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S{ﬁlﬂ |/ Preface

This document was originally written in English. Because the author’s
work is in English, the original text appears first. A Hindi translation
follows so that the content may reach a wider Indian readership.

TG SEATdST Hel & U 33 A foram arar At i f@ent &1 &
33T 3 §, safoT 7o ure g faam o g1 B 3reqare saek ag
feram s & e Irg Emelt 31fish SR UToehl doh g Tehl

Note: Similar constitutional threshold proposals have already been
prepared for Canada, the United Kingdom, the United States, and
France, and can be found in my book A Civilizational Reckoning:
Understanding the Threat, Reclaiming the Future. This version has been
adapted specifically for India.

SA1T: FeATsT, ZeTses foharsa, Hgerd T AR 3R wid & forw gel
YR o HILTfAsh HCS TEATT Tgel &1 IR FohT ST geh & | I A
qEAR A Civilizational Reckoning: Understanding the Threat, Reclaiming
the Future ¥ 3UCIsY § | T THETHIUT TAAY F9 F RA & fow
Jegeptoret fonar I & |



India's Unfinished Constitutional Question

India is a secular republic. It has a Constitution, a Parliament, a judiciary,
and a legal system founded on equal citizenship. Yet from the moment
of independence, India retained one significant exception to that
principle: different citizens could be governed by different personal laws
depending upon their religion.

Most democracies assume that citizens are equal before one civil law.
India does not.

Through the Muslim Personal Law (Shariat) Application Act, 1937,
matters such as marriage, divorce, inheritance, succession, and family
relations have historically remained subject to Islamic law for Muslims.
Criminal law applies equally to everyone. Constitutional law applies
equally to everyone. But in important areas of personal status, different
legal standards continue to exist.

This arrangement was originally justified as a protection for religious
freedom and minority rights. It was assumed that Islam, like other
religions, could be accommodated within a secular constitutional
framework while preserving separate personal laws.

Yet this assumption raises an important question.

What happens when a belief system is not merely a matter of private
faith but also contains its own legal framework governing family life,
inheritance, social relations, and public conduct?

India has wrestled with this question for decades.

The framers of the Constitution recognized the problem. Article 44
directs the State to endeavour to secure a Uniform Civil Code for all
citizens throughout the territory of India. More than seventy five years
later, that objective remains largely unrealized.

As a result, India finds itself in an unusual position. It remains committed
to equality before the law while simultaneously maintaining legal
distinctions based upon religious affiliation. It guarantees equal
citizenship while preserving separate legal frameworks. It embraces



secular constitutional government while accommodating systems that
derive authority from religious doctrine.

The debate surrounding a Uniform Civil Code is therefore not merely a
debate about religion. It is a debate about citizenship itself.

Should citizens be governed primarily as members of religious
communities or as equal participants in a constitutional republic?

This question becomes even more significant when one considers the
nature of Islamic law. Sharia is not simply a collection of spiritual beliefs.
It includes rules governing marriage, divorce, inheritance, testimony,
finance, governance, and relations between Muslims and non Muslims.
Its scope extends far beyond worship.

For that reason, many discussions about "religious freedom" fail to
address the underlying issue. The challenge is not whether individuals
should be free to believe. Freedom of conscience must remain absolute.

The challenge arises when organizations, institutions, schools, trusts,
and legal systems seek public recognition, legal privileges, tax
exemptions, accreditation, charitable status, or other benefits provided
by the State.

No democratic society grants such privileges unconditionally.

Corporations must satisfy legal requirements. Charities must satisfy legal
requirements. Educational institutions must satisfy legal requirements.
Public officials must satisfy legal requirements.

The same principle should apply to any organization seeking public
privileges under the law.

The question is not what people believe. The question is whether
organizations benefiting from legal privileges operate consistently with
constitutional principles. Do they respect equality before the law,
recognize the equal status of women and men, uphold freedom of
conscience, reject coercion and intimidation, and acknowledge the
supremacy of the Constitution and the laws of India? These are not
religious questions. They are constitutional questions.



A constitutional republic cannot survive indefinitely if competing legal
systems enjoy public privileges while rejecting the principles upon which
the republic itself is founded.

At the same time, no person's private beliefs should be restricted.
Citizens must remain free to worship, pray, teach, assemble, and believe
according to their conscience. Freedom of conscience is one of the
foundational principles of a democratic society and must remain fully
protected.

The distinction lies between private belief and public privilege. Belief is a
private right. Public privilege is a legal status granted by the State. The
two are not the same, and they should not be treated as though they
are.

India already applies qualification standards to corporations, charities,
schools, universities, political parties, trusts, and countless other
institutions. Applying constitutional standards to organizations seeking
legal privileges is therefore neither radical nor unprecedented.

It is simply the logical extension of equal citizenship.

The legislative proposal that follows does not prohibit any belief system.
It does not define theology. It does not interfere with private faith.

Instead, it establishes a constitutional threshold. Organizations and
institutions seeking public privileges must demonstrate consistency with
the constitutional principles that bind every other public institution in
the Republic. This approach offers a peaceful, democratic, and
constitutional path forward because it protects freedom of conscience
while ensuring that legal privileges remain tied to constitutional
principles and equal citizenship.

And it advances the unfinished constitutional project envisioned by
Article 44: one nation, governed by one constitutional order, under one
law.



APPENDIX A: Protecting Rights by Defining Them —
A Legal Path Forward for India
Only Law Can Address Law

Freedom is not preserved by sentiment. It is preserved by law. As India
confronts the challenge of maintaining constitutional supremacy while
accommodating diverse belief systems, one fact has become
increasingly clear: the absence of clear legal criteria for granting
institutional privileges to religious and ideological organizations creates
a serious vulnerability.

