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CONTEXT OVERVIEW 
 
A 2011 audit of London’s burial spaces highlighted the stark reality of an impending burial space crisis for the 

wider community (An Audit of London Burial Provision, Julie Rugg, 2011). 

By 2013 when Eternal Gardens launched as a newly established dedicated burial space for the Muslim 

Community, the realities of that report had already become apparent.  

London’s steep population growth resulted in densely populated boroughs and severe shortages of housing. The 

Government’s priority shifted towards housing development and at the same time land prices rose significantly. 

The UK population had already began adopting cremations with approximately 80% cremating by this time and 

only 20% burying. The majority of the burials were from the Jewish and Muslim communities who had no 

tolerance for cremations due to religious reasons. 

This shift temporarily resolved the scope of the problem for governmental bodies and with only a minority group 

of Muslims and Jews requiring new burial spaces. Resolving the issue long-term significantly dropped down the 

government’s priority list. As a result, short-term resolutions were being sought between the Masajid and local 

councils. 

Some examples of short-term resolutions are the reuse of 100+ year graves, converting existing pathways and 

roads within cemeteries into further burial spaces. Thus, restricting burials spaces to those within the borough 

only. 

With no long-term resolution on the horizon, the situation continued to deteriorate resulting in some of the 

following outcomes: 

    Average burial prices increasing to £4500, increasing annually 1
    Reusing old spaces results in Muslims having to forego Sunnah practices such as facing the deceased towards 2

          Qiblah 

    Extortionate out of borough prices 3
    Increasing issues as these short-term resolutions become populated 4

 
DOUBLE INTERMENT PLOT  
 
Eternal Gardens is a dedicated area for the Muslim Community within the grounds of a multi-faith cemetery, 

GreenAcres Kemnal Park. GreenAcres Kemnal Park had already been offering people a double interment plot 

option, traditionally for coffin burials. This option potentially extends the number of burial spaces by double. The 

team at Eternal Gardens began exploring this solution and very quickly identified various other Muslim groups 

offering a double interment plot which will be named as a Duo Grave. Upon enquiry and a site visit by local Ulama  

Introduction
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and a Mufti – a verbal authorisation was given. Mufti Muhammad Yusuf Danka, based in Croydon Masjid, had 

already authorised this method within a local cemetery after extensive research and continues to review his 

findings with senior Ulama to this day.  

 

Since this time, Eternal Gardens faced uncertainty and reservations around adopting the method amongst local 

Ulama as well as the public. It became clear that no thorough paper existed which explores the double interment 

method from a Shari’ and practical approach. Individual fatwas did exist, however the outcomes varied 

significantly depending on the context of the questioner as well as their proposed method for implementation. 

This resulted in various understandings and practices of the double interment method (Duo Graves) and thus 

unfamiliarity and uncertainty amongst the wider body of Ulama as well as the community. 

 

SHARIAH BOARD 
 
A clear gap existed due to the lack of dialogue and cross-over between the various expertise within the Muslim 

Funeral Sector, Ulama and burial space providers. This gap prevented the sharing of expertise, reliable Islamic 

guidance and unity in the adoption of resolutions. Eternal Gardens then formed a board of Ulama and funeral 

sector experts to deliberate on current funeral sector issues and explore potential solutions with the aid of the 

expertise and available Islamic guidance. 

 

It was quickly noted that the Islamic guidance must remain completely impartial and for this reason a dedicated 

Shariah Board was formed that would respond to Shariah related queries. 

 

The issues surrounding the adoption of Duo Graves at Eternal Gardens was posed to the Shariah Board and it was 

recommended that the issue be reviewed in further detail and formed into a concluding paper. Thus, 

demonstrating its permissibility for Eternal Gardens’ (Sidcup) context whilst also providing a framework and 

reference points for further qualified Ulamā and Darul Iftaas who may benefit from such research. 

 

The initial board members consisted of: 

    

Mufti Muhammad Yusuf Danka (Senior Mufti & Islamic Studies Lecturer) 1

    

Sheikh Yunus Dudhwala (Senior Sheikh & Head Chaplain) 2

    

Sheikh Suliman Ghani (Mufti & Senior Chaplain) 3

The initial group drew up the Istiftaa (request for a formal legal opinion) in both English and Urdu and sent these 

out to as many Darul Iftaas as possible. Consideration was given to the seniority of the Darul Iftaas. The question 

was adapted three times as it was identified from some responses that more information was required.  A simple 

yes/no did not suffice and further clarification and reasoning was required. 

