court refuses to Stay Sabarimala Judgement 

and thus, as of now, under Article 141 and 144 of The Constitution of 

India, Sabarimala Judgement of Hon’ble Apex Court is the law of the 

land and Civil and judicial authorities to act in aid of the Supreme Court 

All authorities, civil and judicial, in the territory of India shall act in aid of 

the Supreme Court. Annexure P-6 

18. In W.P.(C) 13285/2018, Deeba Faryal And Ors Vs Government Of NCT 

Of Delhi And Ors, having prayer to this Hon’ble Court “Issue a writ of 

mandamus or any other writ directing the respondents to ensure that all 

women are allowed entry into the main (Sanctum Sanctorum) Darghah 

of Hazrat Nizamuddin in Delhi”  

This very bench of Hon’ble Delhi Court admitted the petition and ordered 

Issue notice to the respondents to show cause as to why rule nisi be not 

issued. Mr. Satyakam, learned ASC accepts notice for the respondent 

Nos.1 and 2 and Mr. Jasmeet Singh, learned CGSC accepts notice for 

the Union of India and they seek time to file their respective counter 

affidavits. On petitioners taking steps, let notice be issued to the other 

respondents, returnable on April 11, 2019. List on April 11, 2019. 

Annexure P-7 

19. That, Petitioner faced a similar issue but here issue is very big compared 

to Gender discrimination. That, as far as Fire Temple is concerned, the 

discrimination is on the basis of Race and the practice of Fire Temple 

Authorities are the practice of  Apartheid and Untouchability. Hence on 

the basis of parity with Hon’ble Court Order in W.P.(C) 13285/2018, 

Deeba Faryal And Ors Vs Government Of NCT Of Delhi And Ors, 

Petitioner most humbly request the Hon’ble Court to give him and billions 
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of Indian Justice by admitting this petition and sending notice to 

respondents. 

20. That, the famous historian, writer and widely acclaimed constitutional 

expert Dr Durga Das Basu in his book “ Introduction to the Constitution 

of India” on page 130, has defined the Secular State/Secularism. He 

says “India, under the constitution, is a “Secular State”, i.e, a State which 

observes an “Attitude of Neutrality and Impartiality towards all religions” 

The State will neither establish a religion of its own nor confer any 

special patronage upon any particular religion. 

21. That, revelation of Smt Smiriti Z Irani pertaining  to Denial of Right to 

Pray to Menstruating women of Zoroastrian/Parsi and also Denial of 

Right of Pray to Non Parsi or Non Zoroastrian M Menstruating/Non-M 

Menstruating women, Smt Indira Jaising expressing her thrill that her 

argument of equating of Denial of Right To Pray(Sabarimala Temple) of 

Menstruating Women is a form of Untouchability( banned by Article 17 

of the Constitution of India),  was accepted by His Excellency Mr Justice  

D Y Chandrachud, and  Dr D D Basu definition of Secular 

State/Secularism, convinced the petitioner that he has prima facie case 

for the PIL as State is Conferring a special patronage to Hindu 

Menstruating/Non- Menstruating Hindu Women and Hence Practicing 

Non-Secularism/Pseudo-Secularism/Communalism by not giving the 

same patronage(right to privileges, equality, protection) to Women from 

Other Religions, thus Violating Article 14, 15, 17, 19, 21 of the 

Constitution of India. 

22. That, on 29th October 2018, Hon’ble Kerala High Court Observed in a 

Writ Petition that  “The hill shrine of Sabarimala is a symbol of secularism 

and devotees of all religions can enter it, the Kerala High Court observed 

on Monday dismissing a BJP leader’s demand to impose a ban on non-
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Hindus in the temple, saying such demands will disrupt the state’s 

secular fabric”. Annexure - 2 

 

    B CULTURE, RELIGION AND MENSTRUATION & ORDINATION 

           OF WOMEN 

23. That, Culture and menstruation are about cultural aspects surrounding 

how society views menstruation. A "menstrual taboo" is any social taboo 

concerned with menstruation. In some societies it involves menstruation 

being perceived as unclean or embarrassing, inhibiting even the 

mention of menstruation whether in public (in the media and advertising) 

or in private (among friends, in the household, or with men). Many 

traditional religions consider menstruation ritually unclean, although 

anthropologists point out that the concepts 'sacred' and 'unclean' may 

be intimately connected. 

24. That, the word "menstruation" is etymologically related to "moon". The 

terms "menstruation" and "menses" are derived from the Latin mensis 

(month), which in turn relates to the Greek mene (moon) and to the roots 

of the English words month and moon. 

25. That, according to the anthropologists Buckley and Gottlieb, cross-

cultural study shows that, while taboos about menstruation are nearly 

universal, and while many of these involve notions of uncleanliness, 

numerous menstrual traditions "bespeak quite different, even opposite, 

purposes and meanings." In some traditional societies, menstrual rituals 

are experienced by women as protective and empowering, offering 

women a space set apart from the male gaze and from unwanted sexual 

or domestic pressures and demands. 

26. That, an instructive example is provided by the anthropologist Wynne 

Maggi, who describes the communal bashali (large menstrual house) of 

women in the Kalasha Valley (now northwestern Pakistan) as their 'most 
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holy place', respected by men, and serving as women's all-female 

organizing centre for establishing and maintaining gender solidarity and 

power. According to one body of cultural evolutionary scholarship, the 

idea that menstrual blood marks the body as periodically sacred was 

initially established by female coalitions in their own interests, although 

later, with the rise of cattle-ownership and patriarchal power, these same 

beliefs and taboos were harnessed by religious patriarchs to intensify 

women's oppression 

27. That, in some historic cultures, a menstruating woman was considered 

sacred and powerful, with increased psychic abilities, and strong enough 

to heal the sick. According to the Cherokee, menstrual blood was a 

source of feminine strength and had the power to destroy enemies. In 

Ancient Rome, Pliny the Elder wrote that a menstruating woman who 

uncovers her body can scare away hailstorms, whirlwinds and lightning. 

If she strips naked and walks around the field, caterpillars, worms and 

beetles fall off the ears of corn. Menstrual blood is viewed as especially 

dangerous to men's power. In Africa, menstrual blood is used in the most 

powerful magic charms in order to both purify and destroy. Mayan 

mythology explains the origin of menstruation as a punishment for 

violating the social rules governing marital alliance. The menstrual blood 

turns into snakes and insects used in black sorcery before the Maya 

moon goddess is reborn from it. 

28. That, in Buddhism (Theravada or Hinayana) menstruation is viewed as 

"a natural physical excretion that women have to go through on a 

monthly basis, nothing more or less". In Nichiren Buddhism (Japan) 

menstruation is not considered a spiritual obstacle to religious practice, 

although a menstruating woman may choose not to bow, for comfort. 

29. That, in Christianity, most Christian denominations do not follow any 

specific rituals or rules related to menstruation. Some denominations 
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follow the rules laid out in the Holiness Code section of Leviticus, 

somewhat similar to the Jewish ritual of Niddah. Though some church 

fathers defended the exclusion of women from ministry based on a 

notion of uncleanness. Others held that purity laws should be discarded 

as part of the Old Covenant. 

30. That, in Hinduism, menstruating women are traditionally considered 

ritually impure and given rules to follow. During menstruation, women 

are not allowed to “enter the kitchen and temples", wear flowers, have 

sex, touch other males or females.” Women themselves are seen as 

impure and polluted and are often isolated as untouchables, unable to 

return to their family, for the length of their period. 

However, in orthodox or Brahmin Hindu families, menstruating women 

are asked to stay away from domestic activities for a period of 4 days, 

and even physical intimacy is prohibited. In very conservative Brahmin 

households, women have a separate room to stay in, separate plates 

and cutlery, and do not enter the kitchen or any sacred section of the 

house. Brahmin women who are into activities such as singing, tailoring 

or art, do not touch their tools for these three days. Any festival or 

occasion that comes during the woman's time out of the house, is 

negotiated discreetly. On the third day, after the Brahmin woman takes 

a ritual bath, she is considered cleansed and may resume her normal 

routine. This often described as a spiritual practice, but is usually only 

found in Brahmin families - most other subcultures require the women 

to carry on as normal. 

31. That, in Islam, during menstrual periods, women are excused from 

performing prayers. They should not fast and left over fasts of Ramadan 

are to be completed during other days. During menses pilgrimages are 

allowed; however, circumambulation of the Kaaba is prohibited and is to 

be performed during other times. Respect for women on their period is 
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valued. They are advised to not enter the praying place of the mosque 

without any important purpose but are encouraged to be present at 

Muslims gatherings and festivals (Eids). After the period, a bath (Ghusl), 

which is also required of both partners after sex, is also required before 

prayer may continue. 