Because courts rightly hesitate to adjudicate matters of belief, the
practical solution is to define eligibility for legal benefits. What receives
tax exemption, charitable status, educational recognition, trust
privileges, or public funding must reflect — at minimum — equality
before the law and fidelity to the Constitution of India.

Without such standards, the Republic risks subsidizing institutions that
operate in tension with its founding principles.

The Legal Path Forward

The following points outline the rationale and requirements for
establishing a constitutional threshold for legal recognition and public
benefits in India.

1. Why Law Must Lead

India cannot defend constitutional values through appeals to tolerance
alone. Only clear law can protect the integrity of the constitutional
order. Human rights and equal citizenship are secured not by good
intentions, but by precise legal standards.

2. The Problem of Undefined Privilege

At present, any organization claiming a religious or charitable character
can access significant legal privileges — tax exemptions, educational
recognition, trust status, and public benefits — even when its doctrines
or practices conflict with the principles of equality, individual liberty, and
constitutional supremacy.



This has created a legal opening that can be exploited by ideologies
which reject equal citizenship and promote parallel systems of law.

3. A Positive, Universal Solution

The solution is not to target any community by name. It is to establish
objective legal criteria that any organization or belief system must meet
in order to receive public privileges.

A belief system or organization that seeks tax benefits, educational
accreditation, charitable status, or legal recognition must demonstrate,
at minimum:

e Equality before the law

e Freedom of conscience (the right to adopt, change, or leave a
belief system without coercion or penalty)

e Rejection of violence or coercion in the enforcement of doctrine

e Recognition of the supremacy of the Constitution of India over
any parallel or extra-constitutional legal system

4. Why This Protects Everyone

This is not a restriction on belief. It is a clarification of the conditions
under which the state extends institutional support and legal privileges.

It protects the peaceful exercise of faith while denying public benefits to
organizations that seek to establish legal systems incompatible with
constitutional democracy and equal citizenship.

5. Demographic and Institutional Reality

India’s constitutional framework was built on the principle of equal
citizenship, not collective religious privilege. Over time, the growth of
parallel legal practices and institutional arrangements that operate
outside constitutional oversight has created practical challenges to this
principle.

Without legal reform, these arrangements risk becoming entrenched,
gradually eroding the uniform application of constitutional rights.



6. A Test, Not a Ban

This proposal does not prohibit any belief or practice. It simply states: if
an organization or institution wishes to receive public benefits, legal
exemptions, or state recognition, its governing principles and operations
must align with the core values of the Constitution.

If any group rejects these minimum standards, the disqualification arises
from its own doctrine and practice — not from the state.

7. What Can Be Done

Sample legislative language has been prepared and is set out in
Appendix B with a guide to adjudication in Appendix C. These drafts are
designed to be introduced in Parliament or state legislatures by any
member willing to act.

Citizens, legal professionals, and public representatives can use these
drafts as a basis for discussion and legislative action. This represents a
lawful, democratic, and constitutional path to restoring clarity and
integrity to the granting of public privileges — while protecting future
generations from the consequences of institutional capture by
ideologies hostile to equal citizenship.



APPENDIX B: CONSTITUTIONAL INTEGRITY AND
EQUAL CITIZENSHIP ACT, 2026

A Bill to protect the supremacy of the Constitution of India, ensure
equal citizenship, and establish minimum criteria for organizations and
institutions seeking legal privileges, exemptions, or public benefits
under Indian law.

Preamble

WHEREAS the Constitution of India guarantees freedom of conscience
and belief while affirming the principles of equality, justice, and the rule
of law;

AND WHEREAS it is necessary to ensure that legal privileges,
exemptions, and public benefits granted to organizations and
institutions are consistent with constitutional values and do not
undermine equal citizenship or the supremacy of Indian law;

BE it enacted by Parliament in the Seventy-seventh Year of the Republic
of India as follows:—

Section 1. Short Title and Commencement

(1) This Act may be called the Constitutional Integrity and Equal
Citizenship Act, 2026.

(2) It shall come into force on such date as the Central Government may,
by notification in the Official Gazette, appoint.

Section 2. Purpose

This Act establishes minimum constitutional criteria that organizations,
institutions, trusts, and educational bodies must satisfy to be eligible for
legal privileges, tax exemptions, charitable status, educational
recognition, accreditation, grants, or public benefits under Indian law.

Nothing in this Act shall restrict private belief, worship, or freedom of
conscience.

Section 3. Constitutional Principles



No organization or institution shall be eligible for the privileges referred
to in Section 2 unless it affirms and respects the following principles:

(a) Equality before the law for all citizens, regardless of religion, sex,
caste, or ancestry;

(b) The right of every individual to adopt, change, or leave any belief
system without coercion, threat, intimidation, or any form of penalty or
reprisal by any person or group;

(c) Rejection of violence, intimidation, or coercion as methods of
enforcing religious or ideological doctrine;

(d) Equal legal status of women and men;

(e) The supremacy of the Constitution of India and the laws made
thereunder over any parallel, competing, or extra-constitutional legal
system;

(f) Transparency in governance, funding, and doctrinal objectives.

(g) No organization or institution shall be considered to satisfy the
requirements of this section solely by declaration. Eligibility shall be
determined with reference to its governing documents, official
teachings, educational materials, policies, institutional practices, and
stated objectives.

Section 4. Educational Institutions

No educational institution shall be eligible for recognition, affiliation, tax
benefits, grants, or minority institution status unless it:

(a) Teaches respect for the Constitution of India and the principle of
equal citizenship;

(b) Refrains from promoting legal inequality based on religion, sex,
caste, or ancestry;

(c) Maintains transparency regarding its curriculum, governing
documents, and sources of funding.