It is important to bear in mind that Mufti Muhammad Yusuf Danka had already concluded detailed research on 

this method and had in-depth understanding of the related contextual and Shari’ matters. 

 

After receiving responses, the answers were reviewed by Mufti Muhammad Yusuf Danka and the Shariah Board 

Team. The conclusion confirmed once again that it was permissible in Eternal Gardens’ (Sidcup) context and any 

responses which did not permit it or were hesitant was due to a difference of understanding related to the 
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context and circumstances within London. As an example, one response suggested that the community should 

seek burial provisions outside of London and commute to those locations. Anyone familiar with the levels of 

traffic and distances of London will be aware of the impracticalities of this suggestion. 

 

As the Shariah Board was purely voluntary, the busyness of the Ulama due to their formal commitments meant 

very slow progress in forming a detailed conclusive documentation of the exploration.  

 

THOROUGH EVALUATION & FINAL CONCLUSION 
 
In 2019, contact was made with Muftī Qāḍī Amjad M Mohammed of Dār al-ʿUlūm al-Zaytuniyya to review some 

additional mas’alah for Eternal Gardens. After some initial works, Mufti Amjad was appointed by Eternal Gardens 

as the Principal Jurisconsult to enable Eternal Gardens to progress efficiently and effectively in previous and up-

coming Shari’ matters. 

 

The Duo Grave exploration was presented to Mufti Amjad and he began the task of re-evaluating all current data 

from a fresh perspective in order to provide an in-depth final conclusion. 

 

During the review, some key findings were presented which uncovered additional points of best practice, in 

addition to practical considerations. To manage these effectively, site visits were conducted with grounds experts 

utilising life size models to ensure all practical aspects were considered accurately alongside Shari’ 

recommendations. 

 

Mufti Amjad, concluded a final paper which outlined the explored methods and related considerations. The 

results and detailed review is included within this paper. 

 

We pray Allah the Almighty accepts the efforts of all those who contributed and allows this 
research piece to form a key contribution for the Muslim community in resolving the long-
term burial space crisis. 
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In the name of Allah, the Most Compassionate and the Most Merciful 
“He who is thankless to people, is thankless to Allah.” (Sunan Abi Dawud – 4811) 
 

This research paper has been produced due to the ever-growing London burial crisis with the aim of contributing 

a pragmatic option to support the overall needs of the community. The research took place over a period of seven 

years with key contributions outlined below.   

 

We would like to express our sincere and heartfelt gratitude to the esteemed Muftī Qāḍī Amjad M Mohammed 

from Markaz al-Iftāʾ wa’l-Qaḍā, Olive Foundation for disseminating his masterly knowledge, extensive research 

and high level of expertise and the provision of this fatwa. 

 

Our greatest thanks additionally go to the countless number of expert Ulama, academics and research institutions 

for their invaluable research and unfailing contribution to this critical issue.  Our gratitude goes to the chairs of 

the Shariah Board, Mufti Muhammad Yusuf Danka, Sheikh Yunus Dhudwala and Sheikh Suliman Ghani all of 

whom are based in London. To Mufti Muhammad Yusuf Danka for leading the meticulous research and providing 

the first verbatim fatwa on Duo Graves. To Sheikh Yunus Dudhwala and Sheikh Suliman Ghani for their expert 

support, and guidance. Our thanks also goes out to Shaykh Dr Haitham al-Haddad and the team at the Islamic 

Council of Europe for their contributory fatwa towards this project. We are truly indebted to them for their 

dedicated services. 

 

Furthermore, we owe a debt of gratitude to the Directors of Eternal Gardens for generously funding the project. 

Also, thank you to the Eternal Gardens team for their valued contributions throughout the project: Asif Hassanali 

(Group Relationship Manager) for the smooth administration. Molana Mohammed Mun’im for his part in 

reviewing the final stages of the exploration and collation of the various papers into this final concluding 

document. 

 

Jazākumullāhu Khairan and thank you all. 

Eternal Gardens Management (Sidcup) 
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    2013 Eternal Gardens was established and soon after a small group of Ulama including Mufti Muhammad 1
          Yusuf Danka carried out a site visit and verbally approved the double interment method. 

    2015 the first London Burial Board and Eternal Gardens Shariah Board were established. The initiation of the 2
          exploration into the double interment was launched. The Shariah Board consisted of Mufti Muhammad Yusuf 

          Danka, Sheikh Yunus Dudhwala and Sheikh Suliman Ghani. 