Scholars argue that menstruating women are in a state in which they are 

unable to maintain wudhu, and are therefore prohibited from touching 

the Arabic version of the Qur'an. Similarly, other biological and 

involuntary functions such as vomiting, bleeding, sexual intercourse, 

and going to the bathroom invalidate one's wudhu. 

Menstruating women are also prohibited from engaging in tawaf during 

Hajj. When A'isha wept to Muhammad when she was not able to perform 

Tawaf on her menses, Holy Prophet Muhammad responded, "This is a 

thing which Allah has ordained for the daughters of Adam. So do what 

all the pilgrims do with the exception of the Tawaf (Circumambulation) 

round the Ka'ba." 

32. That, in Sikhism, the woman is given equal status to a man and is 

regarded as pure as man is. The Sikh gurus teach that one cannot be 

pure by washing his body but the purity of mind is the real pureness. 

They are not called pure, who sit down after merely washing their 

bodies. Guru Nānak, the founder of Sikhism, condemned the practice of 

treating women as impure while menstruating. 

In Sikhism, the menstrual cycle is not considered a pollutant. Certainly, 

it can have a physical and physiological effect on the woman. 

Nonetheless, this is not considered a hindrance to her wanting to pray 

or accomplish her religious duties fully. The Guru makes it very clear 

that the menstrual cycle is a God-given process. The blood of a woman 

is required for the creation of any human being. The requirement of the 

mother's blood is fundamental to life. Thus, the menstrual cycle is 
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certainly an essential and God-given biological process. In other faiths, 

blood is considered a pollutant. However, the Guru rejects such ideas. 

Those who are impure from within are the truly impure ones. 

33. That, in Jainism, Woman's menstrual blood is considered to be impure 

in several important Jain texts. The bleeding that occurs in menstruation 

is thought to kill micro-organisms in the body, making the female body 

less non-violent than the male body—although that idea does not have 

any scientific support. Jainism does not permit women to cook or attend 

temples while menstruating. 

34. That, the ordination of women to ministerial or priestly office is an 

increasingly common practice among some major religious groups of 

the present time. 

35. That, in Hinduism, Gargi Vachaknavi is one of the earliest known woman 

sage from the Vedic period. Gargi composed several hymns that 

questioned the origin of all existence. She is mentioned in the Sixth and 

the Eighth Brahmana of Brihadaranyaka Upanishad, where the 

brahmayajna, a philosophic congress organized by King Janaka of 

Videha is described, she challenged the sage Yajnavalkya with 

perturbing questions on the Atman (soul). 

Bhairavi Brahmani is a guru of Sri Ramakrishna. She initiated 

Ramakrishna into Tantra. Under her guidance, Ramakrishna went 

through sixty-four major tantric sadhanas which were completed in 

1863. 

In 2014 an all-female akhada (a group of sadhus) was formed; it is 

believed to be the first such group in India. 

Ramakrishna Sarada Mission is the modern 21st-century monastic 

order for women. The order was conducted under the guidance of the 

Ramakrishna monks until 1959, at which time it became entirely 
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independent. It currently has centres in various parts of India, and also 

in Sydney, Australia. 

36. That, there are two types of Hindu priests, purohits and pujaris. Both 

women and men are ordained as purohits and pujaris. Chanda Vyas, 

born in Kenya, was Britain's first female Hindu priest. 

Furthermore, both men and women are Hindu gurus. Shakti Durga, 

formerly known as Kim Fraser, was Australia's first female guru. 

37. That, in Buddhism, The tradition of the ordained monastic community in 

Buddhism (the sangha) began with the Buddha, who established an 

order of monks.According to the scriptures, later, after an initial 

reluctance, he also established an order of nuns. Fully ordained 

Buddhist nuns are called bhikkhunis. Mahapajapati Gotami, the aunt 

and foster mother of Buddha, was the first bhikkhuni; she was ordained 

in the sixth-century B.C.E. 

Prajñādhara is the twenty-seventh Indian Patriarch of Zen Buddhism 

and is believed to have been a woman. 

Ani Pema Chodron, an American woman who was ordained as a 

bhikkhuni (a fully ordained Buddhist nun) in a lineage of Tibetan 

Buddhism in 1981. Pema Chödrön was the first American woman to be 

ordained as a Buddhist nun in the Tibetan Buddhist tradition. 

Also in 2006, for the first time in American history, a Buddhist ordination 

was held where an American woman (Sister Khanti-Khema) took the 

Samaneri (novice) vows with an American monk (Bhante Vimalaramsi) 

presiding. This was done for the Buddhist American Forest Tradition at 

the Dhamma Sukha Meditation Center in Missouri. 

38. That, in Christianity, in the liturgical traditions of Christianity, including 

the Roman Catholic Church, Eastern and Oriental Orthodoxy, 

Lutheranism and Anglicanism, the term ordination refers more narrowly 

to the means by which a person is included in one of the orders of 
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bishops, priests or deacons. This is distinguished from the process of 

consecration to religious orders, namely nuns and monks, which are 

open to women and men. Some Protestant denominations understand 

ordination more generally as the acceptance of a person for pastoral 

work. 

Historians Gary Macy, Kevin Madigan and Carolyn Osiek claim to have 

identified documented instances of ordained women in the Early 

Church. Paul's letter to the Romans, written in the first century AD, 

mentions a woman deacon: I commend to you our sister Phoebe, a 

deacon of the church in Cenchreae 

It remains a controversial issue in certain Christian denominations 

where "ordination" (the process by which a person is understood to be 

consecrated and set apart by God for the administration of various 

religious rites) has for almost 2,000 years been limited only to 

men(Priest, Bishop, Deacon). 

The teaching of the Roman Catholic Church, as emphasised by Pope 

John Paul II in the apostolic letter Ordinatio Sacerdotalis, is "that the 

Church has no authority whatsoever to confer priestly ordination on 

women and that this judgement is to be definitively held by all the 

Church's faithful".This teaching is embodied in the current canon law  

and the Catechism of the Catholic Church (1992), by the canonical 

statement: "Only a baptized man (Latin: vir) validly receives sacred 

ordination."Insofar as priestly and episcopal ordination are concerned, 

the Roman Catholic Church teaches that this requirement is a matter of 

divine law; it belongs to the deposit of faith and is unchangeable. 

The Orthodox Church follows a line of reasoning similar to that of the 

Roman Catholic Church with respect to the ordination of bishops and 

priests and does not allow women's ordination to those orders. 

Most Protestant denominations require pastors, ministers, deacons, and 
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elders to be formally ordained. The early Protestant reformer Martin 

Bucer, for instance, cited Ephesians 4 and other Pauline letters in 

support of this. While the process of ordination varies among the 

denominations and the specific church office to be held, it may require 

preparatory training such as seminary or Bible college, election by the 

congregation or appointment by a higher authority, and expectations of 

a lifestyle that requires a higher standard. For example, the Good News 

Translation of James 3:1 says, "My friends, not many of you should 

become teachers. As you know, we teachers will be judged with greater 

strictness than others. 

Over the last century, an increasing number of denominations have 

begun ordaining women. The Church of England appointed female lay 

readers during the First World War. Later the United Church of Canada 

in 1936 (Lydia Emelie Gruchy) and the American United Methodist 

Church in 1956 also began to ordain women. The first female Moderator 

of the United Church of Canada — a position open to both ministers and 

laypeople — was the Rev. Lois Miriam Wilson, who served 1980-1982. 

In 1918, Alma Bridwell White, head of the Pillar of Fire Church, became 

the first woman to be ordained a bishop in the United States. 

Today, over half of all American Protestant denominations ordain 

women, but some restrict the official positions a woman can hold. For 

instance, some ordain women for the military or hospital chaplaincy but 

prohibit them from serving in congregational roles. Over one-third of all 

seminary students (and in some seminaries nearly half) are female 

In 2007, the Holy See issued a decree stating that attempted ordination 

of a woman would result in automatic excommunication for the women 

and bishops attempting to ordain them, and in 2010, that attempted 

ordination of women is a "grave delict". 

In some cases, women have been permitted to be ordained, but not to 
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hold higher positions, such as (until July 2014) that of the bishop in the 

Church of England but still, figuratively Priest, Bishop, Deacon post are 

limited to Men only. 

In 2018, Melissa M. Skelton, Bishop of the Diocese of New Westminster 

became the first woman to be elected an Archbishop in the Anglican 

Church of Canada and the second woman in the Anglican Communion 

with the title Archbishop. 

This proves that the Holy Jesus never told that women cannot be 

ordinated to become Priest, Deacons, Bishops or Archbishops and 

women’s ordination is not Anti- Christianity. Annexure P-2 

 

39. That, in Islam, Although Muslims do not formally ordain religious leaders, 

the imam serves as a spiritual leader and religious authority. There is a 

current controversy among Muslims on the circumstances in which 

women may act as imams—that is, lead a congregation in salat (prayer). 