(d) does not teach, endorse, or promote through its curriculum,
instructional materials, governing documents, or institutional policies



legal inequality, coercive religious enforcement, the superiority of
parallel legal systems, or any other principle inconsistent with the
constitutional principles established in Section 3.

Section 5. Religious and Charitable Trusts

All religious, charitable, educational, and community trusts seeking tax
exemptions or other legal privileges shall be required to:

(a) Maintain transparent and auditable financial records;

(b) Disclose foreign funding and foreign affiliations as required under the
Foreign Contribution (Regulation) Act, 2010;

(c) Operate in a manner consistent with the principles set out in Section
3.

Section 6. Uniform Civil Code

In furtherance of Article 44 of the Constitution of India, the Central
Government shall take steps to secure a Uniform Civil Code applicable to
all citizens, ensuring equality in matters of marriage, divorce,
inheritance, and adoption.

No provision of this Act shall be construed as granting recognition to any
parallel legal system possessing authority superior to the Constitution
and laws of India.

Section 7. Review and Disqualification

(1) The Central Government shall constitute a Constitutional Integrity
Commission to review the eligibility of organizations and institutions
receiving legal privileges under this Act.

(2) An organization or institution that fails to satisfy the requirements of
this Act may, after due process, be deprived of:

(a) Charitable or tax-exempt status;
(b) Educational recognition or accreditation;

(c) Public grants or funding;
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(d) Any other legal privilege granted on the basis of religious or
charitable status.

Section 8. Protection of Private Belief

Nothing in this Act shall be construed to prohibit any religious belief,
restrict peaceful worship, or interfere with the private practice of
religion.

This Act applies solely to the conditions under which organizations and
institutions receive public privileges and legal recognition.

Section 9. Power to Make Rules

The Central Government may, by notification in the Official Gazette,
make rules for carrying out the purposes of this Act.

11



APPENDIX C: Doctrinal Clarification — For Use in
Assessing Eligibility
Purpose of This Appendix

This appendix provides factual clarification on certain features of Islamic
doctrine that have direct implications for legal eligibility. It is intended as
an evidentiary aid for lawmakers, regulators, and commissions when
assessing whether organizations or institutions meet the constitutional
criteria set out in this Act.

It does not constitute a judgment on private belief or religious practice.

Its purpose is to assist in determining whether a belief system or
organization seeking public privileges operates in a manner consistent
with the Constitution of India, particularly the principles of equality
before the law, freedom of conscience, and the supremacy of
constitutional authority.

Core Doctrinal Features Relevant to Legal Eligibility

Islamic jurisprudence contains several doctrinal mechanisms that create
structural challenges for any legal order that assumes equality of citizens
and the supremacy of civil law. These features are not marginal
interpretations but are grounded in primary Islamic sources and classical
jurisprudence.

1. Doctrinal Deception: Tagiyya, Kitman, and Tawriya

Islamic doctrine permits or encourages strategic deception toward non-
Muslims under certain circumstances. These include:

e Taqiyya — Concealing one’s beliefs to avoid harm or to advance
Islam (Quran 3:28; 16:106). Tafsir lbn Kathir on 3:28 explains this
as permission to conceal faith “except those who in some areas
or times fear for their safety.”

e Kitman — Lying by omission, concealing part of the truth while
appearing truthful.
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e Tawriya — Intentionally misleading through ambiguous or
double-meaning statements.

Reliance of the Traveller (r10 and r8.2) states:

“Speaking is a means to achieve objectives. If a permissible aim is
attainable through both telling the truth and lying, it is unlawful to
accomplish through lying... and obligatory to lie if the goal is obligatory.
But it is religiously precautionary not to lie but rather to employ words
that give a misleading impression.”

Implication: When doctrine permits strategic misrepresentation, public
statements by Islamic organizations or individuals cannot always be
taken at face value. This significantly complicates assessments of good
faith, transparency, and alignment with legal norms.

2. Abrogation (Naskh)

Islamic doctrine holds that later revelations can supersede earlier ones
(Quran 2:106). Many early, more conciliatory verses have been
abrogated by later Medinan verses that command warfare, inequality, or
subjugation of non-Muslims.

Examples:

e Early verse: “There is no compulsion in religion...” (Quran 2:256)
Abrogated by later verses such as Quran 9:29 (“Fight those who
do not believe in Allah...”) and Quran 9:5 (“When the sacred
months have passed, kill the polytheists wherever you find
them...”).

Ibn Kathir states on Quran 9:5: “This was the Verse of the Sword which
abrogated every agreement of peace between the Prophet and any
idolater.”

Implication: Claims of peaceful doctrine based on earlier verses must be
weighed against the doctrinal authority of later commands. Without
understanding abrogation, evaluators may mistakenly treat
contradictory statements as equally valid, when in fact the more
assertive or supremacist rulings are considered legally binding under
Sharia.

13



3. Dual Standards: One Law for Muslims, Another for Non-Muslims

Islamic doctrine establishes different moral and legal obligations
depending on whether a person is a Muslim or a non-Muslim (Kafir).

e For Muslims: Brotherhood and legal privilege (Quran 49:10).

e For non-Muslims: Hostility, inequality, and subjugation (Quran
48:29; 98:6; 3:110; 9:29). Ibn Kathir confirms on 98:6: “They are
the worst of creatures.”

Under classical Sharia:

¢ A Muslim may not be executed for killing a non-Muslim
(Reliance of the Traveller 01.2).

e The testimony of a non-Muslim is generally not accepted against
a Muslim (Reliance 024.7).

e lJizya (poll tax) and legal subjugation are imposed on non-
Muslims (Quran 9:29).