    2016 the responses from the various Darul Iftaas were reviewed and the permissibility of the method in the 3
          context of Eternal Gardens was approved. Work began to formulate the exploration and create a paper which 

          would grant Ulama confidence as well as provide a reference point for further research into the method. 

    2019 Muftī Qāḍī Amjad M Mohammed, Markaz al-Iftāʾ wa’l-Qaḍā was appointed lead Jurisconsult and tasked 4
          with reviving the project, reviewing all current data and providing a fresh conclusion. 

    2020, site visits and exploration with grounds experts took place alongside a detailed academic review. Some 5
          issues of concern were explored alongside resolutions and additional methods to provide a variety of options. 

          The Eternal Gardens burial team were tasked with data capturing to ensure consistency of practical outcomes 

          as suggested by the research. 

    2021 Fatwa: Summation, recommendations and conclusive verdict issued, signed and authorised by Muftī 6
          Qāḍī Amjad M Mohammed, Olive Foundation.  

    2022, a final review and sign off by key contributing Ulamā.7

Overview And Key Milestones 
Of The Review Process
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See (Appendix 1) for the full set of references related to this section. 

SUMMARY  
Eternal Gardens arranged this review to ensure that the Duo Graves procedures and practices fall within the 
framework of Shariah. Ensuring all measures have been taken in adopting best practices as well as considering 
practical realities and limitations.  

FRAMEWORK 

 
CONTEXTUAL CONSIDERATIONS:  
       ▶ Shortage of burial space (potential double life of cemetery) 

       ▶ High cost of burials (rising costs and Annual increases or annual inflation) 

       ▶ Having to travel out of the local boroughs to bury in affordable & suitable facilities 

       ▶ Supporting La-warith (no next of kin - vulnerable cases) 
 

SHARI’ CONSIDERATIONS: 

Framework And Considerations 
Related To The Exploration

Consideration
Reference  
(further references may be available. Only a single sample  
reference provided within this table)

1 The body to be laid facing the Qiblah due to it being 
Sunnah, unless due to a significant impediment

1 Establishing necessity

2 Forming a barrier between the two interments  
such that it becomes the like of two separate graves

3 Ensuring the first interment is not disturbed upon  
burial of the second
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2
The bodies to have some form of barrier between 
one body and the next  to render them as two  
individual graves 

4 Protecting the body from coming into direct contact 
with soil when filling the grave 

5

Ensuring the previous grave is not disturbed.  
As Duo Graves are considered two separate graves, 
one does not have to await the complete  
decomposition of the first corpse before the digging 
of the second burial. 
Due to the weather conditions in the UK, complete      
decomposition can take up to 40 years otherwise 
grave re-usage would have been an appropriate  
alternative

6

They are considered as two separate graves and as a   
result there should be at least one foot of soil, planks   
inclusive, between the lower compartment and the 
upper compartment

7
Proximity to Qiblah: 
The first deceased should be placed closest to  
Qiblah.

8

Preventing overlap of both deceased: 
The lower compartment should be to the extreme 
right  of the grave (closest to Qiblah) and the upper               
compartment to the extreme left (furthest to Qiblah). 
 
This allows for the first deceased to be placed closest 
to Qiblah whilst also preventing or minimising hori-
zontal overlap of the two deceased. By preventing 
overlap, the chances of disturbing the first grave on 
digging the second is reduced significantly. 
 
Both interments should avoid placement of the de-
ceased directly in line above each other. The ideal 
situation would be to stagger both the deceased so 
that they do not align vertically. 

9

The lease is offered to the family as a plot with the         
capacity of two burials. 
 
The Shar’i element of this consideration is regarding 
ownership. If two unrelated individuals are           
permitted to be buried within the plot, who is the 
owner and who grants permission for the second 
compartment?

Prior to the completion of the lease period of the first (lower) grave, 
only the deed holder has the right to decide who can be buried in the 
second (upper) grave. Essentially the first deed holder owns the  
decision for both graves.
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SOCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 

Consideration: 
Socio/cultural norms which may not have  
explicit ibarat, however the Ulama have  
suggested these considerations to minimise 
negative impact on the bereaved or in the best 
interest of the deceased based on the current 
cultural norms.