Three of the four Sunni schools, as well as many Shia, agree that a 

woman may lead a congregation consisting of women alone in prayer, 

although the Maliki school does not allow this. According to all currently 

existing traditional schools of Islam, a woman cannot lead a mixed 

gender congregation in salat (prayer). Some schools make exceptions 

for Tarawih (optional Ramadan prayers) or for a congregation consisting 

only of close relatives. Certain medieval scholars—including Al-Tabari 

(838–932), Abu Thawr (764–854), Al-Muzani (791–878), and Ibn Arabi 

(1165–1240)—considered the practice permissible at least for optional 

(nafila) prayers; however, their views are not accepted by any major 

surviving group.  

Islamic feminists have begun to protest this and Now there is a change 

in many countries. 

Bar & Bench (www.barandbench.com)



 
 

In 1994, Amina Wadud, (an Islamic studies professor at Virginia 

Commonwealth University, born in the United States), became the first 

woman in South Africa to deliver the jum'ah khutbah (Friday sermon), 

which she did at the Claremont Main Road Mosque in Cape Town, South 

Africa. 

In 2004 20-year-old Maryam Mirza delivered the second half of the Eid 

al-Fitr khutbah at the Etobicoke mosque in Toronto, Ontario, Canada, 

run by the United Muslim Association. 

In 2004, in Canada, Yasmin Shadeer led the night 'Isha prayer for a 

mixed-gender (men as well as women praying and hearing the sermon) 

congregation. This is the first recorded occasion in modern times where 

a woman led a congregation in prayer in a mosque. 

On March 18, 2005, Amina Wadud gave a sermon and led Friday 

prayers for a Muslim congregation consisting of men as well as women, 

with no curtain dividing the men and women. Another woman, Suheyla 

El-Attar, sounded the call to prayer while not wearing a headscarf at that 

same event. This was done in the Synod House of the Cathedral of St. 

John the Divine in New York after mosques refused to host the event. 

This was the first known time that a woman had led a mixed-gender 

Muslim congregation in prayer in American history. 

In April 2005, Raheel Raza, born in Pakistan, led Toronto's first woman-

led mixed-gender Friday prayer service, delivering the sermon and 

leading the prayers of the mixed-gender congregation organized by the 

Muslim Canadian Congress to celebrate Earth Day in the backyard of 

the downtown Toronto home of activist Tarek Fatah. 

On July 1, 2005, Pamela Taylor, a Muslim convert since 1986, became 

the first woman to lead Friday prayers in a Canadian mosque and did so 

for a congregation of both men and women. Pamela Taylor is an 

American convert to Islam and co-chair of the New York-based 
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Progressive Muslim Union.In addition to leading the prayers, Taylor also 

gave a sermon on the importance of equality among people regardless 

of gender, race, sexual orientation and disability. 

In October 2005, Amina Wadud led a mixed-gender Muslim 

congregational prayer in Barcelona. 

In 2008, Pamela Taylor gave the Friday khutbah and led the mixed-

gender prayers in Toronto at the UMA mosque at the invitation of the 

Muslim Canadian Congress on Canada Day. 

On 17 October 2008, Amina Wadud became the first woman to lead a 

mixed-gender Muslim congregation in prayer in the United Kingdom 

when she performed the Friday prayers at Oxford's Wolfson College. 

                      In 2010, Raheel Raza, a Pakistani-Canadian journalist, author, public 

speaker, media consultant, anti-racism activist, and interfaith discussion 

leader, became the first Muslim-born woman to lead a mixed-gender 

British congregation through Friday prayers and deliver the Khutbah. 

This proves that leading of mixed-gender congregation through Friday 

prayers and deliver the Khutbah  by women is not Anti-Islam or anti –

Qur’anic  Annexure P-1 

In 2014, Afra Jalabi, a Syrian Canadian journalist and peace advocate 

delivered Eid ul-Adha khutbah at Noor cultural centre in Toronto, 

Canada. 

This shows that Muslim women have leading mixed-gender 

congregation through Friday Prayers(Salat) 

 

40. That, Sikhism does not have priests, which were abolished by Guru 

Gobind Singh, as the guru had seen that institution become corrupt in 

society during his time. Instead, he appointed the Guru Granth Sahib, 

the Sikh holy book, as his successor as Guru instead of a possibly 

fallible human. Due to the faith's belief in complete equality, women can 
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participate in any religious function, perform any Sikh ceremony or lead 

the congregation in prayer.A Sikh woman has the right to become a 

Granthi, Ragi, and one of the Panj Piare (5 beloved) and both men and 

women are considered capable of reaching the highest levels of 

spirituality. 

 

D    CAUSE OF ACTION 

 

41. That, on 28th September 2018, in a historic judgement,  a constitutional 

bench headed by Hon’ble Chief Justice of India His Excellencies 

Justices Deepak Mishra, R F Nariman, A M Khanwilkar, D Y 

Chandrachud and Smt. Indu Malhotra, in Writ Petition(Civil) No. 373 of 

2006, in a majority 4:1 ratio, ruled in favour of lifting the ban on women 

entering Sabarimala temple. Hon’ble CJI Dipak Misra and Hon’ble 

Justices Khanwilkar, Nariman and Chandrachud found the practice 

discriminatory in nature and that it violates women's Right to Pray. 

42. Hon’ble CJI said that devotion cannot be subjected to discrimination. 

"Patriarchal rules have to change. Patriarchy in religion cannot be 

allowed to trump right to pray and practise religion". Hon’ble Justice 

Khanwilkar concurred with the CJI's verdict. 

43. That, the Opening sentence of the historic Judgment of the 5 Judges 

Constitutional Bench of the Hon’ble Apex Court of India in the 

Sabarimala Case is as follows: 

“The irony that is nurtured by the society is to impose a rule, however 

unjustified, and proffer explanation or justification to substantiate the 

substratum of the said rule. Mankind, since time immemorial, has been 

searching for explanation or justification to substantiate a point of view 

that hurts humanity. The theoretical human values remain on paper. 
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Historically, women have been treated with inequality and that is why 

many have fought for their rights. Susan B. Anthony, known for her 

feminist activity, succinctly puts, "Men, their rights, and nothing more; 

women, their rights, and nothing less. It is a clear message” 

44. That, Hon’ble Justice Chandrachud said: "Religion cannot be used as 

cover to deny rights of worship to women and it is also against human 

dignity." "Prohibition on women is due to non-religious reasons and it is 

a grim shadow of discrimination going on for centuries." 

45. That, it is respectfully submitted that, in Para 296 of the Judgement(The 

Concurring Judgement of His Lordship Mr. Justice Dr Dhananjaya Y 

Chandrachud in Paragraph 296 of 2018 SCC Online SC 1690), it was 

held by the Hon'ble Apex Court that: 

“I hold and declare that: 

a) A claim for the exclusion of women from religious worship, 

even if it be founded in religious text, is subordinate to the 

constitutional values of liberty, dignity and equality. Exclusionary 

practices are contrary to constitutional morality. 

b) The social exclusion of women, based on menstrual status, is 

a form of untouchability which is an anathema to constitutional 

values. Notions of “purity and pollution”, which stigmatize 

individuals, have no place in a constitutional order; 

46. That, Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, in its 9 Bench Constitutional 

Bench Ruling in Writ Petition (Civil) No 494 of 2012, has ruled that  Right 

of Privacy(hereinafter “Privacy Ruling”), is now a Fundamental Right. 

That, Privacy Ruling, has made Right to Privacy intrinsic to life and 

liberty under Article 21 of the Constitution of India. Hon’ble Apex Court 

ruled that: 

“The right to privacy is a fundamental right. It is a right which protects 

the inner sphere of the individual from interference from both State, and 
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non-State actors and allows the individuals to make autonomous life 

choices” 

The crucial consideration is that a woman's right to privacy, dignity and 

bodily integrity should be respected.  

 

47. That, Right to Pray(Sabarimala Judgement) and Right to Privacy now 

being a Fundamental Right has changed the contour of some existing 

Acts and Rules and made them Unconstitutional and Void. Under Article 

141, 144 of the Constitution of India same need to be implemented by 

state and enforced by Hon’ble Courts. Hence the cause of the action for 

the present writ. 

48. That, on 10.12.2018, in W.P.(C) 13285/2018, Deeba Faryal And Ors Vs 

Government Of NCT Of Delhi And Ors, having prayer to this Hon’ble 

Court “Issue a writ of mandamus or any other writ directing the 

respondents to ensure that all women are allowed entry into the main 

(Sanctum Sanctorum) Darghah of Hazrat Nizamuddin in Delhi”  

This very bench of Hon’ble Delhi Court, admitted the petition and 

ordered Issue notice to the respondents to show cause as to why rule 

nisi be not issued. Mr. Satyakam, learned ASC accepts notice for the 

respondent Nos.1 and 2 and Mr. Jasmeet Singh, learned CGSC accepts 

notice for the Union of India and they seek time to file their respective 

counter affidavits. On petitioners taking steps, let notice be issued to the 

other respondents, returnable on April 11, 2019. List on April 11, 2019. 