Implication: Legal and ethical obligations differ significantly depending
on religious identity. Systems that institutionalize legal inequality based
on belief cannot meet the threshold of equal citizenship under the
Constitution of India.

4. Supremacy of Sharia and Conflicted Allegiance

Islamic doctrine establishes that allegiance to Allah’s law (Sharia)
supersedes any man-made legal system.

e Quran 5:44: “Whoever does not judge by what Allah has
revealed — then it is they who are the disbelievers.”

e Quran 33:36: “It is not for a believing man or a believing
woman, when Allah and His Messenger have decided a matter,
to have any choice in their affair.”

These verses create a structural conflict for Muslims participating in
democratic institutions, serving as judges, legislators, or public officials.
Even citizenship oaths or parliamentary duties may be considered
subordinate to Sharia.
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Implication: Organizations or institutions that explicitly or implicitly
require believers to prioritize divine law over civil law present a
fundamental tension with constitutional supremacy and the rule of law.

5. Doctrinal Obligation to Emigrate (Hijrah) When Sharia Cannot Be
Implemented

Islamic doctrine instructs Muslims to emigrate if they are unable to fully
live under Sharia. Quran 4:97 states:

“Indeed, those whom the angels take [in death] while wronging
themselves — [the angels] will say, ‘In what [condition] were you?’ They
will say, ‘We were oppressed in the land.” The angels will say, ‘Was not
the earth of Allah spacious [enough] for you to emigrate therein?’”

Tafsir Ibn Kathir confirms this applies to Muslims who remained among
non-Muslims when they were able to leave.

The doctrinal objective of making Islam “prevail over all religion” (Quran
9:33; 48:28; 61:9) is presented as a binding religious duty.

Implication: Legal restrictions on the enforcement or public funding of
Sharia in India cannot reasonably be construed as religious persecution.
They are lawful acts of constitutional self-preservation, anticipated
within Islamic doctrine itself.

Implications for the Indian Constitutional Framework

These doctrinal features have direct bearing on several provisions of the
Constitution of India:

e Article 14 (Equality before the law): Dual standards and legal
inequality based on belief are incompatible with this guarantee.

e Article 25 (Freedom of conscience and religion): This freedom is
expressly subject to public order, morality, and health. Doctrinal
permission for coercion, deception, and parallel legal systems
can conflict with these limitations.

e Article 44 (Uniform Civil Code): The existence of parallel
personal law systems and the doctrinal rejection of civil law

15



supremacy directly undermine the constitutional directive to
move toward a common civil code.

The presence of functioning Sharia courts, fatwa councils, madrasa
networks, and community arbitration mechanisms in India makes these
doctrinal issues particularly relevant. Educational institutions and
charitable trusts operating under religious status also require scrutiny
regarding curriculum transparency and allegiance formation.

Practical Application

When assessing the eligibility of any organization or institution for legal
privileges under this Act, authorities may consider:

e  Whether the entity’s governing doctrine or public positions
affirm or reject the supremacy of the Constitution of India over
any competing legal system.

e Whether it permits or encourages strategic deception in its
dealings with the state or the wider society.

e  Whether it maintains or promotes parallel legal mechanisms
that operate outside constitutional oversight.

e  Whether its educational or community activities foster
allegiance to a comprehensive legal-political system rather than
to the constitutional order.

e  Whether foreign funding or external doctrinal influence shapes
its objectives in ways that conflict with constitutional principles.

This appendix does not predetermine outcomes. It provides the
doctrinal context necessary for informed, evidence-based assessment.
Ignorance of these features has contributed to the difficulties currently
faced by multiple non-Islamic states. Indian institutions should not
repeat that error.
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At faurh geara fad) sft faeare gormel #r gfaafd ¢
FXAT| g YUHLATE Sl TRATNT AT HIAT| Tg TsiT 3T H gEaaiy
STET T

=TS Sol1, Ig U TIenfeieh AT T2nfia aar §1 ardstiae
fIATAFRR ATt Aol HISAT 3R FEAT3HT I VRIS T 317 Tt
Ao T P ATy aTey HenToven Riggiat & @ gty

e fRid el g1l | Ig gfSeantor ueh enifaTu, eedityes 3
Haenfaes AT YeTeT T & FAITh Tg 37d:HI0T Shl TaaTaT T T&TT
FAT § 3R AT & I gARad Far § 6 Fepeht [
Faenareh ffedial 3R FATET AETRSdr & J3 7

3N Ig 3eTede 44 GANT IR T e FaUTieleh 3682 &1 3T
TG &: Ueh TS, Ueh HAUToIeh STGEUT & 37efled, Teh hlsfs & 3icAald
efad|
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ORIRIY & HITDRI B & I8 TRUIT HId
— YR & T T I Anl

FI T & FIeTeT FT TATUTT FT Tl &

T HTaeAT & GRIET T Bl | a8 ehlefel & FITaTd il &1 Sid-
éﬁw%ﬁw%&wmaﬁmaﬂﬁgm
Fafeedl ST TG T elcll T TTHAT Y 6T &, Teb 2T ool &
TISC g ST T@T §: eTfaeh 3R danies Hara=i1 Y TEAmeTd
AAWITRRR FeTet itel & fIT TISE Hlefeil AlAcs! i 3qIiedfa T
T8 AR YeT AT B

Fifeh 31eTeld Sk &Y faeara & AT 1 ATy o & Rafeard €
SHTAIT SATAETNeh HATHTST Slefeil THT I TTIT &hT TRHATTT el
g1 X g, AT fRufa, darfores Agdn, cee fdwfer ar
ATaSIoieh TR Yo et aTell HEAT3HT T el A A Hlofe o HHA
AT 3R R & d@fawra & gfa faser 1 gfafdfaa s ozl