Reference 
References may not exist for most of this section as they are 
based on current social/custom norms

1

Ghair mahram (marriageable) - Men and women 
being buried separately where possible despite the 
barrier in place. Or at least same gender in double 
depth grave (preferable) wherein both are  
separated by some form of barrier  
 
Whilst this text relates to the separating of genders 
when there is no barrier, it was deemed appropri-
ate to apply gender separate as much as possible 
as a form of best practice as many families would be 
affected psychologically upon the burial of non- 
Maharim in the same location as their loved ones.

2

Each grave will have their own grave markers on the      
surface, level with the heads of each of the  
compartments and not one above the other along  
one compartment.

This gives a clear representation  that each  
compartment is totally separate 
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See (Appendix 1) for the full set of references related to this section. 
SUMMARY 
 
Keeping the defined Shari’ and practical considerations at the forefront the following outcomes were concluded. 
The Eternal Gardens Duo Graves ensure that practices and procedures fall within the purview of Shariah. Best 
practices have been adopted where pragmatic, and where it clashed with practical realities the minimal baseline 
of Shari’ requirements were ensured. 
 
Four methods were tested and reviewed. A preferred method was selected; however, the additional three methods 
could also be utilised dependant on adjustments and operating conditions. 
 
The preferred method which falls within the purview of Shariah, entailing best practices and achievable is the 
Lahad - Lahad with planks placed opposite too each other. 
 
Key considerations were: 

       ▶ Sufficient separation of the two interments 

       ▶ Practicality and reliability in various soil and weather conditions 

       ▶ Ability to stagger the two deceased to ensure they are not directly above each other 

 

PRACTICAL REVIEW OUTCOME NOTES 
 
The table below provides notes on each factor following a site-visit and assessment of real model graves:

Outcomes Of The Review Process 

Factors Achievement status Notes/ Action 

Establishing necessity for double depth burial 

due to reasons below. 
Yes

 Bodies facing Qiblah. Yes

The first deceased to be placed by the  wall 
closest to Qiblah Makkah, southeast). Approx.  
3-5 lumps of clay, or other support, used to rest 
the body whilst it is angled and facing Qiblah. 
Currently, the body rests angled on the wall 
further away from Qiblah.

▶   Shortage of burial space  
▶   High cost of burials 
▶   Having to travel out of the local boroughs to 
       bury in affordable & suitable facilities
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Barrier between the 1st lower chamber and the 

2nd chamber.
Yes 2-foot soil between the two chambers resulting into two separate 

chambers

Ghair Mahram (strangers /marriageable to each 
other). Separated where possible despite the 
two separate chambers.

Yes

Families will be informed and advised to bury the same gender in one 
grave (unless due to valid necessity) 
 
For La-warith (no next of kin), Funeral Directors and Park Managers are to 
ensure same gender in grave. However, occasionally this may not be poss-
ible due to an imminent need arising.

Protecting the body from coming into direct 
contact with soil when filling the grave. Yes Close any gaps with clay whilst laying the wood across or at an angle

Previous grave is not being disturbed and 
therefore one does not have to wait for near 
complete decomposition.

Yes
A distinct probe rod will be utilised to denote a safe digging depth before 
disturbance to the lower chamber is caused. The machine operator will 
cease digging further upon reaching this probe.

They are considered as two separate graves 
and as a result there should be at least two feet 
of soil, planks inclusive, between the lower 
compartment and the upper compartment.

Yes

Model 1 allows for the Duo Graves to provide a sufficient soil barrier whilst 
also remaining within the target 6ft 6 inch total digging depth. Other 
models required thinner barriers or exceeding the target dig depth. 
 
The team will continue to log dig depths and soil barrier variances which 
will then provide a more accurate average which will can be detailed in 
the future.

The lower compartment must be to the           
extreme right of the grave and the upper         
compartment to the extreme left or vice versa.

Yes Bodies will be staggered slightly in order to avoid directly being on top of 
one another 

Each grave will be allocated a marker above 
ground clearly distinguishing it from the other 
grave within the same plot. The placement of 
the markers will represent the separation and 
layout of the graves below ground.

Yes

Current grave markers will have to be staggered slightly to represent the 
separation below ground.  
 
The team will explore more effective options to replace the current 
method. 