Annexure P-7 

49. That, on 2.11.2018, Petitioner reached the Delhi Parsi Anjuman located 

near Delhi Gate Metro Station around 1:00PM where petitioner Sanjjiiv 

Kkumaar was denied entry into Parisi(Zoroastrian) Fire Temple by the 

authrities and was shown a carving at the entrance of the Fire Temple 

that reads ”ZOROASTRIAN FIRE TEMPLE ADMISSION TO 
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ZOROASTRIANS ONLY”. Annexure P-5 

Petitioner felt humiliated as it not just the humiliation of petitioner but of 

1.3 billion Indians as it is akin to the practice of Apartheid and 

Untouchability and Violates Fundamental Rights provided to every 

citizen of India in Article, 15, 17, 14, 19, 21 of Constitution of India.  

   E GROUNDS  

A). BECAUSE, Sanjjiiv Kkumaar was denied entry into Parisi(Zoroastrian) 

Fire Temple and was shown a carving at the entrance of the Fire Temple 

that reads ”ZOROASTRIAN FIRE TEMPLE ADMISSION TO 

ZOROASTRIANS ONLY”. Petitioner felt humiliated as it not just the 

humiliation of petitioner but of 1.3 billion Indians as it is akin to the 

practice of Apartheid and Untouchability and Violates Fundamental 

Rights provided to every citizen of India in Article, 15, 17, 14, 19, 21 of 

Constitution of India.  

B). BECAUSE, on 28th September 2018, in a historic judgement, a 

constitutional bench headed by Hon’ble Chief Justice of India His 

Excellencies Justices Deepak Mishra, R F Nariman, A M Khanwilkar, D 

Y Chandrachud and Smt. Indu Malhotra, in Writ Petition(Civil) No. 373 

of 2006, in a majority 4:1 ratio, ruled in favour of lifting the ban on women 

entering Sabarimala temple. Hon’ble CJI Dipak Misra and Hon’ble 

Justices Khanwilkar, Nariman and Chandrachud found the practice 

discriminatory in nature and that it violates women's Right to Pray. 

C). BECAUSE, Hon’ble CJI in Right To Pray Judgement said devotion 

cannot be subjected to discrimination. "Patriarchal rules have to change. 

Patriarchy in religion cannot be allowed to trump right to pray and 

practise religion", he said. Justice Khanwilkar concurred with the CJI's 

verdict. 
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D). BECAUSE, Hon’ble Justice Chandrachud in Right To Pray Judgement 

said: "Religion cannot be used as cover to deny rights of worship to 

women and it is also against human dignity." "Prohibition on women is 

due to non-religious reasons and it is a grim shadow of discrimination 

going on for Centuries” 

E). BECAUSE, in Para 296 of the Judgement(The Concurring Judgement 

of His Lordship Mr Justice Dr Dhananjaya Y Chandrachud in Paragraph 

296 of 2018 SCC Online SC 1690), it was held by the Hon'ble Apex 

Court that: 

“I hold and declare that: 

a) A claim for the exclusion of women from religious worship, even 

if it be founded in religious text, is subordinate to the constitutional 

values of liberty, dignity and equality. Exclusionary practices are 

contrary to constitutional morality. 

b) The social exclusion of women, based on menstrual 

status, is a form of untouchability which is an anathema to 

constitutional values. Notions of “purity and pollution”, which 

stigmatize individuals, have no place in a constitutional order; 

F). BECAUSE, Authorities at Delhi Parsi Anjuman located near Delhi Gate 

Metro Station, New Delhi is practising a system of Apartheid, 

Untouchability and Communalism towards Indic Races by not allowing 

Hindu, Muslim, Sikhs etc enter the Sanctum Sanctorum of Fire Temple. 

G). BECAUSE, social exclusion of women on their Right to Pray, based on 

menstrual status, and their non-ordination to Ministerial and Priestly 

Offices such as but not limited to Priest, Bishops, Deacon, Imams in 

Mosque, Churches, Fire Temples etc where men are allowed to hold the 

given positions, violates Article 14 of Constitution of India which says 

“The State shall not deny to any person equality before the law or the 
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equal protection of the laws within the territory of India Prohibition of 

discrimination on grounds of religion, race, caste, sex or place of birth" 

H). BECAUSE, social exclusion of women on their Right to Pray, based on 

menstrual status, and their non-ordination to Ministerial and Priestly 

Offices such as but not limited to Priest, Bishops, Deacon, Imams in 

Mosque, Churches, Fire Temples etc  where men are allowed to hold 

the given positions, violates Article 15 of Constitution of India which says 

“The State shall not discriminate against any citizen on grounds only of 

religion, race, caste, sex, place of birth or any of them” 

I). BECAUSE, social exclusion of women on their Right to Pray, based on 

menstrual status, and their non-ordination to Ministerial and Priestly 

Offices such as but not limited to Priest, Bishops, Deacon, Imams, 

Purohit, Pujaris, Monks etc in Hindu Temples, Mosque, Churches, Jain 

Temples, Bodh Temples, Fire Temples, etc , where men are allowed to 

hold the given positions, violates Article 17 of Constitution of India which 

says “Untouchability is abolished and its practice in any form is forbidden 

The enforcement of any disability arising out of Untouchability shall be 

an offence punishable in accordance with law” 

J). BECAUSE, social exclusion of women on their Right to Pray, based on 

menstrual status, and their non-ordination to Ministerial and Priestly 

Offices such as but not limited to Priest, Bishops, Deacon, Imams in 

Mosque, Churches, Fire Temples etc , where men are allowed to hold 

the given positions, violates Article 19  of Constitution of India which 

says “Protection of certain rights regarding freedom of speech etc to 

freedom of speech and expression; to assemble peaceably and without 

arms; to practice any profession, or to carry on any occupation, trade or 

business” 

K). BECAUSE, social exclusion of women on their Right to Pray, based on 

menstrual status, and their non-ordination to Ministerial and Priestly 
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Offices such as but not limited to Priest, Bishops, Deacon, Imams in 

Mosque, Churches, Fire Temples etc, where men are allowed to hold 

the given positions, violates Right To Pray Judgement 

L). BECAUSE, social exclusion of women on their Right to Pray, based on 

menstrual status, and their non-ordination to Ministerial and Priestly 

Offices such as but not limited to Priest, Bishops, Deacon, Imams in 

Mosque, Churches, Fire Temples etc, where men are allowed to hold 

the given positions, violates Right to Privacy Judgement( Bodily Integrity 

of Women) 

M). BECAUSE, social exclusion of women on their Right to Pray, based on 

menstrual status, and their non-ordination to Ministerial and Priestly 

Offices such as but not limited to Priest, Bishops, Deacon, Imams in 

Mosque, Churches, Fire Temples etc , where men are allowed to hold 

the given positions, violates Article 21 of Constitution of India which says 

“Right to life with dignity which includes Right to Pray and Right to 

Privacy” 

N). BECAUSE, on 29th October 2018, Hon’ble Kerala High Court Observed 

in a Writ Petition that  “The hill shrine of Sabarimala is a symbol of 

secularism and devotees of all religions can enter it, the Kerala High 

Court observed on Monday dismissing a BJP leader’s demand to 

impose a ban on non-Hindus in the temple, saying such demands will 

disrupt the state’s secular fabric” 

O). BECAUSE, by the declaration of law by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of 

India under Article 141 of the Constitution of India, the practice of 

exclusion of woman of any age is unconstitutional and all practice and 

rule in this regard have become ultra vires to the Constitution of India. 

Since it is the Law declared by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, the 

same has become the law of the land and the same shall be binding on 

all Courts within the Territory of India under Article 141 of the 
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Constitution of India. Not only that. As per Article 144 of the Constitution 

of India, All Authorities, Civil and Judicial, in the Territory of India shall 

act in aid of the Supreme Court. 