9= OF ATART &, VRIS 37 TEAT3HT T Tfewst =7 1 NfEa
3T § SiY 36 HAT TAGHTcl & AL THTd H H1H F ¢ |

hIeTell HTET 3T

TR g R & Hiofeil AT 3R Ardsifeish ot & fow
Teh G TAT T FI & deh 3R 3TIIHar3it o1 I@ifehd
gl

1. IefsT Y g 3T a1 =IfgT

HIRA shelel HIFSUTAT T 3rdlell & ATETH § FauTialeh Foat 1 &t
ST8T Y HehelT| hdel TISC Shlelel & HAUTioleh STTEUT T IWSAT hr
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38T I b § | ATAIIRR 3R THATA ARTRERAT 3 S1eT & 78,
dioeh HEleh Hiafell Hiclehl & FIBIT 81T o |

2. IRART RAfOsr fr g7

FAATT H IS 9 GarasT St enfdies a1 gaTe IRT Fr @ FLar g,
HEcaquT Slefsil [AATTRISRT — & B, A&T0Teh AleadT, TFe Feufd
3R AT olTsT — e Tgd Hehell &, 3ol & 38 i ar
SUdgR AT, S fFdeTd TadadT 3R Faenfas gafeadr &
fReendt & T gil

mwmﬁmﬁagsﬂ%%wamwﬁwsﬁm
TR ST GehdT & S HTA ARTREAT &Y 3SR ar & 3R
HHATATAX Siefstt Jonferal sl dgrar &t 1

3. UH UHRIHAS AR @ gareae
AT fohdl THETT T ATH ot [RITAT =TT 781 8| Ig aEJfIss

STl ATIGS FATUT T ¢ Tolee hig 31T HITaeT AT faRare ool
Ardstioen AR 9o e & fore qur |

U f32arT YUTTell AT T St Y ord, AeTOeh Aregar, gand
AT a1 Tl AT 6T B, 38 FH 8 H [ArAfafed
g&2Te T A1feT:

o I & TTHA FHTA

o 37:@OT T Faadr (T 8ff faeard JotrelT i 37914,
Jolel AT BISaA T ATYFR 6T TaRGEAT TTES )

o TACUTA & YacieT 7 fEHT AT STeRGE T rFeehioT

o R & HIITST 1 Gafcadr &I fandT off FATATR a1 GiaemsT
A T AT TUTTell IR TR HlaAT
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4. g AreTFA Fare

g faearg W FIg ufaeer 77 §1 I8 37 erdl o1 TISEraoT § ToieToh
dgd T HEARTT FALS 3 FHlefel TSR JeTeT il &

T 3TEAT & AMTAYUT I-ATH T T&T1 T &, ST Teh 3eT HaTSaAl shr
HraStfeeh o1 St A SIhR LT & oIl Haefeleh allehd T 3R A
AT & AT I Hlefeht TUMTrAt TS HAT A8 El

5. SAFITEIRT 3 TEYTTT aafasdar
HR 1 HIUTTAF ST FHTT ARTRHAT & [AGUid 9 a=1 T, 7
G LT TERINITUHR W | HHAZT & A, FATCR FHlefsll TAT3HT

3N HEYTITT a3 & gafer, S Faenferes R & ame HA
F 8, 7 30 Riguia & fov saragRe Ioifaar dar #r

ST STefelt YR &, A SGEAUTT 315 STAT &M STEH 3oTe 8 AR
- Faeforen TUDRT & HATH HeTIATIT Y HHSIN B ¢ |
6. Wfaeer 781, gdraror

g UEdTa foRdT oY faeara a1 o &t gfaefId 8T aXdT| I had
IE FEdT &: TG Pl IS AT HEAT WA Toieh o1, FHlefell B AT
ST T ATIAT ITod AT T8 &, dl 38 AT Fgenar 3R
Tt T WA & FeT HAedl & 3HTwT g1 AR

I IS THE 5 ~ZAcTH AleTeh! Y IEAHR HT &, A 3r=ATTAT
38 9T & fAguid 3 sTaeR & 3cet gl & — o ¥ g |

7. FATRFATITAFATE

FHeAT Turl s IR B S e § 3R 38 ok @ A
wdd far o §, Safe aRfase o1 7 fAviaae ARl &
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IS &1 3T AGIET A FIS T ToT U3t H fray oy 0
HEET SaRT Y& fhT S & v SR fham ar § S srars
& & AT sToF 8

AR, il TAT AR Aot TAfATr 37 AdIGT T 3uAeT
T 3R TAURY HRATS & TR & T H H Thd &1 Ig TTasT
AAIITARR YeTeT et S Ufehar & Tasedr 3R 3r@sdr STl el &l
Teh 4%, ollehciiAeh 3R HAETToYeh AT GEcl il & — AT & FALT
AR & YT AIATYOT FATRYRIS SaRT HFEAWT Feol
ROTTAT & H1eT ST hr &I L g
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R @ Gdene rEsdr 3R A
AN T SfTH 2026

AR F WIAeer Sy gafeaar A T F:&, FAET AeTRFaT glafkaa
T TYT HARART FTefeT & refieT Frefet FAANAFR, g a1 wrdefas
ATH TTET aTer a1 3R FEAT3T F AT ~geAaH Awes FRa
A & T [AaTH|

wEaTae
Yfeh R T AT 37cT:0T 3R TaRare T Tacd=cr Hr IR
& & U7 AR, O 3R A & ameer & flewidr @ gfte
AT &