The lease is offered to the family as a plot with 
the capacity of two burials. Yes

All current plots have the capacity to be utilised as Duo Graves. The owner 
of the plot may opt to adapt the plot into a Duo Grave upon request.  
Options to deliver further clarity to families will be reviewed as part of 
documentation and team training enhancements
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METHOD 1: DUAL LAHAD PLOTS WITH OPPOSING PLANKS
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Method Height Separation 
barrier Soil above Body 

placement

Lower 
Chamber

Lahad 3ft, 6 inch
Approximately 
1ft at an angle 
(Blue dotted line)

2-4 inch  
(Minimal due to separ-
ation at angle) Enough 
to not disturb the plank 
when digging the sec-
ond time (Probe 
required) 

Closest to Qiblah 
(Propped up with soil) 

Upper 
Chamber

Lahad

3ft, 6 inch 
(Begins under the            
horizontal border of 
the lower chamber)  

As above 6 inch
Furthest wall to  
Qiblah  
(Supported by wall)

Total depth 
of both 
graves

6ft, 6 inch

Notes

The Dual Lahad method was deemed the most practical whilst also fulfilling the essential Shar’i 
requirements. 
 
With regards to the separating soil barrier, it is important to note that texts refer to the barrier as a 
barrier between the deceased rather than a barrier between two graves (above and below). As such, in 
this method, the barrier is considered 1-2ft at an acute angle of approximately 45 degrees between 
the upper and lower deceased. 
 
In contrast, the soil barrier between the two graves (above and below) at the point where both planks 
meet is often minimal, possibly only a few inches. However, as the objective is to achieve sufficient 
barrier between the deceased, rather than graves, then the objective is met through the 1-2ft separ-
ating barrier between the deceased taking an angle perspective rather than vertical perspective. 
 
Disturbing the first chamber during digging for the second chamber will be prevented by utilising a 
probe to gauge the distance of the second chamber and the required digging depth.
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METHOD 2: SHIQ TO LAHAD PLOTS
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Method Height Separation 
barrier Soil above Body 

placement

Lower 
Chamber

Shiq 2ft, 5 inch 
Greater than 6 
inch. Depends 
on body width.

6 inch  
(minimum)

Closest to Qiblah  
(Propped up with soil)

Upper 
Chamber

Lahad 3ft, 3 inch As above 6 Inch 
(to ground level)

Furthest wall to  
Qiblah  
(Supported by wall)

Total depth 
of both 
graves

6ft 8 inch

Notes

The Shiq to Lahad method was not ideal in staggering the deceased. It also creates a vertical soil bar-
rier between the two plots and therefore is acceptable but not preferred over the Dual Lahad method. 
In addition, the stability of the Shiq ledges which are formed from soil varies significantly even within 
the same grounds, thus not allowing a consistent and reliable method. 
 
A 2ft soil barrier has been defined as preferred; however, this measure of soil is subjective as no spe-
cific measure has been mentioned within the texts. The more the better, however practical consider-
ations may require a smaller measure of soil. 
 
Disturbance of the first chamber upon digging the second chamber will be prevented by the usage of 
a probe which will dictate the maximum digging depth possible before reaching the separation barrier 
above the first chamber. The first deceased will be laid to rest closest to Qiblah side whilst the second 
de¬ceased on the opposite side, further minimising the risk of disturbances whilst also maximising 
burial depth of the second deceased.
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METHOD 3: SHIQ TO SHIQ PLOTS



19 19Duo Burials

Method Height Separation 
barrier Soil above Body 

placement

Lower 
Chamber

 
Shiq

2ft, 6 inch
Greater than 6 
inch. Depends 
on body width

6 inch Closest to Qiblah 
(Propped up with soil)

Upper 
Chamber

Shiq 2ft, 6 inch As above
Furthest wall to  
Qiblah  
(Supported by wall)

Total depth 
of both 
graves

6ft, 6 inch

Notes

The Shiq/Shiq method has not been preferred as it would require the 2ft of soil barrier to be formed in 
a vertical manner. This produced various practical issues as the depth of the entire area would have to 
be increased beyond 7ft. However, as long as some level of barrier is formed between the two graves 
which is deemed appropriate by the Ulama, then this would technically fulfil the requirements as the 
measure of separating soil has not been specified within any texts. 
 
Another practical issue was the difficulty in forming a natural soil ledge on the upper chamber. As it 
has already been dug to create the space for the lower chamber, the soil is no longer compact enough 
to rely on especially during damp and wet conditions. 
 
Again, the stability of the Shiq ledges which are formed from soil varies significantly even within the 
same grounds, thus not allowing a consistent and reliable method. 
 
This method may be used after identifying a reliable method of forming reliable ledges for the Shiq 
and where the plots can be dug wider to prevent overlap of both deceased from a vertical perspective. 
 