P). BECAUSE, women’s non-ordination to Ministerial and Priestly Offices 

such as but not limited to Priest, Bishops, Deacon, Imams in Mosque, 

Churches, Fire Temples etc , where men are allowed to hold the given 

positions is in violation of Article 16(2)[ No citizen shall be discriminated 

against or be ineligible for any employment or office under the state on 

the ground of sex],  and Article 51-A(e)[ It shall be the duty of every 

citizen of India to renounce practices derogatory to the dignity of women] 

too 

Q). BECAUSE, In W.P.(C) 13285/2018, Deeba Faryal And Ors Vs 

Government Of NCT Of Delhi And Ors, having prayer to this Hon’ble 

Court “Issue a writ of mandamus or any other writ directing the 

respondents to ensure that all women are allowed entry into the main 

(Sanctum Sanctorum) Darghah of Hazrat Nizamuddin in Delhi”  

This very bench of Hon’ble Delhi Court, admitted the petition and 

ordered Issue notice to the respondents to show cause as to why rule 

nisi be not issued. Mr. Satyakam, learned ASC accepts notice for the 

respondent Nos.1 and 2 and Mr. Jasmeet Singh, learned CGSC accepts 

notice for the Union of India and they seek time to file their respective 

counter affidavits. On petitioners taking steps, let notice be issued to the 

other respondents, returnable on April 11, 2019. List on April 11, 2019. 

Annexure P-7 

Petitioner faced a similar issue but here the issue is very big compared 

to  Gender discrimination. As far as Fire Temple is concerned, the 

discrimination is on the basis of Race and the practice of Fire Temple 

Authorities are the practice of  Apartheid and Untouchability. Hence on 

the basis of parity with Hon’ble Court Order in W.P.(C) 13285/2018, 
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Deeba Faryal And Ors Vs Government Of NCT Of Delhi And Ors, 

Petitioner most humbly request the Hon’ble Court to give him and billions 

of Indian Justice by admitting this petition and sending notice to 

respondents. 

R). BECAUSE, the constitutional legitimacy, naturally, must supersede all 

religious beliefs or practices. 

 

S). For another grounds that may be taken during the course of arguments. 

   

 

Hence Right to Pray(Sabarimala) and Right to Privacy Judgment in 

context of Women Right to Pray & their ordination to high ministerial & 

priestly positions  need to be implemented by State & to be enforced by 

All High Courts & Other Courts of India as non implementation of the 

same will result in Violation of Article 141, 144, 14, 15,16(2), 17, 19, 21, 

51-A(e)  of the Constitution of India” 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

50. That, by going through Hon’ble Supreme Court Judgment in Kusum 

Ingots and Alloys Ltd. v. Union of India [2004 (6) SCC 254, one can infer 

that: 

A Parliamentary legislation or and Act when receives the assent of the 

President of India and published in an Official Gazette unless specifically 

excluded, will apply to the entire territory of India. If the passing of a 

legislation gives rise to a cause of action, a writ petition questioning the 

constitutionality thereof can be filed in any High Court of the country. 

An order passed on a writ petition questioning the constitutionality of a 

Parliamentary Act whether interim or final keeping in view the provisions 

contained in Clause (2) of Article 226 of the Constitution of India, will 
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have effect throughout the territory of India subject of course to the 

applicability of the Act. 

51. That, as mentioned above, Hon’ble Delhi High is Constitutional Court  

and has territorial jurisdiction to take up this PIL Writ Petition as Delhi 

Parsi Anjuman, All Orthodox Parishes(Churches) under The Delhi 

Orthodox Centre and All Catholic Parishes(Churches) mentioned under 

Roman Catholic Archdiocese Of Delhi In The Memo Of Parties Section, 

comes under Govt of NCT of Delhi and Hence Hon’ble Delhi High Court 

has territorial jurisdiction of the same. 

52. That, petitioner, has no other efficacious remedy except to approach this 

Hon’ble Court by way of the present writ petition. 

53. That, petitioner, has not filed any other or similar public interest litigation 

or any writ petition in the matter, either in this Hon’ble Court or in any 

other High court or in the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. 

                                                

 

        PRAYER 

In the view of the foregoing submissions, facts and circumstances, it is, 

therefore most humbly and respectfully prayed that this Hon'ble Court may be 

pleased to: 

1. To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions, to the respondent 

Number 1, 2, 3 to ensure and to grant sufficient police 

protection to any Indian  to pray at Sanctum Sanctorum of Fire 

Temple in Delhi Parsi Anjuman preventing Respondent No 4 

from interfering with the right of the Billion Indians to pray at 

Sanctum Sanctorum of Fire Temple at Delhi Parsi Anjuman. 

Bar & Bench (www.barandbench.com)



 
 

2. To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions, to the Respondent No 4 

to ensure that Menstruating/Non-Menstruating Women of any 

religion can enter and Pray at Sanctum Sanctorum of 

Zoroastrian Fire Temple in Delhi Parsi Anjuman   

3. To declare the practice of prohibition on men and women 

(Menstruating/Non-Menstruating) of Any Religion for their 

entry inside the Sanctum Sanctorum of holy Fire Temple at 

Delhi Parsi Anjuman to be illegal and unconstitutional. 

4. To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions or declaration, to the 

Respondent No 7 to ensure that Menstruating/Non-

Menstruating Women of any religion can enter and Pray at 

Delhi Jama Masjid along with men on Friday(Salat) and Non-

Friday Prayers and denial of the same will be deemed as 

Unconstitutional and will attract Penal Provisions 

5. To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions or declaration to the 

Respondent No 7 to ensure that Women of Muslim religion 

can observe fast & offer prayer in Delhi Jama Masjid during 

menstruation and denial of the same will be deemed as 

Unconstitutional and will attract Penal Provisions. 

6. To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions or declaration to the 

respondents no 1 to 3 to ensure to implement the rule and 

policy that Women of Hindu religion can observe fast, enter 

kitchen, offer prayers or go to any place during menstruation 

and denial of the same will be deemed as Unconstitutional 
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(Right to Bodily Integrity in Right to Privacy judgement) and 

will attract Penal Provisions.  

7. To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions or declaration, to the 

Respondent No 4 to ensure to implement the rule and policy 

so that Women Professing Zoroastrian/Parsi Religion can be 

Ordained to Priest and to declare that Act of Non-Ordination 

of the same will be held Unconstitutional and attract Penal 

Provisions. 

8. To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions or declaration, to the 

Respondent No 7 to ensure to implement the rule and policy 

so that Women Professing Islam Religion can be Ordained to 

Imam of Delhi Jama Masjid and can lead mixed gender 

congregation of Friday Salat (prayer) and Non-Friday prayers 

and to declare that Act of Non-Ordination of the same will be 

held Unconstitutional and attract Penal Provisions. 

9. To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions or declaration, to the 

Respondent No 5 and 6 to ensure to implement rule and policy 

so that Women Professing Christianity Religion in Orthodox 

and Catholic Parishes can be Ordained to Priest, Bishop, 

Deacon, Archbishops, Metropolitan and to declare that Act of 

Non-Ordination of the same will be held Unconstitutional and 

attract Penal Provisions. 

10. Pass such other and further orders as this Hon'ble Court may 

deem just and proper in the facts and circumstances of the 

case. 
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AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS, THE PETITIONER AS IN DUTY BOUND   

SHALL EVER PRAY. 

    New Delhi                   [SANJJIIV KKUMAAR] 
                                                                                       ADVOCATE 
    19/12/2018 
                                                                              PETITIONER-IN-PERSON 
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                       IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

                            (EXTRAORDINARY WRIT JURISDICTION)  

                           WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO.       OF 2018 

              (IN THE MATTER OF A PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION)  

 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

SANJJIIV KKUMAAR                                                            …PETITIONER 
 

VERSUS 
 

GOVT. OF NCT OF DELHI & ORS                                     …RESPONDENT 

 

                                                         AFFIDAVIT 

I, Sanjjiiv Kkumaar, aged about 44 years, s/o Dr Ram Ashraya & Mrs Manju, 

resident of Flat No – 522, Tower-J, Plot No GH04, Noida, 201301, UP, presently 

at New Delhi, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare as under: 

1. That I am Petitioner in the above matter and am fully acquainted with the facts 

of the instant case and fully competent to swear thereto. 

2. I have filed the present petition as a Public Interest Litigation.  

3. I have gone through the Delhi High Court (Public Interest Litigation) Rules 2010 

and do hereby affirm that the present Public Interest Litigation is in conformity 

thereof. 

4. I have no personal interest in the litigation and neither myself nor anybody in 

whom I am interested would in any manner benefit from the relief sought in the 

present litigation save as a member of the General Public. This Petition is not 

guided by self-gain or the gain of any person, institution, body and there is no 

motive other than of public interest in filing this petition. 

5. I have done whatsoever inquiry/investigation which was in my power to do, to 

collect all data /material which was available and which was relevant for the 
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court to entertain the present petition. I further confirm that I have not concealed 

in the present petition any data/material/information which may have enabled 

this court to form an opinion whether to entertain the petition or not and/or 

whether to grant any relief or not. 

6. That, the accompanying writ petition has been drafted by me and the contents 

of the same are true and correct to my knowledge and belief. 

7. That, the Annexures filed with the petition are true copies of their respective 

originals. 