AR i g AT & b Heroat 3R HEAB H yer R
STl aTel Sefelt AR, ge 3R Ardsiiarn oy Farfaes
Hedl & ITET & TUT FAT ARG AT HRAT Flefed B

Tafoadr A FAAR 7 HY;

31d: Ig TS aRT AR VRIS & Tdedkd a¥ H feafafaa
& 7 FAOHIAT Far e g—

qRT 1. gfaeq aer 3t g

(1) 38 3ffFTE # gduas 3r@sar 3R g AR
fafATe, 2026 g STwam|

(2) T§ 38 A T Ygd G S g WHR, JeT9T H
HTAFAT ¢aRT I |

ORI 2. YT
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qg HTATAIA 3o Felad HaUTioleh HAAGST T FATMA LT §
Siee Taraa1, TEAT3T, grer 3R eI APt & IR
Il & 3T Fhfell [AAMTESR, X Te, aAY f&ufa,
AeTfoTeh AT, FeATIA, IHefalel IT Fidoliieh oy & foIw ar
glet @ T =T Bra|

g0 FfRfaTA i F1$ N ard ST Rdearw, o ar sia:aor &
TIdAT F giaaferd g Sl

URT 3. Fdunfas g

S oY TaraeT AT FEAT o7 2 H Afdse fdwfert & o
urF 6 g o9 aF a9 feafaf@a et @ gite ik
FATT o H:

(&) |efr et & forw ead, fofar, snfa ar der i warg o
feTr Tt & AHA HATEACT;

(@) 9% cafad o1 frdr ot faeara guirell &l 3191, Sl
IT BISel T 3R foar fhar SeReedl, gddhr, s a1 fadr
AfFd a1 Fog earT Rl YR & &3 A1 IfahR &;

(@) enffie a1 ol Riguid & yaad & aaa & &9 # f{a,
ST IT SASEEAT Pl EGTRIT;

() A3t R qeut Hr T FEph FUl;

(3) ARA & WU 3R 38 3ded AT T FefaAr Hr
Fafeadr @l e o FAEaR, Sfaedtl ar dfauret & 9 S
YUTTell T FTIHR T

(@) erae, famarer 3R dAquifads 3agedt # arefRiar
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() ToreT off TeTaeT IT TTAT FI FHdel GINUT & IMUR W 5T

R I RT3 T QT Slel aTell Fel HIAT SATTIAT| Tl

& fAuRoT 38% aradhT gearas, nfeme s, dafts
arAfar, Nfadl, geureta gur3t 3R aif¥fq 3qgedt & den A
[ERIREILE)N

4RT 4. deTOF FEATT

I o AeTiOTeh FEAT AT, HIGidl, T o1, 3Heferel AT
ouaEgs TEAT H AT & fov ar g gl 59 s 6 T

(F) 9RT & T 3R FAT ARIREAr & Rewid &1 T
FT o g

(@) &, fofr, Sfd a1 ger & 3MUR 9 el AT S
Je1aT & ¥ o &9,

(1) 3T ST, AFE GEAS AR eior & et &
Heer IRl FAT |

(a) 39eT ITSTshA, AeIOIeh A, ATHATT gEaTdsil IaT
HEAETA AT & ACGH § HIefell IFHATA, Seleed &
Tffs Jaciel, HAGAL Flefsll YO ST Asadl, AT URT 3 H
IO HIenferer eeidr & @Y 3rderd et o 3wy euid
FI FAel @@y, HIT AT adl AT ST JAar ol

aRT 5. enfies AR gAY g

qefy e, ey, Aaffoleh 3R WEgeTds goe S X ge o
3T Fholeh [AANURR A6 §, 376 oaiioild A U A
giaft:
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() IRERM 3R of@r weTor Ay o Re$is S+ 3@,

(@) facel 3eree (Rfewsa) 3fafags, 2010 & 3ig9a 3nfEed
faeel @t 3R facel Haetrdnait o1 e e,

(@1) anT 3 # 3feafad Beuidt & 3TET Hd HE|
URT 6. AT ARTRSG Higam

HRA & WA & Iese 44 H AW FeTd gV, g TWHR
a8l ARl & fIT o] Teh FA AFTRS Figdr AT
A & T we 3amwen, Gaw [ag, dars, 3after 3R
e At & ATFH # FAWT AT &l

g fafaTs fir FS off cuawar s7 YHR AGT A FU F
ag el AR Sl YoTell &l AR & dfaunst 3K et
¥ 3% IWFER ve=T o el AT & T &

YRT 7. e 3R 3=y dr

(1) g THR 30 AT F T FeET AANRFR o
FLA aT TIToaT 3 GEANT dhr graar Hir gHeT s & fow
Ush AT 3T@SAT AT HT ST HE|

(2) HIS o araeT AT HEAT S 38 HRAHAIA dr 39emsit - qu
el A fawer W 8, 38 3T ufshar & ¢ fAeAfaf@a &
afag fFar ST Fehdr &

(@) Ty o7 wI-HEd S (@) eI Aear a1 e,
(a1) Hdeifeieh et ar @Aty (&) enfde ar vy Fufa &
3MUN TR el fohdl arm &S 3 Hiofel [aAwitnr|

URT 8. fAelr favare v gram
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g fafags fr F15 off o o off arfdie arara &#r
gfaeferd e, faqel qarr & aTer sef, a1 99 & ool
I H gEAGTT A & &I H Adl FHST AT

g Afufes Fael 34 qdl W AR gar ¢ fSad Haeid dereeT
AR FEUT raafae FARANHER AR Fefsl Aegar wred
gl

aqrT 9. fFH S99 Fr afea

&g WHER 38 JAATH F g&eE F QU =S & fow 997
# @ garT A I T g
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R 7. Vgifds WTH0 — UEdl & MTha-
3 ST & forg