Disturbing the first chamber during digging for the second chamber will be prevented by utilising a 
probe to gauge the distance of the second chamber and the required digging depth.
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METHOD 4: DUAL LAHAD PLOTS – PARALLEL PLANKS
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Method Height Separation 
barrier Soil above Body 

placement

Lower 
Chamber

Lahad 3ft, 3 inch 1 inch 1 inch Closest to Qiblah 
(Propped up with soil)

Upper 
Chamber

Lahad 3ft, 3 inch As above Closest to Qiblah 
(Propped up with soil)

Total depth 
of both 
graves

6ft, 6 inch

Notes

The Dual Lahad with parallel planks was deemed the least preferred method due to a host of reasons. 
 

Does not allow for the corpses to be staggered to prevent vertical alignment 1
The deceased in the upper chamber often sinks slightly result in a lesser barrier between the two 2
Only 1 inch of separation soil 3

 
However, this method is practically much easier and quicker. 
 
Disturbing the first chamber during digging for the second chamber will be prevented by utilising a 
probe to gauge the distance of the second chamber and the required digging depth.
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FINAL VERDICT POST A PRACTICAL EVALUATION 
 
Following the re-evaluation of all previous data, Mufti Amjad Saheb concluded with the following verdict which 
was ratified by a practical review by or through a site visit: 
 

POINTS OF CONSIDERATION 
 
In result of understanding the views of the Fuqahā and the interpretations of the contemporary scholars I propose 
the following approach, which will circumvent the matters of concern and likewise be practically minded. 
  

    The lease is offered to the family as a plot with the capacity of two burials. This will mean the previous grave 1
           is not being disturbed and therefore one does not have to wait for near complete decomposition, which 
           would realistically take up to the length of the lease (~ 50 years). As it is a family plot then one is not 
           specifically preparing their burial before their death, which is disliked within the sharīʿa.  
           ▶ Following the site visit, can confirm this objective was met 
 

    They are considered as two separate graves and as a result there should be at least two feet of soil, planks 2
           inclusive, between the lower compartment and the upper compartment; this will overcome the issue when 
           in places there is some overlap of compartments. The two separate graves will also overcome the permission 
           sought from the lease holder if a non-family member takes the second compartment. Furthermore, this 
           could facilitate in result having two leases for the separate graves, if as in point 1 above, a family decided not 
           to take the complete plot. This will also deal with the issue of ghayr maḥram as the graves are separate, 
           however it is preferable that the double plot has the same gender residing in both compartments.   
           ▶ A separating barrier of 2ft is confirmed between the two bodies even if not between the two 
           compartments. Shari’ texts refer to space between the bodies and thus this has been adopted as the 
           position. This will be assessed further through data capture and a final verdict will be issued on this in 
           Summer 2024. As up to this point, this objective is considered met. 
 

    The lower compartment must be to the extreme right of the grave and the upper compartment to the 3
           extreme left or vice versa. Each will have their own grave markers on the surface, level with each at the heads 
           of the compartments and not one above the other along one compartment.   
           ▶ Objective met and confirmed 
           ▶ Recommendations have been given for adjustments to the grave markers to ensure families are clear that 
           the plot consists of two separate graves. A review of the final solution will take place in Summer 2022 
 

    In terms of definition they should be referred to as Duo Graves rather than double burial/interment 4 
           ▶ Objective met and confirmed   
Please see illustrations below to assist the understanding. Width of normal plot may require five inches of extra 
digging to the left of upper compartment to place the planks.  

Final Verdict
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FINAL VERDICT POST A PRACTICAL EVALUATION 
 
Various practical constraints were raised based on the initial suggestions which were based on a theoretical 
review. 
 
Issues such as the instability of ground conditions beyond 6ft played a key role in a review of the suggestion of 
having a minimal of 2ft separation barrier between both compartments. 
 
It was discussed that the more space between the two compartments, that better that would be in aligning with 
the concept of two completely separate graves. However, it was also agreed that no specific amount of separating 
barrier has been mentioned within the texts and as such this is subjective. As such, any amount considered as 
sufficiently separating could potentially be adopted, however it must be emphasised the greater amount possible 
should be considered first and only reduced due to acceptable reasons and not just ease or financial gains. 
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Appendix 2 Initial Question 
(Istiftaa)
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Appendix Collation Of Responses  
To The Istiftaa And Related Fatwa 
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Appendix 4  
Initial Theoretical Verdict:
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Contact And Further 
Information
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