8. That, averments made in main petition in para nos 1 to 23, 42 to 48 is true to 

the petitioner’s personal knowledge derived from records, based on news 

articles, twitter posts and para nos 24 to 41, 49 to 54 are based on legal advice 

and knowledge which petitioner believes to be true. That, averments made in 

synopsis in para nos 1 including the list of dates, is true to the petitioner’s 

personal knowledge derived from records, based on news articles, twitter posts 

and para nos 2 to 6 in Synopsis are based on legal advice and knowledge 

which petitioner believes to be true 

                                                                                                                       

DEPONENT 

  VERIFICATION: Verified at Delhi on this ______ day of _______2018 that the 

facts stated in paras 1 to 7 hereinabove are true to my personal knowledge, no 

part of this Affidavit is false and nothing material is concealed therefrom. 

                                                                                                              

                                                                                                  DEPONENT 
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           IN THE HON’BLE DELHI HIGH COURT, AT NEW DELHI 

                         EXTRA ORDINARY WRIT JURISDICTION  

                                          CM NO               of 2018 

                                                            IN 

                                           W.P. (C) No.      of 2018 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

SANJJIIV KKUMAAR                           … PETITIONER 

 

           VERSUS 

THE UNION OF INDIA & ORS.            … RESPONDENT 

 

APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPLICANT UNDER 

SECTION 151 C.P.C. FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING THE TRUE COPY OF 

DIM/PROPER MARGIN/SINGLE LINE SPACING OF THE ANNEXURES, 

SYNOPSIS, INDEX AND MAIN APPLICATION AND EMBEDDED TWEETS IN 

MAIN APPLICATION 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH: 

1. The petitioner has preferred the accompanying writ petition under The 

Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 and facts are not being narrated herein for 

the sake of brevity and the same may be treated as part and parcel of the 

present application. 

2. That this Hon’ble Court may kindly exempt the Petitioner from filing the true 

copy of dim/proper margin/single line spacing of the 

synopsis/annexure/main application as they have been taken from 

tweets/Instagram/website/newspapers and due to printer constraint, 

petitioner could take printout with proper margin in some pages. For 

context purpose, tweets are embedded in the main application 

3. That the present application is filed bonafide and in the interest of justice. 
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PRAYER 

It is, therefore most respectfully prayed that in view of the facts and 

circumstances of the case and in the interest of justice, this Hon’ble Court 

may be pleased to exempt the Petitioner from filing the true typed copy of 

dim/proper margin/ single line spacing of the annexures and tweets in main 

application. 

 

 

  New Delhi                                  [SANJJIIV KKUMAAR] 
                                                                                       ADVOCATE 
  19/12/2018 
                                                                              PETITIONER-IN-PERSON 
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IN THE HON’BLE DELHI HIGH COURT, AT NEW DELHI 

              EXTRA ORDINARY WRIT JURISDICTION  

                          CM NO            of 2018 

                                         IN 

                                  W.P. (C) No.       2018 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

COURTS ON ITS OWN MOTION         … PETITIONER 

 

           VERSUS 

GOVT. OF NCT OF DELHI & ORS.                … RESPONDENT 

AFFIDAVIT 
 

I, Sanjjiiv Kkumaar, aged about 44 years, s/o Dr Ram Ashraya & Mrs Manju, 

resident of Flat No – 522, Tower-J, Plot No GH04, Noida, 201301, UP, presently 

at New Delhi, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare as under: 

1. That I am Petitioner in the above matter and am fully acquainted with the facts 

of the instant case and fully competent to swear thereto. 

2. I have filed the present petition as a Public Interest Litigation.  

3. I have gone through the Delhi High Court (Public Interest Litigation) Rules 2010 

and do hereby affirm that the present Public Interest Litigation is in conformity 

thereof. 

4. I have no personal interest in the litigation and neither myself nor anybody in 

whom I am interested would in any manner benefit from the relief sought in the 

present litigation save as a member of the General Public. This Petition is not 

guided by self-gain or the gain of any person, institution, body and there is no 

motive other than of public interest in filing this petition. 

5. I have done whatsoever inquiry/investigation which was in my power to do, to 

collect all data /material which was available and which was relevant for the 

court to entertain the present petition. I further confirm that I have not concealed 

in the present petition any data/material/information which may have enabled 

this court to form an opinion whether to entertain the petition or not and/or 

whether to grant any relief or not. 

6. That, the accompanying writ petition and application has been drafted by me 

and the contents of the same are true and correct to my knowledge and belief. 
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7. That, the Annexures and colored photos filed with the petition are true copies of 

their respective originals. 

 

     

                                                                                                        

DEPONENT 

    VERIFICATION: Verified at Delhi on this ______ day of _______2018 that the 

facts stated in paras 1 to 7 hereinabove are true to my personal knowledge, no 

part of this Affidavit is false and nothing material is concealed therefrom.                                                                                                              

                                                                                                        

DEPONENT 
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First woman to lead Friday prayers in UK
independent.co.uk/news/uk/home-news/first-woman-to-lead-friday-prayers-in-uk-1996228.html

News > UK > Home News
Click to follow
The Independent

DEBORAH BAIC

A Canadian author will become the first Muslim-born woman to lead a mixed-gender British
congregation through Friday prayers tomorrow in a highly controversial move that will attempt
to spark a debate about the role of female leadership within Islam.

Raheel Raza, a rights activist and Toronto-based author, has been asked to lead prayers and
deliver the khutbah at a small prayer session in Oxford.

She has been invited by Dr Taj Hargey, a self-described imam who preaches an ultra-liberal
interpretation of Islam which includes, among other things, that men and women should be
allowed to pray together and that female imams should lead mixed congregations in prayer.
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Three of the four mainstream schools of Sunni Islam allow women to lead exclusively female
congregations for prayer, but the overwhelming majority of Muslim jurists are opposed to the
notion of their presiding over mixed congregations outside the home.

Promoted stories

Raza, 60, is part of a small but growing group of Muslim feminists who have tried to challenge
the mindset that has traditionally excluded women from leadership roles within the mosque.
They argue that nowhere in the Koran are female imams expressly forbidden. Instead scholars
rely on the hadiths (the words and sayings of the Prophet Mohamed) to exclude women –
although Muslim feminists and some progressive scholars argue that even these are not clear
enough to say with confidence that women are altogether banned.

Ms Raza received death threats after leading a mixed-gender prayer congregation in Toronto
five years ago.

"It was a very profound experience," Ms Raza said yesterday in a telephone conversation from
her home in Toronto. "It's not about taking the job of an imam. It's about reminding the Muslim
community that 50 per cent of its adherents are women who are equal to men. Women are
equally observant, practising Muslims who deserve to be heard."

Ms Raza's appearance in Oxford is a repeat of a similar prayer session in 2008 which was led
by Amina Wadud, an American-born convert and Muslim feminist. But this is the first time a
Muslim-born woman will lead a mixed prayer service in Britain.

Ms Wadud's prayers were attended by a small congregation of less than 40 who were heckled
on their way in to prayers by protesters, largely by fully veiled Muslim women. Once inside the
prayer hall, meanwhile, they were comprehensively outnumbered by journalists.

But Dr Hargey, a divisive figure within British Islam who runs the Muslim Educational Centre of
Oxford, said his congregation had since grown and attracted new followers.

"For Friday prayers we now receive about 100 people, twice that for Eid prayers and important
occasions," he said. "I am expecting about 200 people to attend this Friday's prayers."

In recent years there has been a growing demand from Muslim women to be included and
represented at their mosques. Earlier this week Faith Matters, a conflict resolution think-tank
funded by the Government and private benefactors, released a list of 100 women-friendly
mosques. The number of female Muslim scholars, meanwhile, often referred to as imamahs,
are also on the rise.

Ms Raza, who is due to fly into Britain this morning, said she was aware that she would be
preaching to the converted tomorrow. "But it's about opening one heart, one mind at a time,"
she added.

More about Feminism Mosque Ontario Toronto
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Melissa M. Skelton – First Woman to be Elected
Archbishop in the ACoC

vancouver.anglican.ca/news/melissa-m-skelton-first-woman-to-be-elected-archbishop-in-the-acoc

May 17, 2018

Randy Murray

Melissa M. Skelton   Elected the 12th Metropolitan and

Archbishop of the Ecclesiastical Province of BC and Yukon on the First Ballot,
May 12, 2018

Melissa M. Skelton, Bishop of the Diocese of New Westminster was elected Metropolitan of
the Ecclesiastical Province of BC and Yukon on the first ballot at 9:40am, Saturday, May 12,
2018. That office comes with the honorific, "Archbishop".