39 IRfAST &1 AT

I IRMRISe sEemed eurd fr $o fFAvdnpt | qeacAs
FISEHIOT eIl AT & [SeAdh Flefell Il W Tedel Jerd g
SHHT 3carT AU, At 3R 3l & v v ey
HEIAT & &9 H T A, T I g 3o W W@ & B
FIS o AT GEAT 38 IfRfaua & fuRa ddufas Amest
I Q@ HIAT & AT 78|

I fosl faeama a1 afdie 3 ) &g ot &8 g

sHAT YA I8 fFURT st & @graar e § &
faeara yomelr a1 T9TeT Y AdSiAe AAWARR agdr §, HRA
& Ffaure & 367ET, Y § & Flefed & HHA FHA,
30T ST TaAAT AR T 3f¥eR I gafoadr &
Rgyidl & 3167 FI FT W@ & A1 7

FTfel! U1 ¥ Fafda HeF Aguifas fdyand

STATH FARIRITET H F5 HeHifded dF eMfAe g i ARTRen S
AT 3R ARRE @efel H Fafcadr A arer fHar o
FIefel STGEAT & TAT EEAcHS Tetfaal YT o g1 3
fIAYard AT carea? g 8, afes wAfAS sEarEr ddat 3k
AT =R & g #

1. dguifas uran: afe, e sk atfar
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sEarel [eund $o aRfEufaat & IR-gieemt & gfa wefds
Y 1 AT ST & AT NAIRT HIAT &1 ST AR &

o dfehzar — 39er faRardt & BUEr difsh Jhae @
ST Heh AT SEATH T 3T ST ST Fh (P 3:28;
16:106)| SeoT SR T dHAR H 3:28 W Ig Tase fohar
T § o e faeara U & Al § Rar 34
AT & S o &AL AT FHAT A O GIAT F v s
g

o fHcHA — T GANT 3G Srelell, T H Teh AT I
STafh eI gdid gleT|

o A — 3rUse I1 EEY HY aT FUAT F ATEIHA A

SITeTSIhY I[HAIE HIAT|

Reliance of the Traveller (r10 3R r8.2) & gl I &:

“FoleT 3eCRAT & TIed L & Th A4S §1 I FIS AT
&I g Sl 3R 36 Sl el & AregH § ured fhar s
T 8, o 3 ST 38 UIcd el ISP g AR I
&Y A § o 3o Sl ey g1 dAfehe nfidies &9 &
Al g & & 5[ o &ren v afeew W@ eredl & gAlr fmar
ST S I[ARTE XA aTell T8 a1 il

fafgare: S fqura wEhfas eid g&gfa i 3egafa & g,
d9 SEATHT HarsaAT AT ATl arT U v Hidaifs smat
FI §AAT 3T arEdiads IT F 87 forar S geear| I8
HEHTAAT, URGTHAT 3R Fefell AGST & 6 FIfT & 3HTeholel
&I T AT Tl &l &

2. fAFaAT (FF9)
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SEeTHT gy I8 AaT ¢ foh a1g $r 3d gge T Al
USRS X Gl § (T 2:106)1 F8 IRAF, 3+ g
IS &g T AL HAAT SaRT FRHAT FT & a1 § o IR-
HIEAT & Ta%et oo, IHATTAT IT AT T 1S eir B

3cleduT:

o URMAH IR “UH H RS FREEA QL. (0T 2:256)
STE 1 AT SF FIA 9:29 (‘3o AWM F Y S
ool W favarg w1gT ad.”) 3R $T 9:5 (“Sid i
HEA T ST, o STET el o Sgeaarieat A A 3o
AR 3Tel..”) aRT fAhAT X & TS

goof AR F 95 W Fgdl &

“Tg deaR T I A foree Jatex 3R fonelr ot H{fcigeres &
dra eifa & & FFstia & 3f¥wAET &= &

fafeard: arfds 3madt & 3muR W enfaqet fguid & aar A
g & 3Tt @ Aguifas wiewRar & favey dter smear
TR HHTAFOT I HHAS [T, Hediehotehcl! FAALTHTE =it
P AT FT T I AT Hhd g, Sidieh aedd 7 A
SIS AT Fafeadadl o R & 3ideta Fep & &
STEIRRT AT ST B

3. A AWF: AHAAE F AT &F FegA, R-ARFA &
foT g
gETHT ffetia Ig T X & o fohell eafda & gaoEArs

a1 R-ARTA (FR) @ F IR W AdF AR Feph afdea
3TSIIT-37e19T g &

32



o AAAAE & AT WEART IR FepE AANRSER (F0T
49:10)|

o IR-ARAA & forw: AT, FFATAT IR AT (P
48:29; 98:6; 3:110; 9:29)| FeoT HUR 98:6 W YiSc HId
g ‘9 qaq U @A g1

TET NIT & A

o U AHGHANT HI I-HEAH $HT §cAT A W FHcFas =gl
fear ST Fehar (Reliance of the Traveller 01.2)]

o IN-ARTTH HT A TATIT: HAAAA & A%y TaR
STel &hr SITdr (Reliance 024.7)1

o fSITam () 3R Fop IefeAdr IR-FRETAT T A SAreir
¢ (T 9:29))

fafeard: wepEh 3R Afdw afRca oiffis ggareT & 3muR W)
Fror et g &1 O sonferat o fagamd & 3MUR W e
ITHHATAT T FEYETT &9 il €, 3 HRA & FfQUlT & 3HeaTd
AT AMPTREhAT I HIHAT I G LT HT Hehedl|

