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1. Indus is a Sovereign, Socialist, Secular, Democratic Republic. Indus boasts of 

thousands of years of culture and civilisation. Majority of the people in Indus 

followed Hind religion, the oldest religion in the world. Indus was originally ruled by 

kings of native origin followed by some Muslim rulers in Northern and Eastern part of 

Indus. In the mediaeval period Indus was under colonial rule from the second half of 

the 17th century till she attained independence in 1947. The Constitution of Indus 

came into existence in the year 1950 since then Indus is the largest democracy in the 

world 

2.  Majority of the people in Indus followed Hind religion. Though Hind is the common 

name of the religion the same is further divided into various sects and subsets. The 

spiritual philosophers from various disciplines of Hind religion enriched the religion 

with unique cultural diversity. 

3.  Majority of the people practicing Hind religion followed coparcenary system of 

property rights. The unique feature of coparcenary system is that male descendants up 

to four generation acquire equal property rights by birth. Unfortunately, women were 

not coparceners until 2005. 

4.  After series of discussions and deliberations the various branches of Hind religion 

was brought under a common law governing succession in the year 1956.Accordingly 

the Hind Succession Act,1956 was enacted. The age-old practice of coparcenary 

system practically got wiped off and the principles governing law of succession in 

Hind Law of Succession Act regulates succession of properties of people dying 

intestate. 

5.  The second largest religion is Muslim religion. The recitals in Quran, the long-

standing practice of the founder of the religion, codified Shariat Act and judicial 



pronouncement determine the question regarding law of succession regarding 

Muslims living in Indus. 

6.  Durga is a voluntary NGO committed for the upliftment of women and fighting for 

the elimination of all practices of gender discrimination. Durga filed a writ petition 

under Article 32 of the Constitution of Indus with other two petitioners named Mrs 

Sharada Devi and Mrs Fathima Beevi as petitioners 2 and 3. 

7. Mrs Sharada Devi is a poor widow and the mother of Late Dr Rukmini. Sharda Devi 

worked as a house maid and with the hard-earned money she provided education to 

her daughter who ultimately became a doctor. Dr Rukmini married Dr Rajeev in the 

year 2015.Dr. Rukmani was a famous gynaecologist and with her self-acquired 

income she purchased a posh flat in Mumbai with an approximate value of 2 crore 

rupees. She is also having a bank balance of nearly 1 crore rupees. The matrimonial 

relationship of Dr. Rukmani with Dr. Rajeev was completely broken down. Dr. Rajeev 

deserted her and without obtaining divorce started to reside with another lady. Sharada 

Devi and her daughter were is residing in the flat. On 20/05/2021, Dr. Rukmani met 

with a car accident and passed away on the spot at the age of 30. She is having no 

children and the husband of Dr Rukmini, Dr Rajeev claimed the entire property of Dr 

Rukmini to the total exclusion of her mother Sharada. Sharada Devi filed writ petition 

challenging the constitutional validity of the relevant sections of Hind Succession Act. 

8.  Mrs Fathima the third petitioner herein is the youngest unmarried daughter of late Mr 

Mohammed Khan. At the time of death of late Muhammad Khan, he left 50 acres of 

landed property in Manipuram village in Kerala. The heirs entitled to succeed the 

property are his two sons and the third petitioner. According to Muslim law of 

succession, she is entitled to inherit only one half of the property inherited by her 

brothers. She challenged the religious instruction providing double share to brothers 

as discriminatory and violative of fundamental rights 

9. NGO, Durga challenged various sections and schedules of the Hind Succession Act, 

1956 on the ground that succession of a male and female is separately governed and 

separate order of succession is provided in the act as arbitrary, gender discriminatory 

and unconstitutional. 



10.Mr Hemanth a person belonging to Hind religion filed a writ petition under Article 32 

of the Constitution of Indus.The facts for filing of writ petition are as follows: 

 The marriage between Mr Hemanth and Mrs Vaishnavi was solemnised in the year 

1980 as per Hind marriage rites and ceremonies; a boy named Arun was born to them 

out of the wedlock in 1982.The relationship between them was irretrievably broken 

down. Ultimately both the parties by mutual consent pronounced divorce in the year 

1992. The permanent custody of the minor ward Arun was entrusted to his father. 

Vaishnavi remarried and is living with her husband and two children whereas Mr 

Hemanth remained unmarried and brought up the child Arun with his hard-earned 

money. Arun gallops in business and became a successful businessman at the age of 

25, Arun purchased posh villas in the heart of Mumbai city apart from costly cars, 

jewellery and had sound bank balance. Arun passed away following a massive sudden 

heart attack at the age of 30 and is unmarried and issueless. Vaishnavi the mother of 

Arun claimed the entire property of Arun to the total exclusion of his father invoking 

Hind Succession Act. Mr Hemanth challenged the constitutional validity of Hind 

Succession Act excluding the property rights of father in toto. 

11. Vairamani is a transgender following Hind religion. Vairamani adopted a boy and a 

girl and is residing with the adopted children, father and mother. Vairamani passed 

away interstate and the compromise formula regarding the distribution of property of 

Vairamani among adopted children, father and mother failed. The mother filed a suit 

for partition before a Civil Court and the suit was dismissed on the ground that there 

was no provision in Hind Succession Act dealing with the succession of 

transgenders.The mother filed a writ petition under Article 32 of the Constitution of 

Indus that while Vairamani being a Hind who follows Hind customs and conventions 

adopted children as per Hind religious principles and hence shall be governed by Hind 

law of succession and non-mentioning of provisions regarding the intestate succession 

of transgenders is not a ground for dismissing the civil suit as not maintainable. 

12.  The Supreme Court of Indus clubbed together all the writ petitions and posted the 

case for hearing and disposal. 
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