Archbishop Skelton is the first woman to be elected an Archbishop in the Anglican Church
of Canada and the second woman in the Anglican Communion with the title Archbishop.
The Most Reverend Kay Maree Goldsworthy was elected Archbishop of Perth in the
Anglican Province of Western Australia through a similar but broader process to the
Electoral College method used by the Ecclesiastical Province of BC/Yukon. Archbishop
Goldsworthy was installed Feb. 10, 2018. The Most Reverend Katherine Jefferts Schori was
elected June 18, 2006 to a ten year term as Presiding Bishop (Primate) of The Episcopal
Church but that office does not come with the title, "Archbishop"

The Ecclesiastical Province of BC and Yukon is one of four Provinces that comprise the
Anglican Church of Canada and is made up of six dioceses:

Yukon
Caledonia (northern British Columbia)
Territory of the People (central British Columbia, formerly The Anglican Parishes of
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the Central Interior {APCI} and prior to that, Cariboo)
Kootenay (the eastern part of British Columbia including the Okanagan)
British Columbia (Vancouver Island and the coastal islands)
New Westminster (the urban and suburban communities of Greater Vancouver and
the Fraser Valley including the Sunshine Coast, from Powell River to Hope).

Twenty-one of the twenty-four members (which includes the six bishops of the Provincial
House of Bishops) of the Provincial Electoral College were present via telephone
conference electronic voting to cast their ballots. This vote was historic not only because
the first woman was elected Archbishop it was also the first election held entirely by
electronic means. Three members of the Provincial House of Bishops: the Right Reverends:
Logan McMenamie (BC). Larry Robertson (Yukon) and Melissa Skelton (New Westminster)
had previously agreed to stand for election.

Archbishop Melissa Skelton will replace the Right Reverend John Privett, currently Bishop
of the Diocese of Kootenay who had resigned as Metropolitan effective April 30, 2018, and
will subsequently complete his ministry as diocesan bishop May 31, 2018.

With Archbishop Skelton’s election, the Metropolitan’s Crozier (the Archbishop’s staff)
returns to the Diocese of New Westminster after 25 years. The 7th Bishop of the Diocese of
New Westminster, Archbishop Douglas Hambidge was Metropolitan from 1981-1993.

When asked for reaction about this historic election, Archbishop Skelton said:

"I’m thrilled and deeply grateful for the support of so many in this process: the Provincial
House of Bishops, Executive Council members, and those who worked diligently to create the
electronic/phone balloting process that we used today. Succeeding Archbishop John Privett is
a humbling task. My hope and conviction is that we’re now embarking on a time of increasing
cooperation and purpose in the life of our Province that will build on Archbishop Privett’s
good work over the past 9 years.

 About being the first woman Metropolitan in the Anglican Church of Canada, all that I can
say is thanks be to God for the privilege."

The primary ministry of the new Archbishop and Metropolitan will be to continue as
diocesan bishop in her diocese, the Diocese of New Westminster. Beyond that ongoing
diocesan ministry, providing pastoral care to the bishops of the ecclesiastical province is at
the heart of the added archiepiscopal ministry. Fostering unity and harmony within the
ecclesiastical province is another. And in conjunction with the other three provincial
archbishops and metropolitans, assisting the Most Reverend Fred Hiltz, Primate of the
Anglican Church of Canada is an important function. 

At 6:40am, Tuesday, May 15 Archbishop Skelton was interviewed on CBC Radio One's local
morning show, The Early Edition  and said the following in response to host Stephen Quinn's
question about how she arrived at this milestone event in her life and ministry:
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"I had a career in college teaching – I taught college English – and then went and got an
MBA and was in the business world for a while. Actually, I did that while also doing a masters
in divinity, so I was drawn really in two directions at once, and kind of meandered between
the two for a while, and then settled much more strongly on the church side, and haven’t
really looked back on that. . . .

I don’t see the world as split into portions or unrelated parts. I really see it in a holistic way,
and so, for me, everything that has been a part of my story has brought me to today. . . 

When Quinn asked about "barriers to women in leadership" she responded:

We probably, in the Anglican Church of Canada, have the highest percentage of women
bishops of any place in the [worldwide Anglican] Communion. So it’s a place where more and
more women are being elected, so I feel like we lead in that regard.

With that said, not just in the religious realm and in the church, but in all aspects of work and
civic life there’s that unconscious bias that expects women to do certain jobs and not do
others, and that inhibit women themselves from putting themselves forward for leadership
roles...

All I have experienced in Canada, in my role, has been collaboration and cooperation. Really.
And I’m astonished to say that, but it is what I would say from my personal experience.

(Click this link for the full interview, it begins at 1:21 mark)

Archbishop Skelton takes office immediately and will begin by chairing meetings of the
Provincial Executive. She will be installed formally at the commencement of the Provincial
Synod, to be held September 14 -16, 2018, at Sorrento, BC - and will chair the Synod.
Formal Notices of this election will be prepared by the Prolocutor, Dr. Randall Fairey for the
Archives, and will be signed by the Chancellor and/or Registrar.

Dr. Fairey made the formal notification of election after speaking to the Bishop nominees,
and also informing the Primate through his Principal Secretary, Archdeacon Paul Feheley
as Archbishop Hiltz is out of the country. Archbishop Hiltz has given official notification
that he will retire following the July 2019 triennial General Synod of the Anglican Church of
Canada to be held in Vancouver. That General Synod will include the primatial election
when a new Primate will be chosen by General Synod members.

archiepiscopalelection
firstwomanarchbishopincanada

Archbishop Biography
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Sabarimala temple a symbol of secularism, anyone can
enter it: Kerala high court

hindustantimes.com/india-news/sabarimala-temple-a-symbol-of-secularism-anyone-can-enter-it-kerala-high-court/story-
yj7n0qSQ6iKn4nQ5JuHt7M.html

The hill shrine of Sabarimala is a symbol of secularism and
devotees of all religions can enter it, the Kerala High Court
observed on Monday dismissing a BJP leader’s demand to
impose a ban on non-Hindus in the temple, saying such
demands will disrupt the state’s secular fabric.
india Updated: Oct 29, 2018 22:19 IST

HT Correspondent 
Hindustan Times, Thiruvananthapuram
Protesters gather after a lady devotee trekked up with her family to Sabarimala temple in
Pathanamthitta on October 20, 2018. (PTI)

The hill shrine of Sabarimala is a symbol of secularism and devotees of all religions can enter
it, the Kerala High Court observed on Monday dismissing a BJP leader’s demand to impose a
ban on non-Hindus in the temple, saying such demands will disrupt the state’s secular fabric.

BJP Intellectual Cell leader T G Mohandas had filed the plea arguing that the “non-idol
worshippers’ entry into the temple violates the Kerala Places of Public Worship Act, 1965”.

He had sought an inquiry into the alleged “police attempt” to take non-idol worshippers to the
temple.

Mohandas’s plea was filed presumably in reaction to the police’s attempt to escort model-
turned-activist Rehana Fatima into the temple on October 19.

Fatima had tried to enter the temple after the Supreme Court’s September 28 verdict
overturned the centuries-old practice of barring women in the menstruating age (10-50 age
group) from the shrine since it is dedicated to Lord Ayyappa, a celibate deity.

Hundreds of people have been arrested for defying the verdict and preventing women in the
10-50 age group from entering the shrine.

Fatima and Kavitha Jakkala, a journalist from Andhra Pradesh, had reached within 50 metres
of the hilltop temple complex in Kerala’s Pathanamthitta district when the police took them
back after the Sabarimala priests threatened to close the shrine in protest.
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The BJP, which is trying to make inroads into Kerala, on Sunday announced a ‘Rath Yatra’ to
save the temple’s customs and traditions. The party has opposed the entry of all women into
the shrine as part of its efforts to increase its influence in the state.

BJP chief Amit Shah had on Saturday extended the party’s support to devotees opposing the
entry of menstruating women into the shrine.

The court on Monday said that the temple welcomed devotees from all faiths and remained a
symbol of communal harmony. It noted the devotees of Lord Ayyappa have to pray first at a
mosque named after his Muslim disciple, saint Vavar Swami, before offering prayers at the
temple.

“Sabarimala is a symbol of secularism. Anyone one can go to the temple,” a division bench of
justice R Ramachandran and justice Devan Ramachandran observed.

The bench criticised the petitioner, saying the tone and tenor of the petition tends to disrupt
the society’s secular fabric. It also said a devotee can go to the temple without ‘Irumudikettu
(offerings including rice, ghee, camphor, incense sticks, and turmeric powder’). “...those who
want to enter without it can go through another entrance,” it said.

The court scheduled the next hearing in the case two weeks later to hear the state government
and Travancore Devaom Board, which runs the temple. It separately disposed of a plea of four
women lawyers for police protection to offer prayers at the temple.