4. g @ wafeaar 3R wadqet e

SEellHT TAeHTd Ig TAT T § o edg & el (NI)
& gfa foser fFEr o ATa-AfHAT FeE Jomel & 3R &

o A 5:44: ‘SN HS ol A S HIART fhar 8, 3TH
IR AR g1 AT - dr F & rfaeard g1

o FT 33:36: “fohall o faearely qew I favardl & &
fov ag doa 78 § & S« 3rearg AR 38F WA A

33



frelt AT &1 thaem X fear g, aF 3% 38 @ig
faeheT g1
A AT HHIATA & fAT MehclifNen HEAHT 7 &1 ofa,
=grarefter, faemae a1 agefae JeIfeRl & §9 7 dqar Fled H
Teh WIecA® Fay deT T g1 JgT a o ATReRar #r
ATY IT FHEGT Faed Y Reyid §7 7 RId & el A
ST Hhd gl

fafeare: ¥8 Hares a1 GEATd S Tove & @ A Afgd w0 @
faearfaat & ardem X § 5 3 ARE Fefe H 3aT S
Flefel I TATHbT &, HIeoeh Hafeaar 3 A & araet &

Y Ueh Hel3Yd Telld Tl dhiell B

5. eNIId & o] o & Hehel W o (Farded)
Aeifde arfdca
sEemAT fAeuld faeAE & Ak <ar ¢ & afe 9 afgd &
3TER qOT ®9 & SiideT w61 S Fohd, af 3¢ Jarge (fgora)
AT AMGT| P 4:97 H FHgl IRAT &

‘TS AT T R 3T 8T & of I ¢ o d T 39 IR
el B ® I, BRT 348 dedt, TA b gTel & A7’ T Hel,
FTH A A HAGAN AR 3r@e A1 BRI Fgdl, FAT ooy H
A Scfell Taeurel g & o gH 38 garae T Sa?”

gool BN AT THAR TH AT & 3o HHAAGT T A1) Bl &
St IR-FIEAT & o @ 91T Siafeh T g8l & bl Tl U
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SEITA I Tl AT T FHE T FT Jewifdedh 3eced (FA
9:33; 48:28; 61:9) Uesh STLIHNT TS Heled & & H FEId
forar arr &1

AfRare: sRa & g F yada a1 grdefas g 9
Sl Tiaeet & Ui 3chsad & ®7 A FiFaasra &7 § &0
3WT ST TehdT| A AT TcH-EIETOT & a8+ §, ST
3merenT SEATHT Ayt H TaT Hr 93 gl

aRr wdufaw o & AT Afgard

go1 Houifas AATATHT &1 IR & FAUT F F$ Jrau=i W
JcgeT I &

o 3TTRC 14 (Pl & FHA FATA): fARETH & TR
W BN AleTeh AR Flefell FFATA 3 IR &A1Y
3 &

o 3IESQ 25 (30T AR I AT TacAa): Ig T
TS & § A AS STTEYT, Afdehar 3R F&Eeed &
el g1 STekeEdl, 9 3R FAWIR g gonferat $Hr
deeifae egATT 5o WA & @Y Tohra Yar
Hehell &1

o 3IEITOC 44 (WA ANTR Higdl): AW AfeFdard
lefel onferat &1 3ifecca 3R ARE Hiefe Hr
Fafoaar &1 Jeuifas IEAROT Th FAT AR Ffear
&I 3R oot & HATTeh fder & WY FASRK Hr g

HRA H FRRT AT AeTerdi, Bdar aRvel, HeIAT dAcas 3R
AHCTRS HEIEYAr oA 1 3UTeAfT 5o Aguifas Hear
Y ®T & yrEfAs Fadr &1 anfds Fufa & 3ia9a sRig
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derfOrer Teamat 3R AT gwel @ o uTeTse T URefRIar
AR fser AT F T F g H I3aTSAT v Bl

TGRS HTTINT

58 HMRAATH & AT fohall off ToreeT a1 qeur &7 FHiee
FAIfOPRT & T arIar &1 3T Ftad THEI, TR
efaf@a s1df W foaR & a@&d &

o FIT 3H g & AR RAeyid a1 A6 dai W
HRA & HiaureT &1 gafoaar @ e off gfaeasdt seph
Ul W T IT IEHSR har Jrar gl

o YT Ig ST IT YHh FHNST & Y 39 FdgR H
e €W @1 AT Sl & a1 Mg el gl

o FUT G HAGACH Flofeil Al I FAC Wl & AT FGra
gt § St Fdunfaies RN & SR A A gl

o FT 3EH AeI0E I WIS AfAfATRAT Haenfisn
SHGEAT & Tl Teh SAMeh HleeAl-IISTeilicleh JOTell &
gfa faser @ ggrar &

o FT fagel AR a1 Sy Aguifas ysra 39 3ot &l
T8 dF & HHR Sar ¢ S Haurfae fcuidl & @
g a7 T B

Ig aRfrse aRomAr & gger & AuiRa 7€ wean a8 gikd
AR areg-3maRa e & fov 3maeTs deyifas desT vard
AT &1 3T TAAVATT Fr 3P F F$ IR-sTamer T=ar
CART AT F TTHAT T ST & Hfsarsal & Avre f&ar &
R FEA3T 1 58 R AT QG 6T AR
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gl §1 T8 IEdAs 33l 3R e it et 3uersy § aar
sqH fagTiae, aue, Hele AR Tsieifasn gsasifa @
faEqa faaror fear arn B, 518 58 o gider # g e
aAIfed o1 fhar ST A

%I 40 TTIHES & Th fo:g[eeh YouTube ISHhIEE HWeTl & & &
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