First Published: Oct 29, 2018 20:37 IST
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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 11971/2018 

 SANJJIIV KKUMAAR     ..... Petitioner 

    Through: Petitioner in person 

 

    versus 

 

 UNION OF INDIA AND ORS.   ..... Respondents 

Through: Mr. Anil Soni, CGSC with 

Mr.Abhinav Tyagi, Adv. for UOI 

 

 CORAM: 

HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE V. KAMESWAR RAO 

   O R D E R 

%   02.11.2018 

 

C.M.No.46388/2018 (exemption) 

 Allowed, subject to all just exceptions. 

W.P.(C) 11971/2018 

The prayers made in the writ petition read as under: 

 

“1.  To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions to the respondents to 

ensure that Menstruating/Non-Menstruating Women of any 

religion can enter any pray at Zoroastrian Fire Temple & 

Temple of Silence. 

2.  To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions to the respondents to 

ensure that Menstruating/Non-Menstruating Women of any 

religion can enter and pray at men only temple anywhere in 

India and allow men to pray in women only Attukal Temple, 

Chakkulathukavu Temple, Santoshi Maa „Vrat‟, Lord 

Brahma Temple, Bhagati Maa Temple, Mata temple, 
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Kamrup Kamakhya Temple. 

3. To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions to the respondents to 

ensure that Menstruating/Non-Menstruating Women of any 

religion can enter and pray at Mosque along with men on 

Friday (Salat) and non-Friday prayers. 

4. To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions or declaration to the 

respondents to ensure that women of Muslim religion can 

observe fast & offer prayer in Mosque during menstruation 

and denial of the same will be deemed as unconstitutional 

and will attract penal provisions. 

5. To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or direction to the respondents to 

ensure that women of Hindu religion can observe fast, enter 

kitchen, offer prayers or go to any place during 

menstruation and denial of the same will be deemed as 

unconstitutional and will attract penal provisions. 

6. To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions or declaration to the 

respondents to ensure that women professing 

Zoroastrian/Parsi religion can be ordained to priest and to 

declare that act of non-ordination of the same will be held 

unconstitutional and attract penal provisions. 

7. To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions or declaration to the 

respondents to ensure that women professing Hindu religion 

can be ordained to Pujari/Purohit/Head of Akhara and to 

declare that act of non-ordination of the same will be held 

unconstitutional and attract penal provisions. 

8. To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions or declaration to the 

respondents to ensure that women professing Islam religion 

can be ordained to Imams of Mosque and can lead mixed 

gender congregation of Friday Salat prayer and non-Friday 

prayers and to declare that act of non-ordination of the 

same will be held unconstitutional and attract penal 

provisions. 
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9, To issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other 

appropriate writ, order or directions or declaration to the 

respondents to ensure that women professing Christianity 

religion can be ordained to Priest, Bishop, Deacon and to 

declare that act of non-ordination of the same will be held 

unconstitutional and attract penal provisions. 

10. Pass such other and further orders as this Hon‟ble 

Court may deem just and proper in the facts and 

circumstances of the case.” 

 

The petitioner has not indicated in his prayers as to which temple falls 

within the territorial jurisdiction of this Court for which the mandamus is 

required to be issued.  None of the temples indicated in the petition are in 

the territorial jurisdiction of this Court and therefore we are not inclined to 

interfere into the matter. 

The writ petition stands dismissed. 

 

      CHIEF JUSTICE 

 

 

      V. KAMESWAR RAO, J 

NOVEMBER 02, 2018/ns  
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     True Colored Copies of  Delhi Parsi Anjuman, New Delhi Premises along 

with a carving showing “ZOROASTRIAN FIRE TEMPLE ADMISSION TO 

ZOROASTRIANS ONLY” at the entrance of Fire Temple 
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ITEM NO.1001                                       SECTION PIL-W

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

R.P.(C) NO. 3358/2018 
IN 

W.P.(C) NO. 373/2006

KANTARU RAJEEVARU                                  PETITIONER(S)

                                VERSUS

INDIAN YOUNG LAWYERS ASSOCIATION 
THR. ITS GENERAL SECRETARY MS. BHAKTI PASRIJA 
AND ORS.  RESPONDENT(S)
(FOR  ADMISSION  AND  IA  NO.148814/2018-EX-PARTE  STAY  AND  IA
NO.148812/2018-APPLICATION  FOR  LISTING  REVIEW  PETITION  IN  OPEN
COURT)
 WITH
R.P.(C) NO. 3359/2018 IN W.P.(C) NO. 373/2006 (PIL-W) 
[ITEM NO.1001.1]
(FOR ORAL HEARING ON IA 146748/2018  
FOR INTERVENTION APPLICATION ON IA 151061/2018)

DIARY  NO(S).  37946/2018  IN  W.P.(C)  NO.373/2006  (PIL-W)[ITEM
NO.1001.2]
( FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT ON IA
146913/2018 
FOR APPLICATION FOR LISTING REVIEW PETITION IN OPEN COURT ON IA
146914/2018
FOR STAY APPLICATION ON IA 146915/2018 
FOR  APPLICATION  FOR  PERMISSION  TO  FILE  REVIEW  PETITION  ON  IA
146916/2018)

R.P.(C) NO. 3469/2018 IN W.P.(C) NO. 373/2006 (PIL-W)
[ITEM NO.1001.3]
(FOR APPLICATION FOR LISTING REVIEW PETITION IN OPEN COURT ON IA
147148/2018)

DIARY  NO(S).  38135/2018  IN  W.P.(C)  NO.373/2006  (PIL-W)[ITEM
NO.1001.4]
(FOR APPLICATION FOR LISTING REVIEW PETITION IN OPEN COURT ON IA
147520/2018 
FOR  APPLICATION  FOR  PERMISSION  TO  FILE  REVIEW  PETITION  ON  IA
147521/2018)
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DIARY  NO(S).  41896/2018  IN  W.P.(C)  NO.373/2006  (PIL-W)  [ITEM
NO.1001.45]
(FOR  APPLICATION  FOR  PERMISSION  TO  FILE  REVIEW  PETITION  ON  IA
160768/2018 FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING REVIEW PETITION ON
IA 160769/2018)

DIARY  NO(S).  42085/2018  IN  W.P.(C)  NO.373/2006  (PIL-W)  [ITEM
NO.1001.46]
(FOR  APPLICATION  FOR  PERMISSION  TO  FILE  REVIEW  PETITION  ON  IA
161182/2018 FOR APPLICATION FOR LISTING REVIEW PETITION IN OPEN
COURT ON IA 161184/2018 FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING REVIEW
PETITION ON IA 161187/2018)

DIARY  NO(S).  42264/2018  IN  W.P.(C)  NO.373/2006  (PIL-W)  [ITEM
NO.1001.47]

DIARY  NO(S).  42337/2018  IN  W.P.(C)  NO.373/2006  (PIL-W)  [ITEM
NO.1001.48]

Date : 13-11-2018 These matters were circulated today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ROHINTON FALI NARIMAN
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.M. KHANWILKAR
         HON'BLE DR. JUSTICE DHANANJAYA Y. CHANDRACHUD
         HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE INDU MALHOTRA

                    By Circulation

          UPON perusing papers the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

Applications for hearing of review petitions in Open

Court are allowed. 
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All  the  Review  Petitions  along  with  all  pending

applications will be heard in Open Court on 22nd January,

2019 before the appropriate Bench. We make it clear that

there is no stay of the judgment and order of this Court

dated 28th September, 2018 passed in Writ Petition (Civil)

No.373 of 2006 (Indian Young Lawyers Association & Ors. vs.

The State of Kerala & Ors.)

[VINOD LAKHINA] [ASHA SONI]

AR-cum-PS ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 13285/2018 

 DEEBA FARYAL AND ORS.    ..... Petitioners 

    Through:  Mr. Kamlesh Kumar Mishra, Adv.  

   versus 

 

 GOVERNMENT OF NCT OF DELHI AND ORS. ..... Respondents 

Through:  Mr. Satyakam, ASC for GNCTD /R1 

& R2 

Mr. Jasmeet Singh, CGSC for UOI 

with Mr. S. Kaushal, Adv. for R-4 & 

R-5/UOI  

 CORAM: 

HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE V. KAMESWAR RAO 

   O R D E R 

%   10.12.2018 

 

 Issue notice to the respondents to show cause as to why rule nisi be 

not issued.  Mr. Satyakam, learned ASC accepts notice for the respondent 

Nos.1 and 2 and Mr. Jasmeet Singh, learned CGSC accepts notice for the 

Union of India and they seek time to file their respective counter affidavits. 

 On petitioners taking steps, let notice be issued to the other 

respondents, returnable on April 11, 2019. 

 List on April 11, 2019. 

    CHIEF JUSTICE 

 

 

      V. KAMESWAR RAO, J 

DECEMBER 10, 2018/aky 
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